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An Archaeological Excavation on Land at Burnmill Road,
Market Harborough, Leicestershire
NGR: SP 473019 288637

Adam Clapton and Roger Kipling

Summary

An open area archaeological excavation was undertaken by University of
Leicester Archaeological Services (ULAS) on land at Burnmilh,Road, Market
Harborough, Leicestershire. The work was carried out on behalf of BDW Trading
Ltd. between July 2019 and October 2020.

The excavation was conducted in two stages. An initial phase, of open area
machine stripping and subsequent hand excavationacross the two adjeining fields
commenced in July 2019 prior to work bein@ halted in January 2020 due to
adverse weather conditions, with work resuming in July 2020 on the EastiEield.
Fieldwork was completed in October 2020.

Previous archaeological work included a geophysical survey and follow up
evaluation in 2017, which identified archaeological remains across most the site,
suggesting mid-late Iron Age activityato the west, Late lron Age/Early Roman
activity in the middle of the site and the nerth-east and later Romano-British
activity to the south-east.

The earliest evidencesfrem the site was represented by residual Mesolithic lithic
finds recovered from a“number of later features. ‘However, the first concrete
evidence for onSite occupation dated to the Middle to Late Iron Age in the West
Field. This activitynappears to have beenypredominately animal husbandry-
based, given the high percentagesin recovered bone of cattle bone. The features
comprised a nerth-south multi-phase‘boundary ditch flanking the western edge of
thesSite dated by several“mid- to late Iron Age pottery sherds recovered from
excavated sections. An adjoining,east-west ditch ran the length of the West Field,
forming a substantial arc as it headed east. This ditch contained several re-cuts,
withfinds including Iron Age pottery and animal bone. Within the enclosure
defined hy:the ditch, were several banana-shaped curvilinear gullies with post-
holes at either end. Metalworking debris from the fills suggested a functional
link. A probableiwell measuring 3m wide and 1.5m+ deep was located 6m south
of the enclosure.

The eastern half of the West Field contained a dense spread of
substantial ditches, a number of which formed overlapping enclosures and
boundary features. Most notable was a substantial ditch
running downslope north-west - south-east across the eastern half of the site. A
10m length of the feature contained a substantial quantity of highly vitrified clay
and organic material, seemingly representing a single dump of burnt building
material, possibly roof thatch. A wide spread of gravels in the north-east corner
of the site likely represented a rudimentary surface or trackway.
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A single isolated crouched inhumation burial of Transitional Late Iron Age/Early
Roman date was also recorded in this area, its hand clasped close to its face and
holding an iron object, possibly a brooch.

The earliest activity in the East Field comprised a Late Iron Age/Early Roman
concentration of occupation in the north-west corner defined by a north-south
boundary ditch and hinting at a further settlement focus to the north beyond the
limit of excavation on the brow of the ridge. An associated crude metalled surface
likely represented a continuation east of the possible trackway identified in the
West Field.

During the Early Roman period, activity in the East Field was characterised
by the setting out of a series of small adjoining enclosures linkedito a substantial
ditch running north-east to south-west. The enclosures were occupied
by dense, complex multiphase occupation dating to thef1st to 3rd century and
indicative of a Roman ladder settlement. An earlier €ircularenclosure, possibly
representing a Late Iron Age or Early Roman roundhouse, was identified east of
the gas pipeline easement. The area north©f the-principal east:west ditch
appeared empty of features, possibly representing a ‘no man’s land’ between the
twin areas of occupation.

During the early 2nd-mid 3rd centuries the partially<silted ditches were" utilised
for the interment of nine predominately adult individuals in inhumation burials,
skeletal analysis of which indicatedythat several had sustained injuries linked to
heavy physical labour.

3rd-4th century activity was identified.on the'south-eastern/and southern limits of
the excavation, suggesting a settlement focus offsite tosthe east. An amorphous
feature located on the eastern excavation‘edge likely represented either a natural
pond feature orga deliberate attempt at'consolidation of unstable ground and
appears to have been employed as a dumping ground, with 3rd and 4th century
pottery recovered ‘from within_it. A second likely refuse heap or dump was
identified.on the southern‘edge of excavation, where a shallow oval cut had been
backfilled with rubble and,ceramic building material in addition to domestic
pottery and animal bone of later Roman date. Finds evidence from these features
and surrounding ditches revealed evidence for butchery in addition to iron
smelting and textile production.

Activity‘onithe site appears to have ceased during the Late Roman period, possibly
heralding as shift of settlement further east along the Ridgeway, as demonstrated
by the findings fromdther excavations in the vicinity.

Later agricultural activity is represented by medieval ridge and furrow and land
drains.

Introduction

In accordance with National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) Section 16 Conserving and
Enhancing the Historic Environment (MHCLG 2021) this document forms the report for an
archaeological excavation carried out by University of Leicester Archaeological Services at
Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire, LE16 7NT (SP 473019 288637). Work
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was carried out to fulfil a condition of the planning permission (17/02020/FUL) in advance of
residential development as requested by the Leicestershire County Council Planning
Archaeologist as advisor to Harborough District Council.

Initial potential of the site had been highlighted through a desk-based assessment (Hunt and
Score 2017) which identified several known archaeological sites in the vicinity of the
development area. A geophysical survey of the site (Stratascan 2017) recorded extensive
anomalies of archaeological potential. A subsequent trial trench evaluation (Brown 2018)
identified the presence of Iron Age and Roman features within the development area. The
archaeological work was therefore required to mitigate the impact of the development on the
archaeological remains.

Site Location, Geology and Topography

The site lies on a prominent ridgeline in the landscape running south-east - north-west on the
northern edge of Market Harborough (Figure 1). Prior to"excavation the site comprised two
arable fields bounded to the south by a farm trackway and'a modern housing estate, to the west
by farm buildings, to the east by Burnmill Road and 40 the north by a line of trees and hedging.
Beyond this to the north the land slopes sharply downhill towards the Grand Unien.Canal.

The development area covered c. 5.13 hectares at a height0f420m aOD and is centred at
National Grid Reference SP 473019 288637 (Figure 2).

The Geological Survey of Great Britain,indicates that the underlying geology of the site
consists of mid Pleistocene Till overlying Whitby Mudstone Farmation.
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1 in the vicinity including just to the north-east of the site

c and Bronze Age flints have been found in Great Bowden village
(MLE21619, MLE , MLE21626, MLE2162, MLE216230). Flints have also been
found in the wider areato the north (MLE16664, MLE19897, MLE17862) and to the south
(MLE19894, MLE17632, MLE16564).

Iron Age /Roman

The Ridgeway appears to have been a desired area for Iron Age and Roman settlement. Just
downslope immediately to the north-east, fieldwalking and metal detecting on a site south of
Great Bowden Hall located Roman pottery, metal work, flue tiles and coins (MLE1999). A
second Iron Age/Roman site lies further north-east (MLE10148).

Geophysical survey and excavations at Airfield Farm 1km to the west found three ring ditches
(MLE19057), with another ring ditch to the north (MLE15735), an Iron Age settlement site

ULAS Report: 2021-146 13 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

(MLE15729), Iron Age enclosures and roundhouses (MLE19058), with another Iron Age
settlement site further south (MLE21329). A Roman settlement site (MLE19056) and Roman
ditches (MLE19059) were also recorded here suggesting some continuity of occupation. A
large prehistoric/ Roman settlement site (covering an area around 400m by 250m), lying around
600m south-west of the assessment area, was located by geophysical survey on land west of
the woodlands in 2014 (MLE21329) (Fisher 2014).

Geophysical survey and trial trenching in 2011 revealed Iron Age enclosures and roundhouses
at Waterfield Place 930m east of the assessment area (MLE19107) (Harvey 2011). Subsequent
excavation in 2014 confirmed the presence of a large Iron Age site, with enclosures and
roundhouses (Browning 2016). A possible Roman small town is possibly located just east of
this on the ridgeway, where a large quality of Roman material hasdeen found (MLE1948,
MLE16380).

There are a number of spot finds from the area including Roman, pottery to the south-east
(MLE19893), from Great Bowden village (MLE21594, MIEE21612, MLE21607) and further
north (MLE19896) while a silver denarius was found close to'St. Luke’s Hospital (MLE7883);
further coins have also been recorded (MLE7881, MEE7877, MLE7879).

A Roman road is said to run from the Union Inn te‘the Post Office, largely underithemain road
(MLE20647). Whilst it could be Roman, it is perhapsymore likely to be medieval.

Anglo-Saxon

A number of brooches and other artefacts suggesting a cemeteryawere found during building
work at Hill Crest, 600m south-west of the:assessment area (MLE1978). Anglo-Saxon pottery
was found at 12 The Ridgeway (MLE16561).

Medieval

The assessment area lies dkm north of the medievalscore of the town of Market Harborough
(MLE1959). The main road, throughsHarborough'is thought by some to have Roman origins
but is more likelysto,be medieval (MLE1995, MLE20647). The site lies closer to the medieval
core of Great Bowden to the east,(MLE9021). Within the village are numerous medieval
pottery<finds (MLE17040; MLE19892,,MLEG6753, MLE21580, MLE21600, MLE21608,
MLE?21610, MLE6753, MLEG6751, MLE21590, MLE21591). Pottery has also been found
north of Great,Bowden Hall (MLE21595) and further north (MLE19895).

A medieval coin was found to the south-west of the assessment area (MLE6755) and medieval
pottery has been found on the Ridgeway (MLE16562). There is also a small area of ridge and
furrow in the surrounding fields (MLE22063) although LIDAR analysis suggests that this
much more widespread.

Post-Medieval-Modern

There are a number of windmill sites in the area including one on the northern edge of the site
(MLE1949) shown on Prior’s map of 1775 and Burnmill Road could well refer to the fate of
the windmill. Another windmill lies to the south-east (MLE1956) with a third to the south-
west which may have sustained damaged when the A6 was re-aligned (MLE1952). Post-
medieval finds have also been recovered in the area (MLE17631)

St. Luke’s Hospital 400m south-east to the site is built on the site of the Union Workhouse
(MLE17001). A brickworks lies to the north-east (MLE21592).
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The Harborough Arm of the Leicestershire & Northamptonshire Union Canal lies to the north
(MLE16299). By 1797 the canal had been built from Leicester to Debdale Wharf, but the
money had run out. A proposal was made to re-route the canal via Market Harborough. The
canal was extended to the town by 1809 but there construction once again ceased. The line of
the canal comprises the Grand Union Canal Conservation Area.

To the north-west lies Market Harborough Military Airfield (MLE15969) which opened on
1st June 1943 with a three-runway layout, a perimeter track with 30 dispersals, suitable for
bombers. From 1948 it was used for storing surplus military vehicles by the army. The army
vacated the site in 1960 and the site was subsequently used as a prison.

Previous Archaeological Work

A preliminary geophysical survey of the excavation area (Sumo Services 2017) revealed
extensive anomalies of likely prehistoric or Roman origin, censisting,of adjoining enclosures,
indicative of ladder settlements, along with larger enclosures boundary ditches and pits (Figure
3).

A subsequent archaeological trial trench evaluation (Brown 2018) was undertaken in 2017,
comprising 38 trenches measuring 30m in lepgthhand 1.8m in width, providing an even
coverage of the development area and targeting anomalieschighlighted on the geophysical
survey (Figure 4). The evaluation confirmed the geophysical anomalies as archaeological
features, identifying areas of prehistorig.and Romano-British settlement activity. Seventeen of
the twenty four excavated trenches contained,archaeology in‘the,West Field, whilst eleven of
the thirteen excavated trenches in the East Field contained archaeoloegical deposits.

The area of settlement comprises a series of adjoiningenclesures;along with larger enclosures,
boundary ditches and pits. Pettery from the west©f the development area consisted of abraded
fragments of Mid-Late lfon Age pottery, but the majority of the ceramic remains suggested an
occupation period ofdst -3rd centuries AD with'the majority of finds from the late 1st and 2nd
centuries AD in the east of the area.

The trenching confirmed the presence ofwa,semi-circular enclosure with possible D-shaped
adjoining enclosure with the pottery dating the use of the western field to the Early to Middle
Iron Age. Further east, the evidenece suggested early-mid Roman settlement activity with a
roughly north-south enclasure ditch-eurving round to the east delineating the settlement area.
Pottery of alater 3rd century date suggested later Roman occupation in the south-eastern corner
of the area. “Archaeobotanical samples from five of the excavated features revealed evidence
of grain processing so it is likely that the grain was grown in the area and used for bread and/or
beer making.
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Figure 4: Location of evaluation trenches overlain on the'geephysical data (Brown 2017)

Aims and Objectives

The aims and objectives oftherarchaeological work were defined as follows:
e To identify the presence/absence of any archaeological deposits and provide
evidence of the nature and extent\of surviving archaeological remains on the
site.

o To characterise the extent, date range, character, condition and significance of
any archaeelogical deposits to be affected by the proposed ground works.

e To excavate and record significant archaeological deposits whose future
integrity may be compromised by groundworks associated with the proposed
construction works.

e To advance‘understanding of the heritage assets.

e To produce an archive and report of any results.

Research Objectives

The archaeological work was considered in light of The Archaeology of the East Midlands: An
Archaeological Resource Assessment and Research Agenda (ed. Cooper 2006) and East
Midlands Heritage: An Updated Research Agenda and Strategy for the Historic Environment
of the East Midlands (ed. Knight et al. 2012). Based on the geophysical survey and evaluation
it was suggested that the excavation had the potential to contribute to the following research
aims.
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e How are the nucleated settlements related to one another and to other
settlements of the period? In particular, is there evidence for a developing
settlement hierarchy? [Iron Age: 4.5.2]

e Can we shed further light upon the development of field and boundary systems?
[Iron Age: 4.6.1]

e How may agricultural changes have impacted upon settlement patterns? Can the
relationship between sedentary and mobile economies be clarified, and how did
this vary spatially and over time? [Iron Age: 4.8.3]

e How did field and boundary systems relate to earlier systems of land allotment,
and how did these boundary networks develop ovef time? [Roman: 5.4.4]

e Can we elucidate further the daily life of settlements and their role in the
processing and marketing of agricultural products? [Roman: 5.4.6]

e To what extent may communicationsoutes have been influeneed by Late Iron
Age settlement patterns and routesf@f movement? [Roman: 5.7.3]

e How many roads and waterways have‘impacted upon established communities
and how may roads have influenced urban morphology? [Roman: 5.7.4]

These research aims were identified based on,the current state'ofiknowledge within the area of
the scheme. The research aims were re-assessed and.updated during the course of the fieldwork.

Methodology

The work followed the methodolagical statementset out in the Written Scheme of Investigation
(WSI) for the project (ULAS 2018, 2019).

All work was carried out in‘aceordance withsthesChartered Institute for Archaeologists (CIfA)
Standard and Guidance,for Archaeological Excavations (2014a) and adhered to their Code of
Conduct(2014b). The'Site Accession Number (X.A129.2017) was used to identify all records
and artefacts.

The project involved the machine stripping of two fields (identified in this document as the
West Field and the East Field; Figure 5). Stripping of the excavation areas was conducted
using two 360° machines fitted with toothless ditching buckets under supervision by qualified
and experienced archaeolegists. Stripping was supervised and controlled by the archaeological
team to ensure that the archaeological horizon was exposed and sufficiently clean to identify
any archaeological features present.

Following the machine stripping of the two fields the exposed area was planned using a Topcon
Hiper SR Network RTK system attached to a FC 5000 controller. The data was processed
using N4ce V3.2 software and the final plans completed with the aid of TurboCad v2016
professional design software.

Stripping of the West Field (Figure 6) was conducted first, commencing in July 2019 and
focusing on the Iron Age and 1st century Roman archaeology found during the evaluation
phase, as well as covering areas of probable archaeology highlighted on the geophysical survey.
Subsoil and topsoil were stored separately along the southern boundary of the field. A network
of enclosure ditches, boundary ditches, discrete pits and gullies were revealed, with the
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stripping establishing the limits of the features. A total area of 1.7 hectares was stripped in the
West Field, with machining competed in August 20109.

Stripping of the East Field commenced in August 2019, with work focused on Roman
archaeology found during the evaluation phase, whilst also covering areas of probable
archaeology highlighted on the geophysical survey. Stripping was conducted in several stages
due to site constraints and at the developer’s request (Figure 7). A mains water pipeline ran
across the centre of the site from south-east to north-west; consequently a ¢.10m buffer of
overburden was left in situ either side of the pipeline in order to negate this. A 10m wide
haulage road was stripped initially on the southern and western edge of the field, allowing the
excavation of features in this area and to provide developer access to the site. Stripping
subsequently focused on the area to the north and east of the pipeline. Topsoil and subsoil
were stored separately in bunds immediately north of the haulage read. Stripping then focussed
on the area west of the pipeline, with machining conducted from nerth to south.

A period of inclement weather forced a break in the excavations in January 2020. On returning
to site in July 2020 the spoil heaps from the previous stripping were moved and this area was
stripped to the required level. Parts of the site to the gast ofsthe pipeline were also re-stripped
due to a build-up of silts caused by extensive flooding in this part of the site. ‘Boundary ditches,
a network of enclosure ditches, numerous gullies, pits, rubble deposits and pest’holes were
revealed with stripping establishing the limits of these within‘the'site boundaries. A total area
of 1.52 hectares was stripped in the East Field.

_ East Field

Figure 5: Plan showing final excavated areas in blue. Water pipeline in red
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e ;

Figure 7: Machine stripping under way of the haulage road within the East Field, looking
north-west
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Excavation Results

The sequence of overburden deposits mirrored that identified during the evaluation in both the
East and West Fields. Depths of subsoil were generally shallow in the north of the site and
deeper in the south, following the undulating topography of the site. Topsoil across the site
consisted of a mid-dark greyish brown silty loam with occasional stone and modern debris
inclusions, whilst subsoil consisted of a mid-brown silty clay with occasional small stone and
chalk inclusions. The natural substrata in the West Field consisted of a reddish-brown clay
with occasional chalk and small ironstone fragment inclusions. Occasional larger pockets of
more dense ironstone fragments were also observed. The natural substrata in the East Field
consisted of a reddish-brown clay with occasional chalk fragments and rare small ironstone

inclusions. :

Figure 9: The East Field under excavation looking north-east
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The ridge and furrow as noted in the evaluation ran predominantly east - west truncating the
substrata and consequently the archaeological deposits in places. A network of ceramic land
drains running east-west and north-south were also intermittently observed across both fields.

A network of linear features were exposed across both fields including boundary ditches, an
extensive series of ditched enclosures and numerous gully features. A series of pits and post
holes were also observed, some forming groups with industrial and structural evidence. Several
inhumation burials, the majority located in the East Field, were revealed set in the upper fills
of backfilled ditches.

As the site consisted of two separate fields and was stripped as such, they are reported
separately, with a discussion and conclusion synthesising the results (West Field and East
Field). Only three ditched features appear to link the archaeology between the two fields.
Chronologically, the West Field appears generally earlier in_ifS phasing, with a seeming
progressive developmental shift eastwards into the East Field 'and beyond. A phasing
concordance is provided below (Figure 10) along with a Rhase Plan (Figure 11) and overall
plans showing all features (Figure 12) and excavated segtions\(Figure 13):

The following periods are employed and are common on ULAS Sites:

Period — Date Range

Mesolithic (9000-4000 BC

Neolithic (4000-2000 BC)

Bronze Age (2000-700 BC)

Iron Age (700BC-AD 30)

Late Iron Age-Early.Roman-Transitional (AD'30-AD 70)

Roman (AD 70-AD 410)
Early Roman (1st-2nd eentury)
Middle/Late Roman (3rd =4th century)
Post-Raman Period, Saxon, Medieval (AD 410-AD 1500)

Post-Medieval AD 1500-Maodern
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_ Grouping _ Grouping

1: Pre-Iron Age Flint tools 1: Pre-lron Age Flint tools
2: Middle to Late Iron Age G1: Western boundary ditch
3.1: Late Iron Age-Middle 1st | G2: Pit groups
century G3: Semi-circular enclosure ditch
G4: internal features
Burial SK10

G5: Waterhole
G6:Feature group northern edge
G7:Crouched burial SK1

3.2: Late Iron Age-Middle 1st | G8:Sub-circular structure

century (Transitional) G9: Central enclosures
G10 & G11: Boundary ditches

4: 1st-2nd century G12: Eastern enclosures internal features 4:1st-2nd century G17: Western boundary ditch & associated features
G13: NE-SW linear features G18: Surface (1362) = Surface (957)

G14: NE enclosure & boundary ditches
G15: Pit and post-hole group
G16: Surface (957) = surface (1362)

5: 2nd-3rd century G19: Boundary Clothesline ditch east and
associated features

G20: Features north of Principal Enclosure ditch
G21: Enclosure ditch [1068] & inhumation burials
SKO04-SKO08

G22: Features east of clothesline ditch [1453]

G23: Features SE of pipeline easement

G24: Central eastern features

G25: Pond [1690]

G26: Boundary Clothesline ditch west

G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and associated
features

G28: South-Western Area Ditches

G29 Inhumation Burials SK02-03, SK05-07, SK09
G30: Ditch [830]

G31: Features east of dump

6: 3rd-4th century G32:{Pits

G33: Dump [816]

G34: SE corner occupation

7: Post-Roman Ridge and furrow 7: Post-Roman Ridge and furrow

Land drains Land drains

Figure 10: West and East Fields phasing concordance
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Phase 2 (Middle-Late Iron Age)

- Phase 3.1 (Late Iron Age-mid 1st century)
- Phase 3.2 {Late Iron Age-mid 1st century)
- Phase 4 {1st-2nd century)

- Phase 5 {2nd-3rd century)

- Phase 6 (3rd-4th century)

- Phase 7 (post-Roman)

Figure 11: Phases 2-6 plan
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Figure 12: Overall plan showing all archaeological features in both fields (black), with furrows and land drains (grey)
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Excavation Results - West Field

L] [
AN N

Figure 13: West Field overall plan with

s (grey), excavated sections (black) and evaluation trenches
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Phase 1: Pre Iron Age

Although no features were identified belonging to any periods earlier than the Iron Age, a
number of lithics were recovered suggesting that there was activity in this area. Many of the
flints date to the Mesolithic period and perhaps suggest a Mesolithic activity area or occupation
site nearby.

Phase 2: Middle to Late Iron Age

G1: Western Boundary Ditch

[201] (202) (203) (204), [209] (210) (211), [212] (213) (214), [264] (272), [262] (273), [263]
(274), [229] (230), [244] (245), [250] (251)

The westernmost boundary ditch ran north-east to south-west acrossthe site, extending beyond
the excavation area to the south-west and north-east (Figure 14 - Figure'16). Approximately
.84.55m of the linear feature was recorded measuring between 1.66m-3.25m in width and
0.29-0.73m in depth. A series of excavated section$ showed a ‘V’ shaped profile to the south-
west becoming more ‘U’ shaped to the north-east. “The ditch appeared to have beenrecut along
the same course on at least two occasions, indicating significant fongevity of use.” Two or three
fills were recorded in excavated sections consisting of mid-grey or orangey brown silty clays
with occasional chalk and natural flintginclusions. Two small sherds of shelly pottery were
recovered from [201] (203) dating to the mid-late Iron Age. The absence of any further finds
suggests that the ditch was sited away from any significant settlement or associated activities.
A semi-circular shaped enclosure ditch (see below) adjeined the boundary ditch towards its
north-east end, appearing to follow the path of the ditch to the’north-east, turning and heading
south-east across the sitedand likely pertains to @ later phase of activity.
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Figure 14: Western boundary. ditch plan
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Figure 15: Western boundary ditch sections
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Phase 3.1 Late Iron Age — Middle 1st Century (Transitional)

G2: Pit Groups

Post holes/Pits

[223] (224), [225] (226), [233] (234), [286] (287), [288] (289), [290] (291), [299] (300),
[308] (309), [315] (316)

[205] (206), [207] (208), [235] (236), [237] (238), [239] (240), [241] (242) (243), [254] (255)
(256), [257] (258), [259] (260)

A loose group of post holes/pits forming a rough linear arrangement of ¢.40m ran from the
north-east to the south-west, c.15m east of the westernmost boundary ditch (Figure 17). A
comparable linear arrangement of post holes/pits was located on a similar orientation ¢.21m to
the east. The post holes/pits were generally sub-circular in plans measuring 0.3m-0.96m in
diameter and 0.06m-0.3m in depth with moderately sloping sides breaking to a wide concave
base. Single fills were recorded consisting of sterile silty clays withhoccasional natural stone
and chalk inclusions. No finds were recovered from thesg pits.

A second loose group of post holes/pits forming a rough linear arrangement of ¢.34m ran from
the north-east to the south-west, ¢.39m east of the westernmost boundary“ditch (Figure 18,
Figure 19). The post holes/pits were generally sub-circular injplan but varied in size, with the
smallest [259] measuring 0.3m in diameter and the largest [254] measuring 1.7m in length and
1.54m in width. Depths also varied from 0.14m-0.41m with moderately sloping sides breaking
to a wide concave base or narrow ‘V’ Shaped base. Single'fills were recorded in the majority
of post holes/pits with a secondary fill recorded in two features. \Ihree pits [207] (208), [235]
(236) and [257] (258) contained evidence of burnt,deposits but'only a single dock seed was
recovered from bulk soil samples (Figure,19). _Fillsypassociated with the remaining post
holes/pits were generally sterile silty clays. Asingle sherdof pottery was recovered from (236)
of pit [235] probably dating to the early or mid-1st century/in date.
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G3: Semi-Circular Enclosure Ditch

West

[231] (232), [246] (247), [248] (249), [252] (253) [266] (267), [268] (269), [304] (305), [306]
(307), [329] (330), [331] (332), [410] (411), [412] (413)

East

[370] (371), [372] (373) (374), [375] (376) (377), [378] (379), [397] (398) (399) (400), [401]
(402), [403] (404), [414] (415), [428] (429) (430), [431] (432), [435] (436) (437) (438), [485]
(486), [487] (488), [506] (507), [532] (533)

An enclosure ditch was recorded forming a semi-circle in the south-west quadrant of the site,
appearing to partially enclose a group of pit and gully features tohe north (Figure 20). The
ditch was traced for a total of ¢.158.31m with an entrance approximately 2.45m wide located
in the south-west arc. The enclosure ditch either side<of theyentrance, had differing
characteristics.

West

To the west of the entrance, the ditch ran for ¢.70.63m. It appeared to originate from the
westernmost boundary ditch, running parallel with Itat in theynorthern part ofthesexcavation.
It then headed south-east before turning south where it-formed aterminal to the entrance into
the enclosure. The ditch measured 0.99m-2.44m in width and 0.15m-0.62m in depth with
excavated sections revealing a wide ‘V¢,shaped profile andnasrow concave base. A shallower
secondary recut could also be seen in‘excavated sections. “Cuts within excavated sections
contained sterile mid orange-greyish brown siltysclay fills with-eceasional pebble inclusions
and charcoal flecks (Figure 21, Figure 22)., A single'sherd of late Iron Age or early Roman
pottery was recovered from the primary cut of enclosureterminus [412] (413). The absence of
any further finds recovered from, excavated fills suggest this part of the enclosure ditch was
located some distancedrom any settlement or occupation activity.

East

To the east of the entrance, theditchyran for ¢.87.82m, curving to form a semi-circle before
joining a seriesiof enclosure ditches at itseastern limits. It most likely continued north and east
from hergy'but its ortginal.extents had been lost to later larger enclosure ditch cuts. It measured
1.02m-<4.19m wide and"0.15m-0.62mndeep with a ‘U’ shaped profile with moderately sloping
slides breaking to a concave base. Upto three fills were recorded with lower fills consisting
of mid yellowish-brown silty sands with occasional chalk fragments and upper fills consisting
of dark brownish,grey silty ¢lays with occasional charcoal flecks and small pebble inclusions
(Figure 23, Figure 24). There appeared to be multiple re-cuts splitting into individual smaller
ditches heading east along its course. Overall, pottery recovered from this feature was
indicative of a Conquest-period date. Three sherds of pottery were recovered from an early
ditch cut [370] (371),/dating to the later Iron Age, with two sherds of pottery recovered from a
later ditch cut [378] (379) dating to around AD 30-60. Late Iron Age or Early Roman pottery
was also recovered from [372] (374), [414] (415) and [431] (432) and most likely relating to
activities within the enclosure ditch immediately north. Pottery from (415) [414] provided a
firm date in the middle decades of the 1st century (c.AD 30-60). A small quantity of animal
bone including cattle mandible, sheep mandible and a horse tooth were also recovered from
excavated sections around the enclosure ditch. Despite the ditch having been subject to a
number of recuts, the ceramic dating evidence suggest a narrow date range.
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Figure 20: Semi-circular enclosure ditch plan
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Figure 23: Semi-circular enclosure ditch, east sections

t lengths of gully were located within the arc of the semi-
sed by it, whilst also being partly enclosed by an east-west

features have been ¢

ated into groups by location (below) but are most likely contemporary
in date.
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Figure 257 Semi-circular enclosure ditch internal features, overall plan

Pits
[310] (311)(312), [423] (424) (427), [425] (426)
[335] (336), [346].(347), [348] (349), [356] (357) (358)

Gully
[445] (446), [447] (448)

Oblong Pits

[292] (293), [325] (326), [327] (328), [337] (338), [421] (422)

The north-east edge of the group was made up of four pit features and a short length of gully.
Gully [445] [447] was recorded for approximately 4.55m, measuring 0.31m-0.43m in width
and 0.15m in depth. Excavated terminals showed a 'V’ shaped profile with moderately sloping
sides and a narrow concave base. A single sterile fill was recorded in each terminal. A sub-
circular pit [310] measuring 1.1m in length, 0.75m in width and 0.33m in depth was also
recorded. This contained two sterile silty clay fills. A pair of irregular intercutting pits [423]
[425] were also recorded measuring 1.8m in length, 0.97m in width and 0.36m in depth. Pit
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[423] (427) produced a single sherd of mid-1st century pottery and a fragment of sheep/goat
molar. Pit [310] (311) produced an unidentified iron fragment.

M 423
310] - 14291
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Figure 26: Internal north-west features

Amongst the group of internal features were five comparable oblong pits (Figure 27) measuring
1.6m-2.6m in length,0.28m-0.6m in width and 0.1m-0.3m in depth with terminals at either
end. Excavated sections revealed a consisting wide ‘V’ shaped profile to the pits, with
moderately sloping sides breaking to a narrow concave base. Single fills were recorded in all
pits consisting of mid-greyish brown silty clays with occasional chalk inclusions, charcoal
flecks and occasional natural flint and pebble inclusions. Narrow-elongated pit [421],
measuring 2m in length, 0.28m in width and 0.11m in depth with a single, sterile fill appeared
the south-easternmost feature of this small group.

A single sherd of mid-1st century pottery dating to AD 30-60 and animal bone was recovered
from [327] (328) and a small amount on animal bone from [421] (422). All pits were oriented
broadly south-east to north-west and most likely shared a similar function although this is
unclear.
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Figure 27: Internal oblong pits sections

Four pits in the south-west, immediately north of the enclosure ditch, measured between
0.81m-1.89m in length, 0.68m-0.83m in width and 0.14m-0.4m in depth." Profiles showed
generally moderately sloping sides breaking tosa concave base. Fills were consistently mid-
dark greyish brown silty clays with occasional chalk fragments, charcoal flecks and small stone
inclusions. Mid-1st century pottery was recovered from [335] (336), [348] (349) and [356]
(358). A small amount of animal boneywas also recovered from [346] (347) and [348] (349).
A small amount of charred plant remains was,also recovered from [356] (358) and burnt daub
from [346] (347) and [356] (358).

‘Sausage’ Gullies

[294] (295), [394] (395) (396)

[296] (297) (298), [385] (386)(387)

[301] (302) (303), [317].(318) (319), [322] (323) (324)
[350] (351), [354] (355), [359] (360)

Pits/post-hole

[391] (392) (393), [388],(389) (390)
[320] (821)

[333] (334)

[352] (353),'[361] (362)

Four comparable linear sausage gullies were located centrally within the group. All were
orientated south-east te_nerth-west. Three of the sausage gullies contained pits or post holes
within the terminals, perhaps indicating structural evidence.

A parallel feature, comparable in size and form was excavated at Glenfield Park Kirby Muxloe
in 2013-14 (Thomas 2017: 21). There were indications from either environmental of finds
evidence as to the intended function of these features.

The northernmost sausage gully measured 5.04m in length, 0.84m in width and 0.28m in depth
(Figure 28). Excavated sections revealed a ‘U’ shaped profile to the gully with steep-moderate
sloping sides and a concave base. Fills consisted mid-dark greyish brown silty clay with
occasional chalk fragments and small gravel inclusions. Pottery was recovered from [294]
(295) at its north-west terminal, along with fragments of sheep mandible and cattle tooth and
three charred cereal grains. A pair of contemporary sub-circular post holes measuring 0.8m-
0.91m in diameter and 0.2m-0.35m in depth were located at the south-east terminal of the
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sausage gully. These features had moderately sloping sides breaking to concave bases. Lower
fills consisted of mid brown silty clays, whilst upper fills consisted of dark orangey brown silty
clays with occasional small stone inclusions. The post holes potentially formed supports for
an unknown superstructure.

This feature represented the smallest of the sausage gullies, measuring 3.72m in length, 0.72m
in width 0.35m in depth. Excavated terminals showed a ‘V’ shaped profile to the gully with
moderately sloping sides breaking to a narrow concave base. A lower fill consisted of mid
greyish brown silty clay whilst the upper fill consisted of a dark greyish brown silty clay with
occasional charcoal flecks, chalk inclusions and small stone fragments. A single sherd of
pottery was recovered from the lower fill (297) dating to the mid-1st century along with
fragments of sheep bone- and a small amount of charred plant remains. No associated pits or
post holes were evident.

Gully [301] was more irregular in plan, measuring 3.83m in length,0.96m in width and 0.38m
in depth (Figure 29). This had a wide ‘U’ shaped profile with moderately sloping sides and a
concave base. A lower fill was recorded consisting of adight'brown silty:clay with occasional
chalk fragments and stone inclusions. Pottery was recovered from [317] (818) along with a
small assemble of animal bone. A consistent upper‘fill consisted of a dark greyish brown silty
clay with occasional chalk fragments and stong“inclusions. ‘Eight sherds of mid=1st century
pottery was recovered from [301] (303) and burnt daub,and‘a single sherd of/Late Iron Age
pottery from [317] (318) and [322] (324). A mixed but fragmentary assemblage of animal
bone was also recovered from [322] (324) consisting of pig, sheep and cattle. A low density
of charred plant remains including cereal grains and chaff were recovered from [301] (303).

A sub-circular pit [320] appeared to truncate the north-west terminal of the sausage gully. It
measured 0.78m in length, 0.3m in width and 0.14m"in depth.with moderately sloping sides
breaking to a flat base and.eontained a single sterile silty clay fill. At the south-east terminal
of the sausage gully a gontemporary circular post hole [333] was recorded, measuring 0.22m
in diameter and 0.22min depth'with steep sides and a concave base. It contained a single
sterile fill consisting of‘a light greyish brown silty elay.

The largest and.southernmast sausage gully»[350] measured 6.24m in length, 1.3m in width
and 0.31mgdn depth. Excavated sections showed a wide ‘V’ shaped profile with moderately
slopingsides and a concave base.“Assingle fill was recorded in all sections consisting of a mid-
greyish brown silty clay. with oceasional chalk flecks, charcoal flecks and small stone
inclusions. Mid-1st century pottery was recovered from all excavated sections (350] (351) LIA
ERM and (355),along with fragments of pig, cattle, and sheep bone. Low densities of charred
plant remains “consisting of cereal grains were also recovered from excavated sections.
Contemporary structural post hole [361] was located at the south-east terminal of the gully,
measuring 0.5m in diameter and 0.25m in depth with moderately sloping sides and a concave
base. A comparable post hole [352] was also located at the north-west terminal of the gully,
measuring 0.36m in diameter and 0.23m in depth. The fill appeared sterile consisting of a mid-
greyish brown silty clay.
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Figure 28: ‘Sausage’ gully [394] and pi
scales)
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Figure 30: ‘Sausage’ gully sections
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Internal Features - South
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Figure 31:'South-eastern features

Burial SK10

[344] SK10 (345)

Pit [344], ¢.3.65m north of the semi-circular enclosure ditch consisted of a sub-circular pit
measuring 0.68m in diameter and 0.31m in depth, with moderate straight sloping sides breaking
to a wide concave base. It contained a single perinate burial SK10 (40 weeks at birth) of
probable late Iron Age or Early Roman date (Figure 32, Figure 33). Preservation was good
with slight fragmentation, with 75% of the total burial recovered. The accompanying fill (345)
consisted of a dark brownish grey silty clay with occasional small stone inclusions and charcoal
flecks. A single sherd of pottery was recovered from the fill (345) dating to the Late Iron Age
or Early Roman period along with a single charred cereal grain and two incomplete iron nails.
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Pits

[439] (440) (441) (442), [443] (444)

[363] (364) (365), [368] (369), [449] (450), [451] (452)
[471] (472)

Gullies
[405] (406), [416] (417), [382] (383) (384), [407] (408) (409)

Post holes
[418] (419) (420), [553] (554) [366] (367), [469] (470)

Two irregular intercutting pits were recorded immediately north ofdthe enclosure ditch, but
these appeared heavily disturbed by animal burrow activity. Mid-1st century pottery was
recovered from [439] (441) (442). A single fragment residual perinate (40 weeks at birth)
femur fragment was also recovered from (441).

Four oblong pits were located centrally within the south-east group“(Figure 34). The pits
measured 0.99m-1.8m in length, 0.43m-0.68m in avidth“and 0.18m-0:29m in depth with
moderate sloping sides and narrow concave bases.4Fills were sterile, producingwno pottery and
largely consisting of mid brownish grey silty clays with occasional stone inclusions. A burnt
pig incisor was recovered from [449] (450). There were no indications of pest holes in the
immediate vicinity of the pit which may have offered evidence of a superstructure.
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Figure 347 0blong pit sections

Two short lengths ef gully were observed running north-east to south-west (Figure 35), which
could have created internal divisions within the enclosure. The shallow nature of the gullies
suggests they were truncated and may have originally extended further north-west. The smaller
of the two, [382] [407], measured 4.05m in length, 0.55m-0.69m in width and 0.26m-0.43m in
depth. Excavated sections revealed a ‘V’ shaped profile to the gully with moderately sloping
sides and a narrow concave base. Two sterile fills were recorded consisting of mid greyish
brown silty clays. The larger and most south-east gully [405] [416] measured 9.18m in length,
0.5m-0.8m in width and 0.09m-0.2m in depth. Excavated sections revealed a ‘U’ shaped
profile with moderate-steep sloping sides and a concave base. A single sterile fill consisting
of a mid-greyish brown silty clay was recorded in excavated sections.
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Figure 35: Gully sections

A pair of similar post holes [418] and [553] representedithe ‘easternmastifeatures within the
group. They measured 0.55m-0.74m in length, 0.45m-0.7m in width and 0.2m-0.32m in depth.
Fills were largely sterile and consisted of silty clays with four sherds of early 1St century pottery
recovered from post hole [418] (419) along with fragments of\canine cervical vertebrae and
skull fragments.

Two further shallow post holes [366] and [469] and an irregular pit [471] were located to the
north. The post holes measured 0.44m-0:%58m in diameterand 0.1m-0.16m in depth and
contained single sterile silty clay fills. The pit measured 1.92min length, 0.74m in width and
0.12m in depth and contained a single sterile fill.
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G5: The Waterhole
[504] (505) (538) (539) (540) (541) (542)

Post holes

[677] (678), [473] (474)

South of the semi-circular enclosure and at the southern boundary of the excavated area was a
large sub-circular pit, most likely representing a waterhole (Figure 36, Figure 37, Figure 38).
It measured 3.98m long and 3.13m wide with moderately sloping sides breaking to steep-
vertical sides. It was excavated to a depth of 1.54m but further excavation was not undertaken
for safety reasons; consequently the base of the feature was not reached. Several sterile silting
deposits were recorded with a final backfill (505) containing more frequent charcoal flecks
inclusions. Twelve sherds of pottery were recovered from the final backfill (505) including
grey and white wares dating to the late 1st to early 2nd century« Cattle, sheep and pig bone
fragments and a beehive quern fragment were also recovered from fill (505), along with a small
amount of charred plant remains. The western edge of the pit appeared.truncated by a ceramic
land drain which had been subsequently repaired.

A small, shallow sub-circular post hole [677] was located immediately west@f{504] containing
a single sterile fill (678) and a further undated post hole [473},was located c.6.5m,tosthe north-
east.

[473] =
]
[677],
[504]
Repaired
land drain
_

Figure 36: Waterhole and associated feature plan
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Figure 38: Waterhole [504] looking west (2 x 1m scales)
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G6: Small Feature Group - Northern Edge

Terminal
[339] (340) (341), [342] (343)

Ditches
[275] (276) (277), [278] (279), [280] (281)

Post hole

[264] (265)

A small group of features occupied the north-west edge of the West Field, consisting of three
ditches and a single post hole, indicative of activity continuing beyond the excavation area to
the north (Figure 39, Figure 40). Terminal [339] was recorded for ¢{3.9Zm continuing beyond
the excavation area to the north-west. It measured 1m in width and 0.6m in depth with a ‘V’
shaped profile and contained two sterile fills of silty gravels andiclays. A recut was also
recorded [342] which measured 1.7m in width and 0.32m in depth“and had moderate sloping
concave sides and a concave base with a single sterile fill. A short length of ditch [280] was
also recorded, but this appeared heavily truncated before continuing beyond, the limits of the
excavation to the north. South of this was a curving ditch [278] truncated at 1ts south-west end
and running for ¢.13.61m, extending beyond thé excavation at,its north-east end.” This had a
‘V’ shaped profile with moderately sloping sides ‘and, a marrow concave base. The fills
comprised orangey brown silty clays with occasion chalk and charcoal flecks. A single sherd
of Mid to Late Iron Age pottery was regevered from (279){278].

A single sub-circular post hole [264] was also recorded containingya.single sterile fill.

[
<E [339]
o[264] [942] [280] %‘ .
[ZYSM
0 30m
E— E—

Figure 39: Plan of features along the northern edge of the West Field
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Figure 40: Sections of features along the northern edge of the West Field

G7: Crouched Burial SK01

Grave
[935] SK1 (936)

Post holes

[530] (531), [565]x(564)

A crouched burial (SK01) was located to the east of the semi-circular enclosure, west of the
main nerth-west to south east boundary ditch (Figure 41, Figure 42, Figure 43, Figure 44). The
burial appeared isolated, representing the only adult burial within the West Field.

The grave cut [935] appeared oval in plan, measuring 1.01m long, 0.63m wide and 0.1m deep
cut into a patch ofsilty clay ironstone rubble substrata on a north-east to south-west orientation.
It had a shallow profile with'shallow sloping sides and a flat base. Preservation of the bones
was deemed moderate with 80% survival and it contained a single adult female (36 years+) of
above average height.; " The burial was placed on its right side, partly rolled into a near-prone
position.

The skull was tilted face down with the right arm and hand flexed up to the face and left arm
and hand flexed to the shoulder. The knees were bent up to the elbows with the feet directly
below the pelvis. Periosteal reactions in the form of lamellar bone in the form of diffuse
striations were observed on both tibiae and the left fibular of SK01, with degenerative disease
of the spine and right hip was also observed. Schmorl’s nodes were also identified in the spine.
Periodontitis of the teeth and dental caries on single wisdom tooth were also observed.

A C14 date of 46BC-AD84, with a probability rating of 87.9%, was obtained from a sample of
the faunal material, placing the burial in the Transitional Late Iron Age/Early Roman period.
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The associated fill (936) consisted of a mid-greyish brown silty clay with occasional ironstone
fragments and charcoal flecks and produced six iron nail fragments (SF8), which may imply
that the burial was coffined.

o

[530]

Figure 41: Plan of crouched burial SKi,[935] with post holes [530] and [565]
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SK1 [935]

Figure 43: Crouched burial SK01 under excavation
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Phase 3.2: Late Iron Age — Middle 1%t Century (Transitional)

G8: Sub-Circular Structure

Drip Gully
[733] (734), [741] (742), [761] (762), [767] (768), [773] (774), [976] (977)

Drainage Gully

[775] (776), [780] (781)

A sub-circular drip gully was observed at the very east end of the West Field, most likely
representing drainage for a structure, probably a roundhouse (Figure 45, Figure 46, Figure 47).
No visible entrance was observed, although truncation by three later north-east to south-west
ditches may have removed any evidence of this. The gully hadan internal diameter of 8.99m-
9.67m, with excavated sections in the drip gully measuring 027m-=0.65m in width and 0.31m-
0.48m in depth. The profile of the drip gully appeared ‘V’ shaped with moderate-steep straight
sloping sides breaking to a narrow concave base. A single fill was recorded in all excavated
sections generally consisting of a mid-dark greyish rown silty clay with oecasional chalk and
small pebble inclusions. No internal features were associated with the drip gully, most likely
lost to plough truncation. Pottery was recovered from,[733]/(#34) and [741] (742) dating to
the mid-1stto 2nd centuries along with fragments of animaldone from [976] (977), [733] (734)
and [775] (776). A high density of charred plant remains was recovered from [741] (742),
consisting mostly of glume wheat chaffjpand likely represents domestic waste debris from
within the roundhouse structure.

A contemporary sinuous drainage gully was also recorded.at the sputh-east arc of the drip gully,
heading south-west downslope feeding water.away from-thesstructure to join the main north-
west to south-east boundary ditch. The gully was traced for/€.19.25m, measuring 0.27m-0.88m
in width and 0.1m indepth. Excavated sections showed a shallow ‘U’ shaped profile with a
flat base. A singledfillwas recorded consisting of'a mid-greyish brown silty clay.
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[976]

Figure 45: Sub-circulanstructure plan
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A series of up to se all irregular livestock enclosures were located within the centre of
the site, covering an area of ¢.1577m2 (Figure 48). The main south-east to north-west ditch
formed the enclosures eastern boundary, whilst the later cut of the east-west boundary bisected
the enclosures to the north. The ditches appear to have been re-worked and therefore the
enclosures most likely represent several phases of activity although dating evidence suggests
this occurred over a relatively short period. SK1 and a pair of post holes were located within
the largest enclosure (see above) but most likely pre-date the construction of the ditches.
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Figure 48: Central Enclosures plan

Western and SouthermEnclosurexDitches

[454] (453), [459] (460), [464] (465), [461] (466), [467] (468), [479] (480) (481), [482] (483)
(484),1508] (509) (510) (512), [512](513), [534] (535), [536] (537), [557] (558), [568] (569),
[559] (560),,[561] (562), [601] (602) (603), [606] (600), [604] (605), [634] (635), [636]
(637), [654](655), [656] (657), [690] (691) (692), [693] (694), [924] (925), [926] (927) (928)
The western and seuthern enclosure ditch was sinuous in form and formed the western and
southern limits to a series.of re-worked enclosures. It appeared to post-date the early phases
of the semi-circular enclosure to the west, splitting into two separate ditches heading east to
join the principal south-east to north-west boundary ditch at its eastern limits (Figure 48, Figure
49, Figure 50). A substantial terminal could be observed at its northern end heading south,
then turning and heading east before splitting again to join the principal south-east to north-
west boundary ditch. It varied between 1.39m-4.67m in width and 0.15m-0.91m in depth.
Sections at the western extents of the enclosure ditch appeared much wider with greater depths,
becoming narrower and shallower as it headed east. At least two significant recuts were
recorded at the western side of the ditch, suggesting some longevity to the enclosure. The
profile was predominently ‘U’ shaped with moderate-steep sloping sides and a concave base.
Up to three fills were recorded in excavated sections consisting of mid-dark orangey brown or
greyish brown silty clays with occasional charcoal flecks, chalk fragments, sand and occasional
stone inclusions. Burnt daub and pottery was recovered from [467] (468) (21 sherds of late
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1st-early to mid- 2nd century) and [512] (515), the latest phase of the enclosures at its western
extents and [654] (655) and [656] (657), both of which produced pottery of early or middle 1st
century dated pottery, and [926] (927) to the east of the enclosure. A small number of Perinate
bones (40 weeks at birth) consisting of an ulna, rib fragment, humerus and radius were
recovered from [534] (535) and appear to be representative of a previously disturbed perinate
burial. A mixed assemblage of animal bone including cattle and sheep fragments were
recovered from [656] (657) including some with butchery marks. An Early Roman curved
fitting, possibly a handle (SF4), was recovered from [453] (454).

Figure 49: Ditch cuts w d [485] at the
looking north-east (2 x 1
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Figure 50: Western and southern enclosure ditch selected sections

Internal Enclosure Ditches

North-South ditch

[514] (515), [516] (517), [522] (523), [524] (525), [549] (550), [551] (552) (563), [566]
(567), [577] (578), [579] (580), [585] (586) (587), [593] (594) (595)

A sinuous north-south ditch was recorded, originating from beyond the site extents to the north,
joining the east west enclosure ditch recut at its southern extents (Figure 51). It was also joined

ULAS Report: 2021-146 44 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

by a further east-west enclosure on its western edge and truncated by an east west boundary
ditch to the north, suggesting it was amongst the earlier phases of enclosure activity. It was
traced for ¢.36.67m, measuring 1.57m-4.03m in width and 0.47m-0.8m in depth. A secondary
recut was recorded in all sections, following the same course as the primary cut, suggesting the
enclosure was used over a significant period. The profile was a wide ‘U’ shape with moderate-
steep sloping sides and a wide concave base. A single fill was recorded in most sections
consisting of a mid-brownish orange or grey silty clay with occasional chalk and stone
inclusions. A primary silting deposit was also recorded in three excavated sections. Pottery
was recovered from [514] (515) in addition to burnt daub, suggesting an early post-Conquest
date no later than c.AD 70.
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Figure 51: North-south sinuous ditch selected sections

East-West Ditches

[497] (498) (499), [500]4501), [502] (503), [528] (529), [588] (589), [590] (591) (592)

A series of three adjacent ditches formed aneast-west internal enclosure ditch, running
from/into the adjoining nerth-south ditch at its west and east end (Figure 52). The ditch could
be seen for c.16.45m, measuring/2:89m-4.8m in width and 0.13m-0.62m in depth. Excavated
sections revealedsa wide ‘V? shaped profilertesthe ditches with moderate sloping sides and a
narrow concave base. 'kills were generally sterile consisting of mid greyish brown silty clays
with oceasional chalk and gravel inclusions.

S N 126.10m 20D

Figure 52: East-west ditch selected section

Western Ditch

[475] (476), [477] (478), [491] (492), [493] (494), [547] (548), [668] (669)
A north-south ditch could be seen originating from beyond the excavation to the north, heading
south before turning east-west to join the sinuous north-south ditch [588], [590] at its eastern
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extents (Figure 53, Figure 54). It was joined by the east west ditch [497] (see above) and
truncated by a later east-west boundary ditch. It was recorded for ¢.35.67m and measured
1.05m-4.27m in width and 0.29m-0.88m in depth. A significant recut along the same course
and a terminal were also recorded. Excavated sections were deeper and wider at the north,
becoming shallower and narrower heading south and east. The ditch had a wide ‘V’ shaped
profile with moderate sloping sides and concave base. Single fills were recorded in excavated
sections consisting of mid greyish brown silty clays withy occasional chalk, charcoal, and
natural flint inclusions. A single sherd of early to mid-2nd century grey ware pottery was
recovered from [668] (669).
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Figure 54: Eastern ditch selected section

Pit

[495] (496)

A large irregular pit [495] (496) was recorded immediately west of the internal enclosure,
measuring 2.49m long, 1.81m wide and 0.35m deep. It contained a dark greyish brown silty
clay fill containing pottery dating to AD30-60 and a small quantity of animal bone.
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G10: Principal North-West to South-East Boundary Ditch

Ditches

[607] (608), [609] (610) (619), [611] (612) (618), [633] (684) (685), [683] (695) (696) (697)
(698) (699) (700) (701) (702) (703) (687), [688] (689),[727] (728) (729) (730), [737] (738)
(785), [739] (740), [782] (783) (784), [848] (849), [850] (851) (852), [853] (854), [880] (881),
[882] (883) (884) (885), [886] (887) (888), [889] (890), [912] (913) (914), [915] (916), [929]
(930) (931), [932] (933) (934)

Deposit

(686) = (917)

Gullies

[681] (682), [901] (902), [903] (904)

A substantial boundary ditch was observed traversing the site from north-west to south-east in
the eastern half of the site (Figure 55, Figure 56, Figure 5%, Figure 58).“Enclosure ditches from
the east and west fed into this ditch, suggesting it was@ key part of the layoutof the settlement,
whilst the later east-west boundary ditch truncateddit to the north. The ditch‘appeared to have
been significantly recut on at least three occasions, foellowing the original ditch course before
splitting into two ditches at its very south-east end. It was recorded for c. 87.65m before
continuing into the East Field, and measured between 2.43m-5.11m in width and 0.56m-
1.45+m in depth. Excavated sections Shewed a ‘V shaped profile for all cuts, with moderate-
steep sloping sides breaking to a narrow coneave base and it'appeared shallower at its south-
east end.

A number of silting deposits made up the lower fills, predominantly consisting of mid greyish-
orangey brown silty clays withweccasional chalkdronstone and small stone fragment inclusions.
Upper fills were generally darker greyish brownsilty clays‘representing more backfill deposits
with occasional charcoal, chalk flecks and occasional sub-angular medium pebble inclusions.
A significant deposit of fuel ash slag (686) = (917)Wwas recorded within the upper fills of the
ditch (see below). Seven'sherds of mid=1st century pottery was recovered from [607] (608),
[739] (740)produced,mid-1st or,2nd century pottery, [782] (783) produced a single sherd of
Mid to Late Iron Age pottery, and [889] (890) (a sherd of pottery dating to AD 30-60). Animal
bone including multiple cattle humeri, herse axis, pig scapulae was recovered from [609] (610),
which alsoproduced eight sherds of Late Iron Age pottery, and [727] (730) which produced
seven sherds of late 1st early 2nd century pottery in addition to polished sheep metapodials
with grooves, suggesting a functional link with cloth weaving (SF28), also a worked bone
object from [932](934) (SF29).

ULAS Report: 2021-146 47 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

- o
[609]

Figure 55: Principal north-west to south-east boundary ditch.
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Flgure 58: Dltch cuts [683], [633] and [688] Iookm b scales)

17) was recordedyin the upper fill of the latest
, Figure 60). The deposit

was recorded along €.16.33m, measurin 0 1 pand 0.1m-0.28m in depth.

i gth-west edge. The substantial
nature of the deposit, in ' possible lath impressions and
oxidised clay fragmen hat this was\formed by the burning of a wattle and daub
structure and its sub
A dark grey silty clay . hin the deposit containing occasional chalk
fragments ane < A (685) (687) (above and below vitrified clay

deposit) ¢
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Figure 59: Exposed length of fuel ash slag dep@
scales)
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A short length of gully [681] ¢.8.51m long was recorded on the western edge of the ditch
measuring 0.71m-1.2m in width and 0.22m in depth. A terminal could be seen at its north-
west end and it merged with the boundary ditch above at its south-east end. Excavation
revealed a “V’ shaped profile to the gully and a silty clay fill. Further short lengths of gully
[901] [903] 0.79m-1.2m in width and 0.09m-0.11m in depth, could be seen on the south-west
edge of the boundary ditch although these could possibly be contemporary with an enclosure
ditch to the west. This had a wide ‘U’ shaped profile and had a mid-greyish brown silty clay
fill (Figure 61).

NE SW NE
+ S<¥V 124.29m aOD -+ + 122.63m aOD
[903]
0 1m

Figure 61: Gullies [681] and [[903].

G11: East-West Boundary Ditch

Ditches

[282] (283), [284] (285), [455] (456), [457](458), [520] (521);.[543] (544), [581] (582),
[615] (616) (617), [627] (628), [670] (671), [718] (714) (715), [¥31] (732), [908] (909)

Pit

[518] (519), [624] (625)1(626)

To the north, a northern boundary ditch ran east to west across the site, truncated at its west
end and merging with a series of south-east to north-west ditches at its eastern limit (Figure 62,
Figure 63, Figure 64). It\was observed for c.120m and measured 0.73m-2.39m in width and
0.37m-0.56m.indepth. A series of excavated sections showed a variable profile to the ditch,
from ‘V’_shaped with mederate sloping sides and a narrow base to a ‘U’ shaped profile with a
wider goncave base. The ditch appeared,to have been recut once along the same course at its
western. end suggesting significant longevity. Single fills were recorded in the majority of
excavated seetions consisting of mid-greyish-brown silty clays with occasional natural flint,
chalk fragments,and charcoal fleck inclusions. Additional silting deposits were recorded in
two excavated sections at its east end. Pottery was recovered from [455] (456) (two sherds of
mid-1st century), 543] (544), [520] (521), [615] (617) (four sherds of late 1st- mid 2nd
century), [627] (628) and [908] (909), which produced late 1st to 2nd century pottery and three
sherds dating to AD90-150 respectively. Burnt daub was recovered from [455] (456) and [908]
(909).
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Figure 62: East-west ditch plan
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Figure 63: East-west boundary ditch selected segctions
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A large pit [518]/[624] was also recorded, measuring c.3.5m in diameter and 0.6m in depth.
This appeared truncated by the boundary ditch at ¢.80m from its western end. Two fills
consisting of orangey grey silty clays were recorded and late 1st-2nd century pottery was
recovered from the upper fill [624] (626).
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Phase 4: 1st-2nd Century

G12: Eastern Enclosures Internal Features

A loose scatter of pits and post holes, along with an internal looped ditch were located within
an enclosure created by a series of boundary and enclosure ditches in the eastern part of the
site (Figure 65, Figure 66). Although these were isolated features they were likely
contemporary with the smaller group of pits and post holes to the south-west.

[640]
3l s

[663]  [638] [658]

0 20|T|1

Figure 65: Eastermenclosures internal features overall plan

Ditch

[672] (673), [674] (675) (676), [801] (802) (803), [804] (805)

Pits

[791] (792), [920] (921) [638] (639) [631] (632), [640] (641), [661] (662), [663] (664)

Post holes

[620] (621), [644] (645), [658] (660) (659) [629] (630)

A sinuous ditch [672] with a loop terminus [801/804] at its south-west end, divided the larger
enclosure, enclosing a series of pits and post-holes to the north. It ran for 27.64m before joining
a series of larger ditches to the north-east and was 0.66m-2.1m in width and 0.24m-0.59m in
depth, with a *V’ shaped profile, moderately sloping sides and a narrow concave base. The
lower fill comprised a mid-greyish brown silty clay, while the upper fill consisted of dark
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greyish brown silty clay with occasional chalk and small pebble inclusions. Cattle bone with
evidence of butchery marks was recovered from [801] (803) was Eight sherds of Iron Age
pottery were also recovered from the latter.

A pair of sub-oval pits [791], [920] represented the southernmost features within the group.
Both pits had shallow profiles with moderately sloping sides, containing single sterile silty clay
fills.

Three post holes [620], [644], [658] and a single pit [638] lay to the east of the group. They
appeared sub-circular in plan, measuring 0.51m-0.6m in length, 0.42m-0.51m in width and
0.13m-0.35m in depth. Fills were generally sterile consisting of mid greyish brown silty clays
with occasional, chalk flecks, charcoal flecks and small sub-rounded stones. A thin upper
charcoal rich deposit (659) was recorded in [658]. The oval pit{638] was also recorded,
measuring 1.3m in length, 0.56m in width and 0.16m in depth centaining a single sterile silty
clay fill.

A series of elongated oblong pits [631], [640], [661], [663] made up thexnorthernmost features
within the group. These are possibly related to a small annex enclosure associated with a series
of north-west to south-east ditches. The features measured 1.18m-2.45m in, length, 0.58m-
0.66m in width and 0.08m-0.39m in depth with,mid greyish brown silty. clayfills with
occasional small stone and chalk inclusions. A‘single fragmentiof animal bone was recovered
from [640] (641).

A single circular post hole [629] represented the most north-western feature among the group,
measuring 0.44m in diameter and 0.08m in'depth. It contained a.single sterile silty clay fill.
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Figure 66: Eastern enclosures internal features sections

G13: North-East to South-West Linear Features

Ditches

[968] (969) [983] (984), [985] [706] (707), [708] (709), [716] (717) (718), [721] (722), [723]
(724), [725] (726), [855] (856), [857] (858), [891] (893) (894), [892] (895) (896) (897), (986)
Gullies

[972] (973), [679] (680), [642] (643), [650] (651), [704] (705), [754] (755),
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[974] (975), [743] (744), [771] (772)
[968] (969),
[795] (796)

Pits
[652] (653), [665] (666) (667), [719] (720)

Post hole
[769] (770)

A large north-east to south-west ditch was observed at the east end of the West Field,
originating from a series of ditches at its north-west end, splitting and feeding into the principal
south-east to north-west boundary ditch at its south-west end (Figures68). It appeared to
truncate the sub-circular drip gully structure, suggesting it is latér in the sequence of features.
It was traced for ¢.47.81m, measuring 0.89m-4.24m in width@nd 0.41m-0.67m in depth. The
ditch was wider at its north-east end becoming narrower as it headed south-west. A significant
recut was recorded following the same course, suggestingassome longevitysof use to the ditch.
A third cut was recorded at the south-west end offthe ditch and may represent one of the
adjoining gullies. Excavated sections revealed a'wide ‘U’ shaped profile to the ditch, with
moderately sloping sides and a wide concave base: Several silting fills were observed
consisting of greyish brown silty clays, with up to three deposits recorded at the south-west of
the ditch. 1stto 2nd century pottery was recovered from{706] (707) and [892] (895).

A short length of sinuous gully [972]/[974]could also be seen for ¢.9.12m immediately west
of the north-east end of the ditch, which was truncated by it. It measured 0.24m-0.53m in width
and 0.13m in depth with a shallow ‘V’ shaped profilesand narrow base and a silty clay fill.
[972] (973) produced burnt clay fragments.

Three narrow gullies were onthe same alignment as the ditch, running north-east to south-west
(Figure 69). The westernmost gully [679]/[642]ran for ¢.29.86m and was truncated by plough
activity at its south-west end. It measured 0.26m-0s77m in width and 0.11m-0.17m in depth
with a “V’ shaped profile and,a mid-brewnish grey silty clay fill.

The middlefgully: [754]/[704}/[650] was recorded over c.37.75m, running from the large
boundary ditch at its north-east endhinto the boundary ditch at its south-west end. The gully
truncatedithe drip gully of the sub-circular structure, suggesting that it belonged to a later phase
of activity. »lt measured 0:35m-0.86m wide and 0.15m-0.41m deep with a wide ‘U’ shaped
profile with'a flat base and a greyish brown silty clay fill with occasional chalk and charcoal
flecks.

The easternmost gullyswasfrecorded for ¢.23.80m, running from beyond the excavation area to
the north-east into the boundary ditch at its south-western end. It measured 0.26m-0.57m in
width and 0.1m in depth with a wide ‘V’ shaped profile and a narrow concave base. A single
mid-greyish brown silty clay fill with occasional ironstone fragments was recorded in
excavated sections.

Finds include three sherds of mid-1st century pottery were recovered from [679] (680), a
worked bone object (SF6) from [754] (755) and two sherds of late 1st-2nd century pottery were
from [704] (705).

The gullies most likely represent small drove ways for livestock control and management or
water management features.
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Figure 67: North-east south-west linear features
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Figure 68: Ditch cuts [983] [985] [716], gully cuts [968] [721] [723] and pit [719] sections
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Figure 69: Comparable gullies selected sections

A short length of gully”[795] was recorded between the ditch and the easternmost gully
terminating at its north-east end'and joining the\ditch and easternmost gully to the south. It
measured 0.58m-083m imwidth and 0.17 m in depthswith a 'V’ shaped profile with a silty clay
fill.

A post hole@and several pit features were alsorecorded amongst the linear features (Figure 70).
A smallg€ircular post'hole,[769] was recorded on the very eastern edge of the site, measuring
0.31mindiameter and 0.09m in depth with a dark greyish brown silty clay fill. Two irregular
oblong pits lay to the south [652], [665] measuring 2.71m-3.84m in length, 0.53m-0.79m in
width and 0:13m-0.24m in depth. Their fills were mid greyish brown silty clays. The south-
western most feature was a circular pit [719] measuring 1.55m in diameter and 0.34m deep
with a light brown siity clay fill.
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Figure 70: Pits [652] [665] and post hole [769] sections
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G14: North-East Enclosure and Boundary Ditches

A network of enclosure ditches entered the site from in the north-east corner of the West Field
(Figure 71). At least two of the ditches crossed the hedge line into the East Field and formed
the peripheries of further activity in its north-west corner.

[747] [753] [1028]
[1029]

Figure 71: North-east enclosure and boundary ditch plans

Ditches

[747] (748), [749] (750), [751] (752), [753)(1043) (777):.[778] (779)

[941] (942), [943] (944), [945] (946), [947]) (948), [949] (950), [951] (952), [955] (956),
[962] (963), [964] (965), [1028],(1044) (1045) (1046) (1047) (1048) (1049) (1050), [1029]
(1030)

[596] (597), [598] (599)y.[613](614), [710] (72%) (712), [735] (736), [745] (746), [786]
(787), [788] (789), [906] (907),4958]:(959), [960] (961)

[756] (757),4763](764), [765] (766)

Pit

[966](967)

A significant enclosure ditch could be seen in the north-east corner of the West Field
[747)/[749Y/[753]/[778], originating‘from beyond the site extents to the north and merging with
a further north-south enclosure ditch at its south-east end. It ran for approximately 20m,
measuring 3.5m-3.84m wide and 1.4m deep with a ‘V’ shaped profile, steep sloping sides and
a narrow concave base. Jp to four shallower ‘U’ shaped cuts were recorded following the
same course, suggesting significant longevity and importance to the ditch. Fills consisted of
mid-dark greyish brown silty clays with occasional natural flint and charcoal inclusions (Figure
72, Figure 73). A high density of charred plant remains was recovered from the primary fill
(1043) of ditch cut [753], comprised of a mixed deposit of cereal grains, chaff, and wild seeds.
Oats, barley and spelt where found amongst the grains in addition to barley rachis and spelt
glumes amongst the chaff perhaps suggesting domestic activity, possibly indicative of the
seepage of refuse into the ditch.
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Figure 72: Ditch cuts [747] [749] [751] and [753] looking west (2 x 1m scales)
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which then turned e tinuing into the East Field (Figure 71). The feature was traced for
€.19.73m, measuring 5.15m-7.82m in width and 0.6m-1.54m in depth. Up to seven recuts were
recorded, with some likely representing termini of recut ditches, possibly in combination with
cuts from the ditch which merged with it from the west. As the ditch swung to the east, only
three recuts were recorded suggesting less reworking of the ditch at this point. The presence
of numerous recuts appeared to suggest longevity of use. Excavated sections revealed
consistently wide ‘U’ shaped profile to the ditch cuts, with moderately sloping sides and wide
concave bases (Figure 74). Lower fills were consistently mid-blueish grey silty clays with
occasional chalk fleck inclusions, with upper fills consisting of dark brownish grey silty clays
with occasional chalk, charcoal and stone inclusions. Late 1st-2nd century mid-late Iron Age
pottery was recovered from [962] (963) and [1028] (1049).
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A circular pit [966] was also recorded in the base of the ditch and may indicate the presence of
earlier activity in the area. It measured 1.24m in diameter and 0.27m in depth and contained a
single sterile silty clay fill.

Subsoil

B124.97ma0D

‘J \
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Figure 74: North-south east-west enclosure ditch seleeted sections

A pair of parallel enclosurerditehes running south-east to narth-west were located in the north-
east corner of the West Field, the southern ditch running from the northern ditch to create a
narrow-annexed enelosure. The upper ditch [596]/[598] was traced for ¢.39.35m, originating
from beyond the excavation,limits to the north-west and merging with a series of larger ditches
to the south-east, probably truncated by the east<west boundary ditch. The ditch was 0.87m-
3.01m in width-and 0:38m-0.53m. in depth, with a recut (although this could be the east-west
boundary ditch) at 1ts south-eastern end. It had a ‘U’ shaped profile with steep-moderate
sloping sides breaking to'a concave hase/and dark greyish brown silty clay fills with occasional
chalk and charcoal fleck inclusions. /L ate Iron Age and mid-1st century pottery was recovered
from [596] (597) and [906](907) and burnt daub was recovered from [596] (597). A mixed
assemblage of<animal bone including cattle long bone fragments and pig teeth were also
recovered from [596},(597)

The southern ditch ran for ¢.31.39m, measuring 0.55m-1.28m in width and 0.14m-0.46m in
depth. An entrance measuring 3.89m was observed, formed from a pair of ditch terminals at
its south-east extents. The ditch had a “V’ shaped profile with moderately sloping sides and a
narrow concave base. Fills consisted of mid-dark brownish grey silty clays with occasional
charcoal flecks and small pebble inclusions. Mid-1st century pottery and an unidentified iron
fragment were recovered from [598] (599), [710] (711) and [745] (746) and burnt daub from
[598] (599) and [710] (711).
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Figure 75: Ditch sections
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A small east to west ditch [756]/[758] was recorded, truncated by the,large north-south ditch
and continuing beyond the excavation and into the East Field at its €ast end. It was traced for
€.8.16m, measuring 0.83m-1.93m wide and 0.07m-0.32m dee t had a wide ‘U’ shaped

Figure 76: Ditch cuts [763] and [765] looking west (1m scale)

G15: Pit and Post Hole Group

Post Holes

[808] (809), [918] (919)

Pits

[570] (571) (572) (573), [574] (576) (575)
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A small grouping of four pits and post holes was located immediately west of the principal
south-east to north-west boundary ditch (Figure 77). Though detached, the group is likely
contemporary with the larger group of pits and post holes to the north-east.

[570] 4 .

808
ﬁ[ ]

[918]¢:
®: [574]

0 om

Figure 77: Pit group plan

A pair of circular pest holes were recorded truncating the upper fill of the principal south-east
to north-west boundary ditch, suggesting they formed part of the later phase of activity. They
measured 0.45m-0.49m in diameter and»0.14m-0.16m in depth with moderately sloping
concave sidésand a concave basex Single brownish grey silty clays were recorded with charred
plant remains recovered frem [918] (919). A pair of larger sub-circular pits were also recorded
immediately west of the principal boundary ditch. They measured 1.13m-1.24m in length, 1-
1.14m in‘width and 0.42m -0.61m jn depth with steep sloping sides breaking to a flat base
(Figure 78, Figure 79). Fills generally consisted of greyish brown silty clays with occasional
charcoal flecks and small stone inclusions. A deposit of occupational debris (572) was
recorded in [570]"which contained fragments of sheep/goat scapula. Charred plant remains
were also recovered from bulk soil samples, with fifty cereal grains, ten chaff grains and other
seeds including grass,/cleavers, knotweed and vetch also recovered. A single sherd of pottery
was recovered from (573) [570] dating to the mid-late 1st century, along with some fragments
of sheep/goat bone and burnt daub. Finds evidence suggests the pits having functioned either
as storage or cess pits.
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Figure 78: Pit [570] looking north (1m'seale)
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Figure 79: P

G16: Surface

(957)
A possible crude linear surface or deposit was situated in the north-east corner of the site
(Figure 80, Figure 81). It was observed running partly adjacent and north of an enclosure ditch,
but also masking part of a series of enclosure ditches heading east, suggesting it is later in the
sequence of phasing. The surface appeared partly truncated by later ploughing but where it
survived it was approximately 1.74m-7.19m in width, 37.64m in length and 0.1m in depth, and
consisted of firm poorly sorted small-medium rounded gravel pebbles amongst a pale grey silty
clay matrix. The surface appeared to continue beyond the hedgerow to the east in the East
Field (1362).
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Figure 80: Surface (957) plan
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Figure 81: Se through ad (957)
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Phase 7: Post-Roman Activity

There was no Anglo Saxon activity or material identified in the West Field. The excavations
did reveal remnants of furrows, most likely medieval, running consistently on an east-west
alignment across the site (Figure 82). This matched the ridge and furrow earthworks identified
on the landscape map from the Historic Environment Record.

The West Field appeared to have continued to be under cultivation during the post-medieval
period. A small network of ceramic land drains was identified running both east-west and
north-south and most likely post-medieval or modern in date (Figure 82).

0 50m

Figure 82: Plan of furrows (blue) and ceramic land drains (red)
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East Field Excavation Results
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Figure 83: East Field: general plan with features (grey), excavated sections (black) and
evaluation trenches
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Phases 1-3: Pre-Roman

There is virtually no activity in the East Field prior to the 1st century AD. As with the West
Field a number of lithics were recovered suggesting that there was activity in this area perhaps
suggesting a Mesolithic activity area or occupation site nearby.

Some of the ditches and gullies produced late Iron Age/early Roman pottery but the majority
of these were so truncated by later ditches and recuts containing later pottery, it was impossible
to say if this was residual or an accurate date for the features.

Phase 4: 1st - 2nd century

G17: Western Boundary Ditch & Associated Features (north)

Boundary Ditch

[1020] (1021, 1022, 1023, 1024, 1025), [1026] (1027), [1072] (1073) [1074] (1075), [1082]
(1083), [1086] (1087), [1110] (1111, 1112), [1130]42181); [1296] (1297) [1298] (1299),
[1320] (1321), [1358] (1359), [1360] (1361), [1365] (1366), [1380] (1381)

Ditches/Gullies

[1038] (1039)

[1040] (1041), [1104] (1105) (1108) (1109), [1378] (1379)
[1307] (1308)

[1018] (1019), [1100] (1099) [1294] (1295)

[1115] (1116), [1322] (1323)

[1066] (1067), [1372] (1371), [1374] (1373)

[1062] (1063), [1080] (1081), [1117] (1118)

[1064] (1065)

Post hole
[1101] (1102)

A probabledboundary ditch ran‘breadly parallel to the western edge of the excavation area on a
north-eaSt to south-west alignment. »lt was observed for ¢.66m before swinging west into the
West“Field (Figure 84)." The ditch likely demarcated the boundary between a zone of
occupation extending west'beyond the limit of excavation, characterised by a series of gullies
and ditches, described below, with an open area largely devoid of features to the east.

At the point at whieh the ditch entered the East Field, the ditch was 1.20m wide, 0.38m deep
with moderate sloping,sides and a flat base with a secondary recut [1358]. It subsequently
widened prior to swinging north and disappearing into the main site section. The ditch re-
emerged 18m to the north [1072/[1074].

Excavations revealed a ‘U’ shaped profile measuring 1m-2.25m wide and up to 0.38m deep

with moderately sloping sides and a flat base. Up to five sandy clay fills were recorded. There
was intermittent evidence along its length of a secondary recut, characterised as a moderately
sloping ‘U’ shaped profile and base measuring ¢.1m wide and 0.50m deep. The northern length
of ditch was characterised by sandy clay fills containing charcoal lumps and flecks. An
incomplete Roman copper alloy tapering sheet fragment (SF10) was recovered from fill (1025)
and mid-1st century pottery from fill (1022) of [1020] at the northern end of the ditch length
(Figure 85).
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Figure 85: Ditches [1018], [1020] & recut [1026]
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The boundary ditch was associated with several smaller ditches and gullies, the two most
northerly of which [1040]/[1104]/[1378] and [1018]/[1100]/[1294], drained into the main ditch
and appeared contemporaneous (Figure 86).

The gullies measured between 0.40m-0.55m wide and 0.10m-0.26m deep with shallow and
steep sloping sides and concave and ‘U’ shaped bases with mid-grey and mid-orange silty clay
fills with flint and chalk inclusions. Two of the features produced pottery. The dark grey silty
clay fill (1099) of ditch [1100] produced Roman pottery including a carinated bowl and dark
grey-dating to the early to the mid-1st century. The brown silty clay fill (1105) of ditch [1104]
produced 1st century pottery. Gully [1294] (1295) produced a worked sheep metapodial bone
(SF27) and mid-1st century pottery. Fill (1019) of [1018] produced two sherds of 2nd century
pottery. Gully [1371] (1372) produced mid-1st century pottery.

At least three of the gullies [1062]/[1080]/[1117], [1064] and [1038] were cut by the boundary
ditch. It is possible that the features provided drainage from the area to the west and/or
demarcated smaller stock pens or closes.

A single undated post hole [1101], 0.40m x 0.73m wide@nd,0.09m deep'with moderate sloping
sides and a flat base was located adjacent to gully J2100] in the northern‘area. Its mid grey
silty clay fill was sterile.
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Figure 86: Features associated with northern length of boundary ditch [1020]; location plan

G17: Western Boundary Ditch & Associated features (south)

Ditches
[1076] (1077), [1106] (1107)
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[1078] (1079), [1088] (1089

[1122] (1123), [1124] (1125)

1356] (1357), [1363] (1364), [1367] (1368), [1383] (1384), [1406] (1407)

[1375] (1376, 1377)

A small cluster of short lengths of ditch and a probable metalled surface was located along the
western excavation edge and hedged field boundary and near the boundary ditch as it cornered
west (Figure 87).

Ditch [1122] was an isolated short curvilinear feature measuring 3.60m in length, 0.5m wide
and 0.15m deep with 45° sides and a concave base located 11m east of the enclosure ditch. Its
single mid orange-grey silty clay fill (1123) contained charcoal flecking. The undated feature
was comparable in its form to similar ‘sausage’ features located in theiWest Field and theorised
to have been associated with metalworking activity.

[1356] was a c.22m length of ditch aligned broadly east-west and cut by the enclosure ditch as
it cornered west towards the western field (see above). A slat acrossthe feature towards its east
end [1363] (1364) produced five sherds of mid-2nd century pottery. [1383] (1384) produced
a single fragment of burnt daub. A 15m length of gully [1078/[1088]/[1090] extended south-
east from the enclosure ditch. The feature cut afsmall undated butt-ended length of gully
[1076]. An additional parallel 10m length of undated gully |1375] was located around 10m
from the boundary ditch corner.

G18: Metalled Surface

(1362)

A spread of gravel (1362), possibly representing-a crude metalled surface, survived where it
had slumped into an earlier, mid-1st century ditch [1383];.and was only revealed when the
feature was sectioned. Thedepesit was datedtodhe early to middle 2nd century by two pottery
sherds and measured 4m+ x Im+and 0.10m thick and consisted of rounded gravel in a mid-
grey silty clay matrix. The metalling may have formed part of a possible metalled trackway
observed in the West Fieldy(957); Figure 80). The strface was cut by ditch [1360], part of the
major north-south enclosure diteh, whichyat this point had a steep-sided ‘U’ shaped cut with a
flat base measuring 2:40m wide and 0.50m deep (Figure 88, Figure 89).
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[1124]
[1122]
[1076]
[1078]
[1088]
[1406]
[1383] (1363
[1356]
[1375]
0 20m
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Figure 87: Featuressa iated with southern length of boundary ditch [1020]; location plan

Figure 88: Ditches [1360], [1383] & metalling (1362) (right); view south-east; 1m scale
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Figure 89: Ditches [1360], [1383] and metalling (1362)

Phase 5: 2nd - 3rd century

G19: Boundary “Clothesline’ Ditch & AssociateddEnclosures (east of Pipeling)

Principal Ditch

[999] (1000) (1001), [1002] (1003), [1010] (1011), [1057] (1058), [1070] (1071), [1092]
(1093), [1148] (1149)/[1150] (1151), [1449] (1450), [1451] (1452), [1453] (1454), [1467]
(1474), [1484] (1485), [1486] (1487, 1488), [1489] (1490, 1491), [1528] (1529)

[1918] (1919), [1920] (1921), [1922] (1923), [£924] (1925)

[1975] (1976), [1977] (1978), [1979] (1980), [1981].(1982), [1983] (1984), [1985] (1986),
[1987] (1988), [1989] (1990)

Pit

[997] (998)

Ditch
[1008] (1009)

A substantial ditch ran south-west,to north-east diagonally across the East Field excavation
area for ¢.145m before turning north and.running into the main excavation section (Figure 90).
Individual ditches varied greatly measuring between 0.54m-4.19m in width and 0.25m-1.40m
in depth. A'series of excavated sections across the feature revealed a broadly ‘U’ shaped profile
with shallow sides and a concave base (Figure 91, Figure 92).

For much of its length the feature appeared to have been the subject of a single recut, but the
ditch became progressively more substantial as it ran south and was joined by ancillary
connecting ditches. Midway along the ditch length, the feature widened to over 4m with two
or three recuts and was joined by other ditches branching off it to the south-east. This was
particularly noticeable at the point that the ditch ran into the pipeline easement, by which
juncture the various ditches totalled around 5m+ in width.

The ditch is likely to represent a ‘clothesline’ boundary feature demarcating the boundary
between activity and/or occupation, as defined by a series of less substantial parallel ditches
running east at right angles to the principal ditch, and a largely blank, unoccupied open area to
the east of the ditch.

A series of excavation slots identified two recuts in the intersection of [1449], 1451] and
[1453], whilst a possible third recut was recorded at the southern end of the ditch. The primary
[1453] and secondary [1451] cuts had open ‘U’ shaped profiles with gently sloping sides and
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flat bases, whilst the final recut [1449] measured 2.45m wide and 1.10m deep with 45° sides
and a flat base. Its single pale grey clay silt fill (1450) produced 1st to 4th century pottery. To
the south, slot [1922] (1923) four sherds of mid-1st century pottery and burnt daub. The ditch
complex was flanked to the south by an unrelated shallow gully [1991] forming part of the

feature grouping located to the west in the vicinity of the roundhouse feature.

(1975] .
[1977] ™A
(1977] %

[1979] ¥
[1981] 3
[1983] Y

[1985]

[1987] &
[1989]

[1991] 0

Figure 90: Ditch [999] location plan
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Figure 91: Enclosure ditch [1484] and recuts [1486] & [1489]; view north-east; 1m scale
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(1149)

(1151)
[1148]
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Figuref92: Ditch [1128]/[1148] section

[1150]

An adjacent exceavation slot across the ditches to the south revealed three successive recuts
[1922], [1924] and,[1926] to the original linear [1920]. All shared common broad, open and
shallow profiles with.econcave bases. Ditch [1918] was aligned north - south and either formed
a junction with or was cut by the major enclosure ditch and its subsequent recuts.

At the point at which‘this major ditch - [1975] [1977] [1979] [1983] - crossed the gas pipeline
easement, a shallower second ditch [1981], [1985] [1987] branched off south in a ‘T’ junction
arrangement, swinging south-east beneath the easement (Figure 93 Figure 94). At this point
the overall width of the ditches measured over 8m. The east-west ditches measured 0.45m-
1.6m wide and 0.4m-0.95m deep with largely flat bases, whilst the north - south ditches were
slightly smaller scale and measured 0.7m-1m wide and 0.7m-1m deep with flat bases. Slots
[1975] (1976) and [1979] (1980) both produced mid- 1st century pottery.

Several of the excavated ditch sections produced dating evidence. Ditch [999] (1000) produced
Roman pottery as well as a worked bone point (SF32). The dark brownish grey sandy silt
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(1071) fill of [1070] contained pottery. The dark grey green clay silt fill (1093) of ditch [1092]
produced a single pottery sherd dating to AD120-160.

The mid grey clay silt fills (1450) of [1449], (1469) [1468] and (1474) [1467] produced 1st and
2nd century pottery. Ditch [1449] contained pottery of late 1st to 4th century date and [1445]
burnt daub. The mid grey brown silty clay fills (1490) and (1491) of ditch [1489] also produced
mid-1st to 2nd century pottery. The dark brownish grey clay silt fill (1529) of [1528] contained
early to mid-Roman pottery.

A single circular pit [997] measuring 2.76m in diameter and 0.41m deep with moderately
sloping sides and a flat base lay in the north-east corner of the excavation; its single fill (998)
produced a single flint flake. The pit was cut by ditch [999], the secondary fill of which (1000)
produced a worked bone point (SF9) and a possible bone handle.

N $ 126.15m aOD
+ [1987]

/ N
(1976) /({978)« o (1980) \\ (1982) \\ (1986) (1988) m W [1991]
[1975] - pipe 1985 pipe 1198l
Y 7 T1979] [1981] [ 1
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[1975] [1981] [1983] [1985] [1987] [1989] [1989]  [1991]

== T L

11977 [1979] [1983] [1983] el s 11987)
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Figure 93: Ditches [197&

Figure 94: Ditches [1975]-[1991]; view south-east (1m scale)
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At the north end of the principal ditch was a 3m+ length of ditch [1008] branching at right
angles to the principal boundary measuring 0.81m deep with moderately sloping sides and a
sloping ‘V’ shaped base. The two features appeared to be contemporary (Figure 95).

[1008]

0 20m

Figure 95: Ditch [1008] location plan

G20: Featuresnorth of the Principal Enclosure ditch

Ditches

[994] (995, 996), [1006] (1007), [1035] (1036, 1037), [1051] (1052, 1053, 1054), [1094]
(1095) recut [1031] (1032, 1033, 1034), [1055] (1056)
[990] (991), [992] (993)

Ditch [994] was located in the north-east corner of the excavation (Figure 104). The shallow
flat-based ditch ran ¢.32m north-west from the principal enclosure ditch before turning west
and extending for ¢.9m before exiting the excavation (Figure 96). The linear was unusually
steep-sided and deep, measuring 0.73-1.35m wide and 0.60m-0.95m deep. The feature
produced small quantities of animal bone. Sections [1031]/[1035] and [1051]/[1056]
demonstrated that the ditch had been subject to a shallow recut (Figure 97 Figure 98).
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Figure 97: Ditch [1035] & recut [1031]; view west; 1m scale
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Figure 98: Ditch [1031]/[1035]
A short length (c.11m) of truncated ditch/gully with a ‘U? shaped profile with a flat base aligned

east-west located in the north-east carner of the excavation cutting the above ditch [994]
(Figure 99).

[

Ea [992]

[990]

0 20m
I 9 BBl 0909090909092

Figure 99: Ditch [990]/[992] location plan
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G21: Enclosure Ditch & Inhumation Burials

Ditch
[1068] (1069), [2021] (2022, 2023, 2024) /[2025] (2026, 2027)

Burials

SKO04 grave cut [2055] fill (2056), ditch [2021] (2022, 2023, 2024)

SKO08 grave cut [2212] (2213)

An 8m length of ditch [1008] was located south of [1068], aligned north-west to south-east and
branching at right angles from the principal enclosure ditch, which appeared to cut it. The
partially silted ditch was subsequently employed for the burial of two individuals (SK04 and
SKO08) (Figure 100).

The upper fill of ditch [1068] was cut by an adult inhumation burial (SK08) grave cut [2212]
fill (2213) (Figure 101 Figure 102). The burial was disturbed4ut appeared to be a male aged
between 36 and 45, aligned east-west with only the lefthand sidenof the body surviving,
probably truncated by ditch [2214]. The grave cut [2212] was not visible.

A second excavation slot across the enclosure diteh [2021] against the main site section
revealed the ditch to be 2m+ wide and 0.84m deep‘with moderately sloping sides,to.a concave
base and running on a south-east to north-west‘alignment. The backfilled ditch eontained an
adult inhumation burial (SK04), set into its final fill (2024) (Figure 103). The articulated
skeleton was of a prone male aged between 26 to 35 and'168cm tall, with its knees tucked up
onto its pelvis. The individual had had'@healed ‘clay shoveller’s fracture’ to his first thoracic
vertebra. The prone burial position was unusual with the legs flexed tightly back so that the
feet lay on top of the hips. The grave fill also pradueed a copper alloy ring (SF23). The grave
cut [2054] was wasn’t visible and the fill (2056) producedhmid-1st century pottery, a flint blade
and animal bone. The ditch,was subsequently,recut as [2025].

Radio carbon dates were obtained\for SK04 preducing dates of AD 118-244 cal AD (94.4%
probability) placing“thesburial in the 2nd to mid-3rd century date range. The same ditch
produced a partial dog skeleton from within a large dump of animal bone.
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Figure 100: Inhumations SK04 and SKO08 location plan and section
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Figure 101: SKO08 plan

Figure 102: SK08; 1m scale
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[2021]

SK4 [2055@ (2024)

Figure 103: Burial, SK04: plan and section

G22: Northern Enclosure

Ditches

[1465] (1466), [1526] (1527), [1957] (1958), [1959] (1960), [1969] (1970), [1971] (1972),
[1973] (1974), [1997] (1998), [1999] (2000), [2001] (2002), [2003] (2004), [2009] (2010),
[2011] (2012), [2013] (2014), [2015] (2016), [2017] (2018), [2019] (2020), [2028] (2029),
[2030] (2031), [1500] (1501), [1502] (1503), [1502] (1504)

[1435] (1436), [1437] (1438) (1439) (1440), [1441] (1442), [1455] (1456), [1460] (1461),
[1462] (1463), [1468] (1469) [1470] (1471), [1937] (1938), recut [1953] (1954), [1939]
(1940), [2046] (2047), [2048] (2049)

[1480] (1481)
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[1993] (1994)

Ditch Terminals

[1433] (1434), [1967] (1968)
[1427] (1428), [1961] (1962), [1965] (1966), recut [1963] (1964)

Gullies

[1893] (1894), [1895] (1896), [1995] (1996)

Pits

[1955] (1956); recut [1935] (1936), [2284] (2285)

Post holes

[1472] (1473), [1494] (1495), [1524] (1525)

A group of features south of the principal ditch [1453] adjacent0 the main eastern site section
formed an oval enclosure measuring broadly 14m square (Figure 104)»These multiple, parallel
ditches were linked to the eastern side of the principal boundary/eneclosure ditch and are
detailed here as they may represent a single enclosure, using the principahditch as one side,
although in the case of the northern ditch it would appear to be stratigraphically,earlier than the
main ditch. The enclosure contains a complex series of intercutting ditches, gullies:and pits that
suggest use over a period of time.

The northern ditch [1465] was approximately 1m wide and 0.62m deep (Figure 105). No
pottery was recovered from it. On its northern edge a second ditch [2030] was 0.6m wide and
0.45m deep. This was recut as [2028]"(1m=0.55m wide and 0:48m, deep) with moderately
sloping sides and a flat base. Its mid grey clay'siltfill (2029) produced a single pottery sherd
dating to the mid-1st to 4th century.

On the eastern side, ditchq2999] (0.6m deep with a steep sided ‘U’ shaped cut and concave
base) was a recut of ditch [1997] and was possibly the same feature as [2003]. The silty clay
fill (2000) of [1999) preduced mid-1st century ‘pottery. Ditch [2003] represented a recut of
[2001] and formed a junction with [1999], although the relationship between the two was
unclear. This ditch produced late Ist-mich2nd century pottery. Ditch [1462], measured 0.78m
wide and 0.26m deepawith moderately sloping sides and a flat base; it was subsequently recut
as [1457]. This recut produced2nd century pottery from its mid grey- brown silty clay fill
(1458). Bitch [2011] intersected with'an'undated gully [2009]. The clay silt fill (2011) of the
former produced a largely ‘complete pottery vessel dating to the late 1st “early 2nd century. A
small gully 12019] cut ditch [2017] at their intersection. Mid-1st century pottery was recovered
from the clay siltfill (2020) of the former. Ditch [1502] was 0.54m deep with 45° sides and a
flat base and interseeted with and possibly cut by ditch [1500].

Gully [1961] (0.48mx 0.04m and aligned north-west to south-east) appeared to be truncated
by [1965] and its recut[1963]. The sandy clay fill (1964) of the latter contained mid-1st century
pottery and possible industrial residue. A terminus [1993] (0.53m wide and 0.06m) featured
shallow sloping sides and a sloping base and produced early to mid-2nd century pottery from
its silty clay primary fill (1994). The feature appeared to have subsequently been cut by gully
[1995]. To the east, slot [1957] (1958) produced a single sherd of Late Iron Age and [2011]
(2012) late 1st-mid-2nd century pottery, whilst 2nd or 3rd century pottery was recovered from
slots [2013] (2014) and [2015] (2016).

A small gully ran from the eastern side of the enclosure ending in a terminal [1433]. This
measured 0.26m wide 0.06m deep with shallow sloping sides and a sloping base. Its dark grey-
brown silty clay fill (1434) produced mid-1st century pottery.
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Figure 104: Ditch [1465] and associated features
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Figure 105: Ditch [1465] section
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To the south, ditch [1959] was 0.58m wide and 0.19m deep with moderately sloping sides and
a concave base. This was a recut of ditch [1957]. Ditch [1971] cut ditch [1969] and the latter
produced mid-1st-2nd century pottery, industrial residue and burnt daub from its silty clay fill
(1970). Ditch [1971] was later recut as [1973].

Another intersection was investigated between ditch [2046] (2047) (1.88m wide and 0.38m
deep) and [2048] (2049) (2.30m wide and 0.6m deep), forming the southern branch but the
relationship was unclear. Both features produced 2nd century pottery.

The southern ditch [1435] measured 2.4m wide and 0.54m deep with a steep sided profile and
flat base. Its single mid brownish grey clay silt fill (1436) contained late 1st-4th century Roman
pottery and a worked sheep metapodial bone (SF30). The ditch was a probable recut of ditch
[1437] (1.65m wide and 0.78m deep), with a steep sided profile with.a flat base which produced
mid-late 1st century pottery from its dark grey clay silt fill (1440)." At the intersection of this
ditch with the main ditch [1453], excavation slot [1953] (1954) produced three sherds of 2nd
century pottery.

In the south-west corner of the enclosure, circular pit J4955] was 0.58m wide and 0.6m deep
with steep sides and a ‘V’ shaped base. The pit was@ubsequently recut with steep sides and a
concave base [1935] (1.08m wide and 0.34m), which produced as a fragment of burnt daub.
The pit cut ditch [1937] and recut [1953]. The latter,was subsequently cut by ditch [1939]
whose fill (1940) produced 2nd century pottery and burnt.daub.

In the centre of the enclosure, a small post hole [1472] (approximately 0.42m in diameter and
0.08m deep) produced mid-1st-4th century pettery from its darkigrey silty clay fill (1473).

This area also included an additional number of undated features, including short subsidiary
lengths of offshoot ditches possibly representing smallersubdivisions of the larger enclosure
and other small pits/post-holes.

G22: Features East of Clothesline Ditch [1453]

Ditch

[1444] (1443), [1520] (2521), [1546] (1547) (1548)

Ditchderminals

[1505] (1506), [1507] (1508), [1509] (1510),

Gullies

[1514] (1515), [1516] (1517), [1518] (1519) [1522] (1523), [1538] (1539)
Pits

[1430] (1431, 1432),{1445] (1446, 1447, 1448)

This small group of features was located directly south of and adjacent to the previous group
(Figure 106).
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Figure 106: Ditch [1444] and.associated features

Ditch [1444]/[1546] Jikely represented the earliest ditch in the sequence, aligned north-west to
south-east. Its dark grey silty clay fill (1443) contained late 1st century pottery, whilst another
slot [1520] (1521) produced early to'mid-2nd century pottery. Pottery from the east end of the
ditch [1546] (2548)dated to the late 3rd or4th century.

A 5m length of intercutting gullies [1512]/[1514/1516] ran south at right angles from the ditch
and terminated in butt ends,.one of'which [1509] (1510) produced two sherds of 2nd century
pottery.

Three small truncated circular pits were located south of the ditch. Pit [1430] (1.77m in
diameter and 0.32m deep) was circular in plan with steep sides and an irregular base (Figure
107). The dark brown, clay silt secondary fill (1432) contained pottery dating to the mid-late
1st century. A small‘adjoining second pit [1445] produced animal bone and burnt daub from
its charcoal rich primary fill (1446). Two burnt daub fragments were recovered from [1518]
(1519).

A short curving length of gully [1538] extended west from the main site section before curving
south-west and petering out. The undated feature had 45° sides and a flattish base.
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Figure 107: Pit [1430]; view north; 1m scale

G23: Features South-East of the Pipeline Easement

108).
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Figure 108: Features in the eastern central area
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Roundhouse/Circular Enclosure

[1782] (1783, 1784), [1848] (1849), [1908] (1909), [1916] (1917) [1930] (1931), [1941]
(1942)

A ditched circular feature was located south of the principal boundary ditch towards the
northern end of its length, possibly representing a drip gully to a roundhouse (Figure 109).
This feature stratigraphically predated other activity in the vicinity and so is likely to date to
the earlier Roman period but the pottery is inconclusive.

The feature was defined by a shallow gully measuring 0.28m-0.4m wide and 0.11m-0.18m
deep with a “V’ shaped profile, moderately sloping sides and a ‘V’ shaped base (Figure 110).
The overall diameter of the feature measured c.13m internally, and had been heavily truncated
and intercut by likely later gullies and ditches (see below). Duefte the fragmentary and
discontinuous nature of the feature it was unclear whether the ditch*had any entrances.
However, the location of ditch terminal [1930] (1931) (0.38m‘wide and 0.03m deep) on the
eastern side of the feature hinted at a possible eastern entrance; the feature produced a single
sherd of 1st century pottery. The only other dating derived from slot[1782] (0.36m wide and
0.12m deep) which had a shallow sided cut with a concave base; the grey-brown silty clay
secondary fill (1784) and contained pottery of mid-2nd to mid-3rd century date.

]
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X -11930]
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Figure 109: Roundhouse location plan
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Figure 110: Roundhouse profiles

Gullies and ditches

Gullies

[1785] (1786), [1787] (1788, 1789),\[1862] (1863), [1868] (1869, 1870) [1875] (1876),
[1881] (1882), [1899] (1900), [1901] (1902), [1932] (1933), [1934] (1935), [1943] (1944),
[1945] (1946), [1947] (1948), [1991] (1992), [2272] (2273), [2274] (2275), [2278] (2279)

Ditches

[1482] (1483), [1492].(1493), [1498] (1499), [1540] (1541), [1544] (1545), [1811]
(1812)[1814] (1815), [4830] (1831), [1838] (1839, 1840) [1841] (1842), [1843] (1844, 1845),
[1850] (1851), [1852] (1853, 1854), [1855] (1856, 1857), [1858] (1859), [1864] (1865)
[1914] (1915), [1928] (1929), [2260] (2261), [2262] (2263)

Pits
[1496] (1497), [1798] (2799, 1800) [1860] (1861), [1903] (1904, 1905, 1906, 1907)

The‘ring ditch was located within an/area of intercutting truncated ditches and gullies, certain
of which may, represent small pens or closes, notably on the eastern side of the enclosure
(Figure 111).“Two small pits flanked the northern side of the enclosure. A number of these
features produced dating evidence.

North of the ring ditch, ditch [1482] represented a terminus (0.42m wide and 0.16m deep with
moderately sloping sides and a flat base). Its mid grey-brown silty clay fill (1483) produced
late 3rd-4th century pottery and burnt daub. A short length of ditch [1492] (1493) produced
several sherds of Mid to Late Iron Age pottery, whilst a single sherd of 1st century pottery was
recovered from the secondary fill (1789) of gully [1787]. Ditch [1830] produced mid-1st
century pottery from its grey-brown silty clay fill (1831). Gully [1862] contained a yellow
grey clay silt fill (1863) which produced 2nd or 3rd century pottery. Gully [1868] (0.8m wide
and 0.31m with 45° sides and a concave base) was truncated by gully [1875] and, possibly, by
[1871]. Its secondary fill (1870) produced a single sherd of Late Iron Age or Early Roman
pottery and an iron nail. Three sherds of 1st century pottery were recovered from gully [1899]
(1900).
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Late 2nd/early 3rd century pottery was found in the secondary fill (1845) of gully [1843]. Gully
terminal [1928] (1929) produced two sherds of mid-1st century pottery. Further Mid- to Late
Iron Age pottery was recovered two slots across a short gully [2272] (2273) [2274] (2275)
flanking the north-east side of the roundhouse.

vvvvv

B [1852]
[1858]
/[1855]

rogr] | [1787)
AR

[1798]

&

[1751] [1749] [1751] [1753] [1749]

20m

Figure 111: Features in roundhouse area
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North of the circular enclosure, pit [1860] measured 0.95m wide and 0.68m wide and 0.05m
deep and produced a single sherd of mid-1st century pottery from its clay silt fill (1861). Pit
[1903] (1.42m wide and 0.76m) was a sub-oval feature located to the north-west of the circular
enclosure with steep sides and a concave base; its silty clay fills (1904, 1905, 1906, 1907)
produced mid-1st century pottery and a dog mandible.

G24: Central Eastern Features

Enclosure Ditches

[1691] (1692), [1693] (1694), [1721] (1722), [1723] (1724), [1725] (1726), [1749] (1750),
[1751] (1752), [1753] (1754), [1761] (1762), [1763] (1764), [1765]%L766), [1767] (1768)
(1769), [1770] (1771),[1772] (1773), [1774] (1775), [1776] (4f77), [1790] (1791), [1792]
(1793), [1794] (1795), [1796] (1797), [1801] (1802), [1816]¢(1817), [1818] (1819), [1820]
(1821), [1822] (1823), [1826] (1827), [1828] (1829)

Gullies/ditches

[1738] (1739)

[1731] (1732), [1735] (1736, 1737), [1740] (@741, 1742)\[1755] (1756), [A757] (1758),
[1759] (1760), [1778] (1779), [1780] (1781), [1792]n(1793), 11794] (1795), [1803] (1804,
1805), [1806] (1807, 1808), [1809] (1810), [1846] [1910] (1911) [1912] (1913), [1945]
(1945)

[1671] (1672), [1673] (1674), [1675] (1676) (1677), [1678] (2679)

[1834] (1835), [1836] (1837), [1866] (1867), [£871] (1872), [1873] (1874), [1889] (1890),
[1891] (1892), [2252] (2253), [2254] (2255)

[1669] ((1670), [1699] (1700), [1695] (1696), [1697] (1698)7[1745] ((1746), [1877] (1878)

Gully terminus

[1646] (1647), (1648), |1701] ((1702) [1717] (1702)

Pits

[1656] (1657,1658), [1661] (1662), [1680](1681), [1729] (1729, 1730), [1743] (1744),
[1747] (1748),

Post hole

[1715] (1716)

To the south were enclosure ditches running from the pipeline easement. Enclosure ditch
[1691] ran c.15m south-west, turned south-east for 17m before disappearing into the main site
section. The feature,appeared to have been recut at least once as [1693] (Figure 113). Slot
[1693] (0.51m wide and0.21m deep) had 45° sides and a concave base. Its silty clay fill (1694)
produced 2nd century; pottery and a possible iron hook. Slot [1721] (0.40m wide and 0.23m
deep) produced early to mid-2nd century pottery from its yellow brown clay silt fill (1722) and
further pottery of the same date from [1725] (1726) (Figure 114). Further pottery was
recovered from slot [1751] (1752), dating to the early 2nd century.

Ditch [1761] was 0.56m deep; its grey-brown clay silt fill (1762) produced early to mid-2nd
century pottery. The feature was cut by a 0.2m deep recut [1763], the fill of which (1764)
produced mid-2nd to early 3rd century pottery. Recut [1763] also cut ditch [1765]. The latter
was 0.44m deep and its single fill (1766) produced early to mid-2nd century pottery.

Ditch [1767]/[1774] represented a continuation of ditch [2205] east of the pipeline easement,
running south-west to north-east for c.15m before turning south. The ditch had been the subject
of two or three recuts, in at one instance entailing a slight alteration to the course of the feature.
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Figure 112: Features in north-east corner east of the pipeline easement

Ditch [1767] measured d.75m wide and 0.7m deep; its fills (1768) and (1769) produced early
to mid-2nd century pottery and a cattle foot. It truncated ditch [1770] (0.6m wide and 0.15m
wide) and was itself truncated by ditch [1774], the fill of which (1775) produced late 3rd to
mid-4th century pottery. Ditch [1767] ran parallel with ditch [1772] (1m wide and 0.3m deep);
the latter produced two fragments of burnt daub as well as mid-1st century pottery and slag
from its silty clay fill (1773). Ditch [1790] (Im wide and 0.42m deep), had 45° sides and a
concave base) produced mid-1st century pottery from its mid grey-brown clay silt fill (1791).
The ditch intersected with gully [1796] but the relationship was unclear. Ditch [1801] (1.02m
wide and 0.38m with 45° sides and a concave base) intersected with ditch [1822], although the
relationship was unclear. The former produced early to mid-2nd century Roman pottery and
an incomplete Hod Hill type brooch of probable Neronian date (SF20) from its clay silt fill
(1802), along with a horse humerus with indications of butchery (Figure 115). An additional
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slot across the feature [1792] (1793) produced a single sherd of early to mid-2nd century
pottery.

Ditch [1723] (0.29m wide and 0.19m) was the same feature as [1725] (0.78m wide and 0.32m)
(which contained early to mid-2nd century pottery) and cut the earlier ditch [1721] which may
have equated to [1727]. Ditch [1749] represented the same feature as [1753]. [1751]
intersected with [1749] although the relationship was unclear. Ditch [1751] cut ditch [1753]
at their intersection. Further 2nd century pottery was recovered from slot [1818] (1819).

N
_?_ -+ 124.77m aOD
J— (1775)
(1773) (1771)
o [1770]

[1772]

[1767]

Figure 113: Ditches [1770], [1772], & [1767] & [1774]. sections
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Figure 114: Ditches,[1693]/[1691] & [1721]/[1723]/[1725] sections
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Figure 115: Ditches [1801] et al.
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A 10m stretch of gully extended south-east from the east-west enclosure ditches. Gully [1738]
measured 0.6m wide and 0.19m deep with 45° sides and a flat base and produced mid to late
2nd century pottery (67 sherds) from its dark grey clay silt fill (1739).

Three other parallel ditches or gullies aligned north-west to south-east extended from the
enclosure ditches. Ditch [1755] (0.7m wide and 0.35m deep ) was the latest of the three ditches
and truncated [1757] (1.2m wide and 0.4m deep), which in turn cut [1759] (0.85m wide and
0.35m deep). Excavation slot [1735] produced two sherds of pottery dating to AD160-200
from its secondary fill (1737) and two sherds of mid-1st to 2nd century pottery from the
secondary fill (1742) of slot [1740]. A single sherd of Mid to Late Iron Age pottery and a
fragment of burnt daub were recovered from [1806] (1808).

To the south ditch [1671] represented a possible continuation of
west of the pipeline easement running 15m north-west to south-east (Figure 116 Figure 117).
The ditch was 0.4m wide and 0.15m deep with moderately s ides and a concave base.
Its mid brown clay silt fill (1672) produced late 1st to mid- ottery. An additional
slot [1673] (0.85m wide and 0.44m) produced mid-1 ottery from its fill
(1674). It was truncated by ditch [1675] and recut [1678]. red 0.94m wide
and 0.36m deep. Its silty clay charcoal-rich fill (1679) produced late 1st-2 tury pottery,
an iron nail and animal bone.

/[1328]/[1334] to the

Figure 116: Ditc
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Figure 117: Ditch [1675]/[1678]

The small area south of the enclosure ditches, between the pipeline easementiand the eastern
edge of excavation contained several small randomly:scatteredyand largely undatedseircular and
oval pits and short lengths of ditches and gullies. Ofthese, ditchterminus [1866] (1.34m wide
and 0.27m deep) produced 2nd century pottery and burnt daub from its clay silt fill (1867). In
addition, gully [1877] (1878) (0.5m wide and 0.6m deep with. moderately sloping sides and a
flat base), produced late 1st-2nd century potitery.

Pit [1661] (1.05m wide and 0.14m deep with 45%sides.and a concayve base) was located adjacent
to pit [1656/1660]. Its single silty clay fill (1662) produced mid-1st to 2nd century pottery. Pit
[1656] (2.08m x 0.92m wide.and 0.89m deep) was a steep sided oval pit with a concave base.
Its dark greyish brown.clay silt primary fill (1657) produced 2nd century pottery, flint and
animal bone. Envirenmental analysis of the fill produced a mixed deposit of cereal grains,
glume wheat chaffand'wild seeds. A third pit [1680)/(2.56m wide and 0.76m wide and 0.36m)
produced early to mid-2nd century pottery and an/ron nail from its single silty clay fill (1681).

Pit [1729] (0:75m wide and 0:35m deep) wasa circular steep sided concave-based feature. Its
clay siltfill (1730) produced early toe. mid-2nd century pottery including a near complete bowl
(SF19). Pit [1747] (1.35m wide and #725m wide and 0.38m deep) had moderately sloping
sides and'a eoncave base. 1ts mid grey clay silt fill (1748) produced mid-2nd century pottery.

The clay silt fill(1890) of gully [1889] contained 2nd century pottery. The feature was cut by
ditch [1891]. Gullies [1695] (1696) and [1697] (1698) both produced 2nd century pottery.
Gully terminus [1701},on.the edge of the pipeline easement was 0.56m wide and 0.08m deep.
It had shallow sides and a concave base. Its mid grey-brown silty clay fill (1702) produced
2nd century pottery. A short length gully [2254] (2255) was a recut of terminal end [2252]
(2253) and produced a small quantity mid-1st century pottery. Post hole [1715] (0.67m wide
and 0.55m wide and 0.07m) produced 2nd century pottery from its mid grey silty clay fill
(1716).

G25: ‘Pond’ Feature

[1690] (1705, 1706, 1709, 1710, 1711)
[1707] (1708)

Depression

[1712] (1713, 1714)
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An amorphous feature with diffuse edges [1690] was located on the eastern limit of excavation
and measuring ¢.7m wide and 7m (Figure 118 Figure 119). Significantly, the feature was
located where surface water collects due to the site topography and was located adjacent to a
small present-day pond which appears on the first edition Ordnance Survey map. Coupled with
its broad, shallow plan, silty fills, this feature appeared likely to represent either a shallow
natural pond or alternatively a deliberate attempt at consolidation of unstable ground.
Secondary fills of the feature (1705), (1706) (1709) produced 79 sherds of 2nd to 3rd century
pottery, including samian ware and a dog mandible.

A very shallow cut or natural depression was located on the eastern flank of [1690], with a fill
of cobbles (1713) in a clay silt matrix and dark grey clay silt fill (1714) which produced ten
sherds of late 3rd-early 4th century pottery and an iron nail. Fill (1724) also produced glume
wheat glume bases, late 3rd-4th century pottery and an incompleté fron*nail. It was possible
that this feature formed part of [1690].

ULAS Report: 2021-146 100 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

S 124.38m 20D
(1709)

(1710

ann A7

[1680]

S 0 2m

(1714&_\ ¥ 124.38m aOD
17121 U713) 1714)

Figure 119: Pond feature profiles
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Enclosures, West of Pipeline Easement

A substantial area comprising the southern two thirds of the East Field west of the pipeline
easement and consisting of a zone of smaller ditches forming probable stock pens or similar as
defined by the principal east-west enclosure or ‘clothesline’ ditch and subsidiary linears
adjacent to the haul road on the southern limit of excavation (Figure 120). The area also
featured a total of six inhumation burials. Principal ditches and the ‘dump’ are described
individually.
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Figure 120: Area west of pipeline easement
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G26: Boundary ‘Clothesline’ Ditch (west)

Ditch

[874] (875), [910] (911), [1300] (1305, 1306), [1332] (1333), [1382] (1392), [1393] (1394),
[1395] (1396, 1397), [1400] (1401), [1402] (1403), [1424] (1425), [1530] (1531)

Inhumation Burial

SK02 grave cut [1355], fill (1354)
Pit [1302] (1303, 1304)
Post hole [1309] (1310)

e
3 \
[1424] x
W 3821303/

1395/1400/1402
8K02 [1300]

[1530] ) -

[1332]

[910]

0 30m

Figure 121: Ditch [874] location plan

A western continuation of the principal east-west enclosure or clothesline ditch was traced for
¢.73m from the pipeline easement on a north-east to south-west alignment before exiting the
East Field (Figure 121 Figure 122). Several sections across the feature indicated a ditch of
variable width and depth with shallow sloping sides and a concave base measuring 1m-3m
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wide and 0.25m-1.4 deep. The ditch did not appear to have been subject to recuts, although it
did broaden in width towards the east. Two excavation slots produced dateable finds. Slot
[1300] (2.20m wide and 0.60m deep) had moderate sloping sides and a flat base and was
orientated east-west. Further east, [1393] (1394) produced mid-1st to 2nd century pottery. A
single inhumation burial (SK02) was revealed midway along the ditch, which is described
below along with the other inhumations. Slot [910] (911) produced burnt daub.
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Figure 122: Ditches [1530]/[1535] & [1382] et al. sections

Ditch [1334]

[1334] (1335), [1350] (1351), [1352] (1353), [1418](1419), {1535] (1536, 1537), [1555]
(1556), [1557] (1558), [1561] (1562), [1563]}.(1564), [1565] (1566), [1567] (1568)

Ditch [1261] (1262, 1263), [1286] (1287), [1314] (1315),41328] (1329), [1334] (1335)

Pit [1275] (1276, 12747)

Ditch [1334] (1.40m wide and 0.55m deep with'45%sides and a concave base) produced late
1st-4th century pottery from, its Seeendary fill (1335) (Figure 123). Ditch [1555] measured
0.92m wide ands0:38m deep with moderatelyssloping sides and a concave base; its grey clay
silt fill (1556) produced,2nd century pottery. The ditch was identified as a recut of [1557]
(1.34mawide and 0.44m). A possibleicontinuation south-east of the ditch [1261] produced late
1st-2nd-century pottery framits secondary fill (1263).

Ditch [1563] cut ditches [1565] and [1567] at an intersection. Fill (1564) of [1563] produced
2nd century pettery. Ditch [1565] and [1567] was aligned east-west and may have been the
same feature although the mid green grey clay silt fill (1566) of [1565] produced pottery dating
to AD350 or later so thisscould be a different feature. The ditch continued east of the pipeline
easement as [1700] [1767] [1772] [1774].
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Figure 123: Ditches [1334] et al. location plan

G27: Enclosure Ditch [2172] & Associated Ditches

Ditch

[1172] (1173, 1174), [1177](1178), [1179] (1180), [1206] (1207), [1225] (1226), [1227]
(1228), [A -‘Roman] (1230), [1251] (1252), [1311] (1316, 1317), [1312] (1313), [1330]
(1331), [1549] (1550), [1551] (1552), [1559] (1560)

Ditches

[1198] (1199), [1200] (1201), [1202] (1203)
Gully [1166] (1167), [1420] (1421, 1422)
Pit [1191] (1192, 1193)

Ditch [1172] was a lengthy feature likely defining the western side of an enclosure transected
by the pipeline easement. It formed a southern offshoot of the principal boundary ditch, from
which it split off and ran south-west for around 30m before turning south-east and running
diagonally for a further 80m before exiting the excavation area. The linear feature was one of
several parallel ditches delineating small enclosures running south-east from the major outer
ditch (Figure 124, Figure 125). The ditch averaged around 1.2m in width with a broad open

ULAS Report: 2021-146 105 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

‘V’ shaped profile and flat or concave base which widened to over 2m towards the south as it
was joined by other ditches. In places a single recut could be identified.

Several excavation slots along its length produced dating evidence. Slot [1172] (1m+ wide and
0.25m deep) produced a substantial assemblage of mid-2nd century pottery from its dark grey-
brown clay silt fills (1173) and (1174). Slot [1177] (1178) (2.10m wide and 0.30m deep with
moderate sloping sides and a flat base) produced mid-2nd century pottery and an incomplete
iron nail (SF12), and [1206] (1207) a single sherd of early 2nd century pottery.

Slot [1225] measured 1.30m wide and 0.63m deep with a concave base; its (1226) mid grey-
brown clay silt fill produced mid-2nd century pottery, as did [1251] (1252). The linear feature
was recut twice, firstly as a 1.25m wide and 0.47m flat based cut [1227] (1228), which
produced early to mid-2nd century pottery, and again as a moderatelyssloping sided concave
based 0.85m wide 0.40m deep cut [1229]. The dark bluish-grey elay silt secondary fill (1231)
of the latter contained substantial quantities of glume wheat chaff, certain of which was
identifiable as spelt wheat. Wild seeds included stinking chamomile and grass seeds.

Slot [1549] (0.96m wide and 0.42m with 45° sides and aconcave base produced Roman pottery
including Samian ware from its dark brown clay silt#fill (1550) dating to the 2nd century, AD
125 or later.
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Figure 124: Ditch [1172] location plan
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Figure 125: Ditch [1172] sections

An intersection slot between,[1312].and [1314] appeared to indicate that the latter was the later
feature. The mid grey clay siltdfills(1313)0f [£312] and (1315) of [1314] both produced 2nd
century pottery.Ditch, [1559] intersected with ditch [1561], although the relationship was
unclear Both features produced 2nd to 3rd century pottery from fills (1560) and 1562)
respectively.

Three closely:spaced parallel ditches were traced for c.1m emerging from the main site section
and intersecting with east-west ditch [1181], with which they appeared contemporary. [1198]
measured 1.05mwide wide and 0.22m with deep shallow sides to a flat base. Its mid grey silty
clay fill (1199) produeed.mid-3rd to mid-4th century pottery (Figure 126). [1200] measured
0.74m wide and 0.12m deep with shallow sloping sides and a flat base; its mid grey clay silt
fill (1201) produced 2nd century pottery and animal bone. The third ditch [1202] (0.90m wide
and 0.11m deep) was also shallow sided with a flat base and produced early 2nd century pottery
from its single grey-black silty clay fill (1203).

A single isolated pit [1191] (1.26m wide and 1.06m wide and 0.36) was located east of the
enclosure ditch. A substantial quantity of pottery including Samian ware bases with stamps
dating to AD160-200 was recovered from its secondary fill (1193) in addition to animal bone
and possibly heat-affected stones. An adjacent short length of gully [1166] [1420] produced
2nd century pottery from the secondary fill (1422) of the latter.
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Figure 126: Ditches [1198], [1200] & 1202]

Ditch [841]
[824] (825), [826] (827) [828] (829), [833] (834), [841] (842, 848), [844] (845, 846) (847),
[899] (900)

This shallow, open ‘U’ shaped profile ditch with a concave base ditch entered the south-east
corner of the excavation and extended 48m northéwest before angling north-east and
terminating in an undated butt end [899] (Figure 127). [824] measured 0.8mhwide and 0.13m
deep and was recut as [826] (827) which measured1.30m wide 0.30m deep. Thesilty clay fill
(825) of [824] produced late 1st-2nd century pottery,whilst the silty clay fill (834) of [833]
contained 3rd to 4th century pottery.

sl 0 20m

Figure 127: Ditch [841] location plan
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Ditch [839]

[839] (840), [872] (871, 873), [1162] (1163), [1219] (1220) /[1221] 1222)/[1223] (1224),
[1255] (1256) [1257] {1258), [1259] (1260), [1346] (1347), [1416] (1417), [1553] (1554),
[2059] (2060), [2063] (2064), [2240] (2241), [2203] (2204)

Post hole

[860] (861)

Ditch [839] was an enclosure ditch 0.64m wide side and 0.30m deep ‘V’ shaped profile with
moderately sloping sides and a ‘V’ shaped base (Figure 128). The ditch extended c.37m south-
west from the principal ditch before swinging south-east and running c.73m into the main site
section. Two recuts of the ditch were visible in places. The primary ditch [1255] (0.40m wide
wide and 0.40m deep was recut as [1257] (0.20m wide and 0.80m) and'again as [1259] (0.60m
wide and 0.40m). The silty clay fill (1260) of the latter produced mid-1st century or later
pottery. At the southern end of the linear, [839] (840) producedyearly to mid-2nd century
pottery.
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Figure 128: Ditch [839] location plan

A sizeable dump of animal butchery waste was recovered from the ditch backfill material
midway along the length of the ditch [2240]. The material, comprising three incomplete animal
skeletons comprising two cattle and a horse, was set within a cut [2203] measuring 3.80m in
length 1.40m wide and 0.36m deep (Figure 129).
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G28: South-Western Area Ditches

The core excavation area west of the pipe easem isted of a complex network of
ditches and gullies loosely forming probable S enclesures loosely defined by outer
ditches to the west and theselethesline ditch oth described previously (Figure
130). These have bee ps (Groups 1-5) and discussed as such.

ULAS Report: 2021-146 111 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

| : [1311 [2205]
‘ ﬁ[ﬁﬂ
SK 03
[20%
l — [2034] [203] [2042]

~~~~~~ [2044]

2_ [2088142040]
L PTIT 2 M8~ e mrmmmmmmm—— e

11239][1241][1243]
[2073]

- Group 1 (2250 - [1249]1[11;[?]4]

- Group 2 %51113352]]
- Group 3 [1%]\155]

- Group 4

- Group 5

0 60m

Figure 130: South-western area features and groups

Group 1 Ditches

[1155] (1156)

[2061] (2062)

[2071] (2072), [2179] (2180)

[1190] (1189, 1210), ([2073] (2074), [2083] (2084), [2230] (2231)

[2250] (2251)

[2181] (2182), [2194] (2193) [2201] (2202)

Located at the southern edge of the group, ditch [1155] (1156) produced a single sherd of 2nd
to 3rd century pottery, whilst (1189) of [1190] contained several pottery sherds dating to
AD250-350. Ditches [2061] and [2071] ran closely parallel to one another and were located
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immediately east of enclosure ditch [839] (see above). Both were of similar “V’ shaped profiles
measuring 0.42m-0.56m wide and 0.18m-0.26m deep and aligned north-west to south-east and
9m and 22m in length respectively. Ditch [2181] ran for ¢.20m south-east before curving east
and terminating. The linear was subsequently cut by two inhumation burials SK06 and SK07
and two of the Group 2 ditches. A further 22m length of ditch [2073] was located to the south-
east of [2181], its northern end truncated by the Group 4 ditches. Slot [2083] produced animal
bone and early 2nd century or later pottery from its mid grey silty clay fill (2084). The southern
end of the feature terminated in a probable butt end [1190].

Group 2 Ditches

[2034] (2035), [2036] (2037), [2131] (2132), [2143] (2144), [2145]°146), [2152] (2153),
[2259] (2258), [2271] (2270),

[2051] (2052), [2129] (2130), [2042] (2043), [2205] (2206)

[2129] (2130), [2042] (2043)

[2121] (2122), [2038] (2039), [2040] (2041), [2065](2066), [2067] (2068), [2104] (2105)
(2106), [2156] (2157), [2158] (2159), [2160] (2161)4[2165] (2166, 2167)

[2222] (2223) [2224] (2225)

Pit [2044] (2045)

Two parallel ditches ran on a south-west to north-east alighment. Ditch terminal [2038] was
1.3m wide and 0.29m deep with moderately sloping sides andya concave base. Its clay silt fill
(2039) produced 2nd century pottery. It'wasrecut as a second-terminal [2040] whose clay silt
fill (2041) produced 2nd century or later pettery. Ditch [2065] (1.47m wide and 0.42m deep)
had 45° sides and a concave base and recut [2067] (1.2mwide and 0.42m deep) had moderately
sloping sides and a flat base)... The clay silt fill (2068) of [2067] produced late 1st-2nd century
pottery and glume wheat glume bases and indeterminate eereal grains. Ditch [2104] (0.90m
wide and 0.34m deep)was aligned north-east south-west. The feature formed a T junction with
a second ditch [2107] (0.90m wide and 0.34m deep)s the single silty clay fill of which (2108)
produced 2nd to 4th centuryspotteryssBitch [2158] cut an undated gully [2160] (0.26m wide
and 0.14m deep) with moderately sloping sides and a concave base. The former measured
1.08m wide and 0.28m deep and ran on a north-east to south-west alignment; its single clay silt
fill (2159) contained bone. \Ditch sloty[2131] (2132) produced two sherds of 2nd to 4th century
pottery.

A ditch [2051}, measuring 1.35m wide and 0.4m deep with moderately sloping sides and a
concave base emerged from the pipe easement and ran broadly east-west for ¢.30m, becoming
narrower, before joining and being cut by ditch [2131]. The single clay silt fill (2032) of the
latter produced 2nd to 4th century pottery. The backfilled feature was subsequently cut by an
adult inhumation burialF SK03 [2053] (see below). The easternmost slot across the ditch [2205]
(2206) produced three 2nd century pottery sherds; an additional slot midway along the feature
[2259] (2258) yielded a single mid-1st century sherd of pottery.

Group 3 Ditches

[1234] (1235) (1236), [2127] (2128), [2168] (2169), [2171] (2172), [2173] (2174), [2244]
(2245), [2246] (2247)

[1245] (1246), [1270] (1271), [1272] (1273, 1274), [1282] (1283), [1284] (1285)

[1253] (1254), [1268] (1269), [1280] (1281), [1327] (1326)

[1266] (1267), [1275] (1276, 1277), [2175] (2176)
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[2139] (2140), [2221] (2220), [2244] (2245)
[2069] (2070), [2077] (2078)
[2117] (2118), [2109] (2110), [2111] (2112) [2119] (2120)

Pit
[1204] (1205)

Ditch [1234] was a broadly ‘C’ shaped linear feature with moderately sloping sides and a ‘U’
shaped base running south-east to north-west for ¢.30m before being truncated by Group 2
ditch [2104] and terminating. The secondary dark grey silt clay fill (1235) of ditch [1234]
produced early to mid-2nd century pottery.
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Figure 131: Ditch [1284] section

Ditch [2109]/[2117] and its recut [2111]/[2119] ran onan nerth-west to south-east alignment
for approximately 9.50m«The elay silt fill (2120) of [2119] produced mid-1st century pottery
but is probably later indate. The ditch terminated at a T junction with an undated ditch [2121],
with the latter being‘stratigraphically later in date,, Ditch [2148] was one of two short parallel
ditches running south-west,to north-east which terminated in a butt end [2135] measuring
0.82m wide and.0.30m deep._lts single silty.elay-fill (2149) produced early 2nd century pottery
and a fragmented-dogskull. “The, accompanying ditch [2150] (0.60m wide and 0.18m deep)
terminatéd in a butt end [2137]; the single fill (2138) produced late 1st to 3rd century pottery.

Ditch [1284] (1285), [2139] (2140), [2221] [2244] was one of several broadly parallel ditches
running north=west to south-east (Figure 131). The linear ran at right angles from ditch [2104]
for ¢.23m befare,turning north-east and extending for another 9m before joining a larger ditch
[1225]/[1227]. The,ditch progressively narrowed from 0.90m to 0.45m in width as it ran east
but retained its steephsided and concave based profile. Its secondary clay silt fill (2140)
produced a large quantity of 3rd to 4th century pottery. A slot at the northern end of ditch
[2139], [2221] (2222) included six sherds of mid-2nd-3rd century pottery suggesting it is 2nd
— 3rd century in date.

An undated ditch [2171] formed part of a feature running ¢.7m east from its junction with ditch
[2104] before turning south-east and running for a further 15m. After a final shift south, the
feature joined and was cut by ditch [2175]. The ditch was recut once [1273] and produced
early 2nd century pottery from its clay silt fill (2174). Gully [2177] (0.24m wide and 0.08m
deep) had moderately sloping sides and a concave base. Its silty clay fill (2178) produced early
2nd century pottery.
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Group 4 Ditches

Gullies

[2177] (2178)
[2097] (2098), [2164] (2170), [2197] (2198), [2228] (2229)

Ditches

[2089] (2090), [2199] (2200), [2093] (2094), [2095] (2096), [2113] (2114), [2115] (2116)
[2135] (2136), [2148] (2149), [2185] (2186), [2233] (2232, 2248, 2249) [2234] (2235)
[2137] (2138), [2150] (2151), [2227] (2226)

[2216] (2217), [2218] (2219)

Scoop
[2195] (2196)

A 20m length of ditch [2093] (1.5m wide and 0.30m deep with shallow sides and an irregular
base) was aligned south-west to north-east (Figure 133)é&.The,single claysilt ditch fill (2094)
produced 2nd century pottery. The feature was reett [2095] (1.18m wide, and 0.38m). A
smaller ditch [2097] ran parallel on the southern side. The feature measured 0:56m, wide and
0.30m deep and had moderately sloping sides and'aconcave base. Its single claysilt fill (2098)
produced early to mid-2nd century Roman pottery.

Ditch [2109] and its subsequent recut [2111] were aligned north-east to south-west. The 1m
wide and 0.12m deep later linear produced.2nd century pottery from its clay silt fill (2112).
Ditch [2115] (2116) (1.24m wide and '0.62m),was aligned north-east south-west and had
irregular sides and base. The linear was Ssubsequently recut as [2113] (2114); both features
produced 2nd and 3rd century pottery and [2234] (2235); the latter produced a small quantity
of 2nd to 4th century potterys

A shallow circular scaop-like feature [2195] (2196) located adjacent to the junction of ditches
[2097] and [2230].contained the crushed but largely,complete remains of a 2nd century grey
ware jar (Figure 132)." The object appeared to have been deliberately broken prior to
deposition, with.the sherds placed in"a seemingly random pattern. Ditch [2135] (2136)
produced several pottery sherds,of Early-Middle 2nd century date, whilst [2185] (2186)
produced two sherds of mid-2nd century pottery. A slot midway across [2137], [2227] (2226)
and parallel ditch [2233] (2222) each produced single sherds of 2nd century pottery. The latter
also produced an iron nail.
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Figure 132: Feature [2195]; view north; 0.3m s

Group 5

Ditches

[1160] (1161), [1185] (1186), [1247] (1

[1211] (1212), [1213] (1214), [1232] (123 39] (1240), [1241] (1242),
[1243] (1244), [2085] (2086), [2107] (2108 1] ] 2154] (2155), [2158] (2159),
[2187] (2188), [2189] (2190 [2236] (2237), [2238] (2239)

[2242] (2243)

Ditch Terminals

or enclosure or ‘clothesline’ ditch to the west and likely defining
d for around 67m before terminating in a butt end. The linear
feature began as a ingle 0.60m wide cut to the west but became more substantial with a
series of recuts and/or, was joined by other ditches totalling ¢.5m in width before terminating
in butt ends [1168], [1170], [1187] and [1194]. Fill (1188) of [1187] produced several sherds
of early to mid-2nd century pottery; fill (1161) of [1160] produced late 2nd/3rd century pottery.

Ditch [2189] measured 0.20m wide and 0.50m deep with a shallow flat-based profile. The
ditch was recut twice, the first of which [2187] measured 0.90m wide and 0.38m deep with
moderately sloping sides and a concave base. An additional slot across the linear to the west
[2236] (2237) produced late 2nd-early 2nd century pottery. A second, undated recut [2191]
measured 1.35mx 0.50m deep with a similar profile to its predecessors.

Ditch [2085] was a probable enclosure ditch measuring 1.10m wide and 0.53m deep with a ‘V’
shaped profile and a sloping base on a north-west to south-east alignment. Its latest silty clay
fill (2086) produced 2nd century pottery. Ditch [2089] measured 1.1m wide and 0.32m deep
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with 45° sides and was aligned north-east to south-west. Its single silty clay fill (2090)
produced late 1st to 2nd century pottery. The ditch represented a recut of earlier linear [2091].
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(2092) (2092)

i
i
[2089] ;
[
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Figure 133: Ditch [2089]/[2091] section

Gully [2197]/[2164]/[2097]/[2228] and ditch [2199] ran closely parallel to each other on a
north-east to south-west alignment for ¢.20m between ditches [2123] and [2230] before
converging; [2199] appeared to truncate [2197]. The formerproduced late 2nd and 3rd century
pottery from its single silty clay fill (2200).

A number of excavated sections across linear features in this group produced dating evidence.
Ditch [1232] (1233) (1.20m wide and 0.30m) produced a wood fragment or objects(SF15) and
pottery dating to the 1st-4th century. Environmental analysis of the fill produced wheat glumes
as well as stinking chamomile seeds. Gully [1170] produced pottery dating from AD250 to the
4th century from its yellow grey brown sandy clay fill (1171). The dark orange clay silt fill
(1254) of ditch [1253] (0.60m wide and'0.30m deep), with maderately sloping sides and a flat
base also produced 2nd century pottery and.a fragmentary iron object;possibly a fitting (SF16).
Gully [1268] (1269) (0.48m wide and 0.14m deep) produced a quantity of mid-2nd to 3rd
century pottery. Ditch [1270], which appeared4o cut-ditchs[1272], produced 2nd century
pottery from its dark grey clayssilt fill (1271). Fill (1274) of the latter also contained 3rd
century pottery. Ditch{[1282] (1283) produced 2nd to 3rd century pottery from its mid grey-
brown clay silt fill (1283). Ditch [1284] produced,late-3rd to mid-4th century pottery from its
mid grey-brown silty clay fill (1285).

Ditch [1328]«(0:22m, deep) appeared to-be cut by [1330]. Its mid-grey clay silt fill (1329)
produced«2nd century pettery, as did (1331) of [1330]. Mid-3rd to mid-4th century pottery
was recovered from [1211], (1212) and.2nd century pottery from [1214] (1213) and [1244]
(1243), albof which were‘located towards the southern end of the ditch grouping. Ditch slot
[2141] (2142)produced two sherds of 2nd century pottery, and [2189] (2190) a single sherd of
mid-1st to 2nd century pottery.

G29: Inhumation Burials

The central excavation area west of the pipeline easement featured a total of six inhumation
burials. The area plan below provides an indication of their locations

Figure 134). Radiocarbon dates obtained from four of the skeletons produced dates suggesting
they were buried in the 2nd-3rd century AD.

SK02 Grave cut [1355], fill (1356)
SK 03 grave cut [2053] fill (2054)
SK 05 grave cut [2162] fill (2163)
SK 06 grave cut [2183] fill (2184)
SK 07 grave cut [2207] fill (2208)
SK 09 grave cut [2222] fill (2223)
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Figure 134: Central area with burials highlighted in red
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SK02 Grave cut [1355], fill (1356)

SKO02 represented the most northerly of the inhumations, the grave of which [1355] was cut
into the partially backfilled ditch [1530] (Figure 135 Figure 136). The body, of an older
juvenile aged eight to ten years, was aligned east-west and largely complete.

Figure 135

1m

SKO03 Grave cut
[2053] fill (2054) S
The prone inhumation of an old middle male adult (SK03) measuring 168cm in height was
located within a grave cut [2053] measuring 0.60m+ in length, ¢.0.48m wide and 0.20m deep
and containing a single fill of medium grey clay silt (2054), which contained a single Late Iron
Age or Early Roman pottery sherd (Figure 137 Figure 138). The burial was set into the lower
fill of ditch [2051] running on a slight diagonal, the single fill of which (2052) late 1st or early
2nd century pottery. The ditch’s southern edge was cut in slightly to accommodate the body.
The body was placed prone with its arms flexed left over right at its waist and with the head
tilted to the left. The left lateral clavicle had a probable healed fracture, whilst the spine and
hips showed signs of degenerative joint disease. Radiocarbon dating of the skeletal material
produced a date of 1870+/_30BP or AD 116-239 with a 92.8% probability, placing the burial
in the 2nd to mid-3rd century date range.
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Figure 137: SK03; 1m scale

A

[2051]
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Figure 138: SKO03 plan
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SK 05

Grave cut [2162] fill (2163)

SKO05 was an adult inhumation burial of an individual in either old middle or mature age with
the body positioned on its left side in an extended position to fit into the narrow ‘V’ shaped
ditch [2164] (Figure 139, Figure 140, Figure 141). The ribs of the individual showed evidence
of healed fractures, whilst the spine showed signs of degenerative joint changes and
osteoarthritis in both hips. The ill-defined grave cut [2162] measured 2.10m wide and 0.60m
wide and 0.2m deep and was aligned north-east to south-west. The clay silt grave cut fill (2163)
contained mid-1st century Roman pottery. The ditch [2164] appeared to have been partially
backfilled or silted up at the time of burial.
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Figure 139: SK05, location plan
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[2162]
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Figure 140: SKO05 plan

Figure 141: SKO05; 1m scale
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A further three inhumation burials (SK06, SK7 and SK09) were recovered from the same
locality, a short distance north of SK05 (Figure 142).

SK09
5 12222]

[2224]

55

[2152] 2158]

0 15m

Figure 142: Location plan,, SK06, SK07 & SK09

SK 06

Grave cut [2183] fill (2184)

SKO06 was an,articulated inhumation burial of an individual aged 36+, buried in a flexed
position on itsright side andjon a similar north-east-south-west alignment to burials SK 01-05
(Figure 143 Figure 144). Whereas burials SK02-SKO05 were buried within ditches, SK06 was
the first to be identified within a distinct grave cut. The individual showed evidence of injury
and severe osteoarthritis in the right elbow. The grave cut [2183] measured 1.52m wide and
0.38m wide and 0.12-0.20m deep with steep sides and a shallow, flat-based sub-rectangular
cut. The feature cut an undated gully [2181].

A C14 date was obtained from the skeletal material of 1820+/- 30 BP or AD 152-256 with a
69.3% probability, placing the burial in the 2nd to mid-3rd century date range.
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Figure 144: SKO06 plan
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SK 07

Grave cut [2207] fill (2208)

SKO07 consisted of a supine inhumation of an adult individual of indeterminate age which had
had suffered heavy disturbance and fragmentation due to machining resulting in the absence of
the skull, right arm and feet (Figure 145, Figure 146). The left hip showed evidence of
osteoarthritis. The burial was located in relative proximity to SK06 and shared the same north-
east-south-west alignment. The grave cut [2207] (1.90m wide and 0.65m) was shallow and
produced no finds.

A C14 date was obtained from the skeletal material of 1830+/- 30 BP or AD 126-253 with a
84.4% probability, placing the burial in the 2nd to mid-3rd century date range.

Figur
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[2207]

Figure 146: SKO7 plan

SK 09

Grave cut [2222] fill (2223)
SKO09 was a disarticulated burial of a youl

Figure 147: SK09; 1m scale
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Figure 148: SK09 plan

G30: Ditch [830]

[830] (831) (832), [870](869);.[1152] (1158,41154), [2079] (2080), [2081] (2082), [2091]
(2092), [2099] (2100),42101](2102, 2103), [2223] (2124) [2125] (2126)

Ditch [830] lay tosthe south of this area and ‘measured 1.8m wide and 0.50m deep with
moderately sloping sides and a flat base and ran on a north-west to south-east alignment.
Secondary fill (832) produced 4th century pottery and an iron nail. The feature was
subsequently recut as,[2125] (Figure 149).““The silty clay fill (2124) of the primary ditch
produced 2nd century pettery.“The ditch represented one of four parallel ditches likely
delingating rectangular enclosures “attached to the outer ‘clothesline’ ditch. Ditch [2079]
measured 1.4m wide and 0.24m deep/with moderately sloping sides and a concave base (Figure
150). Its clayssilt fill (2080) contained mid-1st century pottery, tesserae and possible animal
butchery waste comprising a complete cattle spine and skull fragments. The feature cut an
earlier cut [2101]'which itself cut an earlier ditch [2099]. Ditch [2081] was aligned north-west
to south-east and had moderately sloping sides and a flat base. The silty clay fill (2082)
produced early 2nd century pottery.
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Figure 149: Ditch [830] location plan
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Figure 150; Ditch [2079] & [2099 section

G31: Features East of Dump [816]

Ditches

[810] (811)

[812] (813)

[814] (815), [836] (835)

[818] (819), [867] (868)

[820] (821)

[822] (823) [876] (877)

[1139] 1140), [1141] (1142), [1143] (1144)buttend [1137]-(2138)
[1145] (1146)

[1157] (1158, 1159)

A small group of features lay in the southern part of the excavation area east of dump [816]
(described below) (Figure 151)«

A ‘C’ shaped gully possibly representing a roundhouse or semi-circular enclosure of ¢.15m
internally was defined 'y a heavily truncated gully [1137]. Slot [1139] included 2nd to 4th
centdry-pottery from its mid grey-brown sandy clay fill (1140), as did slots [1141] (1142) and
[1143] (1144) of the same'feature.Gully terminus [1166] (Im wide and 0.25m deep) with
moderate sides and a ‘U’ shaped base produced two quern fragments from its sandy clay fill
(1167). A heavily truncated/9.6m length of ditch with possible terminal ends [814] (815) [836]
(837) was located eastiof dump [816]. The fill (815) of [814] produced three sherds of mid-1st
century pottery and a fragment of iron fayalite hearth slag, and [836] (835) produced burnt
daub fragments. A short length of gully/ditch [1157] (1159) produced several sherds of late
2nd-3rd century pottery.

The south-east corner of excavation was characterised by a probable enclosure ditch [818]
aligned south-west to north-east and featuring at least two recuts [820] and [822]. The single
fill (819) of the initial linear produced 2nd century pottery.
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Figure 151: Locationglan, features east of dump.[816]
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Figure 152: Ditches [1137], [1139] & [1141] sections

ULAS Report: 2021-146 130 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

Phase 6: 3rd-4th century

G32: Pits

A number of pits containing later pottery were identified across the site.

Pits

[1879] (1880), [1719] (1720), [1665] (1666) (1667) (1668)

Oval pit [1879] (1880) truncated an earlier gully [1877] (in Phase 5, G24: Eastern Features;
Figure 112). This was 1.2m x 0.7m wide and 0.4m deep and produced late 3rd or 4th century
pottery. Environmental analysis of the pit fill (1880) produced a mixed deposit of cereal grains,
chaff, and wild seeds. Glume wheat and indeterminate grains were found amongst the cereals,
while glume wheat glumes were found predominantly amongst thé ehaff. The wild seeds
present were stinking chamomile, goosefoots, cleavers, ribwort plantain, large and small
grasses, common chickweed and vetches.

Two other 3rd — 4th century pits were also identified in thisarea. Pit[1719] was a sub-circular
feature 0.89m wide and 0.18m deep with 45° sides and'ayconcave base. Mts mid grey-brown
clay silt fill (1720) contained late 3rd to 4th centurygpottery. Pit [1665] was,2.01m wide and
0.62m deep and produced a pottery vessel base passibly repurposed as a loom weight, an iron
object (SF18), an iron nail and late 3rd-4th century pottery from its primary fill (1666); its
latest fill (1668) also produced 3rd -4th century potteryrand mixed deposits of cereal grains,
chaff and wild seeds as well as an incomplete iron tanged Kknife or tool.

G33: Dump

[816] (817), (859), (898)

Pits

[879] (878)

[1132] (1133) (1134), J£135](1136)

A dump or spread oféstone rubble and domestic'waste [816] was located on the southern limit
of the excavation area (Figure 153, Figure 154, Figure 155). The feature consisted of a shallow
oval cut [816] measuring 4.68mmorth=seuth by 6.6m east-west and 0.28m deep and containing
dump-like fills: Thesfeature was,cut into the backfill of an earlier ditch [870]. Both fills (817)
and (859) contained quantities ofyheat-reddened stone rubble in a charcoal-rich sandy silt
matrix¢ The latter also produced eleven fragments of iron fayalite hearth slag, some with hearth
lining attached, two iron nails and a blue-green glass vessel fragment (SF7). Eight fragments
of iron fayalite slag, three with hearth lining attached, were recovered from final fill (898). All
three fills produced substantial quantities of 4th century pottery and animal bone. (817) also
included a broken bene point (SF31).
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Figure 153: Dump [816] & associated features

Figure 154: Dump de [816]: view north; 1m scales
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Figure 155: Dump [816] section
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G34: South-East Corner Occupation

Ditches

[1569] (1570) [1571] (1572), [1575] (1576) [1577] (1588), [1579] (1580), [1583] (1584),
(1590) [1589], [1591] (1592), [1593] (1594), [1599] (1600), [1606] (1607), [1682] (1683),
[1610] (1611) /[1612] (1613) [1614] (1615), [1625] (1626, 1627), [1628] (1629), [1636]
(1637)

[1573] (1574), [1621] (1622), [1623] (1624)

[1581] (1582), [1595] (1596), [1603] (1604) (1605), [1608] (1609), [1632] (1633), ditch
terminus [1634] (1635), [1651] (1652), [1638] (1639), [1640] (11641)/[1642] (1643)

[1585] (1586)/[1587] (1588), [1589] (1590), [1601] (1602), [1649] (1650), [1684] (1685),
[1688] (1689)

Pit

[1618] (1619, 1620)

A small area of probable domestic activity was identified in the“south-east corner of the
excavation and consisting of a series of intercutting«ditehes and gullies, delineating small
enclosures and a single pit (Figure 156). Domestic réfuse including animal bene and a higher
concentration of Roman pottery than was encountered elsewhere on the excavation suggest that
this could represent the western edge of an area’of domestic activity extending east beyond the
limit of excavation. Pottery dated from the late 1st-4th-.century, but the bulk of the pottery was
late in date, suggesting earlier pottery is either residual or represents earlier phases not visible
from the excavations.

/%‘; (15991 11 610) [1612]

[1621]

Figure 156: Features south-east corner of excavation location plan
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Thee western boundary was marked by ditch [1579] orientated north-west to south- measuring
0.44m-1.95m wide, 0.16m-0.44m deep with irregular sides and a flat base. Pottery was
recovered from a number of the clay silt ditch fills. Late 1st and 2nd century pottery was
recovered from (1570) [1569], (1576) [1575], [1579] (1580) and (1584) [1583]. Ditches (1594)
[1593] and, notably, (1600) [1599] produced quantities of 4th century pottery, whilst 3rd and
4th century ceramic material was recovered from (1611) [1610], (1613) [1612]. An additional
slot across [1593], [1682] (1693) produced early to mid-2nd century pottery. A small quantity
of burnt daub was recovered from [1593] (1594).

Fill (1611) possibly represented a rubble backfill and contained 3rd and 4th century pottery.
In addition, [1599] was notable for the quantities of stone rubble and 4th century Roman pottery
recovered from its mid-grey clay silt fill (1600). The feature also produced glume wheat glume
bases. Environmental evidence was obtained from fill (1576) i 575], namely small
quantities of glume wheat bases and indeterminate cereal grain gle barley grains, stinking
iled. The same feature

produced latelst to early 2nd century pottery.

Ditch [1569] (1570) represented a recut of linear feat which produced
2nd century pottery from their clay silt fills (Figu I . ngth of ditch
with a southern terminal end [1606] (1607) prodt ingle pottery,
whilst another ditch located further west with a butt'e 5] produced late 3rd/4th century

pottery from its secondary fill (1627).

Figure 157: Ditch [1571]; view south; 1m scale
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Figure 158: Ditch [1571]

Ditch [1585] was orientated north-east to south-west betwe
below), which post-dated [1601], and ditch [1569] to the
relationship with the latter was unclear. The feature was@0
and 0.12m-0.90m deep with shallow sides and a concave base. Fill (159

late 3rd-4th century pottery. The silty clay fill {1602) of J1601] produc
century pottery.

1597] to the north (see
159, Figure 160). Its

1589] produced
id to late-1st

1589] [1591 [1593]; view south-east; 1m scale
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(1590) o (1592 o
22

(1580)

[1589] = "[1501]
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[1593]

[1589]

Figure 160: Ditches [1589, [1591] & [1593]

Ditch [1573] measured 0.58m-1.14m wide and 0.15m-0.25m deep with moderately sloping
sides and a concave base and was traced for 7m west to north-east before exiting the excavation.
It formed a right angle with ditch [1577], which may have truncated it. The single grey-brown
clay silt fill (1624) of excavation slot [1623] produced mid to late-1st century pottery; this ditch
contained an undated recut [1621].
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Several short lengths of largely undated small scale linear features with open ‘U’ shaped
profiles and concave bases formed offshoots of the principal ditches. A short length of ditch
[1595] aligned north-south measuring 0.5m wide and 0.21m deep produced a copper alloy
possible Roman probe or toilet object (SF17) from its clay silt fill (1596). A short length of
ditch [1603] measuring 1m wide and 0.25m deep was excavated on the edge of the pipeline
easement. Its brownish grey silty clay secondary fill (1605) produced mid-2nd to 3rd century
pottery.

A single probable refuse pit [1618] was located midway between ditches [1632] and [1579]
(Figure 161). The oval feature measured 2m wide and 1.25m wide and 0.8m deep with shallow
sloping sides and a flat base. The mid grey clay silt secondary fill (1619) produced three mid-
2nd to late 3rd century pottery sherds.

L 4
APE

Figure 161: Pit [16
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The Lithics Lynden Cooper

Some 57 residual worked flints and ¢.20 natural pieces were recovered from the excavated
features. The raw material was derived flint of nodular form from local Oadby Till deposits
and generally had a thin buff/light brown cortex but with patinated thermal/diaclastic scars.
The flint was fine-grained, translucent and brown in colour, with some pieces grading to grey.
It is mostly of good quality indicating selection of better pieces. The surface condition was
generally sharp despite residuality, perhaps indicating localised redeposition from surface
deposits or shallow prehistoric features now lost. There are some pieces that are patinated but
the majority had unweathered flake surfaces. The patinated pieces may indicate that they
belong to an earlier phase of prehistoric activity.

A large, plano-convex flaked piece is likely to be a broken fragment of a‘larger core tool such
as an adze or axe (Figure 162). At first glance it resembles a_goresbut most of the flake scars
have no origin (percussion) point indicating it is a removaldrom alarger core or core tool. It
has a patinated surface and slightly worn dorsal scars., It‘appearst0be a large fragment,
probably the blade, of a plano-convex core tool. Itsmay“be a fragment from an accidental
breakage during a re-sharpening episode wherepy the tranchet removal has followed an
incipient flaw. It is difficult to classify with cegrtainty as it is\not only broken‘butya flat, flake
scar on the planar side seems to have followed an mcipient flaw, There are a'few pieces of
debitage and a combination tool (scraper/denticulate) thatdhave similar degrees of patination
(Figure 163). Itis probable that these pieces are Mesolithie, and if correct, the core tool would
probably be a Mesolithic tranchet adze. “In'support of this are‘a erested blade, three blades and
two bladelet fragments.

The remaining collection is predominantly of flake technology produced by hard stone
percussion, but quite methodical and controlled« The debitage includes five flake cores, one
core fragment, 27 flakesfand four,pieces of shatter. The tools include three retouched flakes,
two scrapers and three notched ‘pieces. A large fragment of a possible flake core has been
calcined and shattered, prebably from its use as apetrboiler. A significant proportion of these
pieces have patinated surfaces and may.tentatively suggest that much, if not all, of the material
could also bedvieselithic.

While the flint assemblage is of'small size its composition may suggest a Mesolithic activity
site, of proximity to an occupation sitesMesolithic core tools such as adzes tend to occur in
settlements where they were used for woodworking tasks.
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Figure 162: Blade part of a probable Mese

Figure 163: A scraper and combination scraper/denticulate

ULAS Report: 2021-146 138 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017
Table 1: Breakdown of assemblage by context
Field Context Type Comment Patina
214 Core
272 Flake 2ry X3
272 Flake 3ry
272 Flake 3ry 2
303 Flake 3ry 3
319 Flake 2ry 1
S 376 Flake 2ry
'f—: 376 Core Multiplatform 2
i) 400 Scraper Diaclastic flake 2
§ 597 Flake 2ry
637 Flake frag 2
637 Scraper/denticulate 2
697 Flake 2ry
711 Flake 2ry 1
711 Frag Burnt
783 Flake 2ry 2
859 Retouched flake
859 Retouched flake Scraper® frag, burnt
998 Flake 2ry 1
1001 Flake 2ry 2
1037 Crested blade Unilateral
1071 Frag
1071 Flaken2ry
1120 Flake 2ry
1175 Flake Calcined
1175 Retouched flake Vitreous?
1222 Scraper: 1
1568 Adze/axe frag 2
1657 Flake 2ry
1657 Shatter
- 1773 Flake 2ry
o 1813 Flake 2ry R
- 1789 Flake 2ry
a 1789 Flaked flake
L 1840 Flake 1ry
1814 flake 2ry x2
1874 Shatter Burnt
1904 Notched flake 1
1909 Core 1
1915 Flake 2ry
1947 Core flag
1940 Notched flake
2022 Shatter
2027 Shatter
2082 Blade frag 1
2157 Bladelet frag
2178 Potboiler
2283 Core Orthogonal
2056 SS 24 Bladelet frag
Unstrat Core on flake
Unstrat Flake 2ry
Unstrat Notched flake
Unstrat Blade 2ry X2 1
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The Roman Pottery Nicholas J. Cooper

Introduction

A total of 2237 sherds (38.625 kg) of mid-late Iron Age and Roman pottery were recovered
from the site, with 268 sherds (4.779 kg) coming from the West Field and 1969 sherds (33.846
kg) coming from the East Field. The average sherd weight of between 17g and 18g is fair and
consistent across the entire site, but belies the rather abraded condition of much of the material,
and is probably exaggerated by the presence of heavier early Roman storage jars, particularly
in the West Field assemblage.

Methodology

The pottery was analysed by form and fabric in accordance with national guidelines (Barclay
et al. 2016), using the Leicestershire County Museums prehistoric and Roman pottery fabric
series (Marsden 2011, 62, Table 1; Pollard 1994, 110-14), and quantified by sherd count and
weight (g).

Chronological and Spatial Analysis

The following chronological and spatial analysisfof the assemblage is arranged. in-the same
phase order as the stratigraphical narrative. Phases 2:and 3 were identified only in the West
Field whilst Phase 4 was detected in the north-east cornenofthe West Field and the north-west
corner of the East Field. Phases 5 and 6 were detected only in the East Field.

Phase 2 Mid-Late Iron Age in the West'Field

The Group 1 Western Boundary Ditch is, 'stratigraphically, the earliest feature on the site but
its location away from any activity dictated that it contained,only two tiny sherds (1g) of shell-
tempered pottery (Fabric S&)firom middle filli(203) [201], likely to be of middle to late, or late
Iron Age date, but not.diagnostic.enough to be separated from much of the other material in
the West Field assemblage. There are no firm greunds therefore for necessarily seeing this as
a distinct phase of activitypor significantly earlier than Phase 3.1.

Phase 3.1 Late'lron,Age to Mid-1st century (Transitional)

Overview

These groups of features (G2-G7) are the first of two broadly contemporary phases of activity
identified'in the West Field; earlier than that of Phase 4 in the north-west corner. This first sub-
phase comprises,an east-west ditch (G3) which arcs to become a semi-circular enclosure with
features within'the,arc (G4), and two groups of aligned pits to the south-west of it (G2). In
addition, a waterholeylies40 the south of the enclosure ditch (G5), whilst a small group of
features lay at the northern edge of the site (G6), and crouched burial (SK1, G7) and associated
postholes, lying further east. Whilst the assemblage (76 sherds/1.827kg) does include
occasional sherds of diagnostically mid-late Iron Age vessels in shell-tempered fabrics (S1 and
S2) with scored decoration and upright or in-turned rims, the vast majority are in transitional
Roman fabrics, notably Belgic-style carinated bowls and jar with cordons in fine grog-
tempered (GT2) and mixed-gritted (MG) fabrics, alongside large storage jars in early Roman
shell-tempered (CG1A) and grog-tempered (GT) fabrics indicating a date the first half of the
1%t century AD through to the decades immediately following the Conquest in AD43 (c.AD
60), before Romanized grey ware fabrics begin to be manufactured. The only exception to this
trend is the pottery from fill (311) and the waterhole (505) [504], where Romanized grey and
white wares occur, indicating that these features remained open at least into the later 1% and
early 2" century.
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G2: Pit Groups

In common with the Western Boundary Ditch the two groups of aligned pits produced only
two sherds of pottery, both from alignment 2; one (20g) from Pit fill (236) [235] and the other
(5g) from Pit fill (255) [254]. Both are in a sandy shell-tempered fabric (S2/CG1A) and
probably early-mid-1st century in date.

G3: The Semi-Circular Enclosure Ditch

The semi-circular enclosure ditch yielded a small assemblage of pottery (27 sherds/567g) from
the sections cut along its length. The ditch terminus (413) [412] on the west side of the entrance
yielded a single sherd (4g) from a Belgic-style jar in a fine grog-tempered fabric, with five
more (143g) coming from the eastern terminus (415) [414], alongside a grog-tempered storage
jar rim firmly indicating a date in the middle decades of the 1st century,(c.AD 30-60). Where
pottery was recovered from successive cuts of the ditch, the earlier one [370] (371) contained
three undiagnostic sherds (37g) of shell-tempered pottery (FabricyS1) from a single vessel,
suggesting at least a later Iron Age date, whilst the later cut’[378] (879) produced two joining
sherds (125g) from a Belgic-style carinated bowl, confirming,a date around AD 30-60 for the
filling, with a further two sherds (13g) from (374) [372] and(438). The occurrence of an early
Roman shell-tempered ware (CG1A) storage jar rim from (402) [401] and ather sherds from
(432) [431], re-inforce a broad Conquest-period‘dating.

G4: The Features within the Enclosure (NW Group)

A total of 25 sherds (1.001kg) were_ recovered from ten eontexts, comprising the fills of
‘sausage’ gullies, pits and postholes. Overall, again, the occurrence of Belgic-style vessels and
the lack of Romanized grey wares would indicate,deposition in theperiod c.AD30-60. Most of
the contexts produced only single sherds; [423] (427),.[327] (328), [335] (336), (297) [296],
and [317] (319) containing a scored ware shekd. Eight sherds,(550g) of mid-1st century pottery
were recovered from [304]7(803) (with another from (302)), including the rim of a grog-
tempered storage jar (GT3) and & Belgic-style\,cordoned jar in fabric GT2. Sections across
‘sausage’ gully [350](351) contained a bowl basein a mixed-gritted fabric (MG2), whilst (355)
[354] contained nine sherds,(302g) including the rim of an early Roman shell-tempered storage
jar and a cordoned jar, indicating a datein,the middle decades of the 1st century (AD 30-60).
The only exception was the fill of pit (311) [310] which contained a single sherd (9g) of early
Roman grey ware (GWS)yprobablyef later 1% or 2" century date, and at odds with the rest of
the group.

G4: The Features within the Enclosure (SE Group)

Only six sherds(47g) were recovered from three of the features in this group, fill (345) of
Burial SK10, pit fill [439] (440), and posthole [418] (419), all belonging to shell-tempered
vessels (Fabric S1/€G1A)/of late Iron Age or mid-1% century date.

G5: Waterhole to S of/Enclosure

The final backfill (505) [504] yielded 12 sherds (161g) of pottery including a grey ware jar rim
(GW5), and white wares (WW2) dating to the late 1st™ to early 2nd century, and therefore
distinctly later than the rest of the features belonging to this phase.

G6: Small Feature Group Northern Edge of Site

A single sherd (9g) in a quartz sand-tempered fabric (Q1), of mid to Late Iron Age date was
recovered from (279) [278].

G7: Crouched Burial SK 1 and Post Holes

A single sherd (4g) in mixed-gritted fabric (MG2) of mid-1% century date was recovered from
posthole [530] (531), close to the burial.
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Phase 3.2 Late Iron Age — Middle 1% Century (Transitional)

Overview

These groups (G8-G11) represent a broadly contemporary, but stratigraphically later complex
of enclosures continuing eastwards from Phase 3.1, from which 135 sherds of pottery were
recovered. Whilst, in common with Phase 3.1 there is much late Iron Age/Transitional Roman
material dating to the middle decades of the 1st century, there are some groups of later 1st and
early-middle 2nd century date.

G8: Sub-circular Structure or Possible Round House

Just ten sherds (95g) were recovered from gully fills [733] (734), [741] (742) and (977) [976]
ranging in date from the mid-1stto 2nd century. Fills (734) and (97#) yielded two sherds of
mid-1st century date, whilst (742) contained 6 sherds (84g) of Reman“pottery comprising a
white ware flagon (WW2) and a roulette-decorated grey ware yvessel, probably of later 1st or
early 2nd century date, and thus rather later than the other contexts in,this phase.

G9: Central Enclosures

Western and Southern Enclosure Ditches

A group of early Roman pottery (21 sherds/210g) was recovered from the narthern terminal
[467] (468) of the western ditch [454] dating to thenlate 1st to early-mid 2nd century and
including a grey ware everted rim jar with barbotine ‘decoration, ‘and a grog-tempered white
ware jar (WW1), and appears to be the latest phase of development on that side of the complex,
with adjacent cut [464] (465) containing, a late Iron Age sherd. The southern ditch is
consistently early in date, with mid-1st 'century, material from_its junction (513) [512] and,
further along, fills [654] (655)and [656] (657) praoduced a total of 13 sherds (305g) including
an early Roman storage jar (CG1A) and a distinctive Late,lron“Age barrel-shaped jar with a
flat in-turned rim (S1) indieating an early or middle 1st century date. This dating is re-enforced
by a Belgic-style cordoned jarfrom [926] (928) further east along the ditch, with material of
the same date from southern branch (637) [636].

Internal Enclosure Ditches

The 11 sherds«(220g). of pottery recovered from the north end of the north-south internal ditch
[514] (515) included a very fine oxidised jar in a mixed-gritted fabric (MG2) suggesting an
early post-conquest date, no later'than c.AD 70, and another late Iron Age in-turned rim jar
(S2)y'whilst adjacent cut (517) [516] contained a pedestal base from an oxidised ware (OW2)
beaker probably of 2nd century date. The fills of the western internal ditch, (478) [477] and
(481) [479], contained mid-1st century pottery, with a sherd of grey ware from [668] (669)
suggesting a late 1st-Early 2nd century date. Adjacent pit [495] (496) contained a Belgic-style
corrugated jar in a'mixed-gritted fabric (MG2) dating to AD30-60, suggesting the complex is
broadly contemporary to Phase 3.1, but that certain elements continued into the 2nd century.

G10: Principal North-West to South-East Boundary Ditch

A total of 36 sherds (1.107kg) were recovered from 11 fills of this ditch, into which the southern
G9 enclosure ditch feeds, and whilst, again, the majority indicate a Conquest-period origin,
there are occasional occurrences of later material. At the north end, (610) [609] contained eight
sherds (210g) of Late Iron Age pottery including three upright rims from jars in shelly fabric
(S1/S2), with another coming from (612) [611], whilst cut [607] (608) from the same section
contained seven sherds (683g) from an early Roman shell-tempered (CG1A) storage jar
indicating a mid-1st century date. However, immediately south, at the junction with a later
Phase 4 east-west ditch [731], fill (730) [727] contained seven sherds (75g) including abraded
sherds of early Roman oxidised and grey wares of L1st-E2nd century date, which could
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represent contamination. At the southern end, [739] (740) also contained a mixed deposit (7
sherds 30g) including five flint-tempered Iron Age sherds (F1) and a sherd from a 2"%-century
colour-coated folded beaker of uncertain attribution (C3). Ditch recut (853) [854] also
contained an abraded sherd of grey ware (GW5). Other sections at the southern end (687) [633],
[782] (783), [889] (890), (902) [901], (934) [932] all contained late Iron Age or mid-1% century
material.

G11: East-West Boundary Ditch and Associated Pits

Only 20 small sherds (148g) were recovered from eight contexts from this later boundary ditch
which cuts across the Phase 3.2 enclosure ditches, and has the most consistent evidence for 2™
century filling, with residual earlier material, perhaps disturbed from those earlier features. It
should perhaps be more appropriately grouped with the Phase 4 groups. to the east of the G10
boundary ditch. At the eastern end [908] (909) contained the base.0f a samian Form 18/31 dish
dated AD 90-150, whilst a grog-tempered white ware jar base’ (WAV1 oxidised) of the same
date came from [615] (617), and a grey ware jar base wasdrecovered, from [520] (521). Pits
(519) [518] and (626) [634] both contain grey wares (GW5).of later 1*hto early-mid 2" date
including a flat rim bowl.

Phase 4 1st-2nd Century in the West Field

Overview

Phase 4 Feature Groupings G12-16 produced a total of 55 sherds (492g) of pottery, ranging in
date from the late Iron Age to the 2" century, indicating the evolution of the complex and the
disturbance of earlier deposits during that proeess.

G12 Eastern Enclosures Internal Features (north-easticorner of West field)

Just nine sherds (55g) were recovered from'threg contexts inrthis group. In the eastern area,
ditch fill (800) [799] contained the rim of a grag-tempered white ware jar (WW1) dating to the
L1st-M2nd and (803)/[801] contained a late lron Age barrel-shaped jar (S1). A sherd of
medieval pottery was recevered from post-hole [644],(645), presumably intrusive and no other
Roman material was recovered from.any other features. To the north, two joining sherds of
mid-1st century.sandy ware (SW2) were recovered from sinuous ditch [674] (676).

G13: North-East South-West Linears

A further, 11 sherds (165@) came fromsfour contexts in this group, again containing a mix of
pottery ranging from the late\Iron Age to 2" century in date. Gullies [679] (680) and [754]
(755) and yielded the early material including two sherds of scored ware (S1) from the latter,
whilst the later material came from [704] (705) (white ware) and [892] (895) (abraded grey
ware).

G14: North-East Enclesure and Boundary Ditches

A total of 34 sherds4269g) in shell, grog, and sand-tempered fabrics, were recovered from
seven contexts in this area, [596] (597), [598] (599), [710] (711) [745] (746), [906] (907), [962]
(963) and [1028] (1049), all of which dated to the middle of the 1% century AD.

G15 Pit and Posthole Group West of Principal South-East to North-West Boundary Ditch

A single sherd of early oxidised ware (OW) pottery was recovered from Pit (573) [570] dating
to the late 1st century.
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Phase 4 1st-2nd Century in the East Field

Overview

The complex of features detected in the north-eastern part of the West Field continued into the
north-western part of the East Field, and a small assemblage of pottery was recovered from
Group 17, of mid-1st to mid-2nd century date.

G17: Western Boundary Ditch and Associated Features (north and south)

A total of 18 sherds (512g) were recovered from eight contexts. The Western Boundary Ditch
[1020] (1022) yielded only a mid-1st century jar base (MG2) from towards north end. The
gully fills feeding into ditch from the north-west side (1099) [1100], (1295) [1294], (1019)
[1018], and (1372) contained eight sherds of mid-1st century date, and a grey ware (GW12)
necked jar with shoulder groove of early-mid 2nd century date £rom(1019) [1018]. Three
features in the southern group yielded just eight sherds. Of note, metalled surface (1362)
yielded two from a bowl with an in-turned rim in a grog-tempered buff fabric (WW1) of early
to middle second century, and ditch fill (1364) [1363] had five including,on of BB1, its earliest
occurrence on the site, indicating a mid-2nd century date,at least, and‘a single early Roman
shell-tempered jar sherd came from ditch fill (1384)41383].

Phase 5 2nd-3rd Century in the East Field

Overview

This phase represents a later complex of clothes line enclosures,extending south-eastwards
from a boundary ditch, and pottery was recovered frem Groups 19, 21-28, and 31. A total of
1324 sherds were recovered dating from themiddle‘ofthei2nd century through to the 3rd, with
some earlier pottery occurring.residually.

Selected coherent groups from the phase have\been fully quantified by fabric and form to
provide an overview of the character of the assemblage (Table 2 and Table 3).

Table 2: 1 Phase 5 pottery analysis by vessel'fabric

Phase 5 G24-28 Quantified Summary by Fabric

%
Ware Fabric Sherds | Weight | sherds
Samian CG Sam 20 697 5
LNVCC C2NV 17 334 4
MH-Mort MO4 1 162 <1
Oxidised ow?2 14 178 3
LNVGW GW4 37 1090 9
Grey ware GW5/6/9 233 3637 55
Burnt White | WW1 54 1218 13
BB1 BB1 5 58 1
Early Shelly | CG1A 5 195 1
Late shelly CG1B 13 294 3
Belgic MG2 20 635 5
Pink-grog GT3A 1 75 <1
Total 420 8573 100
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Table 3: Phase 5 pottery analysis by vessel form

Phase 5 G24-28 Quantified Summary by
Form

Form Sherds | Weight | % sherds
Beaker 21 263 5
Jar 334 5980 80
Bowl 60 1947 14
Dish 4 221 1
Mortarium 1 162 <1
Total 420 8573 100

Table 2 and Table 3 provide a good impression of the range of vessel forms and fabrics being
supplied during this period. As would be expected for a rural site the assemblage is jar
dominated at 80%, with many of those being manufactured in utilitarian grey ware fabrics
(GW5/6/9) which are locally manufactured (55%) in the ldpper Nene and Welland Valley, with
a further 9% coming specifically from the Lower Nene Valley around Peterborough (GW4).
Jars are also supplied (13%) in grog-tempered (bufnt) white wares (WW1), manufactured in
Northamptonshire, in shell-tempered wares (4%), again fromyNorthamptonshire (CG1A), but
also, increasingly, from Bedfordshire (CG1B) from the eentre®of production at Harrold (Brown
1994), and, at a small scale, in the pink-grogged fabric MG3A from Stow in Buckinghamshire
(<1%) (Booth and Green 1989). The ogcurrence of black burnished ware (BB1) vessels (1%)
from Dorset is also welcome sight in_this, rural location,“and is in line with supply to
contemporary sites in Rutland (Cooper 2000, 94;.fig.46). Fine-ware, bowls and dishes also
make an important contribution to the supply, with latexrepertoire'examples in central Gaulish
samian ware (CG Sam) providing 5%, and beakers fromthe lkower Nene Valley colour-coated
ware industry and oxidised wares supplying another 5%. Specialist vessels such as mortaria
from Mancetter-Hartshill, are i shorter supply, and at less than 1%, are less common that
would be expectedson-a rural site, where up to 3% might be normal, and 8% would be on the
high side (Cooper 2000,°94;, fig.46)..In terms of identifiably residual material, the group still
contains mid-1st.century Belgic-style pottery:(5%).

G19: Clothes Line Boundary Ditch,& Associated Enclosures, east of Pipeline

Group9.yielded a total 33 sherds (1.203Kg). Sections across the boundary ditch generated just
five sherds from fills of the final recut (1450), (1474) and (1469), indicating a date in the early-
middle 2nd century, based on the occurrence of grey ware (GW5) and grog-tempered white
ware (WW1). A further nine sherds came from the fills of re-cut (1490) and (1491) of [1489]
comprising grey ware and early Roman shell tempered storage jars (CG1A), again suggesting
a date in the early-mid2nd century. This dating is supported by a grey ware jar with bead rim
from fill (1529) of [1528] and the rim of a devolved ring neck flagon in white slip fabric (WS2)
from fill (1093) [1092] dating to c. AD120-160. Sections across the southern end of the ditch
sequence [1922] (1923), [1975] (1976) and [1979] (1980) contained only mid-1st century
pottery of Belgic-style suggesting, perhaps, up to a century of occupation and evolution of the
system.

G21: Graves in Ditch

C14 dated to 2nd-3rd century, these graves contained no pottery in their fills except four sherds
of M1st century date from (2056) [2055], redeposited from earlier ditch cuts.
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G22: Northern Enclosure [1465]

A total of 106 sherds of pottery were recovered from 21 context relating to this enclosure, half
of which (52 sherds weighing 613g) coming from just two adjacent fills of the enclosure ditch
(2047) [2046] with 36 sherds and (2049) [2048] with 16 sherds, all of early to mid-2nd century
date, including a white ware flagon base (WW?2) and a grog-tempered white ware (WW1) jar,
alongside grey and broadly contemporary, or earlier, shell-tempered storage jars (CG1A). This
date was echoed by a further nine sherds from another WW1 jar base (570g) from (2012)
[2011]. System recut [1457] (1458) (1459) contained six sherds also of early-middle 2nd
century date including another WW1 jar and an everted rim jar in a black sandy reduced ware
(GWS). Other fills of the enclosure contained between one and five sherds each, dating between
the mid-1st and the 2nd century.

Fourteen sherds of pottery were recovered from five additionalditch features adjoining the
enclosure on its south side, all containing a few sherds of later Zst-2nd century date, except for
fill of ditch (1548) [1546] which included a Lower Nene \/alley calour-coated ware (C2NV)
bowl potentially of later 3rd or 4th century date, alongside other 2nd century sherds.

G23: Features in South-East Area, to east of the Pipeline Easement
A total of 25 sherds (482g) were recovered from 42 contextssfrom this group.

Possible Round house/Enclosure

The gully (1784) [1782] associated with this structure contained just three sherds, one from a
Bourne-Greetham shell-tempered jar (€G3B) of mid-2nd to early 3rd century date, alongside
a sherd of grey ware. A further mid-1st century grog-tempered, sherd came from the ditch
terminus (1931) [1930].

Ditches and Gullies

Of note, ditch terminus (1483)'[1482] contained the bead rim of a Lower Nene Valley colour-
coated ware jar (C2NY) datingto the later 3rd or 4th century (Howe et al 1980. Nos.75-77),
alongside a sherd of‘grey, ware (GW5) and one of early Roman shell-tempered ware (CG1A).
Gully [1862] (1863) yielded the /rim of a Lower Nene Valley grey ware jar rim probably of
early-middle 2nd century datebut whichreould e as late as the mid-3rd century, making the
pottery from secondary. fill (1870), residual.“The mixture of dating even within these small
groups of sherds, indicates,a high:level of re-deposition in this stratigraphically busy area, and
a long evelution, starting.in'the late'lron Age. For example the secondary fill (1845) of gully
[1843] contained a sherd Iron Age scored ware (S1) alongside grey ware (GW5) and a sherd
from a pink-gregged ware storage jar (GT3A) of at least later 2nd or early 3rd century date.
Some ditch and gully fills only contained mid-late, or probably late, Iron Age pottery such as
the scored ware framy[1492] (1493) and [2272] (2273), which may hint at earlier phases, whilst
[1899] (1900), (1789) [1787], [1928] (1929) and [2274] (2275) produced only mid-1st century
pottery

G24: Central Eastern Features

A total of 404 sherds of pottery were recovered from 46 contexts, and whilst most groups are
in single figures, 67 sherds of mid-late 2" century date came from gully (1739) [1738], and 69
from pond fills [1690] (1705), (1706), (1709) and (1710), ranging in date from the mid-late 1st
to mid-3rd. A further 24 sherds of early 2nd date came from ditch (1722) [1721], and 21 sherds
of the mid-1st century from pit (1730) [1729].

Enclosure Ditches

Enclosure ditch [1691] appears to be falling into disuse during the middle 2nd century on the
pottery evidence from [1693] (1694), [1721] (1722), [1725] (1726) and [1751] (1752) which
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totals 49 sherds (719g). The group includes four lid-seated rims from jars in grog-tempered
white (WW1) from (1722), with two more from (1726) alongside a white ware (WW?2) flagon.

Ditch [1761] (1762) yielded the bead rim of a necked, grey ware jar (GW5) of early to mid-
2nd century date, and the recut [1763] (1764) contained six sherds (266g) including a
Mancetter-Hartshill (MO4) bead and flange mortarium of mid-2nd to early 3rd century date.
Meanwhile, [1763] cut [1765] (1766) produced five sherds of early to mid-2nd century pottery.

Gully

Gully [1738] produced 67 sherds (1.496kg) of mid to late 2nd century pottery from fill (1739)
including a globular beaker with cornice rim and rouletted decoration in an oxidised fabric
(OW2), a Lower Nene Valley grey ware (GW4) bow! with a square beaded rim, four other grey
ware jars (GW5), and a single body sherd from a beaker in Lower Nene.Valley colour-coated
ware (C2NV). The dating could extend into the 3rd century but doesn’t need to.

Pits

Pit [1665] with successive fills (1666) and (1668) yielded 4 7°sherds (749g) including late 3rd-
4th century pottery, such a late repertoire Lower Nene valley colour-coated ware jars bowls
and dishes and South Midlands shell-tempered ware jars but also earlier material such as
samian dish Forms 18 and 18/31, and a BB1 plain rimmed dish. Pit [1729] (1730) contained
20 sherds (635g) from a partially complete Belgic-style carinated jar (SF19) in fabric MG2,
dated AD 30-60, but the occurrence of single sherd of grey ware, unless intrusive, pushes the
date in to the early to mid-2nd century:

G25 ‘Pond’ Feature and Adjacent Depression

This pond feature [1690] produced the largest group. of pottery from the area (69 sherds/
1.341kg). A total of 28 sherds came from fill (1740) including three central Gaulish samian
bowls (two of Form 38 fromithe later 2nd century repertoire, and one of Curle 11), a Mancetter-
Hartshill (MO4) bead and flange mortarium dated c. AD150-220, a Lower Nene Valley colour-
coated ware (C3NV) beaker sherd, and the base of a BB1 jar. Alongside a bowl and jar in
WW1, and two grey ware flat rim bowls (GW5), allithe material could date within the second
half of the second century, although amsearly third century date might also be possible. Fill
(1706) (22_sherds/203g) also contained central Gaulish samian; a dish of Form 18/31 dating
AD 100150, and a range,of grog-tempered, oxidised and reduced wares which are no later in
date than,the 2nd century, apart from asherd of soft pink grog-tempered ware (GT3A) which
was" also inyproduction during the 3rd century. Fill (1709) contained 18 sherds (301g) and
though less'diagnostic than the other groups, the pottery fits within a 2nd century dating.

On the eastern‘side of the pond was a depression [1712] lined with cobbles, with two fills
(1713) and (1714), which together contained 22 sherds (707g) of pottery of a distinctly later
date (by a century) than the pond itself. Forms included a Lower Nene Valley colour-coated
ware necked jar (C2NV) and a dish, copying samian Form 36 (C3NV), from the late repertoire
dating to the later 3rd and 4th century (Howe et al. 1980, nos.75 and 81), and a grey ware
(GWS5) bead and flanged bowl dating from the second half of the 3rd century onwards. Other
sherds belong to the same wares as the pond fills, so a degree of disturbance has occurred.

Phase 5 Ditched Enclosures, West of Pipeline Easement in the East Field

A total of 276 sherds of pottery were recovered from this area of the site, the largest groups
coming from ditch (1173) [1172] with 58 sherds, (1193) [1191] with 49 sherds, and (1422)
[1420] with 27 sherds.
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G26: The Clothes Line Enclosure Ditch (west of the pipeline) and Adjoining Ditches

Towards the east end of the ditch, [1300], slot [1393] (1394) produced three sherds (230g) from
early Roman shell-tempered storage jar of mid-1st to 2nd century date. No pot was recovered
from the main fill [1300] (1305). Of the ditches running into the main ditch from the south-
east, (1335) [1334], (1556) [1555], and (1263) [1261] contained only eleven sherds of
undiagnostic grey ware, probably of 2nd century date.

G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and Associated Ditches

The group from (1173) [1172] (58 sherds/1.117kg) dating to the middle decades of the 2nd
century, contained a central Gaulish samian ware dish of Form 18/31 dating c. AD100-150,
alongside five grog-tempered white ware jars (WW1), three with lid-seated rims and one with
a bead rim. Sherds of grey ware, BB1 and shell-tempered ware were‘also present.

The fills of ditch [841] yielded only two sherds; a white ware flagon sherd (WW2) from (825)
[824] of early-mid 2nd century date and BB1 jar sherd withfobtuseilattice from (834) [833],
dating from the early 3rd century onwards. The fills of ditch"{839] (840)contained a grey ware
bowl with down-curving flange of early to mid-2nd centary.date, and [1259],(1260) just a sherd
of undiagnostic sherd of shelly ware (CG1A) of midé1st century or later date.

The group from Pit fill (1193) [1191] (49 sherds/1.080kg), a pit just inside the enclosure ditch,
dating to the second half of the 2nd century, contained\two_central Gaulish samian bowls of
Form 31, both with makers stamps (?SABIN and MARTINVS) and dating c. AD 160-200.
Thirty-two of the sherds belonged to asandy grey ware jar(GW6) with a square bead rim and
grooved decoration, similar to one from'Empingham, Rutland (Cooper 2000, no. 39) dating to
the mid-late 2nd century. Two sherds of . grey ware (GW5) and another in BB1 were also
present. The group from adjacent gully (1422) [1420],dating to the 2nd century, contained 27
sherds all belonging to a miniature grey ware\(GWS5) neckedyar with an out-curving rim.

G28: Southwestern Area Ditches

This area of the site yielded 332 sherds from 50 contexts, with most yielding just single figures.
The only group of note, dating to the mid-4th century; and containing 61 sherds (1.392kg) came
from pit fill (1134) [1132], and a largely complete but crushed grey ware jar (124
sherds/1.590kg) came,from (2196) [2195].

Group &

A total'of 18 sherds came from four contexts. Ditch [1155] (1156) located at the southern edge
of the group, contained the'rim of a’necked jar in Lower Nene Valley grey ware dating from
the early mid=2nd to 3rd century, whilst (1189) [1190] contained the rim of a BB1 bead and
flanged bowl (Halbrook and/Bidwell 1991, Type 45) dating to ¢. AD250-350. Ditch fills (2074)
[2073] and (2084) [2083].yielded 13 body sherds of undiagnostic grey ware and shell-tempered
ware dating from the 2nd century onwards.

Group 2

Ten sherds came from five contexts, half of which belonged to (2068) of [2067] and comprised
undiagnostic grey and shell-tempered wares of the late 1st-2nd century, whilst [2038] (2039),
[2040] (2041), [2107] (2108) [2131] (2132) and (2206) [2205) all produced sherds of grey
ware, probably of 2" century date but possibly later.

Group 3

A total of 48 sherds came from 15 context in this group, with no individual one yielding more
than eight sherds. Groups are mixed in date across the 2nd century, but notable was a sherd of
Lower Nene Valley colour-coated ware indented beaker dating to the L2nd or mid-3rd century
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from [2137] (2138), and a South Midlands shell-tempered ware jar base dating to 4th century
from secondary fill (2140) [2139].

Group 4

A total of 146 sherds came from 14 contexts in this group, dating through the 2nd and
sometimes into the early 3rd century, and comprising predominantly grey wares with
occasional sherds of white, oxidised and shell-tempered wares as would be expected, and a
sherd of Lower Nene Valley colour-coated ware beaker. The majority of the sherds (124) came
from a single deposit (2196) [2195] which contained the crushed remains of a grey ware jar of
2nd century date.

Group 5

A total of 49 sherds were recovered from 12 contexts, 14 of which€amefrom ditch fill (2237)
[2236], dating from the late 2nd to 3rd century. The remaining eléven contexts yielded between
one and eight sherds each, ranging in date between the 2nd and the 4th century.

Ditch [830]

A total of 24 sherds were recovered from four contexts along the length of the ditch, 15 from
(832) [830], at the southern end, including a BB1 plain rim bowl and another in Seuth-Midlands
shell-tempered ware (CG1B), which would#indicate a 4th-century date, although the
accompanying grey wares are less diagnostic. This would appeanto be at odds‘with the other
fills (2080) [2079], (2082) [2081] and (2124) [2123], towards the northern end, where the
pottery is of mid-1st to 2nd century date:

G31: Features East of Dump [816]

Pit (1134) [1132], contained 61 sherds inecluding Lower Nene Valley colour-coated wares
(C2NV) comprising a pedestal beaker base and jarwith-beadrim in the later repertoire (Howe
et al. 1980, 75-77), datingdo thelater 3rd or 4th«entury. Diagnostic of date was the occurrence
of a jar with hooked Jead rim-and a flanged ‘bowl in South Midlands shell-tempered ware
(CG1B) from Harrold in,Bedfordshire which expand their distribution in the 4th century and
hooked beads appear in‘the. mid-4". The group also included a grey ware necked jar with a
bead rim.

A total ofd'l sherds'were recovered from the three slots across ‘C’ shaped gully [1139] (1140),
[1141]41142) and [1143] (1144),"ineluding the abraded rim of a Lower Nene Valley colour-
coated ware (C2NV) dishiimitating samian Form 36 (Howe et al 1980 no.81), dating late 3rd
to mid-4th'century, alongside less diagnostic grey wares and a residual Iron Age jar rim. Gully
[1157] (1159)yielded three sherds dating to the late 1st or 2nd, whilst perpendicular gully (815)
[814] produced twe sherds/of mid-1st century pottery. The fill of the initial cut of nearby
enclosure ditch to the south-east, (819) [818], contained two sherds of second-century date.

Phase 6, 379-4t" Century

Overview

A total of 482 sherds of pottery belonged to this phase of activity. The majority of the
assemblage (298 sherds) was recovered from a refuse deposit G33, which was recorded in
detail to characterise pottery supply during the later occupation of the site and is discussed
below.

G33: Dump

Dump [816] contained 298 sherds (3.531kg) of 4th-century pottery within three fills (817)
(859) and (898), the majority coming from (859). The quantified summary is tabulated below
(Table 4 and Table 5).
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Table 4
Phase 6 G33 Dump Quantified Summary by
Fabric
%
Ware Fabric | Sherds | Weight | sherds
LNVCC C2NV 26 711 9
MH-Mort | MO4 4 336 1
White ww 1 8 <1
LNVGW GW4 20 253 7
Grey ware | GW5/6 92 1526 31
BB1 BB1 1 6 <1
Late Shelly | CG1B 152 624 51
B-G shelly | CG3B 1 17 <1
Pink-grog | GT3A 1 50 <1
Total 298 3531 100
Table 5
Phase 6 G33 Dump Quantified Summary by
Form
Form Sherds | Weight | % sherds
Flagon 1 4 <1
Beaker 1 28 <1
Jar 272 2453 91
Bowl 11 501 4
Dish 9 209 3
Mortarium 4 336 1
Total 298 3531 100

Products ofthe laterrepertoire of Lower ‘Nene Valley colour-coated ware industry (C2NV)
dating todhe later 3rd-and,4th century are present in all three fills as are jars (and one bowl) of
the late Roman South Midlands shell-tempered ware industry (CG1B), placing the deposit
firmly in‘the 4th century, but\possibly within the first half, as hooked rims amongst the latter
are absent. The former include examples of bead and flanged, and plain rimmed, bowls (Howe
et al. 1980 nos. 79 and 87), samian copies of Forms 36 and 37 (nos. 81 and 82), jars (nos.75-
77), the base of a'llate beaker (nos. 55-57) and the handle of a flagon (no.67). Other well-dated
forms include a Mancetter-Hartshill hammerhead mortarium with red paint dating to between
the mid-3rd and mid-4th century, a grey ware (GW5) bead and flanged bowl, a BB1 sherd with
obtuse lattice and a ‘sherd from a soft pink grog-tempered ware storage jar (GT3A) from
Buckinghamshire covering the same date range. Grey ware (GW4 and 5) bead rim jars and
plain rim dishes were also present.

In terms of broad patterns of supply of vessel forms and fabrics compared to Phase 5, the
assemblage is even more jar dominated (91%) although this is exaggerated by a large number
of small body sherds in the late Roman shell-tempered ware jars (CG1B) which contribute 51%
of the assemblage in all. Jars are also supplied in grey wares (GW5/6, 31%) and more
specifically in Lower Nene Valley grey ware (GW4, 7%) and as part of the later repertoire of
the Lower Nene Valley colour-coated ware industry, alongside copies of samian ware bowl
forms no longer imported, a late beaker and a flagon (9%). Jars in BB1, pink grogged ware
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(GT3A), and Bourne-Greetham shell-tempered ware also make an appearance (<1%), and in
terms of specialist vessels, there is a single mortarium from Mancetter-Hartshill in the group.
Other groups from this phase (see below) included examples of red colour-coated bowls from
Oxfordshire (C13) which would normally only get to the Midlands during the 4th century and
more usually the second half.

G34: South-east corner occupation

This small area of domestic activity yielded 184 sherds from 17 contexts. The largest groups
came from the fills of Ditch [1579], totalling 138 sherds, 52 of which came from (1600) [1599]
and 36 from (1611) [1610], dating from the mid-3' through to the 4th century. The fill of ditch
[1581], (1605) [1603], contained 34 sherds of mid-2nd to 3rd century date, whilst the two fills
of Ditch [1585] yielded just seven sherds giving a late-3rd or 4th century date.

The fill (1600) [1599] (52 sherds/995g) included the abraded base of an Oxford red colour-
coated (C13) bowl of 4th century date alongside sherds of late' Reman South Midlands shell-
tempered ware and late Lower Nene Valley colour-coat a§ well as sherds from a pink grog
ware storage jar and a very long-lived Dressel 20 olive©il amphora. Fill (1594) [1593] again
included abraded sherds of Oxford red colour-coatedavare (C13) and late Nene Valley (C2NV)
and shelly ware (CG1B) jars. Vessels from (1614) [1610] (36 sherds/511g) included a grey
ware bead and flanged bowl, again giving a“date from themid-3rd into the 4th century,
alongside pottery of earlier date. However, pottery from fills (1570) [1569],4(1576) [1575],
[1579] (1580) and (1584) [1583] is consistently of 2nd century date, indicating an evolution of
the ditch systems and a degree of disturbance seen elsewhere across the site.

Discussion

The general west to east movement of settlement<across,the two fields is borne out by the
chronological analysis of the pottery, but the.oeCurrence of earlier vessels residually, within
later-dated groups, indicates along evolution of these ditch §ystems and a degree of disturbance
due to the creation and recutting of individual elements. Table 6 summarises the distribution
of pottery across the stratigraphic phases.

Table 6: Distribution of the pottery by stratigraphic phase across the East and West Fields

Distribution of Pottery,by Phase

Field Phase Sherds | % sherds
West 2 2 <1
West 3.1 76 3
West 3.2 136 6
West 4 55 2.5
East 4 18 1
East 5 1324 59
East 6 482 22
East unphased 145 6.5
Total 2237 100

In broad terms, the intensity of occupation appears to increase, moving eastwards as time goes
on, although this needs to be balanced against the increased production and availability of
pottery vessels moving from the late Iron Age into, and through, the Roman period. Under 12%
of the assemblage came from the West Field during Phases 2 to 4, and only a further 1% was
added during Phase 4 in the East Field, suggesting that activity was not residential and focussed
instead perhaps on stock management, resulting in only low-level, intermittent, long-distance,
rubbish-disposal during the 1st and into the 2nd century AD. Nearly 60% of the assemblage
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was deposited during Phase 5, in the mid-2nd to mid-3rd century, indicating more intensive
occupation given the similarity of area compared to the West Field. However, Phase 6,
occupying only a small area of the east Field, during the later 3rd and 4th century, but
contributing 22%, appears to represent the most intense activity in terms of rubbish disposal.

In terms of proximity, the broadly contemporary site at Waterfield Place, 400m to the south-
east produced the most comparable assemblage of pottery although the emphasis is more on
the Iron Age (1200 sherds/81%) than the Roman period (265 sherds/18%) (Browning 2020,
93-94). The period of intersection is during the mid-later Iron Age and 1st century AD when
the predominantly shell-tempered East Midlands scored ware gives way to the transitional
pottery fabrics of the immediately pre- and post-Conquest decades including vessels in Belgic-
style, seen in some of the latest enclosure deposits at Waterfield Placegprior to its abandonment
(Browning 2020, 90). This indicates that activity in the West Field in. contemporary with
Waterfield Place but that developments in the East Field post-dateiit.

For the Roman period the assemblage is comparable withdhat from Empingham in Rutland,
where sites were occupied from the later 1st through to the 4th century. (Cooper 2000, 93-97).
The contacts with Northamptonshire are more marked here than at Empingham in terms of
2nd-century wares such the grog-tempered (burnt) white ware jars (WW1) and grey wares from
the Upper Nene Valley, but particularly during.Phase,6 (3rd-4th century), when the influence
of large regional suppliers such as the Lower Nene Valley colour=coated ware industry and the
South Midlands shell-tempered ware industry at Harrold'becomes stronger, the profiles become
more comparable. The Lower Nene Valley is rather more dominant at Empingham with levels
around 40% during the 3rd and 4th centuriespwhilst Harrold contributes between 9% and 14%
(Cooper 200, 94, fig.46).
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The Roman Building Materials

Georgina Clipstone and Heidi Addison

Quantity of Material and Methodology

A total weight of 5922¢g of building material was retrieved from 49 contexts across the site.
The whole of the assemblage was retained after excavation and recorded by context, quantified
by count and weight, and summarised in an excel workbook which will be deposited with the
site archive in due course. The assemblage comprises ceramic building material, mosaic
flooring tesserae, stone, clay, daub and mortar. Each category is reported on below. Diagnostic

samples of each material category have been retained in the finds archive.

Ceramic Building Materials

A total of 72 fragments of ceramic building material weighing over 5kg, were retrieved from
23 stratified contexts across the site, a summary of which is tabulated below.

Table 7 — Quantified record of ceramic building material by€ontext and form

Context | Phasing Imbrex | Tegula Wall File™s] Unclassified Total | Total
Wt C.
C. |[Wt|C. |Wt |[[C° pWt |C. Wt (g) [(0) Wit
() Q) () )
2 1 4 4 1
33 1 19 19 1
47 3 9 9 3
67 1 29 29 1
93 1 2 2 1
139 4 30 30 4
255 Late 1A — 1 3 3 1
mid 1st @
301 1 243 243 1
303 2 115 |1 54 169 3
324 1 35 35 1
360 Late 1A — 2 533 533 2
mid 1st C
413 Late, IA — 1 39 39 1
mid 1st.C
462 23 498 498 23
859 2nd -4th C |\ 13 |1 |403 11 481 1020 |13
6
1049 1st-2nd C 1 95 95 1
1134 1st-2nd C 3 333 333 3
1176 1 19 19 1
1600 2nd-4th C 1 204 204 1
1705 1st-2nd C 3 1166 1166 |3
1709 1st-2nd C 3 232 232 3
1880 1st-2nd C 1 91 91 1
2140 1st-2nd C 1 284 284 1
2169 1st-2nd C 2 66 66 2
total 5123 |72
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Table 8 - Summary of ceramic tile by form and weight

Form frag | Weight | Av. Weight %
count (0) (9) Weight
Imbrex 1 136 136 2.7
Tegula 3 891 297 17.4
Wall tile 7 578 82.6 11.3
unclassified | 61 3518 57.7 68.7
Total 72 5123 71.2 100

As seen in Table 2, the most notable context groups in terms of sizesare (1705) and (895)
containing 1.1kg and 1kg respectively. It was a largelydundiagnostic assemblage with 68% by
weight not being identifiable to form as shown in Table 3. Curved imbrex‘and flanged tegula
tile were recovered from (859), with tegulae als@ present in%(1600) and (2140).\Flat wall tile
were recovered from (3030, (413), (1134) and (188Q).The 3.5kg of unclassified material has
an average sherd weight of only 58g and is too fragmentary to classify.

Mosaic Flooring Tesserae

Two fragments of stone tesserae are present from (2080) weighing,25g; one of pink ceramic
(W.15-20mm) and one of grey sandstone (W.20-22mm).

Other Materials

A total weight of 769g ef other building materials were retrieved from 28 contexts across the
site. The assemblage comprises fragments of stonepfired clay, daub and mortar.

Table 9 — Summary.of non-ceramic building materials

Contexty| Phasing C.\ Wt Comments
)
21 4 79 mudstone
33 1 18 slaked lime mortar with crushed tile
61 4 21 daub
61 3 46 fired clay
349 Late IA-mid1%C |2 |9 fired clay
358 Late IA-mid 18 C [ 11 |59 fired clay
440 Late IA-mid1%C |2 |4 fired clay
468 Late IA-mid1C |1 |25 fired clay
505 Late IA-mid1C |2 |49 fired clay
591 Late IA-mid1%C |1 |14 fired clay
597 C 1t - 2nd 6 |12 | firedclay
617 C 1%t -2 3 |58 | firedclay
687 C 1t - 2nd 1 |10 | amorphous reduced daub
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692 Late IA-mid1C |1 |15 burnt baked clay
701 C 1%t -2 1 |14 | fired clay

730 C 1t - 2nd 3 |13 | firedclay

859 C 2nd 4t 4 |23 | firedclay

868 C 1%t -2 1 67 Burnt stone with hatching pattern
1000 C1st -2nd 1 |1 fired clay

1015 4 206 | stone

1034 1 1 baked clay

1054 Cc1st -2 1 |38 | firedclay

1069 Cc1st -2 2 |2 fired clay

1105 C 1st 4 15 reduced daub
1120 1 1 baked clay

1668 C 1t - 2nd 2 |6 fired clay

1681 C 1t - 2nd 1 |23 | firedclay,

2049 C 18t - 2nd 1 |9 reduced datb
Total 64 | 769

The fragment of mortar from (33) is a slaked lime, whichiis made by adding water to limestone
and is used as a building putty, which later converts back into a hard limestone.

A fragment of burnt stone from (868) weighing,67g, with carbonised residue on its surface, has
a reticulate (perhaps textile) impression oniit (Figure,164).

cm

Figure 164 — Burnt Stone with possible textile impression from (868)

Discussion

The small and fragmentary assemblage of fired clay and daub, provides some limited evidence
for the existence of wattle and daub structures in the vicinity, for which there often was little
clear evidence on the ground, apart from the large deposit of vitrified clay reported on
elsewhere, which could represent the burning of a structure. Similarly the presence of Roman
roof and structural tile indicates the existence of stone-founded structures in the vicinity,
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although there was no evidence for such on the site itself. It is likely that small amounts of tile
were brought on to the site for re-use in hard standings for example.
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The Small Finds Heidi Addison, Ffion Rogers & Will Johnson
Introduction

The excavation assemblage consists of 40 finds from 33 stratified contexts; (311), (345), (400),
(453), (505), (599), (730), (755), (817), (832), (859), (871), (934), (936), (1000), (1025),
(1178), (1254), (1295), (1436), (1596), (1666), (1668), (1679), (1681), (1694), (1714), (1801),
(1898), (2000), (2020), (2024), (2223) and one unstratified context, of which 21 are registered
small finds. Iron finds, mostly nails and unidentified fragments, account for over half of the
assemblage (53%), while worked bone finds (29%) mainly from the east field represent dates
between the 1st and 3rd century AD and three examples from the west field have an earlier
dating to between the Late Iron Age to the 2nd century AD. An early,Roman brooch was one
of five copper alloy finds retrieved, four of which came from thesast*field as did two glass
vessel fragments. A quern stone fragment found in the west field dating to the Late Iron Age
to mid- 1st century completes the material categories.

The Copper Alloy Finds Heidi Addison

1) Sf3 Unstratified. An illegible coin dia.22mm.
2) Sf10 (1025) [1020] An incomplete tapering sheet fragment Figure 165. A flat triangular
sheet tapering to a rounded terminal.23mm x 10mm x <lmm.

et

Figure 165 Copper-alloy,tapering sheet fragment (Sf10)

3) S8f17 (1596) [1595] An incomplete round section shaft, tapering to a point 63mm x 2.5mm.
Possibly that of a toilet instrument from the Roman period

4) Sf20 (1801)[1802] Roman. An incomplete Hod Hill type brooch L.52mm Figure 166. It
has a centrally-ribbedfpanel, finishing at the lower bow with transverse grooves, and
terminating with a footknob. Its simplicity is similar to an example recovered from Kent,
dated to the mid to'late Nerorian period (AD 54-68) (Bayley and Butcher 2004, 77, Fig.129,
85)

AT

Figure 166 Roman Hod Hill type brooch (Sf20)

ULAS Report: 2021-146 157 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

5) Sf23(2024) [2021]. Ring fitting. A complete ring (dia.19mm) with D-shaped cross section
2.5mm.

The Iron and Nails Heidi Addison

6) Sf4 (453) [454] A curved fitting (?handle) of circular section, asymmetric in profile, with
flat plate at one end for attachment, and a tapered terminal at the other, set at right angles
(L.63mm), with identical triangular shaped terminals, one positioned directly from the
gripping surface and the other from the dropped arm. The terminals are rectangular in cross-

section and the handle and arm are sub-circular (Figure 167).
7)

e

(T E "lll"]""\“"!lNﬂ“ﬂmﬂﬂ
. {hm L

8) Error! Reference source not found.

Figure 167: Curved fitting(Sf4)

9) (311) [310], (400) [397] and (599)[598] Three unidentified amorphous fragments of iron
49, 19gand 13grespectively.

10) (1668) [1665] An incompleteand.distorted tanged knife or tool, with a broken end, which
is flat,and is rectangular in cross-section, and thickens to a square cross-section tang,
taperingto a near point 68mm x 20mm x 3-10mm (Figure 168).

wmumumnnmmm‘nmum|uu]n-lumwmm‘mnmm
Figure 168 Tanged knife or tool (1668)

11) (1694) [1663] An ?incomplete sub-rectangular fitting, possibly a hook and is rectangular
in cross-section. One end is slightly curled over 30mm x 14mm x 5mm.

12) (1898) [1897] An ?incomplete rod of iron, which is square in cross-section, with a slight
taper nearing the terminus point, whereas the other end thickens 270mm x 15mm x 13mm

ULAS Report: 2021-146 158 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

13) There were nineteen stratified nails and nail shafts, all retrieved from the east of the site
from the following eleven contexts (345), (832), (859), (871), (936), (1178), (1666),
(1679), (1681), (1714) and (2223), nine of which were registered small finds 8,12 and
25. There were only two complete nails (Sf25) recovered (2223) [2222]. These had
rectangular shaped heads and tapering shafts and were square in cross-section (L.40mm).
The remaining nails, including the largest deposit of incomplete examples (Sf8) were
from (936), and also had shafts that were square in cross-section and ranged in length
between 15mm-75mm. The form of the nails and shafts suggest they are handmade and
of Roman date, used in carpentry and indicative of timber buildings in the vicinity.

Vessel Glass Heidi Addison

14) Sf7 (859) [816] A very worn blue-green vessel fragment (6g) of\probable Roman date
(Figure 169).
15) Sf26 (2223) [2222] A vessel fragment (4g) of modern soda glass.

IIIIIII HIHIHHHHHNHHU M Wﬂ A
Figure 169 (Left) Probable Roman vessel fragment (Sf7) (Right) ?Modern fragment (Sf26)

Quern Stone Heidi Addison

16) Sf54(505) [504) A millstone grit fragment, with concave lower surface. Probably from
the upper stone of‘a beehive quern«(1,5419).

The Worked'Bone  Ffion Rogers and Will Johnson

17) Sf6 (755) [754] Geuige manufactured from a sheep tibia Figure 170. The shaft has been
sliced obliquely to remove the distal end and create a flattened point with the medullary
cavity exposed. The shaft is polished through wear, more so towards the tip. These
objects are commonly found in Iron Age assemblages, with 66 recovered from Danebury
and 70 from Maiden Castle (Cunliffe and Poole 1991, 359; Sellwood 1984, 382). The
gouges were likely to have performed multiple functions, but the higher level of polish
to the tip would suggest contact with skin in handling and probably thread or hide,
possibly used as a pin beater during weaving. Two similar examples have also been found
nearby at Waterfield Place, Market Harborough (Cooper 2015, 103). Broken length:
150mm, shaft width: 14mm.

ULAS Report: 2021-146 159 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

Figure 170 Gouge (Sf6)

18) Sf9 and Sf32 (1000) adjoining. Equid metatarsal with the mediakand lateral condylar
surfaces removed (Figure 171). Shaped by the removal offlakes of bone on the medial,
lateral and posterior surfaces. The bone has been broughtto arounded point at the centre
of the condyle at the distal end. The centre of the distal‘articular surface has been removed
to expose the medullary cavity which has beengartly hollowed“and smoothed on the
inner surface. Sf9 broken length: 135mm, shaft width: 28mm, Sf32,broken length:
107mm, shaft width: 28mm.

Figure 171 Equid metatarsal (Sf9 and Sf32)

19) Sf31 (817). Small fragment of polished cortical bone, broken at both ends (Figure 172)..
Roughly conical shape.'Broken length:47mm.

Figure 172 Polished cortical bone (Sf31)

20) Six worked sheep metapodials were recovered from (730), (934), (1295), (1436), (2000)
and (2020), four of which were registered small finds 27, 28, 29 and 30. Only Sf28 and
29 are complete bones, although all appear to be a similar size. These are all highly
polished, although the surface has been weathered, and show transverse grooves or
scoring on opposite sides of the shaft. Similar artefacts were found at Danebury
(Sellwood 1984, 389) and were speculated to be spindles or bobbins, however, there are
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no perforations in the complete metapodials in this assemblage. It may instead be that
thread was wound around deeper grooves, such as those present on Sf27 stopped it from
slipping Figure 173. It is also possible that the natural space between the distal epiphyses
could have been used for this purpose, although there does not appear to be any additional
wear or polishing around the epiphyses to support this. Sf28 complete length: 118mm,
Sf29 complete length: 120mm.

Figure 173 Polished sheep metapodial and detail of groo
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The Industrial Residues and Fuel Ash Slag Heidi Addison

Introduction and Methodology

A total of almost 54kg of material was retrieved from 50 stratified contexts across the site and
was subject to visual examination aided by a stereo microscope x10/40, and weighed by
context. Soil in the finds bags was checked with a magnet to detect the presence of
hammerscale. The small amount of metalworking finds are detailed in Table 10 below
following national guidelines (Historic England 2015). All of the material is quantified by
phase in Table 11 below.

Table 10 Iron smithing slag

Context | Cut | Phase | Weight (g) | Comments

815 814 |5 38 One fragment of dron, fayalite hearth slag.
Amorphous, dark (grey, ‘vesicular. Iron corrosion
residues. Hearth.lining attachedhin parts.

859 816 | 6 924 Eleven amorphoussfragments of iren fayalite hearth
slag. Dense. Dark grey and vesicular, and vitrified
with iron corrosion products. Hearth lining attached
in part.

898 816 | 6 579 Eight fragments of amorphous iron fayalite hearth
slag. Mid-grey, “vitrified and vesicular. Three
fragments with hearth lining attached.

1,541

Table 11 Assemblage quantified by weight and summarised by phase

Phase Fuel ash slag (g) Hearth slag (g)
3.1 Late lron Age-Mid@* Century | 1108
3.2 Late Iron Age-Mid,1* Century | 49812
4, 1% — 2" century (Westfield) 68

4. 1% — 2" century (East field) 160

5. 2" - 3" gentury 1187 38

6. 3" - 4" century 34 1503

Totals 52,369 1,541
Overview

The large excavation,area was divided into east and west fields, with 21 stratified contexts in
the east field producingyjust over 5% (2,922g) of the assemblage, and is dated by the phasing
to between the 1st and 2nd to the 4th centuries. Limited evidence (1,541g) for the smithing of
iron nearby was found in the east field together with amounts of fuel ash slag. No hammerscale
was detected from either the hand collected or bulk soil samples. The West Field assemblage
was recovered from 29 stratified contexts and is dominated by a vast quantity of fuel ash slag
weighing just under 51kg dated earlier by the phasing from the late Iron Age to middle 1st
century and 1st to 2nd century

Fuel ash slag is the vitrified product of an unknown high-temperature activity and generally of
a non-metallurgical process. It is commonly found in excavations and will have formed as the
result of reactions between alkali-rich materials and silica from sand and clay when exposed to
a high temperature (Historic England 2015, 59). It is, however, the vast quantity recovered
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which is unusual. All of the fuel ash slag, particularly from the West Field deposit (917) were
large amorphous fragments, with a few exceptions hinting of perhaps a structural use (Figure
174).

. e S

Figure 174 Curved fragment (left) Flat ?lath impréssions (centre and right) (917)

The fuel ash slag appears to be compositionally similaranddas been subject to an elevated and
continuous heat source causing the fabric to vitrify and create.glassy warped pores. The colour
of the material ranges between cream andalight grey to a very dark grey or black, suggesting
the material was subject to a reducing atmosphere. There are thesectasional fragments with
oxidised clay on the outer surfaces of this material (Figure 175).

P

Figure 175 Oxidised clay attached (917)
West Field

Phase 3.1and 3.2 Late Iron Age — Middle 1st Century

Phase 3.1

All of the material (1,1089) recovered from ten contexts; (301) [301], (303) [301], (307) [306],
(347) [346], (355) [355], (358) [356], (360) [359], (400) [397], (402) [402], and (404) [403]
was fuel ash slag, which is visually and compositionally similar to the much larger deposit
found in context (917) Phase 3.2, with the exception of a partially oxidised fragment (140g9)
with a reduced surface from the fill (355) of a ‘sausage’ gully [354]. There was 7969 of fuel
ash slag from four deposits grouped to the semi-circular enclosure ditch and 312g from six
contexts of the internal features of the enclosure ditch.
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Phase 3.2

A total of 49,8129 of fuel ash slag came from the following fourteen contexts; (283) [282],
(456) [455], (468) [468]. (515) [514], (519) [518], (550) [549], (580) [579], (637) [636], (883)
[882], (887) [886], (902) [901], (909) [908], (917) [633], and (931) [929], although 95%
(47,3659) was recovered from the south-east, north-west boundary ditch [633] in the upper fill
(917). This fill also contained animal bone jaws (see animal bone report).

Phase 4 1st-2nd Century

A small total of 689 of fuel ash slag was recovered from five contexts; (573) [570], (597) [596],
(599) [598], (711) [710] and (973) [972].

East Field

Phase 4 1st — 2nd Century

A small isolated example of fuel ash slag (160g), phased todhe earliest date in this field was
retrieved from the fill (1384) of ditch [1383].

Phase 5 2nd — 3rd Century

The following sixteen contexts; (692) [690], (815) [814], (835) [836], (911),[910], (1446)
[1445], (1459) [1457], (1469) [1468], (1483) {1482}, (1519),[1518], (1773) [1772], (1808)
[1806], (1867) [1866], (1923) [1922], (1936) [1935); (1940)\[1939] and 41970) [1969]
produced small quantities of fuel ash slag totalling 1,187g . The larger quantities of 300g from
(1446) [1445] and 2649 from (1923) [1922] were recovered to the east of the ‘clothesline’ ditch
[1453] and the principal ditch respectively. Iselated fragmentsranging between 10g-58g came
from the remaining contexts. A fragment (38g) of hearth slag was also recovered from context
(815) from ditch terminus [815], located east of the dump,[816].

Phase 6 3rd — 4th Century.

The fills (1120) and (1594) from ditches [1119]\and [1593] respectively, produced a mere total
of 34g of fuel ash slag and fragments (924g and'579g) of hearth slag were retrieved from the
dump [816] from fills (859),and (898).

Discussion

The vast majority of the fuel ash'slag material is dated by the associated pottery, and appears
to have been deposited sometime between the late Iron Age and middle of the 1st century. It
was recovered from the upper fill (927) of one deposit [633], located in the principal south-east
to north-west boundary ditch. It has formed from the reaction of alkali and silica such as sand
and/or clay (ibid) and could be the product of burning a wattle and daub structure, as proposed
by Dungworth and»McDonnell in their study of the fuel ash slag from Beckford in
Worcestershire (undated report). The description of their material and quantity (33.5kg) is
comparable to the Burnmill Road fuel assemblage. Industrial residue specialist Jane Cowgill
has encountered similar vitrified materials on a number of sites, with similar characteristics,
including oxidised clay attached. Cowgill refers to the material as Iron Age Grey and states
that this material is “exclusive to Late Iron Age sites, often farmsteads, and commonly in
association with domestic rubbish” (Cowgill 1999, 70).

The large concentration of fuel ash slag recovered suggests it is from something substantial.
Together, with the limited evidence of possible lath impressions, and the oxidised clay areas
on some fragments, tentatively points to the possibility that this material was formed by the
burning of a wattle and daub structure.
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Human Remains Malin Holst

Introduction

York Osteoarchaeology Ltd was commissioned in March 2021 by ULAS to carry out the
osteological analysis of ten skeletons, five of which were dated by C!4 dating to the Late Iron
Age or Early Roman period. The inhumed remains were recovered during excavations at
Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire (SP 73019 88637) during 2019. The
excavated area exposed activity dating to the mid to late Iron Age in the western area and a
Roman ladder settlement in the eastern parts of the site.

The burials were widely distributed across the excavated area, with two burials in the centre of
the site and the remaining burials located in the eastern area. The burials were either buried in
ditches or pits. None of the burials appeared to be coffined and grave geods were scarce. A
quantity of disarticulated human bone was also recovered .during the excavation, which
consisted of 90 fragments of adult and perinate bones.

Comparisons have been made with other Roman cemeteries, such as Driffield Terrace, York
(Caffell and Holst 2012), Mill Mount, York (Holst 2005, Holst 2006), Newington Hotel, York
(Keefe and Holst 2020). Horncastle, Lincolnshire’ (Caffell and Holst 2007), Western Road
(Caffell and Holst 2016) and Oxford and Newarke Street in Leicester (Keefe and Holst 2015)
and Baldock, Hertfordshire (Keefe et al. 2015).

Aims and Objectives

The aim of the skeletal analysis was to determine the age, sex-and stature of the skeletons, as
well as to record and diagnose any skeletalkmanifestations of disease and trauma.

Methodology

The skeletons were analysed n detail, assessing the preservation and completeness, calculating
the minimum number‘of individuals present as well as determining the age, sex and stature of
the individuals. All'patholegical lesions were recorded and described.

Osteological Analysis

Osteological analysis isiconcerned, with the determination of the identity of a skeleton, by
estimating its age, sex“and stature. Robusticity and non-metric traits can provide further
information.on the appearance and familial affinities of the individual studied. This information
is essential'in'erder to determine the prevalence of disease types and age-related changes. Itis
crucial for identifying sex dimorphism in occupation, lifestyle and diet, as well as the role of
different age groups,in socigty. A summary of the osteological and palaeopathological data is
given in Table 12: Summary of osteological and palaeopathological results (Table 12), with a
detailed catalogue of skeletons provided in .

Table 12: Summary of osteological and palaeopathological results

Skeleton | Preservation” Age Sex Stature (cm) | Dental Pathology
No SP F C Pathology
01 3 (Moderate) | Moderate | 80% 36+ F 161.5 +| Calculus, Coxa vara in right femur,
4.45cm caries, DEH, | periosteal reaction on
periodontal tibiae and left fibula,
disease Degenerative joint

changes in thoracic and
lumbar vertebrae and right
pelvis, Schmorl’s nodes in
thoracic and  lumbar
vertebrae
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02 3 (Moderate) | Severe 65% 8-10 |- - Calculus,
DEH
03 2 (Good) Moderate | 95% 36-45 | Male 167.8 +| Calculus, Possible fracture on left
4.32cm caries, DEH, | lateral clavicle,
periodontal degenerative joint
disease changes in spine, three
ribs, hips, Schmorl’s
nodes
04 2 (Good) Slight 95% 26-35 | Male 168.0 +| Peg tooth, | Transitional vertebra with
3.27cm calculus, coccyx fused to sacrum,

dental abscess | bifid spinous process of
periodontal S1, spina bifida of S4 and
disease S5, coxa vara, irregularly
shaped articular facets of
C2 and C3, periosteal
reactions on ectocranial
frontal bone and medial
tibiae, clay shovelers
fracture of T1, myositis
ossificans traumatica at
left distal tibia, oblique
fracture of right first

metacarpal,  Schmorl’s
nodes, DJC in L3
05 3 (Moderate) | Moderate | 85% 36+ Male - Calculus, Fracture of an unsided rib
ante-mortem “{shaft fragment, well-
tooth loss, | healed: Myositis
periodontal ossificans  traumatica at
disease fibular notch of right tibia

for “interosseus ligament
and at right 4" metacarpal
for fourth dorsal
interosseous ligament,
DJC in spine,
osteoarthritis in the hips,
Schmorl’s nodes

06 2 (Good) Moderate | 70% 36+ Male? - AM tooth loss, | Myositis ossificans
calculus, traumatica on interosseus
dental abscess, | crest of distal right radius,
periodontal osteoarthritis  of  right
disease elbow

07 4 (Poor) Severe 30% 18+ Undetermined - Osteoarthritis of left hip

08 2 (Good) Moderate, | 45% 36-45 | Male - - Lamellar bone at right

tibia

09 4 (Poor) Severe 15% 4-6 - - DEH -

10 3 (Moderate)sf,Slight 75% 40 - - -

weeks
in
utero

Key YA —young adult - 18-25 years; YMA —young middle adult — 26-35 years; OMA — old middle adult — 36-
45 years; MA = mature adult — 46+ years; A — adult — 18+ years; AD — Adolescent; OJ — Older Juvenile; YJ —
Younger Juvenile; | — Infant; N = Neonate; P — Perinate; F — Foetus; M- Male; F — Female; U — Unsexed; | —
indeterminate Sex; DEH — Dental/Enamel Hypoplasia; AMTL - Ante-Mortem Tooth Loss; DJC — Degenerative
Joint Changes

Preservation

Skeletal preservation’depends upon a number of factors, including the age and sex of the
individual as well as the size, shape and robusticity of the bone. Burial environment, post-
depositional disturbance and treatment following excavation can also have a considerable
impact on bone condition (Henderson 1987, Garland and Janaway 1989, Janaway 1996,
Spriggs 1989). Preservation of human skeletal remains is assessed subjectively, depending
upon the severity of bone surface erosion and post-mortem breaks, but disregarding
completeness. Preservation is important, as it can have a large impact on the quantity and
quality of information that it is possible to obtain from the skeletal remains.

Surface preservation, concerning the condition of the bone cortex, was assessed using the
seven-category grading system defined by McKinley (2004), ranging from O (excellent) to 5+
(extremely poor). Excellent preservation implied no bone surface erosion and a clear surface
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morphology, whereas extremely poor preservation indicated heavy and penetrating erosion of
the bone surface resulting in complete loss of surface morphology and modification of the bone
profile. The degree of fragmentation was recorded, using categories ranging from ‘minimal’
(little or no fragmentation of bones) to ‘extreme’ (extensive fragmentation with bones in
multiple small fragments). Finally, the completeness of the skeletons was assessed and
expressed as a percentage: the higher the percentage, the more complete the skeleton.

The surface preservation of the inhumed skeletal remains from Burnmill Road ranged from
good to poor, with four skeletons being well preserved (40%), another four with moderate
surface preservation (40%) and two skeletons with poor surface preservation (20%). Half of
the skeletons showed evidence for moderate fragmentation (50%), while two (20%) were
slightly fragmented and three (30%) were severely fragmented.

Six of the skeletons were 70% or more complete (60%), while one'skeleton was 65% complete
(SK02) and three skeletons were between 15% and 45%_.complete. The truncated and
incomplete nature of some of the burials from Burnmill Road will havellimited the osteological
and palaeopathological information that could be gaineddrom,the population during analysis.

Minimum Number of Individuals

A count of the ‘minimum number of individuals™ (MNI) recoyered from a cemetery is carried
out as standard procedure in osteological reports on inhumatiens inorder to establish how many
individuals are represented by the articulated and disarticulated human bones (without taking
the archaeologically defined graves intgyaccount). The MNI is,calculated by counting all long
bone ends, as well as other larger skeletal elements recovered. The largest number of these is
then taken as the MNI. The MNI is likely to-berlewer than the actual number of skeletons,
which would have been interred on the site, but represents,the minimum number of individuals,
which can be scientifically proven to be present.

A minimum of six adults were‘present, based on six proximal right femora. The MNI of adults
was smaller than thedaumber of archaeologically identified individuals, most likely a result of
later truncations of the burials. The MNI of the juveniles was two based on two left proximal
femora. Two perinates were present based,on two right femora and two right ulnae, SK10 and
disarticulated'perinatal bonesin Context 535. In total, the MNI was ten.

Assessment of Age

Age was determined using standard ageing techniques, as specified in Scheuer and Black
(2000a; 2000b), and Cox (2000). For non-adults age was estimated using the stage of dental
development (Moorrees et al. 1963a; 1963b), dental eruption (Ubelaker 1989), measurements
of long bones and ‘other appropriate elements, and the development and fusion of bones
(Scheuer and Black 2000b). In adults, age was estimated from stages of bone development and
degeneration in the pelvis (Brooks and Suchey 1990, Lovejoy et al. 1985) and ribs (modified
version of methods developed by Iscan et al. 1984; 1985 and Iscan and Loth 1986 provided in
Ubelaker 1989), supplemented through examination of patterns of dental wear (Brothwell
1981, Miles 1962).

The individuals were divided into a number of age categories. Non-adults were subdivided
into ‘foetuses’ (f: where the age estimate clearly fell below 38-40 weeks in utero), ‘neonates’
(n: where the age estimate suggested 0-1 month), ‘infant’ (i; 1-12 months), young juvenile (yj;
1-6 years), older juvenile (oj; 7-12 years), and adolescent (ad; 13-17 years). Adults were
divided into ‘young adult’ (ya; 18-25 years), young middle adult (yma; 26-35 years), old
middle adult (oma; 36-45 years), and mature adult (46+ years). A category of ‘adult’ (a) was
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used to designate those individuals whose age could not be determined beyond the fact that
they were eighteen or older.

For each skeleton as many criteria as possible (preservation allowing) were used to estimate
age. However, it is important to note that several studies (for example Molleson and Cox 1993,
Molleson 1995, Miles et al. 2008) have highlighted the difficulty of accurately determining the
age-at-death of adults from their skeletal remains, with age-at-death frequently being
underestimated for older individuals. The categories defined here should be taken as a general
guide to the relative physiological age of the adult, rather than being an accurate portrayal of
the real chronological age; no doubt many of those aged ‘46+’ would in actuality have been in
their sixties, seventies or eighties when they died.

Seven of the skeletons from Burnmill Road were adults. SK04 was»a young middle adult,
while SK03 and SKO08 were old middle adults and SK01, SK05and SKO06 were either old
middle or mature adults, aged 36+ years (see Table 12). .SKO7,could not be aged more
accurately than to say that they were an adult (18+).

Three articulated skeletons were of non-adults, including,SKO02, who'was an older juvenile
aged eight to ten years, SK09, who was a younger javenile aged four to Six years and SK10,
who was a perinate, aged 40 weeks in utero, s0 at birth.« Within the disarticulated bone
assemblage were several bones from another perinate of the same age (Context 535).

In comparison with other Roman cemeteries, the proportion of adults at Burnmill Road (70%)
was average to low. At most Roman cemeteries, males predominated, such as the Newington
Hotel, York (82.9%, Keefe and Holst 2020);,Horncastle in Lineolnshire (88.2%; Caffell and
Holst 2007), Baldock in Hertfordshire (80.7%, Keefe et al, 2015), Oxford and Newarke Street
(78.6%, Keefe and Holst 2015) and Western Road in Leieester (76.3%, Caffell and Holst 2016).

Sex Determination

Sex determination was carried out using standard osteological techniques, such as those
described by Mays/and Cox (2000). Assessmentof sex involves examination of the shape of
the skull and the pelvis and ean only,be carried out once sexual characteristics have developed,
during late puberty.and early adulthood.  Evidence from the pelvis was favoured as its shape is
directly linked to biological sex (the requirements of childbirth in females) whereas the shape
of the skull can be influeneed by factors such as age (Walker 1995). Measurements of certain
bones were used to supplement the marphological assessment.

The sex of‘one,of the adults (SK07) could not be determined (see Table 12) due to truncation
and loss of the pelvis and skull. Of the remaining six adults, five were male (SK03, 04, 05, 06,
and 08)) and one'was female (SKO01).

The majority of the comparative populations also had a slightly higher proportion of males,
although it must be considered that this is a very small population. At the Newington Hotel in
York (Keefe and Holst 2020) around half of the adults were male, while less than one fifth
were identified as females, and when considering the sexed adult population; 70.5% of the
population were males, which was considered to deviate significantly from a normal sex
distribution. At Oxford and Newarke Street, males were slightly more prevalent than females
(55% and 45% respectively; Keefe and Holst 2015). At Horncastle (Caffell and Holst 2007),
58.8% of the sexed adults were males. At Western Road, males made up 69.7% of the sexed
adult population (Caffell and Holst 2016); statistically, this was considered to deviate
significantly from a normal sex distribution. Analysis of the inhumations from Baldock by
Keefe et al. (2015) suggested there were more females than males. In many Roman cemeteries,
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males are found to outnumber females, particularly in the larger urban cemeteries (Davison
2000).

Ancestry

The term ‘ancestry’ is used to describe the genetic background of individuals. An attempt was
made to determine the ancestry of each individual based on the visual appearance of traits in
the cranial skeleton, as described by Byers (2010, 154-165). A metric method was also applied
based on eight cranial measurements (Giles and Elliot 1962 in Byers 2010, 168-171).
Unfortunately, the expression of the various traits used to define ancestral groups can be
ambiguous and assessing them is subjective; consequently, it can be very difficult to determine
ancestry (Byers 2010, 131-148). Preservation is also an issue as most of the traits occur in the
cranium, which may not survive intact. At Hungate a numberf crania were complete,
enabling observation and measurement.

Due to the largely fragmentary and incomplete nature of the€raniafrom Burnmill Road it was
not possible to determine ancestry. Individuals of African ancestryshave been identified
elsewhere in Roman Britain, for example in York (Leach etal: 2009).

Metric Analysis

Stature

Stature depends on two main factors, heredity and envirgnment; it can also fluctuate between
chronological periods. Stature can onlyibe established in skeletons if at least one complete and
fully fused long bone is present, but preferably,using the combined femur and tibia. The bone
is measured on an osteometric board, and'stature isithen calculated using a regression formula
developed upon individuals of known stature (Trotter 1970). Where possible, bones from the
legs were used in preference to those of the upper limb as these carry the lowest error margin
(ibid).

It was possible to calculate the stature for three'ef the adults that could be sexed (two males
and one female). SKO01%(old middle or mature adult'female) was 161.5cm tall, which is above
the average for the period (158¢/5¢m according.to Roberts and Cox 2003, 142). Comparison
with Romanspopulations from Leicestershire revealed that the average statures were generally
shorter than SKO01, with amean female stature of 159cm at Oxford and Newarke Street (Keefe
and Holst,2015) and 159.8cm at Western Road (Caffell and Holst 2016).

SKO03 (old'middle adult male) was 167.8cm tall, and SK04 was 168.0cm tall, which is slightly
below the average for the period (169cm according to Roberts and Cox 2003, 142).
Comparison with other Roman males in Leicestershire reveals that the mean stature at Western
Road as similar to‘that fram Burnmill Road, at 168.9cm, while the mean male stature from
Oxford and Newarke Street was slightly taller, at 171.2cm Caffell and Holst 2016).

Platymeric and Platycnemic Indices

Leg measurements were obtained from the femora and tibiae and used to calculate the shape
and robusticity of the femoral shaft (platymeric index) and the tibial shaft (platycnemic index;
Bass 1987).

It was possible to calculate the platymeric index of the femora belonging to three of the
individuals from Burnmill Road. SKO01 (old middle or mature adult female) had a platymeric
(broad and flattened from front to back) right femur (the left was not preserved), as were both
of the femora belonging to SK04 (young middle adult male) and SK06 (old middle or mature
adult male). The femora of SKO03 (old middle adult male) were eurymeric (of average shape),
as was the right femur of SK08 (old middle adult male; the left side was not preserved).
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The tibiae belonging to SK03 were mesocnemic (rounded) was mesocnemic shape, while the
left tibia of SKO1 (the right was not preserved) and the tibiae of SK06 were eurycnemic (broad).

Cranial Indices

Standard measurements of the cranium and mandible were taken where preservation allowed,
however, due to the fragmentary and incomplete nature of the crania from Burnmill Road it
was not possible to calculate any of the cranial indices.

Non-Metric Traits

Non-metric traits are additional sutures, facets, bony processes, canals and foramina, which
occur in a minority of skeletons and are believed to suggest hereditary affiliation between
skeletons (Saunders 1989). The origins of non-metric traits have leentextensively discussed
in the osteological literature and it is now thought that while mosthnon-metric traits have genetic
origins, some can be produced by factors such as mechanical stress (Kennedy 1989) or
environment (Trinkhaus 1978). A total of thirty cranial (skull) and‘thirty post-cranial (bones
of the body and limbs) non-metric traits were selected from,the\osteological literature (Buikstra
and Ubelaker 1994; Finnegan 1978; Berry and Berry/1967) and recorded.

Cranial Traits

Cranial traits are more likely to be genetic in origin thanith@se noted on the remaining part of
the skeleton, which can often be affected by mechanical stress. Few cranial non-metrics traits
were observed, probably as a result of the fragmentary and“incoemplete nature of the crania at
the site. Two instances of bridging of the supraorbital notch*were observed, as well as one
mastoid foramen extrasutural and a double anterior eendylar canal,

Post-Cranial Traits

Most of the adults exhibited past=cranial non-metric traits; the most common of which was a
third trochanter (a raised area at the proximal femur), which was observed in four individuals
and is likely due to straimito the large muscle at'the bottom, gluteus maximums, rather than
being genetic. Peroneal tubereles wereobserved.on the calcanei in three individuals and double
calcaneal orstalar facets (alteration to the'shape of one of the ankle and heel bones) in two
skeleton,

Pathological Analysis

Pathological cenditions (disease) can manifest themselves on the skeleton, especially when
these are chronieconditions or the result of trauma to the bone. The bone elements to which
muscles attach can also provide information on muscle trauma and excessive use of muscles.
All bones were examined‘macroscopically for evidence of pathological changes. In articulated
burials, the distribution of the lesions observed across the skeleton is one of the features used
for differential diagnosis. Obviously, with disarticulated bone this is not possible and this has
an impact on identifying the pathological conditions concerned. Fuller descriptions of the
pathological lesions observed can be found in the appendix (Appendix 1).

Congenital Conditions

Heredity and environment can influence the embryological development of an individual,
leading to the formation of a congenital defect or anomaly (Barnes 1994). The most severe
defects are often fatal and if the baby is not miscarried or stillborn, it will usually die shortly
after birth. Such severe defects are rarely seen in archaeological populations, but the less severe
expressions often are and these individuals will usually have been unaware of their condition.
The frequency with which these minor anomalies occur may provide information on the
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occurrence of the severe expressions of these defects in the population involved (ibid). It may
also provide information on levels of maternal health (Sture 2001).

Transitional Vertebrae and Additional or Absent Vertebrae

The normal human spine consists of seven cervical (neck), twelve thoracic (chest) and five
lumbar (lower back) vertebrae, making a total of 24 independent segments. The sacrum (at the
base of the spine, forming the back of the pelvis) is usually composed of five fused vertebral
segments and the coccyx (vestigial tail) is normally made up of four fused vertebral segments.
The overall total of vertebral segments is therefore 33.

Additional vertebrae occur when there is an extra vertebral segment, increasing the total
number of segments in the spine. They usually occur at the junctiondetween the thoracic and
lumbar vertebrae (where they take on the appearance of a thoracicivertebra), or at the junction
between the lumbar vertebrae and the sacrum. In the latter instanee, they either appear as an
additional (sixth) lumbar vertebra, or become partially or fully incorporated into the sacrum
(Barnes 1994, 78).

Transitional vertebrae can occur at the borders between different types ofivertebra, when a
vertebra from one group takes on some or all of the characteristics of an adjaeent group, for
example the first lumbar vertebra (in the lower back) may develop vestigial ribs (Barnes 1994,
79-116). The process by which this happens is known as ‘bordershifting’. The end result is
to increase the number of segments in one part of the spinge at the expense of the adjoining part
(e.g. increasing the number of thoracie,vertebrae to thirteemythrough incorporating the first
lumbar vertebra, but decreasing the number ofilumbar vertebraetofour). Transitional vertebrae
are reasonably common, particularly at the fumbe-sacral border (between the fifth lumbar
vertebra and the sacrum, at the base of the\spine), butithe consequences of the border shift
become more severe the higher up the spine it.oceurs (ibid).

A complete and well preserved spine is required to determine whether any variation in the
expected number ofazertebrae in‘each group is the result of a genuine extra vertebral segment
(i.e. an additional vertebra),or due to a border shiftand if the latter, what kind of shift has taken
place. Only Skeleton 170 (young middle adult female) had a near-complete spine (29
identifiable wvertebrahsegments present).
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Additional or transitional vertebrae were
seen in one of the adults from Burnmill
Road, and affected SKO04 (young middle
adult male) who had a vertebral border shift
at the sacral coccyx border. Their coccyx
had fused to the sacrum, though broken off
post-mortem (Figure 176).

Coxa Vara

The neck of the femur is usually angled
upwards and medially. However, in some
individuals the femoral neck is angled
almost horizontally and the head may be
below the level of the greater trochanter
(normally it is well above the greater
trochanter). This horizontal angling of the
femoral neck is called coxa vara. This
condition is not present at birth, but develops
slowly due to a congenital ossification defect
of the femoral neck (Salter 1999). Because
of the defect, the muscles of the hip cannot
hold the pelvis level during walking, and the
individual will have a lurching (although
painless) type of limp (Salter 1999). A femur with coxawvara may also be shortened or bowed
(Barnes 2012, 168). Coxa.vara can also develop as a result of other conditions, for example
through weight-bearingwhen-suffering from rickets (Brickley and Ives 2008, 105 and 111).

SKO1 (old middle of'mature adult female) and SK04 (young middle adult male) had a short
femoral neck, that were‘angled mare horizontally than usual (although the head of the femur
was not below the level of the,greater trochanter):

Figure 1763, SKO04 fusion of the first
coccygeal vertebra to the sacrum and cleft
first sacral vertebra

Cleft‘Neural Arches

The two halves of the neural arch nermally surround and protect the spinal cord, but they can
fail to unite during development leaving a cleft in the back of the vertebra. However, the spinal
cord remains protected as the gap is bridged by a tough fibrous tissue (Barnes 1994, 117-120).
Cleft neural arches are most common at the border regions between the vertebra types,
especially in the sacrum where the entire bone may be involved (Barnes 1994, 119-120). Cleft
sacral arches have oftén been termed ‘spina bifida occulta’ in the palacopathological literature,
but the causes of cleft arches and true spina bifida are quite different, and cleft neural arches
are not related to the more severe spina bifida cystica in the way that true spina bifida occulta
is (ibid).

SKO04 (young middle adult male) had a cleft arch of the first vertebra in the sacrum (see Plate
1), as well as cleft arches of the fourth to fifth sacral vertebra, as Roberts and Manchester (2005,
55) caution that the latter is probably due to normal variation. This individual also had an
associated border shift (see Section 3.2.1), with sacralisation of the coccyx.
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Other Spinal Anomalies

SKO04 (young middle adult male) had slightly larger articular facets on the right side of the
second and third cervical vertebrae, which is an anomaly the individual would not have been
aware of.

Trauma

The evidence for trauma in archaeological populations is restricted to that visible in the skeletal
remains, unless soft tissue is preserved (Roberts and Manchester 2005, 85-86). Therefore, most
of the soft-tissue injuries sustained by archaeological populations will be invisible, although
occasionally soft tissue injuries can be inferred through ossification of the tissues at the site of
damage, known as myositis ossificans (ibid). Much of the evidence for trauma in
archaeological populations focuses on fractures to the bones (Roberts‘and Manchester 2005,
84-85), although long standing well-healed fractures may be hard to detect (Jurmain 1999,
186).

Ante-mortem injuries occurred during life and exhibit_evidence for healing, whereas peri-
mortem injuries occurred around the time of death and consequently no ewidence for healing
will be observed. Peri-mortem injuries did not necessarily occur at the instant of death. It takes
time for evidence of healing to be visible in the bone, following an injury, and-alsefor bone to
lose the physical characteristics it had in life followingydeaths Therefore ‘peri-mortem’ really
refers to a three-week window either side of death (Reberts and Manchester 2005, 114).
Distinguishing between peri-mortem_trauma and post-mortem damage can be difficult.
Generally, post-mortem breaks will have apaler surface thanthe,surrounding bone and broken
edges will usually be perpendicular to the'bone (Reberts and Manchestéer 2005, 114-116; Lovell
1997, 145; Sauer 1998). Recent post-martem breaks are usually easily distinguished, but
breaks that occurred while the skeleton was, in the burialwenvironment and long before the
skeleton was excavated maybesmuch harder toddentify as such.

Ante-Mortem Fractures

The left lateral clavicle of SKO3 (old middleradult male) did not have a joint surface and instead
had an irregularly“but smoothly remodelled lateral end, which was less thick than would be the
norm. Atis likely that this was caused by a fracture, leading to displacement of the lateral end,
as agesult,of the pull of the associated muscles. A smooth surface on the inferior side of the
lateral claviele was flattened in am area of 9.9mm by 13.2mm, which may be the new
articulation with, the acromian of the scapula (Figure 177).

SKO04 (young middle adult male) had a had a healed ‘clay shoveler’s fracture’ to the spinous
process of his first thoraeic vertebra ( Figure 178). The spinous processes are the ‘knobbly’
parts of the spine that can be felt in the back and in a clay shoveler’s fracture the tip of the
spinous process is pulled away from the rest of the bone by the action of the muscles. They
occur most frequently in the seventh cervical vertebra at the base of the neck, but can also affect
the sixth cervical vertebra or the first to third thoracic vertebrae (McKellar 1940). These
fractures have been termed ‘clay shoveler’s fractures’ as they were common among untrained
unemployed men put to work digging drainage ditches through clay soils in Western Australia
(ibid.). It was suggested that their lack of experience in that type of manual work and their
poor physical condition led to the fractures.

The same individual also had an oblique fracture of the right first metacarpal, the thumb part
of the palm, which was well healed (Figure 179). The fracture affected the proximal third of
the shaft and caused thickening of the shaft, particularly on the palmar-dorsal aspects, while on
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the medial side there was a small, smooth oval-shaped depression, 8mm by 4.5mm in size,
which is 1.5mm deep and likely caused by the fracture.

=

Figure 177: SKO03 healed clavicle fract & possi rticular
surface (arrow)

Figure 178: SKO04 healed fractures of the /
first thoracic vertebra

Figure 179: Fractur
on the right side)

f the first right metacarpal of SK04 (on left side with the healthy left metacarpal

SKO05 (old middle or mature adult male) had a healed rib fractures on an unsequenced rib shaft
fragment. The fractures appeared to be transverse and well remodelled, with good apposition.
Rib fractures can occur as a result of a direct blow or through a fall (Roberts and Manchester
2005, 105; Galloway 1999, 107). Although coughing can also cause rib fractures (Roberts and
Manchester 2005, 105), the latter is more common in elderly individuals (Dandy and Edwards
2003, 161). Isolated rib fractures usually heal well without active treatment (ibid).
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Myositis Ossificans Traumatica

Myositis ossificans traumatica is caused by the avulsion of tendons or muscle attachments
(Aufderheide and Rodriguez-Martin 1998, 26); severe trauma to muscular tissue can
sometimes result in the ossification of the muscle tissue itself (Ortner 2003, 133). The most
commonly observed sites are on the femur at the insertion of the extensors and abductors, the
humerus at the insertion of deltoid and pectoralis (major and minor) (ibid). These traumatic
lesions are most commonly seen in young adults (ibid, 134).

SKO04 (young middle adult male) and SKO05 (old middle or mature adult male) had irregular
ossified nodules on the lateral surface of the distal left and right tibiae respectively, at the
fibular notch, which is the site of the interosseous ligament. This is usually caused by trauma.
SKO04 also had a large nodule of bone on the proximal aspect of the right fourth metacarpal, for
the fourth dorsal interosseus ligament. This ligament abducts thesecond'to fourth fingers and
aids in flexion of the knuckles and extension of the fingers.

SKO06 (old middle or mature adult possible male) had a largé nodule @f bone on the interosseus
crest of the distal shaft of the right radius, at the attachment of,the inter@sseous ligament. The
latter ossification may be associated with an injury which affected the missing part of the ulna
and radius of this individual, since the skeleton als@ showed evidence for severe,osteoarthritis
of the elbow, which can be secondary to trauma:

Myositis ossificans traumatica was also common at Western Road (Caffell and Holst 2016)
and Oxford and Newarke Street (Keefe and Holst 2015).

Infectious Disease

Infectious disease can involve the skeleton, but'sinee bone cannot respond quickly only
evidence for chronic, longstanding infections can be observed in archaeological skeletal
remains (Roberts and Manchester 2005, 167)¢ Acute conditions, where the patient either
recovers or dies within@ short space of time will not be seen. Initial bone formation in response
to infection is disorganised (woven bone), but with time, as healing takes place, woven bone is
remodelled and transformed.into lamellar bone. Consequently, woven bone presence indicates
an infection that was active at‘the timesthe person died, whilst lamellar bone indicates an
infection thathad healed. A combination ofboth suggests a recurring or longstanding infection
(ibid). Adthough specific diseases may cause new bone to be deposited on the skeleton, it is
almost always impossible to diagnoserthese from the bones alone. Hence, evidence for
infection'1s discussed as ‘non-specific’ infection.

Periosteal Reactions

New bone deposits on the surfaces of the bones can indicate inflammation of a sheath of tissue
(the periosteum) whieh surrounds all bones (Ortner 2003, 206-207). Inflammation may be due
to infection, but low-grade trauma and chronic ulceration can also lead to new bone formation
(Roberts and Manchester 2005; Ortner 2003, 206-207). Periosteal reactions are commonly
observed in archaeological populations, particularly on the tibiae, and their prevalence has been
used as a general measure of stress in past populations (Ortner 2003, 209). Woven bone
deposits are indicative of inflammation that was active at the time of death, while lamellar bone
indicates that the inflammation was healing.

Periosteal reactions in the form of lamellar bone in the form of diffuse striations were observed
on both tibiae and the left fibular of SK01 (old middle or mature adult female), the tibiae of
SKO04 (young middle adult male) and the right tibia shaft of SKO08 (old middle adult male. At
Western Road, 36.6% of tibiae and 15.7% of fibulae were affected by periosteal reactions
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(Caffell and Holst 2016), while 18.8% of tibiae and no fibulae were affected at Oxford and
Newarke Street (Keefe and Holst 2015).

SKO04 (young middle adult male) had lamellar bone in the form of pitting on the ectocranial
(outer) surface of the frontal bone, indicative of an inflammation of the scalp.

Joint Disease

The term joint disease encompasses a large number of conditions with different causes, which
all affect the articular joints of the skeleton. Factors influencing joint disease include physical
activity, occupation, workload and advancing age, which manifest as Degenerative Joint
Changes and osteoarthritis. Alternatively, joint changes may have inflammatory causes in the
spondyloarthropathies, such as sceptic or rheumatoid arthritis. Different joint diseases affect
the articular joints differently and it is the type of lesion, together with the distribution of
skeletal manifestations, which determines the diagnosis (Rogers2000, Roberts and Manchester
2005).

Degenerative Joint Changes

The most common type of joint disease observed tends to be Degenerative Joint,Change (DJC).
DJC is characterised by both bone formation (osteophytes) and bone resorption:(porosity) at
and around the articular surfaces of the joints, which'can cause great discomfort.and disability
(Rogers 2000). Degenerative changes to the vertebral bodies were recorded when osteophytes
(bony outgrowths) were present around the margins or on the body surfaces, coupled with
porosity of the body surfaces (Rogers 2000).

Degenerative joint changes in the spine were observed in SKO1 (old middle or mature adult
female) in the thoracic and lumbar vertebrag, in the complete spine of SK03 (old middle adult
male), in the third lumbar vertebra of SK04 (yoéng middle adult male), and in much of the
spine of SKO5 (old middle'ormature adult male). In mostanstances, only the vertebral bodies
are affected by osteophytes and by porosity, but a small number of articular facets are also
affected in SK03 and SK05. The right pelvis was alse affected by DJC in SK01, and both hips
were affected in SKO03, aswell as three,rib tubercles.

Osteoarthritis

Osteoarthritis (OA) is a degenerative _joint disease of synovial joints characterised by the
deterioration of the joint cartilage, leading to exposure of the underlying bony joint surface.
The resultingybone-to-bone contact’can produce polishing of the bone termed ‘eburnation’,
which is the most apparent expression of OA. Other features associated with degeneration of
the joint includeosteophytes (bone formation) on the surface or around the margins, porosity
on the surface, and thexdevelopment of cysts (Rogers 2000; Roberts and Manchester 2005, 135-
136). OA is frequently associated with increasing age, but can be the result of mechanical
stress and other factors, including lifestyle, food acquisition and preparation, social status, sex
and general health and body weight (Larsen 1997; Roberts and Manchester 2005). OA was
recorded as present when at least two of the features associated with OA were present (e.g.,
osteophytes and porosity); eburnation, even if occurring alone, was always considered to be
indicative of OA (Roberts and Manchester 2005, 137).
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The left hip of SKO7 (adult of undetermined sex) and both hips of SK05 (old middle or mature
adult male) were affected by osteoarthritis in the form of severe eburnation and porosity of the
femoral head and the acetabulum. The hips and knees are the major weight-bearing joints of
the lower limb, and so frequently develop OA in modern populations (Roberts and Manchester
2005, 138; Aufderheide and Rodriguez-Martin
1998, 94). At Western Road, 22.6% of acetabuli
and 6% of proximal femora were affected by
osteoarthritis (Caffell and Holst 2016). A total of
14.3% of hips were affected by osteoarthritis at
Oxford and Newarke Street (Keefe and Holst
2015).

The proximal right radius and ulna of SK06 (old
middle or mature adult male) were affected by
severe osteoarthritis (the distal humerus was not
preserved; (Figure 180). At Western Road, 3.2%
of radii and 1.4% of proximal ulnae were affected
by osteoarthritis (Caffell and Holst 2016).
Osteoarthritis of the elbow was not observed at
Oxford and Newarke Street (Keefe and Holst
2015).  Osteoarthritis can develop following
trauma to the bone and it is possible that in this case
a fracture had occurred to the now missingyparts of
the ulna or radius, as the radius also  showed
evidence for myositis ossificans traumaticay, which
is also related to trauma. Osteoarthritis ‘of the
elbow was not observed at®Oxford and Newarke
Street (Keefe and Holst2015).

Figure 180: SKO06 osteoarthritis at
elbow

Schmorl’s Nodes

Schmorl’smodes are another condition that can affect the spine. They manifest as indentations
in the upper and lower surfaces of the vertebral bodies caused by the pressure of herniated
vertebral discs (Aufderheide .and Rodriguez-Martin 1998). Discs may rupture due to trauma,
but vertebrae, weakened by infection, osteoporosis or neoplastic disease may be more
vulnerable (Roberts and Manchester 2005). Schmorl’s nodes are often associated with
degenerative changes to the vertebral bodies (Aufderheide and Rodriguez-Martin 1998, Hilton
et al. 1976) and are mest commonly seen in the lower thoracic vertebrae (Hilton et al. 1976).

Four individuals had Sehmorl’s nodes in the spine, including SKO01 (old middle or mature adult
female), SK03 (old middle adult male), SK04 (young middle adult male) and SKO5 (old middle
or mature adult male). Schmorl’s nodes occurred exclusively in the thoracic and lumbar region
of the spine, which is relatively typical for the location of these lesions (Hilton et al. 1976).
The crude prevalence rate for Schmorl’s nodes in Roman Britain is reported to be 8.9%
(Roberts and Cox 2003, 147). At Western Road, the crude prevalence of Schmorl’s nodes was
50.9% (Caffell and Host 2016), which was similar to that at Burnmill Road (57.1%).

Dental Health

Analysis of the teeth from archaeological populations provides vital clues about health, diet
and oral hygiene, as well as information about environmental and congenital conditions
(Roberts and Manchester 2005). All teeth and jaws were examined macroscopically for
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evidence of pathological changes. True prevalence rates were calculated as a proportion of
tooth positions or teeth (as appropriate for the condition observed), and also as a proportion of
the individuals with tooth positions or teeth present. Six skeletons had teeth, including female
adult SK01, male adults SK03, SK04 and SKO05 and juveniles SK02 and SK09.

A total of 112 adult tooth positions and seven juvenile tooth positions were recorded and 130
permanent fully erupted teeth, 36 permanent erupting teeth and eighteen deciduous teeth were
recorded. Seven teeth had been lost post-mortem.

Calculus

If plaque is not removed from the teeth effectively (or on a regular basis) then it can mineralise
and form concretions of calculus on the tooth crowns or roots (if thesé,are exposed), along the
line of the gums (Hillson 1996, 255-257). Mineralisation of plaque can also be common when
the diet is high in protein (Roberts and Manchester 2005, 71). Galculus is commonly observed
in archaeological populations of all periods, although poor preservation or damage caused
during cleaning can result in the loss of these deposits from the teeth (Roberts and Manchester
2005, 64).

All skeletons (85.7%) with teeth
except younger juvenile SK09 had
calculus deposits on their teeth,
including 100% of adults. Calculus
was present on 74 of the 130
(56.9%) surviving permanent teeth
(Figure 181). The deposits ranged
between flecks and  heavy
concretions. In the juveniles,
calculus was recorded “in_ Six
deciduous teeth, all  of which
belonged to SK02.

According to calculations, 4 by
Roberts and«Cox, justover a quarter
of the population in Britain, during
the Roman period, (26.8% of
individuals;Roberts and Cox 2003,
132) would have been affected by
calculus. With regards to the comparative sites used in this analysis the calculus rates were
considerably highera At the/Newington Hotel 90.6%, of adults with at least one tooth exhibited
deposits of calculus(Keefe and Holst 2020). Caffell and Holst (2016) observed that 98.7% of
adults were affected with calculus at Western Road, Leicester. The calculus prevalence rates
at California, Baldock were higher still, affecting 100% of adults (Keefe et al. 2015).

Figure 181: SKO04 Heavy calculus and moderate
periodontitis

Dental Caries

Dental caries (tooth decay) forms when bacteria in the plaque metabolise sugars in the diet and
produce acid, which then causes the loss of minerals from the teeth and eventually leads to the
formation of a cavity (Zero 1999). Simple sugars can be found naturally in fruits, vegetables,
dried fruits and honey, as well as processed, refined sugar; since the latter three contain the
most sucrose they are most cariogenic. Complex sugars are usually less cariogenic and are
found in carbohydrates, such as cereals. However, processing carbohydrates, including
grinding grains into fine powders or cooking them, will usually increase their cariogenicity
(Moynihan 2003).
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SKO1 (old middle adult or mature adult female) had a moderate sized cavity in one of her
wisdom teeth, while SKO03 (old middle adult male) had a largeon their lower right second
premolar (2/130 adult teeth, 1.5% of teeth; 28.5% of individuals or 40% of adults).

The average for the Roman period in Britain, according to Roberts and Cox, was 7.5% (2003,
132), which is comparable to the rates observed at the Newington Hotel (8.2%, Keefe and Holst
2020), Western Road (8.2%, Caffell and Holst 2016), however, considerably higher rates were
observed at Horncastle (11.4%, Caffell and Holst 2007), and California Baldock (17.6%, Keefe
et al. 2015). The relatively high rates at Horncastle and California, Baldock were thought by
the authors to relate to the two populations having a higher proportion of mature adults.

Dental Enamel Hypoplasia

Dental enamel hypoplasia (DEH) is the presence of lines, grooves®r pitston the surface of the
tooth crown, and occurs as a result of defective formation of tooth enamel during growth
(Hillson 1996). Essentially, they represent a period when the crownyformation is halted, and
they are caused by periods of severe stress, such as episodes@f malnutrition or disease, during
the first seven years of childhood. Involvement of the.deciduous (milk) teeth can indicate pre-
natal stress (Lewis 2007). Trauma can also cause DEH formation, usuallyin single teeth.

DEH was observed in ten (10/130 teeth 7.7%; 40% of adults) ef the teeth belonging to adults
and 23 non-adult permanent teeth (23/36 permanent nen-adult teeth, 63.8%;/100% of non-
adults. The presence of DEH has been associated with @ lower life expectancy in adults,
perhaps suggesting that these individtials continued to experience stress beyond childhood
(Lewis 2007), which is not consistent with the,observation of DEH in the adults from Burnmill
Road, but may point to the cause of death'in the non-adults.

The proportion of teeth affected by DEH during the' Reman,period in Britain is reported to be
9.1%, (Roberts and Cox 2003;,140). Howevergthe prevalence rates at all of the comparative
sites were all higher than the ‘reported average for the period; the Newington Hotel (31.1%,
Keefe and Holst 2020), ©xford and Newarke Street (11.5%, Keefe and Holst 2015), Horncastle
(14.8%, Caffell and Holst'2007) Western Road (8.4%, Caffell and Holst 2016), and Baldock
(16.6%, Keefe et al. 2015).

Ante-Mortem Tooth'Loss

Ante-mortem tooth loss'(AMTL), or the loss of teeth during life, can occur as a result of a
variety of factors, including dental caries, pulp-exposure from heavy tooth wear, or periodontal
disease (occurring when inflammation of the gums, gingivitis, spreads to the underlying bone).
Gingivitis canresult when deposits of calculus on the teeth aggravate the gums. Once the tooth
has been lost, the'empty socket is filled in with bone (Hillson 1996, Roberts and Manchester
2005).

Two adults (40%) and three adult tooth positions (2.7%) were affected by ante-mortem tooth
loss. The proportion of teeth lost ante-mortem at Burnmill Road was considerably lower than
the average for Roman British populations (14.1%, Roberts and Cox 2003, 136). In
comparison to Western Road (Caffell and Holst 2014), the prevalence of AMTL (6.4%) was
almost identical to the Newington Hotel (6.6%; Keefe and Holst 2020), while the prevalence
of ante-mortem tooth loss at Oxford and Newarke Street (Keefe and Holst 2013) was even
lower at 4.7%. The incidence of AMTL at Horncastle and Baldock was considerably higher,
and both populations exhibited an almost identical prevalence rate (Horncastle 15.9%, Caffell
and Holst 2007, Baldock 15.6, Keefe et al 2015), which is not surprising considering the similar
age profile of the two populations, and the similar incidence rate of other dental pathologies.
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Abscesses

Dental abscesses occur when bacteria enter the pulp cavity of a tooth causing inflammation
and a build-up of pus at the apex of the root. Eventually, a hole forms in the surrounding bone
allowing the pus to drain out and relieve the pressure. They can form as a result of dental
caries, heavy wear of the teeth, damage to the teeth (e.g. fractures), or periodontal disease
(Roberts and Manchester 2005).

Two adults had dental abscesses (2/112 adult tooth positions, 1.8%; 40% of adults. The
abscesses were both healed, but the abscess of SK06 was large, draining internally and
externally. The prevalence of dental abscesses at Burnmill Road was lower than the average
for Roman Britain (3.9%, Roberts and Cox 2003, 137). In comparison to Western Road, the
incidence rate of caries was slightly higher (1.7%, Caffell and Holst'2014), however, it was
lower than the prevalence rate recorded for Horncastle and Baldock (4.6% respectively, Caffell
and Holst 2007, Keefe et. al 2015).

Periodontitis

Calculus deposits in-between and around the necks of the teeth can aggravate the gums leading
to inflammation of the soft tissues (gingivitis). Indurn, gingivitis can progress,to involve the
bone itself, leading to resorption of the bone supporting the tooth, and the loss oftheperiodontal
ligament that helps to anchor the tooth into the socket (Roberts-and Manchester 2005, 73). It
can be difficult to differentiate between periodontal disease and continuous eruption (whereby
the teeth maintain occlusion despite heavy wear) in skeletal material, since both result in
exposure of the tooth roots (Roberts and Manchester 2005, 74).

The presence of periodontal disease was kecordedwin all adults'with teeth. The number of
individuals affected by periodontal disease at the Burnmill Road appears to be high in
comparison to the average(29.3%) reported.Roman Britain (Roberts and Cox 2003, 137).
However, 100% of individuals from Horncastle (Caffell and Holst 2007, 47), and 65.0% of the
Western Road population (Caffell and Holst 2014) exhibited some degree of periodontal
disease and Burnmill Road, represents a small sample”

Dental Trauma

Injuries to the teeth“andysurrounding tissues are relatively common in modern populations
(Glendor. et al 2007, 224),,and the causes cited include violence, sporting activities, traffic
accidents, falls, rough play, use of teeth as a tool, and biting hard objects (ibid, 228-229). In
modern populations most dental injuries occur before the age of twenty, and they are more
common amongst boys than girls (ibid, 226); the causes range from falls, sports, fighting and
abuse (ibid, 228-238). Concerns have been expressed that violent causes of dental trauma are
under-reported in the elinical literature, so the prevalence of trauma resulting from physical
abuse (e.g. child abuse, domestic violence) and fighting is probably higher than the figures
suggest (ibid, 228-229).

Three teeth (1.5% of adult teeth) of SK04 (young middle adult male) showed evidence for
chipping, which was most likely accidental, affecting the upper first incisors and the second
left incisor.

Dental Anomalies
SKO04 (young middle adult male) had a peg tooth in place of the left maxillary third molar.
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Funerary Archaeology

The inhumed skeletal remains from Burnmill Road were located within a wider landscape of
Iron age and Roman features, including animal husbandry-based features in the western half of
the site, while the central area, where SK01 and 10 were located, was characterised by several
ditches. The eastern area, where the remaining skeletons were found, was likely part of a
Roman ladder settlement, with numerous enclosure ditches.

Radiocarbon dating suggests the skeletons mostly date to the Roman period (2nd-3rd century),
with the exception of SKO01 (old middle or mature adult female), who was buried in the central
area and which was dated to the Transitional Late Iron Age/Roman period, and SK10 Table 13
which are probably earlier in date.

Table 13: Funerary summary

Sk No | Area of Site Orientation Position Position of | Grave | Age |Sex |Anomalies |C14 date Likely Date
Hands Goods

01 West Field NW-SE Tightly Hands in|Fe 364 | F On or ‘within Prehistoric?
G7. Centre of crouched | front  of | object stones
site on right | face below
side left
elbow
02 East Field E-W Supine Right hand ¢ 8-10 | - In ditch Roman
G26.  Centre extended by  right
eastern area of pelvis, left
site arm
extended
beside
torso
03 East Field E-W Supine Arms - 36- |M In ditch 116 - 239|Roman
G29. Centre extended crossed 45 cal AD
eastern area of over
site abdomen
04 East Field NW-SE Prene, legs | Left arm\ Flint 26- |M In ditch 118 - 244 |Roman
G29. In north- tightly tucked blade by |35 cal AD
east of site flexed back | under left knee

with' feet | body, right
against hip | arm beside
pelvis

05 East Field N-S Extended | Infront of | Pottery |36+ |M In ditch Roman
G29.  Centre on left side | abdomen
eastern’ area of
site

06 East Field NE-SW Flexed" ony.In _front of | - 36+ | M? - 152 - 256 | Roman
G29., Centre right side". | face cal AD
eastern ‘area of
site

07 East Field NE-SW Supine On pelvis | - 18+ (U Disturbed by [126 - 253 | Roman
G29.  Centre extended machining cal AD
eastern area of
site

08 East Field S-N - - - 36- | Male | Disturbed Roman
G21. In north- 45
east of site

09 East Field - Not seen | Nails, 4-6 |- Disturbed by Roman
G29.  Centre glass, burrowing
eastern area of pottery
site

10 West Field G4: Pottery |0 - In small pit Late Iron
Centre of site Roman

Age

The skeletons were almost all buried in simple pits, with the exception of SK02, SK03, SK04
and SKO05, which were interred in ditches. SK10 (perinate) was buried in a small pit or post
hole to the north of a semi-circular enclosure ditch in the central part of the site.

The skeletons were interred in a range of orientations. With two burials each being interred in
an east to west direction, in a north-west to south-east orientation and a north-east to south-
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west orientation. One skeleton was buried with the head to the north and the feet to the south,
while another was buried in the opposite direction. The alignment of SK09 and SK10 could
not be identified, since they had been disturbed. There was no pattern with regards to age or
sex and orientation. The direction of burial orientation varies considerably between different
cemeteries in Roman Britain (Clarke 1979, 352). It is possible that a west-east orientation may
have been more widely adopted in the later Roman period (Rahtz, et al. 2000). O’Brien (1999,
5) has observed that burial orientation at many of the smaller cemeteries favoured a north-south
(or inverted) alignment, which was not the case here, whereas burials in the larger organised
cemeteries near urban or military centres were more likely to have a west-east alignment. It
has been argued that orderly burial became increasingly widespread towards the later Roman
period, particularly in the fourth century AD (Clarke 1979, 352).

Three of the burials were in an extended supine positions, while SK05 was buried on the left
side in an extended position and SK06 was buried in a flexed position on the right. The
positions of SK09 and SK10 could not be identified, as thesewere disturbed post-mortem. The
position of SK04 was unusual, since this male old middle or'mature adultwas buried in a prone
position, with the legs flexed tightly back so that the feet'lay on top of therhips. A parallel to
this was seen at Brough in East Riding of Yorkshiregwhere a young adult male was interred in
the same position in an east to west direction (Holst2007).

The burial ritual at Burnmill Road did not correspondwith that frequently observed during the
mid-Roman period, where the majority of burials tend to lie.on their backs, with extended legs
and the arms in a variety of relatively orderly positions. Aceording to Philpott (1991), prone
burials were more common in rural or small tewn cemeteries, particularly in the fourth century,
although earlier prone burials do exist.

Artefacts were noted in three graves — SKO1 wasuriedwith a ferrous object below the left
elbow, while the grave of SK@4 contained a flintdlade by the left knee and the burials of SKO05,
SKO09 and SK10 contained pottery. Nails and glass were also found with SK09. Without final
data on the artefactsgthis section'must be regarded as a tentative attempt at analysing the grave
goods, which is likely ta be subject to revision.

The skeletons_at. Western Road were alsoninterred in a disorganised manner and a range of
orientations; with-most,individuals buried in supine extended positions, but 14.5% of burials
were prone (Caffell ‘and\Holst“2016). = At Oxford and Newarke Street the predominant
orieptation was with the head to the'west and the feet to the east in supine extended positions
(Keefe and Holst 2015). At both sites, most burials contained some grave goods.

Discussion and Summary

The osteological analysis of the skeletal remains from Burnmill Road has provided an insight
into the lives of the people buried there. The skeletal remains exhibited, on the whole, moderate
surface preservation and moderate to severe fragmentation, which is likely to have limited the
osteological and palaeopathological data available to collect.

Osteological investigation revealed that the assemblage consisted of seven adults, including a
young middle adult and several individuals who were aged older than 36 years. Sex could be
determined for six individuals, five of whom were male and one was a female. The female
was slightly taller than the average for the period, while the two males whose stature could be
determined were slightly than the Roman male mean.

Considering the relatively small sample size, this group of skeletons displayed a variety of
pathology. Pathological conditions included a transitional vertebra, which was unlikely to have
impacted on the affected individual during their lifetimes. Changes in the angle of the neck of
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the thigh bone and clefts in the back of the tail bone were also observed but are unlikely to
have had a significant impact on the individuals.

Poor childhood nutrition or disease affected two adults and both juveniles in the form of stress
lines on their teeth and was found to be less prevalent in the adults than the Roman mean, but
widespread in the two children. It is probable that this contributed to their early mortality.

Two males and the female had healing inflammation on their shins and one of the males also
had inflammation of the scalp of the forehead.

Trauma was common in the males but was healed in all instances, including a palm fracture at
the thumb, a rib fracture, a collarbone fracture and a clay shovelers fracture, the latter being
associated with heavy physical work. Three male adults had evidenge for soft tissue trauma,
affecting two ankles, a palm and a forearm. The elbow of the latter alsosshowed evidence for
osteoarthritis, which can develop secondary to trauma, but because parts of the affected bones
were missing, a trauma site could not be identified in this male skeleton.

Joint disease only occurred in the spines of the female adult,"as well as three males, as well as
the two hips. Notably, the hips of two males also shewed evidence for'severe osteoarthritis.
Evidence of axial stress was evident in the form of Schmorl’s nodes, which were located in the
spines of the female and three males.

Five adults and two juveniles had dentitions and it was found that'dental healthwas relatively
good, with calculus was widespread, which likely caused periodontitis in most adults, which is
common in the Roman period, while the,prevalence of cavities, ante-mortem tooth loss and
dental abscesses was lower than the Roman average.

The inhumed skeletal remains from Burnmill Road fermed part of a likely larger Romano-
British landscape. The burials were relatively widely“distributed in a disorganised manner,
buried in ditches and pitsdfn a range or orientations and positions.
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The C14 Dating Evidence Beta Analytic Testing Laboratory

A decision was taken to obtain radiocarbon dating for a number of the ten inhumation burials
recovered from the Burnmill Road excavation in order to ascertain whether they were
contemporary with the ditches into which the majority had been cut or related to a had been in.

Samples of human bone were extracted from six of the skeletons, selected from a representative
range of site location and burial form, and sent to Beta Analytic for radiocarbon dating using
conventional collagen extraction techniques with alkali pretreatment. Holst (pers. comm.)
advised that rib fragments were best to send for dating; fragments were sent from SK1, 3, 4
and 6, while a metacarpal was sent from SK7, as no rib fragments were recovered from this
individual. The original sample from SK1 failed; as a result, a metacarpal was subsequently
sent for testing. These burials were chosen as representative examples of otherwise undated
burials within ditches and grave cuts across the site, with SKZofparticular interest as it is the
only example of a crouched burial on site. Skeletal preservation was,also considered when
selecting these samples, as poorer preservation levels arg'less likely to yield sufficient collagen
for dating; the majority of samples came from well preserved skeletonsyas noted in the
osteological analysis.

These results indicate that all five East Field burials.date to Phase 5 (2nd/3rd century), whilst
the crouched inhumation from the West Field (SK1)“is ef slightly earlier Transitional date
(Phase 5).

Conventional Radiocarbon Age (BP) or

Laboratory Number Sample Code Number

Percent Modern Carbon (pMC),& Stable I1sotopes

Beta - 601915 Burnmill. SK1 1990 +/- 30 BP IRMS &513C: -20.8 o/0oo
IRMS 015N: +10.8,6/00

(87.9%) 46 cal BC — 84'calL AD (1995 — 1866 cal BP)

(7.75%) 94 1 117 cal AD (1856+ 1833'cal.BP)

Submitter Material: Boney(Non-heated)

Pretreatment: (bone collagen) collagensextraction; with alkali
Analyzed Material: Bone collagen

Analysis Service: AMS-Standard delivery

Percent Modern Carbon: 78.06 +/- 0.29 pMC

Fraction Modern Carbon: 07806 +/-0.0029

D14C: -219.43 +/- 2.92,0/00

A14C: -226.10 +/- 2.92 0/00 (1950:2021)

Measured Radiocarbon Age: (without d13C correction): 1920 +/- 30 BP
Calibration: BetaCal4.20: HPD method: INTCAL20
Carbon/Nitrogen: CN: 3.1 %C: 33.12 %N: 12.28

Conventional Radiocarbon Age (BP) or

Laboratory Number Sample Code Number

Percent Modern Carbon (pMC) & Stable Isotopes

Beta - 601915 Burnmill_SK3 1870 +/- 30 BP IRMS &813C: -19.4 o/oo
IRMS 615N: +11.4 o/o0
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(92.8%) 116 - 239 cal AD (1834 - 1711 cal BP)
(2.6%) 84 - 96 cal AD (1866 - 1854 cal BP)

Submitter Material: Bone (Non-heated)

Pretreatment: (bone collagen) collagen extraction; with alkali
Analyzed Material: Bone collagen

Analysis Service: AMS-Standard delivery

Percent Modern Carbon: 79.23 +/- 0.30 pMC

Fraction Modern Carbon: 0.7923 +/- 0.0030

D14C: -207.68 +/- 2.96 o/o0

A14C: -214.46 +/- 2.96 o/oo (1950:2021)

Measured Radiocarbon Age: (without d13C correction): 1780 +/- 30 BP
Calibration: BetaCal4.20: HPD method: INTCALZ20
Carbon/Nitrogen: CN: 3.2 %C: 37.77 %N: 13.69

Conventional Radiocarbon Age (BP) or

Laboratory Number Sample Code Number

Percent Modern Carbon (pMC) & Stable Isotopes

Beta - 601916 Burnmill_SK4 1860 +/- 30 BP IRMS 813C: 419.7 e/00
IRMS 615N: +11.9 o/oo

(94.4%) 118 - 244 cal AD (1832 - 1706:¢cal BP)

(1.0%) 86 - 93 cal AD (1864 - 1857 cal BP)

Submitter Material: Bone (Non-heated)

Pretreatment: (bone collagen).collagen extraction; with alkali
Analyzed Material: Bone collagen

Analysis Service: AMS-Standard delivery

Percent Modern Carbon: 79.33 +/- 0.30 pMC

Fraction Modern Carbon:"0.7933 +/-:0:0030

D14C: -206.69#/%2.96 0/00

A14C: -213.48 +/- 2.96 /00 (1950:2021)

Measured Radiocarbon"Age: (without,d13C correction): 1770 +/- 30 BP
Calibration: BetaCal4.20:'"HPD method: INTCALZ20
Carbon/Nitrogen: CN: 3.2 %C: 36.36 %N: 13.07

Conventional Radiocarbon Age (BP) or

Laboratory Number Sample Code Number

Percent Modern Carbon (pMC) & Stable Isotopes

Beta - 601917 Burnmill_SK®6 1820 +/- 30 BP IRMS &813C: -19.9 o/oo
IRMS 615N: +11.3 o/oo

(69.3%) 152 - 256 cal AD (1798 - 1694 cal BP)

(22.2%) 284 - 326 cal AD (1666 - 1624 cal BP)

(4.0%) 130 - 144 cal AD (1820 - 1806 cal BP)

Submitter Material: Bone (Non-heated)

Pretreatment: (bone collagen) collagen extraction; with alkali
Analyzed Material: Bone collagen

Analysis Service: AMS-Standard delivery
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Percent Modern Carbon: 79.73 +/- 0.30 pMC

Fraction Modern Carbon: 0.7973 +/- 0.0030

D14C: -202.73 +/- 2.98 o/oo

A14C: -209.55 +/- 2.98 0/00 (1950:2021)

Measured Radiocarbon Age: (without d13C correction): 1740 +/- 30 BP
Calibration: BetaCal4.20: HPD method: INTCALZ20

Carbon/Nitrogen: CN: 3.3 %C: 35.87 %N: 12.88

Conventional Radiocarbon Age (BP) or

Laboratory Number Sample Code Number

Percent Modern Carbon (pMC) & Stable Isotopes

Beta - 601918 Burnmill_SK7 1830 +/- 30 BP IRMS 413C: -19.8'0/00
IRMS 615N: +11.2 o/oo

(84.4%) 126 - 253 cal AD (1824 - 1697 cal BP)

(11.0%) 290 - 320 cal AD (1660 - 1630 cal BP)

Submitter Material: Bone (Non-heated)

Pretreatment: (bone collagen) collagen extraction; with alkali
Analyzed Material: Bone collagen

Analysis Service: AMS-Standard delivery

Percent Modern Carbon: 79.63 +/- 0.30)pMC

Fraction Modern Carbon: 0.7963 +/- 0.0030

D14C: -203.73 +/- 2.97 o/oo

A14C: -210.54 +/- 2.97 o/oo (1950:2021)

Measured Radiocarbon Age:(without d13C cerrection): 1740 +/- 30 BP
Calibration: BetaCal4.20:'HPD method: INTCAL20
Carbon/Nitrogen: CN: 3.2 %C: 36.11 %N: 13.06

Results are ISO/IEC-17025:2017 aceredited. No sub-contracting or student labor was used in
the analyses. Allwork was done at Beta t1h'4 in-house NEC accelerator mass spectrometers and
4 ThermodRMSs. The "Conventional Radiocarbon Age" was calculated using the Libby half -
life (5568 years), is corrected for total isetopic fraction and was used for calendar calibration
where applicable. The Age Is rounded to the nearest 10 years and is reported as radiocarbon
years before present (BP), “present"= AD 1950. Results greater than the modern reference are
reported as percent modern carbon (pMC). The modern reference standard was 95% the 14C
signature of NIST SRM-4990C (oxalic acid). Quoted errors are 1 sigma counting statistics.
Calculated sigmas less,than 30 BP on the Conventional Radiocarbon Age are conservatively
rounded up to 30. d13C values are on the material itself (not the AMS d13C). d13C and d15N
values are relative to’\VPDB. References for calendar calibrations are cited at the bottom of
calibration graph pages.
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The Animal Bone  William Johnson

Introduction

A total of 5726 fragments of animal bone and tooth were recovered by hand during excavations
of Iron Age and Roman features at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough with further fragments
recovered during the processing of environmental samples. The majority of the material
derived from the Roman activity identified in the East Field with a smaller quantity of Iron Age
and transitional material recovered from features in the West Field.

Methodology

Identification of the material to element and taxon was attempted on all fragments through
comparison with reference material housed at the University of Aeicester Archaeological
Services. Anatomical zones present for each element were recorded after Serjeantson (1996).
The presence of any burning, gnawing, butchery and pathologieal alterations was recorded and
described. Surface preservation was recorded following thedfour stages described by Harland
et al (2003), each of which was assigned a numerical value,with one representing excellent
preservation and four poor preservation to more easily.enable comparisons between phases and
feature types.

Mandibular tooth wear in cattle, sheep/goat and pigs,was recerded following Grant (1982).
Crown height measurements of identifiable equid “teeth awvere“taken and ages calculated
following Levine (1982). The state of epiphyseal fusion of, post-cranial bones was recorded
with age of death estimated following the,figures of Reitz and Wing (2008, 72). Measurements
were taken on selected elements following thecriteria of von demDriesch (1976).

Provenance and Dating

The assemblage was separated into five phases; Middle-Latesiron Age (Phase 2); Late Iron
Age-1st century (Phase 3);"Early Roman 1st-2nd century (Phase 4); Mid Roman 2nd-3rd
century (Phase 5) andfate Roman 3rd-4th century (Phase 6). The quantity of material from
each phase is summarised in Table 14.

The Middle-Late Iron Age assemblage was by far the smallest, comprising only two fragments
recovered fromsthe fill of the westernboundary'ditch in the West Field.

The assemblage from phase 3 included material from two distinct sequences of Late Iron
Age/Early Roman Transitional activitysih the centre of the West Field. The earlier activity
included a large semi-circular enclosure with internal pits and gullies while the later activity
took the formnof adjoining'enclosures to the west split up by internal ditches as well as a
possible roundhouse/sub-circular structure at the eastern edge of the field. The material from
these two sub-phases has been grouped together due to the overlap in dating. This group
contained the second largest quantity of material with 98 contexts producing 1126 fragments
of bone and tooth. Justover half of these fragments derived from the fills of various enclosure
ditches (50.7%) whilst internal enclosure features (23.0%) and boundary ditches (22.9%)
produced almost all remaining fragments.

Phase 4 represented the early Roman activity at the site, covering the 1st-2nd centuries, and
was the only group containing material deriving from both the East and West Fields. These
produced a relatively small assemblage of 392 fragments from 32 contexts, the material
primarily deriving from the fills of the enclosure ditches located towards the centre of the site.
These accounted for 42.9% of the assemblage with internal enclosure features contributing
29.5% and boundary ditches 15.2%. A small number of uncategorised linear features including
both ditches and gullies produced the remainder of the material.
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The large area of 2nd-3rd century activity that dominated the East field produced the largest
group of faunal material totalling 3040 fragments from 219 contexts. The activity was
dominated by a complex network of enclosures south of a large boundary ditch in the East field
and including a possible roundhouse structure. The vast majority of the assemblage (78.6%)
derived from enclosure ditch fills, in keeping with the nature of the archaeology of this phase.
The remaining material came from internal features within the enclosures (11.5%) and major
boundary ditch (5.6%) with very little material deriving from the roundhouse and its associated
features.

Phase 6 was the latest dated phase of activity at the site and included a small area of enclosures
in the south east of the East Field as well as a single large dump of material on the south edge.
In total 14 contexts produced 355 fragments of bone, with the threeseontexts from the dump
contributing 67.9% of the total for the phase.

Table 14. Fragment and specimen counts by phase

Phase | Date Contexts | Frags |‘Specimens
2 Middle to Late Iron Age 1 2 2
3 Late Iron Age - 1st Century 98 1126 689
4 1st - 2nd Century 32 392 315
5 2nd - 3rd Century 219 3040 1981
6 3rd - 4th Century 14 343 300

Preservation and Taphonomy

Levels of fragmentation within the assemblage were relatively high. Much of the fragmentation
was modern, likely caused during,excavation due to difficulties in extracting complete bones
from the heavy clay_soils. The lacal geology is‘also likely to have led to much of the ancient
fragmentation, with cycles, of contraction and expansion leading to breakages. Disturbances
and reworking of earlier depaosits ‘ispalso likely to have had a negative impact on both
fragmentationrand surface preservation.“Few complete bones were recorded, accounting for
only 2.1% of the total assemblage. These tended to be the smaller, more dense elements
including carpals/tarsals.and phalanges.»Loose teeth accounted for 7.0% of the assemblage.
Thehigh levels of fragmentation resulted in a large proportion (38.7%) of the assemblage being
unidentifiableyto element, just under half of which (49.0%) was made up of shaft fragments
from long bones:

Reassembly of joining fragments reduced the assemblage from 5722 fragments to 3884
specimens. Specimens from articulated and associated bone groups were then grouped together
and counted as a single specimen for the purposes of assessing preservation and quantifying
taxa. This resulted in a final count of 3480 specimens, 3284 of which derived from securely
dated deposits and are considered in this report.

Surface preservation was assessed following Harland (2003). The majority of bones from the
site showed good preservation, indicating solid exterior surfaces (Table 15). The proportion
of fair and poor specimens fell in each subsequent phase, indicating a higher level of
disturbance affecting earlier features, an interpretation supported by the number of recuts
observed in many of the ditches.

Table 15. Proportion of specimens at each preservation stage and average preservation score
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Phase | Date Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor | Average
2 Mid - Late Iron Age 0 0 100 0 3.00
3 Late Iron Age - 1st Century 0.9 609 |30.0| 8.2 2.45
4 1st - 2nd Century 1.6 65.1 | 31.7| 1.6 2.33
5 2nd - 3rd Century 1.5 86.8 | 9.6 | 2.1 2.12
6 3rd - 4th Century 0.3 97.7 | 2.0 0 2.02
TOTAL 1.2 80.2 | 154 | 3.1 2.20

Gnawing was observed on 4.6% of specimens indicating the presence of dogs at the site. Fewer
than 1% of specimens showed signs of burning, the majority being small indeterminate
fragments. These were distributed across the site and a mix of burned-and calcined specimens
was recorded.

Species Representation and NISP

The main domesticates of cattle, sheep/goat and pig contributed the majority of identified
specimens across all periods at the site and were present,in sufficiently large numbers that
meaningful comparisons can be made (Table 16). Cattle was the predominant taxa at the site,
contributing the greatest proportion of the assemblage in each of the five phasessy, An increase
in the proportion of cattle was observed in the Later Roman /Phase 6, rising t0 63.6% of the
total assemblage.

Sheep/goat was the next most commonly identified, making up. 26.5% of the Late Iron Age-1st
century assemblage and 39.5% of the 1st-2nd century assemblage although the relative
abundancy fell in each of the subsequent periodss, Distinction between sheep and goat was
attempted on selected elements including the  horacores and metapodials (following
morphological distinctions described by Boessnéeck et al 1969) and mandibles and loose
mandibular teeth (following criteria describedy Halstead et al 2002). In all cases where a
positive identification€ould be made the elements were determined to derive from sheep.

Of the three main ‘domesticates pig represented thesSmallest contribution to the assemblage.
Similarly to the pattern observed withisheep, pig remains were relatively more abundant in the
earlier phaseswithithe proportion fallingin'the subsequent periods. The characteristics of the
three main'domesticatesiare considered in more detail below.

Equid‘bones were present in, high numbers, particularly in the later Roman phases (5 and 6).
Elements‘from across the hody werg present, with bones from the forelimb being especially
well represented. Gnawing was particularly prevalent on equid specimens with 17.9%
displaying signs ef gnawing compared to the figure of 10.3% observed across the other
domesticates, indicating dogs had greater access to these bones. No unfused horse bones were
identified, indicating that the animals were most likely mature. Cheek tooth crown height
measurements revealed animals of a range of ages between five and fifteen years.
Measurements of a metacarpal from (1564), metatarsal from (1923) and radius from (2124),
all dated to the 2nd-3rd centuries, gave withers heights of 1.51m, 1.34m and 1.33m
respectively, using the multiplication factors listed by Kiesewalter (1888).

Dog bones were rare at the site across all periods. The majority of features contained only
single specimens with none containing more than three save for a single partial skeleton
(discussed below). Possible evidence of patterning in the distribution of the dog bones was
observed with elements from the head, including the skull, mandibles and cervical vertebrae,
occurring in pits, postholes and terminuses, whereas bones from elsewhere in the skeleton were
exclusively recovered from ditch fills. This evidence included skull fragments and a cervical
vertebra from a Late Iron Age-1st century posthole [418] whilst evidence from the 2nd-3rd
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centuries included a mandible from a pit/pond feature [1690], a mandible from a pit [1903]
located just northwest of the roundhouse/circular enclosure in the East Field, and a fragmented
dog skull from gully terminus [2135].

The only other species identified were a single chicken ulna from a juvenile individual from a
ditch near the roundhouse/sub-circular structure in the East Field and a corvid (cf crow) femur
from the main clothesline ditch in the East Field which represented the only wild species at the

site.

Table 16. NISP and %NISP for hand collected animal bones by phase

Phase 3 4 5 6
Date LIA - 1%t 15t — 2nd 2nd - 3rd 3rd - 4th Total
Century AD | Century AD | Century AD & Century AD
Taxa NISP | %NISP | NISP | %NISP | NISP | %NISP. hZNISP | %NISP | NISP | %NISP
Cattle 138 54.6 31 40.8 325 56.4 56 63.6 550 55.4
Sheep/goat | 67 26.5 30 39.5 98 17.0 14 15.9 209 21.1
Pig 26 10.3 13 17.1 40 6.9 4 4.6 83 8.4
Equid 17 6.7 2 2.6 94 16.3 10 11.4 123 12.4
Dog 5 2.0 0 0 17 3.0 4 4.6 26 2.6
Chicken 0 0 0 0 1 02 0 0 1 0.1
Corvid 0 0 0 0 1 0.2 0 0 1 0.1
Total 253 100 76 100 576 100 88 100 993 100
Large | 591 118 1104 181 1694
mammal
Medium | 74 48 141 15 283
mammal
Bird 0 0 1 0 1
Indet 66 73 159 16 314
Total 689 315 1981 300 3285
Butchery

Butchery marks were rare within the assemblage across all groups, ranging from 1.3% of 3rd-
4th century specimens 10 2:5% of‘1st-2nd century specimens. This included a mixture of fine
cutssmarks.and heavier chop marks.The majority of the marks were observed on cattle bones
although butehered sheep/goat and pig bones were also recorded.

Cattle mandiblesiwere most commonly affected, most frequently exhibiting chops or cuts into
the posterior surface just below the condyle, suggesting removal of the lower jaw during
processing. Other elements frequently affected included the bones of the forelimb particularly
the distal humerus but also the radius and ulna which showed fine knife marks resulting from
disarticulation. A Small number of specimens showed butchery marks consistent with
skinning, all deriving from phase 5 features. These included five mandibles with multiple fine
cutmarks across the diastema as well as cutmarks on a fragment of maxilla and across a distal
metatarsal. An insufficient number of elements was available to enable investigation of
potential changes in butchery methods although cutmarks outnumbered chops in all phases.

Few sheep/goat bones were observed with butchered elements including the distal humerus,
scapula and metacarpal. No evidence of chopping with heavy tools was observed on the
sheep/goat bones. A slightly larger number of butchered pig bone was present. These showed
a similar pattern to the cattle with two mandibles chopped through the posterior surface below
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the condyle and a third with cuts in the same area. The scapula and distal humerus accounted
for the remainder of the marks, all of which were fine cuts, most likely from disarticulation.

A single 2nd-3rd century equid humerus from central eastern enclosure ditch [1801] showed
signs of butchery with three parallel shallow chops into the midshaft. The humerus was found
with an associated radius and it is possible the marks represent part of a process to break down
the carcass into more manageable units.

Sawing was observed on two later Roman cattle mandibles, one from Phase 5 and another from
Phase 6. Both exhibited oblique saw marks at a shallow angle, the 2nd-3rd century example
through the diastema and the 3rd-4th century specimen through the posterior along the base.
The use of sawing and the strange positioning of the butchery could indicate the specimens
were waste from some kind of bone working or craft activity. Tw: -3rd century horncore
fragments which had been chopped through the base may also been used as material for
craft purposes.

Articulated Bones
ted in Table 17.
itch,[839], an

A summary of all groups of articulating bone recover. the site is

Four articulated bone groups were recovered from one of the fills (2204)
enclosure ditch located in the southwest corner i
This ditch contained a sizeable dump of animal bone; i i ste from most
of three individual carcasses; two cattle and an equid, as
The bone was described during excavation as semi arti
retrieved in groups, hindering efforts to ide
four articulating groups were able to be reass tle tarsal blocks, an equid
carpal and metacarpal group and a set of eg : ely that other bones within
this dump were associated.and deposited iculation however due to high levels of
fragmentation and thedqua of material it wasn’t possible to complete any further
reassembly of associé

Neighbouring parallel e [830] fill (2080) of the same phase contained a further
pinesand skull fragments. The spine was laid along

associated bone group of a'c
the length_of the ith ones sti alignment indicating a quick burial with little
Figure 182).

Figure 182. Ariulted cattle spine from (2080)
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A partial dog skeleton was recovered from the fill (2024) of an enclosure ditch [2021] at the
northeast corner of the East field, also dated to the 2nd-3rd century. The skeleton comprised
19 specimens including both humeri, radii and ulnae, the left mandible and femur, right tibia
and small number of vertebrae and metacarpals. The majority of elements were fully unfused,
with only the distal humeri and a single metacarpal fused, indicating an age of 8-9 months
(Silver 1970, 285). The loss of the axial skeleton and many other elements is likely the result
of later disturbance to the context. It is noteworthy that this fill also contained one of the human
burials, SK04, although no association between the human and dog skeleton was suggested
during excavation.

A cattle tarsal and metatarsal block recovered from within the large dump of material at the
southern edge of the East field represented the only articulating bones dated to the 3rd-4th
century. This was also the only group with signs of butcherydwith“the navicular-cuboid
showing cutmarks around its circumference, most likely the reésult of disarticulation of the
lower leg.

Table 17. Articulating bone groups within the assemblage

Context | Phase | Date Feature /fTaxon | Description
1768 5 2" _ 3 century | Ditchd | Cattle | Metacarpal andyphalanges
2024 5 2" _ 3 century | Ditch. |, Dog J\Partial skeleton
2080 5 2" _ 3" century | Ditch | Cattle’'| Complete axialskeleton
2204 5 2" _ 3" century | Ditch | Equid | Phalanges
2204 5 2" _ 3" centuy,| Ditch | Equid ,Carpals and metacarpals
2204 5 2" _ 3 century. | 'Bitch | Cattle | Tarsal.block
2204 5 2" — 3 century "\, Ditchm. Cattle | Tarsal block
898 6 39— 4" century |["\Dump: | Cattle | Tarsals and metatarsals

Bone from Environmental Samples

A total of 59 bulk environmental samples produeced faunal material. The vast majority of the
remains were too Small and fragmentary to be identified to element and a mix of burnt and
unburnt material was present.,As the majority of the sampling and processing had been targeted
at the earlierdron Age.and transitional areas.a greater quantity of material was recovered from
these phases. A small quantity of bone was able to be identified including a handful of cattle,
sheep/goat and pig remains; mostly. in.the form of loose teeth and skull fragments (Table 18).
Frog/toad remains were recovered fram single samples from the Late Iron Age-1st century and
2nd-3rd century groups in addition to a field vole mandible from the earlier phase.

Table 18. Summary of identifiable material from environmental samples

Taxon/Element | Phase 3 Phase 4 Phase 6 | Total
LIA—1StC | 1st_2nd C | 3rd_4th C
Cattle 8 1 9
Horncore 1 1
Occipital 1 1
Orbit 1 1
Premolar 1 1
Molar 2 1 3
Mandible 1 1
Maxilla 1 1
Sheep/goat 11 2 13
Occipital 1 1
Incisor 2 1 3
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Premolar 1 1
Molar 4 4
Metapodial 1 1 2
1st Phalanx 1 1
2nd Phalanx 1 1
Pig 2 1 3
Incisor 1 1
Humerus 1 1
Metapodial 1 1
Equid 1 1 2
Cheek tooth 1 1
AXis 1 1
Frog/Toad 3 5 8
Humerus 1 1
Radioulna 2 2
Femur 2 2
Tibiofibula 3 3
Field vole 1 1
Mandible 1 1

The Main Domesticates and Animal Husbandry

Age Structure

Age structures at the site were investigated using théxages at death of the animals, estimations
of which were calculated using tooth eruption and«wear sequences of mandibles and the state
of epiphyseal fusion of post=eranial bones. Dueto the uneven distribution of data between the
Roman phases, the material from\Phases 4 and 5 has beén grouped into a single sample to
enable broad comparisons between the Late Iron Age/Transitional material and the Early to
Mid-Roman material. Aninsufficient amount of data was available for the Late Roman Phase
6 so this has been omitted.

Nineteen ageable cattle;mandibles,were assessed, six from phase 3 and thirteen from Phases 4
and 5. This data was supported by epiphyseal fusion data from 129 post-cranial elements, 32
from/Phase 3 and 99 from Phases 4.and 5. The toothwear data suggests that the majority of
cattle were slaughtered after they had reached adulthood (approximately 3 years old) with a
number of elderly specimens, particularly from the later Roman group, showing extreme wear
on the third LM3 eusp also jpresent (Figure 183). Few young casualties were observed with
only a small number ef subadult specimens recorded indicating that it was likely the majority
of animals were usedfor traction with the occasional slaughter of younger animals for meat as
required. This interpretation is further supported by the post-cranial epiphyseal fusion data
which showed very little evidence for the slaughter of immature animals at the site with almost
90% of early fusing bones fused (Figure 184). There was a slight fall in the proportion of fused
bones between the early and middle fusing categories indicating a small amount of slaughter
occurred at this time. However, the majority of animals survived with over 60% of late fusing
bones fused indicating animals of at least 42 months of age. There was no differences in age
structure observed between the animals in Late Iron Age/Transitional and Later Roman groups
indicating a continuity of husbandry practices regarding use and slaughter at the site.
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Figure 183. Cattle toothwear age categories (after O €onnor 2003, table 31) Key: N=neonate,
J=juvenile, I=immature, S=subadult, A=adult, E=elderly
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Figure 184. Proportion of fused cattle bones (group 2: n=32, group 3: n=99) Key - Early:
>24months, Middle: 24-36months, Late: 42-48months

Twenty-two ageable shegp/goat mandibles, ten from Phase 3 and twelve from Phases 4 and 5,
were available for analysis. This was supplemented by epiphyseal fusion data from 41
elements, 11 from the‘earlier group and 30 from the latter. The sheep/goat toothwear data show
a different pattern to the cattle with a number of mandibles present belonging to immature
animals and only a single elderly specimen present from Phase 3 (Figure 185).

While the set of epiphyseal fusion data available for sheep/goat is relatively small, the same
trends observed in the toothwear data can be distinguished. This includes the presence of a
large number of young casualties demonstrated by a high proportion of unfused early fusing
bones, indicating the regular slaughter of animals under 12 months of age (Figure 186). Some
older animals are present although very few late fusing bones were fused, indicating that
relatively few animals survived into their third year and reached skeletal maturity.
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While the same pattern is observable within each of the two groups, the proportion of older
animals is noticeably higher in the later 1st-2nd century group when compared to the late Iron
Age/transitional material. This possibly represents an increased focus on the exploitation of
sheep for secondary products in the later period, with a greater proportion of the animals
allowed to reach adulthood although it is clear that slaughter for meat remained a primary role.
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Figure 185. Sheep/goat toothwear age catégories (after O’Conner 2003, table 31) Key:
N=neonate, J=juvenile, I=immature, S=subadult;A=adult, E=elderly
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Figure 186. Proportion of fused sheep/goat bones (group 2: n=11, group 3: n=30) Key -
Early: >16months, Middle: 16-36months, Late: 36-42months

There was little data available for pigs compared to cattle and sheep/goat. However, the data
was unequivocal in demonstrating that the majority of animals were slaughtered at a young
age. A mandible from an immature animal was present in the Late Iron Age-1st century
assemblage whilst an immature and a subadult specimen were present from the 2nd-3rd century
group. Across all phases fewer than half of post-cranial elements were fused (46.2%), all of
which were from early fusing elements (up to 12 months of age), indicating that slaughter
commonly occurred before the age of two years.
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Measurements

Due to the high levels of fragmentation, relatively few bones were available for analysis.
Measurements of greatest length were particularly scarce with only three sheep/goat and seven
cattle specimens complete enough to allow measurement (Table 19). The sheep/goat bones
spanned the Late Iron Age through to the 2nd century and withers height calculations indicate
that they belong to small animals, typical of the period. The cattle bones all derived from the
2nd-3rd century and were generally from relatively small beasts although a few larger animals
were also present. The relative lack of length data prevented any inter phase comparisons.

Table 19. Greatest length measurements and withers height estimations.

e Withers
Context | Phase | Date Taxon Element GL | Multiplication height
(mm) factor*

(m)

355 g |Late Iron Age - Sheep/goat | Metatafsal | 184.7 4.54 0.61
1st Century

730 3 Il_:tteé)elr:?unryAge " | Sheep/goat | Metacarpal | 117.3 4.89 0.57
803 4 1st - 2nd Century | Sheep/goat | Metacarpal | 118.7 4.89 0.58
1142 5 2nd - 3rd Century | Cattle Metatarsal | 215 5.28 1.14
1775 5 2nd - 3rd Century | Cattle Metatarsal | 207 5.28 1.09
2147 5 2nd - 3rd Century | Cattle Metatarsal | 240 5.28 1.27
832 5 2nd - 3rd Century | Cattle Tibia 315 3.56 1.12
1313 5 2nd - 3rd Century | Cattle Tibia 396 3.56 1.41
2285 5 2nd - 3rd Century | Caittle Tibia 305 3.56 1.09
2140 5 2nd - 3rd Century | Cattle Radius 283 4.4 1.25

*multiplication factors guoted: Sheep=Teichert (1975); Cattle=Matolcsi (quoted in von den
Driesch 1974)

Measurable breadths wereimere commen within the assemblage, due to the increased durability
of the denser endsiof the long bones. A'sufficient number of elements with measurable breadths
were recovered from Phases 3 and\5 to enable a comparison of cattle shape from the Late Iron
Age/Transitional period into the mid:\Roman 2nd-3rd century.

A log scaling approach was adopted to enable the grouping of breadths from a number of
elements and provide the largest possible dataset to enable meaningful comparisons. In total
eight measurements were used from phase 3 post cranial bones and fifteen measurements form
Phase 5 bones. “A list of the measurements investigated and the scaling standards used is
presented below in Table20.

Table 20. Post-cranial'measurements used and measurements for standards used for log
scaling. Standards from Chillingham bull, University of Leicester reference collection R159
(Thomas et al 2013)

Element Measurement | Standard
Humerus BT 75.5
Radius Bd 72.2
Tibia Bd 63.9
Astragalus Bd 44.9
Metacarpal Bd 64.2
Metatarsal Bd 59.2
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The results from the analysis reveal an increase in the mean breadths of the bones from phase
3 into Phase 5 (Figure 187). The difference between the means of the two scaled datasets was
compared using the Mann-Witney U pairwise test and was found to represent a statistically
significant increase in breadth (U=29, p=0.0489).
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Figure 187. Comparison of log-scaled cattle post-cranial breadths from group 2 and group 3

Skeletal Representation

Skeletal representation was assessed for bothicattle and sheep/goat. This was achieved through
calculating a minimum number for each element’(MNE) based on the zone data. These were
then assigned to an anatomical region and standardised by‘the number of times they naturally
occur to avoid over representation of more numerous bones. As the majority of vertebrae were
not identified to taxon during recording, the atlas, axis and sacrum have been used to represent
the entire spine, meaning a degree oftunderrepresentation of this region is expected.

All anatomical regions,of the'cattle skeleton‘were represented across the different phases of
activity dndicating that complete carcasses were dealt with at the site (Figure 188). The larger
assemblages from Phases 3 'and 5 showed a very even distribution of the anatomical regions
with all being well represented save for the phalanges, most likely due to recovery biases,
indicating thepresence of{waste from both processing and consumption. The smaller
assemblage size from phase 4 resulted in some gaps in the distribution with no identifiable
vertebrae, scapulae or,pelvises recovered. However, the elements that were recovered followed
a similar trend to that seen in Phases 5 and 6 with a fairly even distribution between the skulls,
limbs and metapodials.

The material from Phase 6 showed a different distribution, with elements from the meatier parts
of the animal including the forelimb, hindlimb and scapulae/pelvises less well represented than
the skulls and metapodials. This group also had the greatest proportion of phalanges although
these were still comparatively uncommon. This indicates that the material from this phase
contained a higher quantity of butchery and primary processing waste.
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Fewer sheep/goat bones were recovered from the resulted in ore uneven
distribution of elements within certain phases, with s from the spine and horncores
almost entirely absent (Figure 189). The trends across the sheep/goat bones closely
echo those observed in the cattle with almost all anatomical regions present across Phases 3 to
5 following a fairly even distribution indicating the onsite slaughter, distribution and
consumption of the animals. Little data was from Phase 6 but this indicated the
presence of only elements of the lower leg ibia, metapodials and phalanges,
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Figure 189. Anatomical representation of sheep/goat bones calculated from MNE

Spatial Distribution
Due to the large area covered by the site, an investigation of the distribution of specimens
across the site was carried out to investigate any potential patterns of deposition.

Spatial analysis was carried out through the grouping of cuts and layers into distinct groups of
related features which were then categorised according to type. This was done to look at
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variations in both the quantity of material and the relative proportions of the different taxa
within the different feature types in order to investigate potential patterns in deposition across
the site over time (Table 21). The geographic distribution of the groups was also investigated
to determine the presence of any particular clusters of bone which may indicate areas of more
intensive activity.

The majority of the assemblages derived from the fills of the various enclosure ditches across
the two fields, ranging from 42.9% in phase 4 to 76.2% in Phase 5. A lower value was recorded
from the Late Roman Phase 6 assemblage although this was highly influenced by the relatively
small number of features from this phase which was dominated by a single large dump of
material.

The prominence of enclosure ditches is unsurprising given that they,accounted for a high
proportion of the total features excavated for each phase, particularly in‘the 2nd-3rd century
group which produced the greatest volume of material. Thefdensity of material within the
feature types was also considered by calculating the average’number.of.specimens per context.
This revealed that enclosure ditches contained the greatest density of material in Phases 3 and
5, and had the second highest value from Phase 4, supporting the interpretation that this is
where the majority of bone had accumulated at this'site.

The remainder of the site assemblage was largely distributed between the fills of boundary
ditches and fills of the various features within the enclosures: This second group was
distinctive from the other features at the site, containing thexmajority of the pits and postholes
excavated as well as the ‘sausage’ gullies and other smallilinears rather than the larger
enclosure or boundary ditches.

Remains from all the main domesticates were recovered,from the majority of different feature
types across the different phases of activity. There'was slightpatterning within the distribution
with bones from the largeritaxa such as cattle and equids being more prevalent in the enclosure
ditches whilst a greater‘proportion of the sheep/goat and pig assemblages were recovered from
the fills of the intermal features within the enclosures., This may represent a deliberate effort to
dispose of the larger remains,withinithe larger enclosure ditches while smaller bones were more
likely to become.incorporated within‘the smaller’interior features. No evidence for significant
changes in«deposttion practices between the phases could be seen.

Therewvas a noticeable scarcity of remains recovered from the features associated with the two
possible-roundhouses identified during the excavation. These features produced the lowest
proportion‘@fithe faunal assemblagé within each phase as well as having among the lowest
scores of specimens per context. This is at odds with evidence from excavations at other Late
Iron Age/Early Roman settlements where such features have revealed dense concentrations of
material, often accounting for a large proportion of the total assemblage (Wilson 1996, 23),
possibly indicating the structures were not related to occupation or else deliberately cleared of
refuse.

Most of the material was fairly evenly distributed across the site with few contexts containing
over 50 specimens indicating a general spread of refuse across the area with little evidence for
areas of intensive activity. The exception was a particularly dense concentration of 2nd-3rd
century material which occurred in the south west corner of the East Field, with fills of ditch
[839] containing over 500 specimens including three possible partial skeletons and ditch [830]
containing 50 specimens in addition to a further articulated group comprising a complete cattle
spine. Further deposits from these relatively short sections of ditch brought the total to 686
specimens with sizeable deposits also present in other nearby enclosure ditches. These ditches
were located in close proximity to the later large dump [816] of 3rd-4th century material, with
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the large spread actually cut into the backfill of ditch [830]. This dump was situated only ¢.25m
from the large deposit in ditch [839], although it was of a different character containing a
greater mix of bones as well as large quantities of pottery and CBM. These substantial deposits
likely denote a focus of activity within the area, possibly relating a nearby settlement.

Table 21. Proportion of specimens and taxa from different feature types by phase

__ : Sheep/ | .. . Specs/
PHASE | Description | Specimens | Cattle goat Pig | Equid | Dog Context
Eg?'osure 47.9 507 | 22.4 |231| 471 [400| 75
- itches
& Boundary 257 | 232 | 358 [346| 471 | 0 | 74
0= o dltchesI
® O = Interna
o0 D
23 2 featlres 24.2 239 | 388 |308] 59 |600| 6.7
<@ @ | Roundhouse 0.7 0 0 0 0 0 1.7
. | Ditches/gullies | 0.1 0.7 0 0 0| o 1.0
= Waterhole 1.3 1.4 30 MI15| 0 0 9.0
TOTAL 100 100 JC 100 |.J100 | 100 |100.| , 7.0
_ Erclosure 429 | 418 | 400 |61s] 100 | -] 96
! Boundary
> § ditches 15.2 16.1 | 30.0 |54 | 0 - 6.9
(2]
o Internal 205 |.194nl 200 | 0 w0 | - | 155
= features
E Ditches/gullies 12.4 22.6 [£10.0m}23.1| O - 7.8
TOTAL 100 1004] 100 | 100 | 100 | - 9.8
, Eg?'osure 762 | 76.3\| 684 |525| 745 |647| 108
N itches
o Boundary
) 5 ditches 6.3 7.1 71 |175| 85 [235| 6.9
2
o 3 -— 182 | 129 | 194 |200| 138 |59 | 6.2
o o features
§ Roundhouse 3.9 2.8 4.1 75 2.1 5.9 5.2
< Ditches/gullies 0.5 0.9 1.0 2.5 1.1 | 0.0 2.3
TOTAL 100 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 |100| 9.0
Qg | Enclosure 203 | 357 | 214 |500| 200 [500| 80
T o= ditches
= Dump 70.7 643 | 786 |50.0| 800 |500] 70.7
<52 TOTAL 100 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 21.4
Discussion

While there was a degree of continuity between the assemblages from the different phases of
activity at the site, particularly in the range and relative abundance of taxa, a few changes were
observed that may reflect alterations in husbandry regimes from the Late Iron Age/Transitional
period into and throughout the Roman periods.

The assemblages from all phases of activity at the site were dominated by the remains of
domestic animals, indicating that wild species were seldom if ever exploited and their
contribution to diet at the site was negligible. Cattle appeared to be the dominant taxa although
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its predominance within the assemblage may have been influenced by additional factors rather
than purely reflecting husbandry regimes practiced at the site. The high level of fragmentation
is likely to have led to an over representation of larger mammals whose bones can fragment
into a greater number of pieces while remaining identifiable.

The nature of the assemblages from each phase of activity are certain to have been influenced
by the nature of the site with the excavated areas dominated by complexes of stock enclosures
and boundary ditches, most likely representing agricultural land at the periphery of a nearby
settlement.

The absence of features related to occupation is likely to have played a role in determining the
formation of the assemblage with comparisons to other sites where settlement areas were
excavated, including Manor Farm, Humberstone (Browning 2014),%and Waterfield Place,
Market Harborough (Browning 2015), showing different resultsdncluding a higher incidence
of butchery marks and burnt bones as well as a smaller contribution from equid and dog
remains. These sites show clear accumulations of bone related to @ceupation, particularly in
the pits and gullies around roundhouses with material from enclosure ditches providing a much
smaller proportion of the total assemblage.

The remains from this site, by contrast, likely represent the accumulation of‘a general spread
of rubbish across the open areas used for agricultural, purposes, with little evidence for the
location of specific activities linked to animal exploitation observed, partictlarly from the
earlier phases. This may also have had an impact on the proportion of different taxa, with
spatial analysis of Iron Age sites revealing bones from smaller animals more likely to be
concentrated close to the centre of areas of settlement, with boenes_from larger animals more
common in peripheral zones (Wilson 1996, 23). withis may have contributed to an under
representation of taxa such as sheep/goat and\pig while alse,accounting for the high proportion
of equid remains when compared to settlement areas.

However, the high proportion of cattle seen is in keeping with observations made on other 1st
century onward assemblages from sites in Market Harborough including Glebe Road
(Armitage 2012) and Lubenham Hill. (Kausmally 2018), the latter of which included structures
relating to occupation dated from the Lateslron’Age-1st century continuing into the late 2nd
century. This indicates,that the high proportion of cattle seen at the site is a true reflection of
their importance within the, local husbandry regime although it is likely that sheep/goat and pig
remains are still underrepresented within the assemblage.

A slightly earlier assemblage from Waterfield Place, Market Harborough, dated to the Middle
to Late Iron Agepshowed a mare even distribution with cattle slightly ahead of sheep in counts
of NISP but behindiin analysis of minimum number of individuals (Browning 2015, 108). This
evidence, when combinediwith the observations made at other local sites, suggests that cattle,
while having always played a substantial role in husbandry and diet in the local area, became
increasingly prevalent during the transitional and later Roman periods. This increasing
emphasis on cattle during the Roman period is supported by an even higher proportion being
observed in the later 3rd-4th century group, a trend also observed at Lubenham Hill (Kausmally
2018, 47).

A change in the shape of the cattle at the site was identified, the animals from the 2nd-3rd
century being significantly broader than the earlier beasts from the Late Iron Age-1st century.
This change could have been driven by a number of factors including the introduction of new,
broader stock into the area during the Roman period or changes in husbandry regimes which
influenced the size and shape of the animals.
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The assemblage from the Early Roman Phase 4 was of a slightly different character to the other
groups from the site. This was the only assemblage that showed an almost equal abundance of
cattle and sheep/goat remains and also had the greatest proportion of pig remains of any phase.
Given the much smaller size of the assemblage when compared to those from Phases 3 and 5
and the geographically distinct nature of this phase of activity at the site it is likely that the
difference in taxa is driven by spatial trends rather than temporal ones, the area towards the
centre of the site possibly being more used for the keeping of the smaller taxa.

Nevertheless, this does attest to the continued importance of sheep at the site within the periods
of Roman activity. There is also tentative evidence for a change in the pattern of sheep
exploitation during the later Roman phases with a greater proportion of specimens observed in
the higher age categories, possibly indicating an increased focus on.secondary products such
as wool, although these trends are based on relatively few data goints.~ The exploitation of
sheep for wool is also attested to by the presence of a number ofwerked bone objects possibly
related to weaving recovered from various features across the site, with the majority dated to
the 1st-3rd centuries (Rogers and Johnson, this report).

Pig remains contributed a relatively small proportionof the'assemblage across all periods and
tended to derive from young individuals suggesting on site_breeding and slaughter for meat
was carried out at the site although it did not play a leading role in the diet.

The 2nd-3rd century concentrations of animal bone withindhe south/southwest corner of the
East field provides the only evidence of deposition related to a specific activity, the presence
of a large number of articulated groups from a number of careasses indicating the deliberate
dumping of waste. A large deliberate dump of,later 3rd-4th centurysmaterial was also found
within this area at the southern limit of the excavation, suggesting a continuity of use between
these phases.

These concentrations likely indicate the presence of a nearby'settlement or other area of activity
to the south generating large amounts of waste occupied from at least the 2nd century and
continuing into thedaterRoman period. The material likely represents waste generated from
an area of primary butchery, and/carcass processing being carried out on the outskirts of the
settlement. While direct evidence for-butcherysin the form of visible marks on the bones was
scarce in these deposits; the nature of the material within these groups is characteristic of waste
from butchery processes. »The presence of the articulated and semi-articulated bone groups
from#ditches [830] and [839] representing at least three cattle carcasses is typical of the
processing of large animals where de-fleshing would occur with the meat transported to areas
of cooking andyconsumption and the remaining bones quickly disposed of. These deposits
closely parallelfinds from the Iron Age/Romano-British site at Mount Farm, Berinsfield, where
separate deposits of semi-articulated remains of the larger taxa were recovered from pits and
field ditches located on the southern periphery of a settlement area (Wilson 1996, 30-33). The
presence of articulated remains from the probable partial carcass of an equid within the dump
combined with a butchered humerus from a different enclosure ditch indicates that horse
carcasses were processed, possibly for consumption. Evidence for the occasional consumption
of horse meat has been observed from a number of Iron Age sites and it likely that this would
have continued into the Roman period (Hambleton 2008, 73). A further possibility is that the
horse meat may have been more commonly fed to dogs, an interpretation supported by the high
incidence of canine gnawing observed on equid bones across the site compared to other taxa.

The large dump of later 3rd-4th century material likely also comprises a large amount of
butchery waste as indicated by the skeletal representation, although the deposit is more mixed
being accompanied by a large quantity of domestic rubbish including pottery and CBM,
possibly indicating a more general dump of refuse from a range of activities.
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The Charred Plant Remains Adam Santer
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Introduction

During an archaeological excavation at Burnmill Road, seventy-three bulk soil samples were
collected from Iron Age and Roman features (mostly from ditches and pits) and were processed
for the analysis of charred plant remains. The results of the analysis are presented here by
phase along with a discussion on what they can tell us about past diet and crop husbandry
strategies at the site.

Methodology

The soils from the samples varied between dark brown to greyish brown silty clays and were
processed in a York tank using a 0.5mm mesh with flotation into a 0.3mm sieve. The flotation
fractions (flot) and heavy residues were sorted for charred plant remains (CPR hereafter) and
other artefacts under an x10-40 stereo microscope. Plant remains were sidentified by
comparison to modern reference material available at ULAS and their names follow Stace
(1991).

Each whole cereal grain or those representing over 60% of the specimen were counted as one
item. Spelt wheat glume bases (Triticumyspelta L.) were“only counted when the known
identification criteria could be seen, such as‘wide keels with prominent veins and bases (see
Monckton 1999: 3). Fragmentary glume‘bases where,only the base of the specimens was
preserved but the keels were too short or fragmented to reveakthe veins were counted as glume
wheat glume bases (Triticum Spp.) as it would'not be possible to reliably differentiate them
between spelt wheat or'emmer (Triticum dicicoecum Sch.).

Results

Composition

Sixty outfof the total seventy-three contained CPR in varying densities. Thirteen samples
contained high densities (greater than, 10 items per litre), five samples contained moderate
densities (between 5 and 10 items per litre) and the remaining forty-two samples contained low
densities (fewer than 5 items per litre).

Overall, cereal'grains were found predominately across the assemblage; the vast majority of
which were too poorly presérved to be identified to species. Oats were found occasionally but
these could not be differentiated between the wild (Avena fatua L.) or cultivated (Avena sativa
L.) due to the lack of Jemma bases present. High densities of glume wheat chaff were found
in some samples. There is little variety in the wild seeds found with only large grasses
(Poaceae) and stinking chamomile (Anthemis coutla L.) being the only wild seeds being notable
amongst them.

It is worth noting that some of the phases herein are broad and span two or more centuries. The
results are discussed below in greater detail by phase, with the exception of samples which
contained little/no CPR or moderate densities with little or no interpretive value. All of the
results are collated in tables however and presented in the appendix (see Appendix 2).
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Phase 3 — Late Iron Age — Middle 1st Century

Twenty five samples were taken from contexts broadly dated to the Iron Age/Early Roman
periods. Eighteen of these samples contained CPR, all but one of which were of low densities.
Cereal grains (mostly indeterminate) were found predominantly. Sample 29 was taken from
the fill (742) of gully [741] and it contained 12.44 items of CPR per litre. This consisted mostly
of glume wheat chaff. One hundred and sixty-nine glume wheat glume bases and twenty-four
glume wheat spikelets were found. Six spelt wheat grains and sixteen spelt wheat glume bases
being identified. Two large grass seeds were found to be the only wild weed seeds present.

Phase 4 1st-2nd Century

Five samples were taken from contexts dated to the 1st-2nd century AD Roman period. Four
of these sampled produced CPR, three of which contained low densities:

Sample 30 was taken from the fill (1043) of ditch [753] and it‘contained 22.91 items of CPR
per litre. There was a mixed deposit of cereal grains, chaffgand wild'seeds. Oats, barley and
spelt where found amongst the grains as well as barley«achis and spelt.,glumes amongst the
chaff. Two durum wheat (Triticum turgidum L.) rachis internodes were found but these are
likely present as an invasive species. A high quantity of grass seeds was alse feund.

Phase 5 — 2M9-3" Century

Thirty samples were taken from contexts dated to the*2nd-3rd century AD Roman periods.
Twenty seven of the samples produced,CPR; with high densities being found in six samples
(samples 46, 49, 50, 52, 63 and 78) and moderate densities being found in five samples (see
Appendix 2). Only the high-density samples are discussed here.

Sample 46 was taken from the fill (1231) of\ditch 41229]and it ‘Contained the highest density
sample in this phase at 390.43,items of CPR perditre. This consisted of almost three thousand
pieces of glume wheat chaff with only one hundred and forty-five glume bases being
identifiable as spelt wheat. Indeterminate cereal\grains and spelt wheat grains were found in
lesser quantities. Wild'seeds included twenty-eight’stinking chamomile and a few large and
small grass seeds.

Sample 49.was taken from the fill(1233) of ditch [1232] and it contained 40.11 items per litre.
This consisted mostly“of almost'seven hundred glume wheat glumes with spelt wheat being
identifiable in only nineteen\of them. Nine indeterminate and eight spelt wheat cereal grains
were also‘found, as were four stinking chamomile seeds.

Sample 50 was taken from the fill (1287) of ditch [1286] and it contained 343.86 items per
litre. While this was a mixed deposit of cereal grains, chaff and wild seeds, glume wheat
glumes were foundin abundance, followed by indeterminate cereal grains. Twenty-nine spelt
wheat cereal grains’ were identified, as were a few stinking chamomile, goosefoots
(Chenopodium sp.), vetches (Vicia sp.), one dock and large grass seeds.

A high density of CPR was found in sample 52 (13.59 items per litre) and a moderate density
was found in sample 53 (6.80 items per litre). These samples were taken from the fills (1448)
and (1446) of pit [1445] respectively. Sample 52 consisted mostly of indeterminate cereal
grains and glume wheat (with some being identifiable as spelt wheat). Only six barley grains
were identified and there was little chaff present. Five hazelnut shells (Corylus avellana L.)
were identified as were some large and small grass seeds. Sample 53 consisted of seven
hazelnut shell fragments with large and small grasses being found. Very few other wild seeds,
cereal grains or pieces of chaff were found.
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Sample 78 was taken from the fill (2068) of ditch recut [2067] and it contained 72.5 items of
CPR per litre which consisted mostly of glume wheat glume bases and indeterminate cereal
grains. Few wild seeds were found, but four stinking chamomile, one scentless mayweed and
three docks (Rumex sp.) were identified as were a few small and large grass seeds.

Sample 63 was taken from the fill (1714) of ditch [1712] and it contained 18.38 items of CPR
per litre. This mostly consisted of glume wheat glume bases. Three glume wheat grains, four
indeterminate cereal grains, one large grass seed and one vetch were also found.

Phase 6 — 3rd-4th Century

Six samples were taken from contexts dated to the 3rd-4th century AD Roman periods. All six
samples produced CPR; five of which (samples 56, 57, 58, 62 and 70)yhad high densities with
the remaining sample (Sample 31) containing a low density.

Sample 56 was taken from the fill (1576) of ditch [1575] and_it contained 18 items of CPR per
litre. This consisted mostly of glume wheat glume bases. \/ery few cereal grains or wild seeds
were found. One barley grain, one stinking chamomile.seedand one s¢entless mayweed seed
(Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.). Schultz-Bip) werg‘identified.

Sample 57 was taken from the upper fill (1668).0f pit [1665}. and it contained 54.86 items of
CPR per litre. Sample 58 was taken from the Tower fill of the same feature, and it contained
41.63 items of CPR per litre. These samples contained similar compositions ‘of CPR in that
they consisted of mixed deposits of cereal grains, chaff, andwild seeds. Glume wheat grains,
indeterminate grains, glume wheat glume,bases, a few barley rachis internodes and some
stinking chamomile seeds were found in eachisample. The onlyynetable difference was the
presence of a few oats and barley grains in'sample 58.

Sample 62 was taken from the fill (1600) of ditch{1599]and'it"cContained 24.88 items per litre.
This consisted mostly of glume wheat glume bhases with very few cereal grains and wild seeds
being found.

Sample 70 was taken framythe fill (1880) of pit [1879] and it contained 127.83 items per litre.
This was a mixed deposit of/cerealygrains, chaff, and wild seeds. Glume wheat and
indeterminatergrainsywere found,amongstthe cereals, while glume wheat glumes were found
predomipantly amongstythe chaff. The wild seeds present were stinking chamomile,
goosefoots, cleavers (Gallium aparineil.), ribwort plantain (Plantago lanceolata L.), large and
small grasses, common chickweed (Stellaria media (L.) Vill.) and vetches.

Discussion

The poorly preserved nature observed in the majority of the cereal grains hindered the
identification process and‘the quantities of the cereal grains which could be identified may be
overrepresented, although the predominance of spelt wheat is not unusual in the region for any
of the periods discussed (see Monckton 2006: 274).

None of the barley rachis internodes found in the assemblage were preserved well enough to
differentiate them between the 6-row or 2-row varieties based on the current available
identification criteria (e.g., Charles et al. 2010).

It is possible to argue that bulk crop processing had not occurred at the site until the 3rd century
AD, and this continued into the following century (where crops would have been parched in
corn dryers prior to storage or de-husking, see Monckton 2006: 275). The lack of more precise
dating in some of the sample phase limits how accurately these changes can be measured, and
it is also impractical to discuss the changes in consumption and husbandry strategies through
different periods. Sixty out of the total seventy-three contained CPR in varying densities.
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Thirteen samples contained high densities (greater than 10 items per litre), five samples
contained moderate densities (between 5 and 10 items per litre) and the remaining forty-two
samples contained low densities (fewer than 5 items per litre).

Overall, cereal grains were found predominately across the assemblage; the vast majority of
which were too poorly preserved to be identified to species. Oats were found occasionally but
these could not be differentiated between the wild (Avena fatua L.) or cultivated (Avena sativa
L.) due to the lack of lemma bases present. High densities of glume wheat chaff were found
in some samples. There is little variety in the wild seeds found, with only large grasses
(Poaceae) and stinking chamomile (Anthemis coutla L.) being the only wild seeds being notable
amongst them.

It is worth noting that some of the phases herein are broad and span twie'er more centuries. The
results are discussed below in greater detail by phase, with the#€Xception of samples which
contained little/no CPR or moderate densities with little or no interpretive value. All of the
results are collated in tables however and presented in the appendix‘(see Appendix 2).

Phase 3 — Late Iron Age — Middle 1st Century

Twenty five samples were taken from contexts broadly dated to the Iron ‘Age/Early Roman
periods. Eighteen of these samples contained CPR, all but one,of which were of low densities.
Cereal grains (mostly indeterminate) were found predominantlys, Sample 29 was taken from
the fill (742) of gully [741] and it contained 12.44 items of CPR per litre. This consisted mostly
of glume wheat chaff. One hundred and, sixty-nine glume ‘wheat glume bases and twenty-four
glume wheat spikelets were found. Six speltwheat grains and sixteen spelt wheat glume bases
being identified. Two large grass seeds werefound.to be the only wild weed seeds present.

Phase 4 — 1st-2nd Century
Five samples were takendrom contexts dated to the 1st-2nd century AD Roman period. Four
of these sampled produced CPR, three of which contained low densities.

Sample 30 was taken from, the fill (1043) of ditchy[#53] and it contained 22.91 items of CPR
per litre. There was a mixethdepositiof.cereal grains, chaff, and wild seeds. Oats, barley and
spelt where_foundramongst the grains as'well as barley rachis and spelt glumes amongst the
chaff. Two durum wheat (Triticum turgidum L.) rachis internodes were found but these are
likely present as an invasive species. YA high quantity of grass seeds was also found.

Phase 5 —2nd-3rd Century

Thirty samples were taken from contexts dated to the 2nd-3rd century AD Roman periods.
Twenty seven of the samples produced CPR; with high densities being found in six samples
(Samples 46, 49, 50, 52, 63 and 78) and moderate densities being found in five samples (see
Appendix 2). Only the high-density samples are discussed here.

Sample 46 was taken from the fill (1231) of ditch [1229] and it contained the highest density
sample in this phase at 390.13 items of CPR per litre. This consisted of almost three thousand
pieces of glume wheat chaff with only one hundred and forty-five glume bases being
identifiable as spelt wheat. Indeterminate cereal grains and spelt wheat grains were found in
lesser quantities. Wild seeds included twenty-eight stinking chamomile and a few large and
small grass seeds.

Sample 49 was taken from the fill (1233) of ditch [1232] and it contained 40.11 items per litre.
This consisted mostly of almost seven hundred glume wheat glumes with spelt wheat being
identifiable in only nineteen of them. Nine indeterminate and eight spelt wheat cereal grains
were also found, as were four stinking chamomile seeds.
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Sample 50 was taken from the fill (1287) of ditch [1286] and it contained 343.86 items per
litre. While this was a mixed deposit of cereal grains, chaff and wild seeds, glume wheat
glumes were found in abundance, followed by indeterminate cereal grains. Twenty-nine spelt
wheat cereal grains were identified, as where a few stinking chamomile, goosefoots
(Chenopodium sp.), vetches (Vicia sp.), one dock and large grass seeds.

A high density of CPR was found in Sample 52 (13.59 items per litre) and a moderate density
was found in sample 53 (6.80 items per litre). These samples were taken from the fills (1448)
and (1446) of pit [1445] respectively. Sample 52 consisted mostly of indeterminate cereal
grains and glume wheat (with some being identifiable as spelt wheat). Only six barley grains
were identified and there was little chaff present. Five hazelnut shells (Corylus avellana L.)
were identified as were some large and small grass seeds. Sample, 53 consisted of seven
hazelnut shell fragments with large and small grasses being found.£Veryfew other wild seeds,
cereal grains or pieces of chaff were found.

Sample 78 was taken from the fill (2068) of ditch recut [2067] and"it contained 72.5 items of
CPR per litre which consisted mostly of glume wheat glume, bases andiindeterminate cereal
grains. Few wild seeds were found, but four stinking€hamoemile, one scentless mayweed and
three docks (Rumex sp.) were identified as were a féw small and large grass seeds.

Sample 63 was taken from the fill (1714) of ditch [1712] and it.contained 18.38 items of CPR
per litre. This mostly consisted of glume wheat glumebases.” Three glume wheat grains, four
indeterminate cereal grains, one large grass seed and onevetch were also found.

Phase 6 — 3rd-4th Century

Six samples were taken from contexts dated to the 3rd-4th century AD Roman periods. All six
samples produced CPR,; five of which (samples 56457, 58;,62 and 70) had high densities with
the remaining sample (Sample,31) containing adow density.

Sample 56 was taken from the fill (1576) of diteh [1575] and it contained 18 items of CPR per
litre. This consistedmostly of glume wheat glume bases. Very few cereal grains or wild seeds
were found. One barley‘grain, one.stinking chamomile seed and one scentless mayweed seed
(Tripleurospermum inodorumy(L.). Schultz=Bip)*were identified.

Sample 57 was taken from the upper fill (1668) of pit [1665] and it contained 54.86 items of
CPR per litre. Sample'58 was takenfrom the lower fill of the same feature, and it contained
41.63 items, of CPR per [itres These samples contained similar compositions of CPR in that
they consisted,of mixed deposits of Cereal grains, chaff, and wild seeds. Glume wheat grains,
indeterminate grains, glume wheat glume bases, a few barley rachis internodes and some
stinking chamomile,seeds were found in each sample. The only notable difference was the
presence of a few oatsiandbarley grains in Sample 58.

Sample 62 was taken from the fill (1600) of ditch [1599] and it contained 24.88 items per litre.
This consisted mostly of glume wheat glume bases with very few cereal grains and wild seeds
being found.

Sample 70 was taken from the fill (1880) of pit [1879] and it contained 127.83 items per litre.
This was a mixed deposit of cereal grains, chaff, and wild seeds. Glume wheat and
indeterminate grains were found amongst the cereals, while glume wheat glumes were found
predominantly amongst the chaff. The wild seeds present were stinking chamomile,
goosefoots, cleavers (Gallium aparine L.), ribwort plantain (Plantago lanceolata L..), large and
small grasses, common chickweed (Stellaria media (L.) Vill.) and vetches.
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Discussion

The poorly preserved nature observed in the majority of the cereal grains hindered the
identification process and the quantities of the cereal grains which could be identified may be
overrepresented, although the predominance of spelt wheat is not unusual in the region for any
of the periods discussed (see Monckton 2006: 274).

None of the barley rachis internodes found in the assemblage were preserved well enough to
differentiate them between the 6-row or 2-row varieties based on the current available
identification criteria (e.g., Charles et al 2010).

It is possible to argue that bulk crop processing had not occurred at the site until the 3rd century
AD, and this continued into the following century (where crops would have been parched in
corn dryers prior to storage or de-husking, see Monckton 2006: 275): The lack of more precise
dating in some of the sample phase limits how accurately these ghanges can be measured, and
it is also impractical to discuss the changes in consumption and husbandry strategies through
different periods. The interpretations are further limited by the small,sample sizes for each
phase. Based on the presence of large and small wild seeds inthe samples;minimal effort was
made to clean the crops of prior to being processed.

The wild seeds in the assemblage are types found.€ommonly ingrasslands and cultivated fields.
Stinking chamomile is a notable plant because can‘tolerate heavy soils which would require
mould board ploughing (Monckton 2006: 281). Its'seeds are commonly found amongst
archaeobotanical assemblages in the East Midlands. According to Mabberley (2008: 51) it can
cause blisters to the skin if harvested by hand which may suggest that the harvesting of crops
was instead carried out using a sickle or scythe;thereby allowing fera more efficient harvest.
The abundance of wild grass seeds, which'are perennials, may suggest the fields were left for
periods of fallow and had minimal weeding ‘undertaken-other.than ploughing.

Conclusion

Seventy-three samples were collected from Burnmill Road and processed. Sixty of these
samples contained CPR;with the vast majority containing low densities. Broadly speaking,
high and moderate density samples ‘werefound.to be more common in the later phases of the
site. Glumewheat (prebably only.spelt wheat) was likely the predominate crop consumed and
processed at the site 1n all phases discussed; with barley and oats being found only on rare
occasions:

The low-density samples likely represent burnt food spillage which had accumulated as floor
sweepings which,had become deposited in the features by accident. The low densities of CPR
in the Iron Age/Early Roman features means that it is not possible to learn anything about diet
or crop husbandry strategies at the site for that period. The high-density samples present in the
later phases likely represent crop processing waste which was re-used as fuel for hearths and
ovens and was later deposited in the features along with other domestic waste materials.
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General Discussion

Archaeological Background and Landscape Context

Excavations at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, produced evidence for activity ranging
from the Middle Iron Age through to the Late Roman period, in addition to offering hints of
Mesolithic activity as evidenced from residual finds. Previous archaeological fieldwork in the
surrounding area indicate that the site lies within a landscape rich in both Iron Age and
Roman activity. In the latter period the site would have been within the southern part of the
territory of the Corieltavi, which extended from North Northamptonshire through
Leicestershire and into Lincolnshire, Nottinghamshire and as far south as South Yorkshire.

An open-air shrine with votive depositions of coin hoards and evidenee for feasting activity is
known from Hallaton, around 9km to the north-east of Leicester Lane (Scere 2011) and further
Iron Age activity and a Roman marching camp were also identified at Weston by Welland,
around 5km north-east of the site (Browning 2012 and<{Harvey»2011). Excavations by
Northamptonshire Archaeology c.2.5km to the south-east at‘Glebe Farmyrecorded a droveway
with associated enclosures of 1st-4thcentury date along with' two burialsy(Clarke 2012). A
subsequent evaluation on adjacent land by Archaeglogical Solutions Ltd recerded Late Iron
Age and early Roman enclosures (Walker »2016). Extavations by Narthamptonshire
Archaeology c.1.5km to the west at Airfield Farm and Manor:Earm (Clarke 2010), showed
comparably dated prehistoric and Roman activity consisting of ring gullies, enclosures, pits
and gullies.

These sites, along with excavations at Lubenham Hill, which identified roundhouses, a
trackway and multi phased enclosures (Cennor 2018) also occupy a band of higher ground,
similar to that observed at Burnmill Road."\ Excavations,at Waterfield Place c. 400m east of
Burnmill Road identified Iron Age and Early Roman occupation consisting of enclosures,
structures and a singleginhumation burial. “Trenches associated with the Anglian Water
pipeline, some 200m0 the north identified Early Roman activity including enclosure ditches
and pits (Mason and Lord 2018). Excavations north-of Leicester Lane, ¢.450m north-east of
Burnmill Road identified'amiron/Age,pit alignment and further Early Roman activity (Clapton
2019).

Evidencefof further prehistoric ‘and,Roman occupation in the vicinity of Burnmill Road has
been identified immediately:downslopeto the north-east, with fieldwalking and metal detecting
on a site'south of Great Bowden Hall locating Roman pottery, metal work, flue tiles and coins
(MLE1999). A substantial prehistoric/Roman settlement site has been identified through
geophysical survey, around 600m south-west of the site (MLE21329) (Fisher 2014).

A number of spotfinds have been recovered from the vicinity of the site including Roman
pottery to the south-east (MLE19893), while a number of Roman finds have also been
recovered in Great Bgwden village (MLE21594, MLE21612, MLE21607) to the north-east.
A silver denarius was found close to St. Luke’s Hospital (MLE7883) south-west of the site.

Location and Environment

An important aspect of the site to settlers was clearly its high, prominent position at the western
end of a flat-topped ridgeway lying at c.125m aOD. The ridge is broadest and highest at its
western side, at ¢.130m aOD, and is around 1.5km in length. At its eastern side it is narrower
and at a slightly lower altitude at c. 105m aOD. Waterfield Place occupies the same ridgeway,
some 400m to the east at ¢.116m aOD. The Burnmill Road site would have commanded views
of the surrounding landscape in all directions, with considerable sloping topography
immediately north and north-east of the site (Figure 190, Figure 191). The southern limits
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of the site occupied a gentle southerly slope, perhaps providing some shelter from cold north-
easterly winds, whereas the north-east portion of the site was largely flat.

The general geology of the site showed slight variation, with the West Field consisting of dense
clays and occasional larger pockets of more free-draining ironstone shingle, whereas the East
Field consists almost entirely of dense clays which would have hampered surface
drainage. The majority of the ditches excavated on site would have channelled water away to
the south. The River Welland, the nearest known watercourse, runs at its closest c. 1.5km to
the east of the settlement. Consequently water on site was most likely obtained from natural
springs or purpose-dug features such as the waterhole identified in the south of the West
Field. Two present-day ponds located on the eastern and southern boundaries of the site
indicate that parts of the site may have been historically waterlogged:

Some indications of the environment around the site during thedron Age and Roman period
can be gleaned through the study of environmental evidenced(Santer, this volume). Results
from the excavation mirrored those of the evaluation, indicating Iron Age processing of cereal
grain, with bulk processing not occurring until the, Roman period. The presence of
wildflower seed including docks, stinking chamomile, vetches and grass, seeds indicated
minimal efforts were made to clean crops prior tofprocessing. The abundance, of wild grass
seeds found within the assemblage are types eommeonly found in grasslandstand cultivated
fields, with stinking chamomile associated with heavy:seils. AFheevidence of wild grass seeds,
which are perennial, may have suggested fields were leftfor periods of fallow and were subject
to minimal weeding other than ploughing.

The landscape on the Ridgeway and its environs,as indicated by environmental evidence from
other excavations in the vicinity appears to follow asimilar patternto that evident at Burnmill
Road. Evidence from the charred plant remains at \Waterfield Place along the Ridgeway to the
east revealed agricultural weeds such as cleaves@nd vetches as well as grassland species such
as buttercup. To the north and downslope at\Leicester Lane, wild seeds such as vetches,
stinking chamomile and\grass seeds were also recovered, indicating weeds associated with crop
cultivation and grasslands., Similar wild seeds were also recovered at Airfield Farm to the
west.
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Figure 191: Topographic plan showing Iron A&nd Roman sites (based on Leicestershire HER data) (Fig: M. Beamish from Browning 2020)
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Settlement Chronology and Phasing

A general morphology of the site from the late Iron Age through into the Roman period can be
gleaned from the spatial distribution of features, stratigraphic sequence and pottery assemblage,
although this is by no means a fixed or sweeping rule. The origins of the site as discussed
appear to be on the peripheries of the excavated area, at the very west and north-east of the site
where Middle Iron Age activity is recorded. From this point, the settlement activity appears to
have moved gradually from the west to east across the site, with the majority of the Late Iron
Age and Transitional material found in the eastern half of the West Field. In the East
Field, Transitional Iron Age/Roman material was identified in its north-western corner, and
3rd-4th century material occupies its eastern edge and south-eastern corner. The majority of
the East Field is, however, dominated by 2nd and 3rd century features.

Phasing of the Late lron Age and Early Roman activity. has proved somewhat
problematic. This was partly due to the shallow nature of features excavated, notably in
the East Field, combined with their homogenous fills yiglding little i the way of convincing
stratigraphic relationships. In addition, the broad date range associatedywith many of the
ceramic materials recovered from earthfast features presented difficulties in terms of
identifying sub phases within the stratigraphic sequence and without any degree of certainty.

Despite these caveats, however, several distinct phasesof activity can be identified from the
stratigraphic and pottery record; namely, Middle to Late'lron Age (Phase 2), Late Iron Age to
mid-1st century (Phase 3), 1st to 2nd century (Phase 4), 2nd to 3rd century (Phase 5) and 3rd
to 4th century (Phase 6). Whilst some enclosures and features groups can safely be attributed
to a single phase, many appear to span two or moreprincipal phases of activity. Those features
that produced no stratigraphic or dating evidence were.assigned a phase through physical
location and feature traits.

Phase 1 Pre-Iron Age

A scatter of 57 workedflints including tools, coressand flakes dating to the Mesolithic period
were recovered from excavated featuressacross both the East and West Fields. These appeared
to be residualwithimylater Iron Age and Roman features, hinting at some degree of occupation
on or in the vicinity of the,site during the Mesolithic period. A Mesolithic bladelet and serrated
flake were also recovered residually fronr excavated features at Waterfield Place 930m east of
the site (Browning 2015), whilst lithics of Mesolithic date were also recovered from Roman
features at'Leicester Lane, 650m north of Burnmill Road (Clapton 2019).

Additionally, the HER highlights several prehistoric flint find spots to the north and south of
the excavation area. »This stiggests that, whilst no earth-fast features of this date were recorded,
Mesolithic activity, as highlighted through the presence of residual flint deposits, was present
at Burnmill Road. As previously suggested by Browning, it appears that despite sporadic
Mesolithic, Neolithic and Bronze Age activity on the Ridgeway, persistent occupation did not
begin until the Middle Iron Age at the earliest when it appears that multiple settlements were
established (Browning 2020).

The sole possible exception to this apparent lack of pre-lron Age activity comprised the
crouched burial in the West Field — possibly dating to the Bronze Age.
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Phase 2 Middle to Late Iron Age

The ceramic assemblage from Burnmill Road presented problems in terms of offering accurate
dating of features. The inherent issues associated with dating evidence for the first millennium
BC are widespread, involving a loose ceramic typology and inaccuracies in the calibration
curve  for  radiocarbon  results, and have already been  summarised
adequately elsewhere (e.g. Willis 2006). The somewhat undiagnostic pottery of the Mid-Late
Iron Age means that resolution is poor in terms of dating evidence between 450-100 BC. For
the Mid-Late Iron Age period, Scored Ware appears to have been introduced from c.400 BC,
but only becoming commonplace from the mid-3rd century BC onwards.

Limited ceramic evidence suggests that the site had its origins in the Middle Iron Age,
consisting of predominantly arable or pastoral agricultural land located, on the peripheries of
settlement. The earliest concrete evidence of on-site activity was the north-south boundary
ditch, the westernmost feature on site, which ran beyond the excavation to the north and south,
indicating the likelihood of further off-site activity. Despité ho convincing evidence in terms
of material culture, it is not unlikely that both principal boundary ditchesywere also originally
cut during this period and subsequently recut to greater degrees as the ‘settlement expanded
during the later Iron Age and Roman periods.

By comparison, Iron Age fabrics made up over 80% of the pottery assemblage at Waterfield
Place, where the height of occupation appears to havesbeen in‘the Middle-Late Iron Age,
suggesting that any significant settlement at Burnmill Road began at a later date. The earliest
occupation at Waterfield Place appeared to,consist of unenclased dwellings later succeeded by
roundhouses within curvilinear enclosures.“Atikeicester Lane, t0 the.north, a north-south Iron
Age pit alignment was recorded, but there was no-evidence of associated settlement, suggesting
that this, too, was situated away from the foci of aetivity during this period. Middle Iron Age
features were also recordedaatzAirfield Farm and’Manor Farm to the west.

Phase 3 Late Iron Age-Middle 1st century (Transitional)

In the Late Iron Age the firstiof‘twao prineipal boundary ditches were established, namely the
south-east tomnorth-west ditchiinithe West Field.

The principal focus of activity during this period appears to have been located in the central
areas0f the West Field. Here a ditch 'was constructed, spurred off the earlier north-south
boundary-diteh and continuing east/forming a semi-circular shape, its east end truncated by
later activity. The feature had been the subject of multiple recuts, suggesting intense re-
working of the“ditch over arelatively short time period, and served to enclose a series of
contemporary features, to the north (see below), with another east-west ditch further enclosing
this activity at its northern extents. A well or waterhole was constructed south of the semi-
circular ditch, marking the only substantial feature beyond its southern limits. This likely
provided a water source for livestock and, potentially, for the activity to the north.

To the east, a series of irregular livestock enclosures were set out with a small number of
attendant pits and post holes. The majority of these appeared stratigraphically later than
features to the west though material recovered appeared similarly Transitional in
date. This would suggest that, as with the enclosures to the east, these were intensely reworked
over a relatively short time period. Many of the ditch cuts were reasonably wide and deep,
suggesting banks would have been prominent. The deep nature of the ditches would have
allowed the funnelling of water into the adjacent boundary ditch to the east and the
southernmost enclosure ditch, which also ran into the adjacent boundary ditch. Minimal
pottery sherds were recovered, suggesting a livestock management function to the enclosures.
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Features within Semi-Circular Ditch

A scatter of pits, post holes and short lengths of gullies were located within the arc of the semi-
circular enclosure ditch, whilst also being partly enclosed by an east-west boundary ditch to
the north. The foci of the pits appeared to lie to the west, close to the entrance of the enclosure.
This was defined by a series of four comparable ‘sausage gullies’, three of which had post holes
to the terminals ends, possibly indicating support for a superstructure. All gullies were aligned
south-east to north-west.

Structures

Two circular structures representing probable roundhouses of late Iron Age date were observed
during the excavation, both heavily truncated by 1st-2nd century Roman enclosure ditches.

In the east of the West Field, a probable roundhouse was identified by the presence of a sub-
circular drip gully; a contemporary sinuous gully likely funnelled water away to the south to
join the main boundary ditch. In common with the majority of examples from Leicestershire,
these gullies tend to comprise the main evidence for the reundhouses, presumably because they
were originally deeply cut and have survived subsequenttruncation. No internal structural post
holes or hearth features were identified, further indicating there had been significant truncation
of the original ground level. No visible entranee was located, although truncation from later
ditches may have removed any evidence of this. Theroundheuse.appeared largely unenclosed
during this period, with boundary ditches located to the'north, south-east and south-west. It is
reasonable to suggest that further comparable structures may have been present but have been
lost to truncation.

A second circular structure was recorded in the'eastern area of the East Field, as identified by
the presence of a circular drip gully, most'likely indicating the‘presence of a slightly larger
roundhouse. It measured c.l3m internally and¢had a “V” shaped profile but was heavily
truncated in places meaning that'the gully was discontinuous in nature. Similarly, a lack of
internal post holes orshearth features indicated a'significant degree of truncation. The structure
had an eastern entrance, signified by the presenceyof a single terminal. The roundhouse was
located in an area densely-occupied byslater linear and curvilinear gullies likely linked to the
outer enclosure diteh.

The preférence of entrances facing east is common among roundhouses in the East Midlands,
with_further examples at“Manor Farmyand Beaumont Leys (Thomas 2011, 153), Waterfield
Place, and Leicester Lane, Enderby (Jarvis 2020). The average internal diameter of the two
structures at:Burnmill road measured ¢.10.99m, which tallies with a diameter of 10m noted by
Speed (Speed 2010, 45) In his study of Iron Age settlements in Leicestershire and
Northamptonshire.

Comparable roundhouses were also evident at Waterfield Place to the east. Here, around 15
structures were recorded on the peripheries of the excavation, suggesting the core of the
settlement lay outside the limits of the site. Many of these structures were heavily
truncated, but where drip gullies survived the average diameter of structures could be estimated
at 10m,  comparable to  those  at Burnmill Road, suggesting  continuity  of
structural design. Entrances here, where identified, were also sited predominantly to the
east. Ceramic dating places all the roundhouses at Waterfield Place within the Middle to Late
Iron Age, although stratigraphy suggests that not all were contemporary, which would
imply that the roundhouses at Burnmill Road were most likely occupied at the same time as
the later structures at Waterfield Place. At Airfield Farm to the west, further roundhouses of
Iron Age date were also recorded.
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Phase 4 (1st-2nd centuries)

The 1st century witnessed the earliest activity in the East Field, namely the setting out of
the north-east to south-west boundary ditch located in the north-west corner of the East
Field. The ditch ran broadly parallel to the western edge of the excavation area on a broadly
north-east to south-west alignment and was observed for c.66m before swinging west into
the West Field. The ditch likely demarcated the boundary between a zone of occupation
extending west beyond the limit of excavation, as characterised by a series of gullies and
ditches, and an open area largely devoid of features to the east, possibly in order to facilitate
stock management between the Ridgeway and low-lying grazing. Fragmentary traces of a
crude gravel metalled surface to the south of the ditch and observed extending into the West
Field likely represented a metalled trackway running east-west along.the contour line.

A series of small intercutting gullies and ditches were also cutdn the north-west corner of
the East Field offer a tantalising glimpse of further activity todhewest and north beyond the
excavation limits. A pair of ad-hoc linear pit groups werg‘constructed, east of the western
boundary ditch in the East Field on the same north-east to “south-west alignment,
suggesting that the boundary was still active during this period. The pits eontained minimal
finds suggesting that they lay some distance from¢any settlement activity. The alignments
were most likely constructed for livestock management, potentially as drovesways or as
putative livestock enclosures pens.

Phase 5 Early/Mid Roman (2nd-3rd centuries)

Ditches and Boundaries

Whereas the Iron Age and transitional Iron Age/Reman periodsat Burnmill Road were centred
on the West Field, the Early and Middle Roman periods witnessed a distinct physical shift
eastwards of activity into the East, Field, commencing with the cutting of a substantial
boundary ditch. Theé'diteh is likely to represent @ ‘clothesline” boundary feature demarcating
the boundary between activity and/or occupation, as defined by a series of less substantial
parallel ditches_running eastat right angles.to the principal ditch, and a largely blank,
unoccupieddpen areaito the eastof the ditch:.

The ditch ran south-west to,north-east.diagonally across the East Field excavation area, traced
for ¢Z145m, before turning nerth and running into the main site section. Individual ditches
measured 0.54m-4.19m in width and 0.25m-1.40m in depth. A series of excavated sections
across the feature revealed a broadly ‘U’ shaped profile with shallow sides and a concave base.

For much of its length the feature appeared to have been the subject of a single recut, but the
feature progressively became more substantial as it ran south and was joined by ancillary
connecting ditches. Midway along the ditch length, the feature became more substantial,
widening to over 4m and comprising two or three recuts, and was joined by other ditches
branching off it to the south-east. This was particularly noticeable at the point that the ditch
ran into the pipeline easement, by which juncture the various cuts totalled around 5m or more
in width. The low volume of pottery recovered from the feature and general absence of pitting
from the locality suggests an absence of domestic activity in the vicinity.

The lack of features in the open area to the north of the ditch and south of the Late Iron
Age/Early Roman ditch described above was striking and suggests a deliberate attempt on the
part of the local population to keep this space open, possibly to facilitate the free passage of
livestock between the Ridgeway summit and the lower ground to the south-west.
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Several less substantial parallel ditches with open profiles, gradually sloping sides and concave
bases ran south-east at right angles from the principal ditch; a number had been subject to a
single recut. Two inhumation burials had been set in the upper fills of the most northerly of
the ditches (see below). Certain of the ditches appear to have defined small enclosures or pens,
as with the oval shaped example located east of the pipeline easement and measuring ¢.14m
square. Several short lengths of subsidiary gullies within the interior appeared to be attempts
at subdivision of the internal area, and a small number of attendant post holes hint at further
active use of the enclosure.

The greatest density of features in the East Field was in the locality of the possible
roundhouse adjacent to the pipeline easement, described above. A likely initial layout of
smaller ditches running south-east at right angles from the principaleenclosure ditch appears
subsequently to have been overlaid or superseded by several parallel smaller linears to form a
roughly square enclosed area measuring around 25m square. Many of the ditches and gullies
were short and discontinuous making interpretation difficultgbut itis likely that they represent
attempts at forming smaller pens or closes within the larger enclosure.»The area appeared to
have been in use for a considerable period, with thesedfeatures and a smattering of truncated
oval pits producing dates from the 1st century ompwards, culminating i the Late Roman
pond feature (see below). The area was also occupied by several randomly placedpits which
produced evidence for cereal crop processing.

The area west of the pipeline was markedly different in‘character to the eastern zone, showing
clear indications of planning, with a,reasonably coherent,series of gullies and smaller
scale ditches defining a network of smallersenclosures. This substantial area comprised the
southern two thirds of the East Field west of the pipeline easement and consisted of a zone of
smaller ditches forming probable stock pens or similamas defined by the principal east-west
enclosure or ‘clothesline’ ditch and subsidiary, linears adjacent'to the haul road on the southern
limit of excavation. Thed@rea alse featured a total of six inhumation burials, discussed below,
and placed in the ditches whilst these were still 9pen features. The area appeared to have been
defined to the west’by asingle ditch running south-east to the dump feature on the southern
limit of excavation. Withinithis arepfurther parallel linears subdivided the space, with further
partitioning previde by gulliesiand at least twoSemi-circular sub-enclosures. Unlike the area
east of thespipeline, where the ditehes appear locked into and integral with the main east-west
outer ditch, the ditches here,appearedito postdate the major linear, with indications of its having
been/overlaid on a slightly different alignment.

A general absence of any “domestic’ features such as pits or post holes and a lack of finds
evidence hint'at & livestock management function for this area.

Phase 6 Middle/Late Roman (3rd-4th centuries)

The final phase of activity was confined to the East Field, where a small area of likely domestic
activity identified in the south-east area of the excavation comprising intercutting ditches and
gullies defining small enclosures. Domestic refuse included animal bone and a higher
concentration of Roman pottery than was encountered elsewhere on the excavation, suggesting
that this represented the western edge of an area of domestic activity extending east beyond the
limit of excavation and signalling a further eastward shift of settlement.

Further evidence for domestic refuse disposal was forthcoming from the substantial dump of
rubble and small cluster of pits located on the southern edge of excavation and which produced
animal bone, pottery, vessel glass and roof tile. A possible loom weight, bone objects
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associated with weaving and iron smelting slag suggested the undertaking of craft and
industrial activities on or close to the site.

Phase 7 Post Roman

No Anglo Saxon material was recovered from the excavation. Two post holes containing
Anglo Saxon pottery were recorded at Waterfield Place, three pits containing Saxon pottery
were excavated south-east at Glebe Road, whilst further pottery was recovered to the eastat 12
The Ridgeway (MLE16561). It appears that the majority of Anglo Saxon activity was focused
on lower ground in Great and Little Bowden.

There is also an absence of any medieval occupation activity on theisite. The evidence for
ridge and furrow activity indicates the site having been largely under plough during the
medieval period (Figure 192, Figure 193). Ridge and furrow was identified running east-west
across the entire site during excavation, although it appeared less, intrusive in the West
Field. The landscape map (HER) also shows the presence, of east-west ridge and furrow
earthworks suggesting continuity of cultivation in“thissdirection. It also indicates the
surrounding landscape was abundant in ridge and furrow cultivation, indicative,of agricultural
hinterland on the peripheries of the medigval \cores of, Great Bowden and Market
Harborough. Ceramic land drains were also recorded‘in'eonjunction with furrows running east-
west, mainly confined to the West Field, with additional land drains also running
approximately north-south and most ylikely post-medievalyin date. No ridge and furrow
earthworks survived on site prior to excavatien, likely due to removal through modern farming
practices.

A post-medieval windmill site is speculated, lying immediately north of the East Field its
location (MLE1949) shown.en Prior’s map of 1775. The name ‘Burnmill Road’ may refer to
the fate of the windmilli" No associated evidence for thewindmill was recorded during the
excavation.
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Figure 193: Plan of recorded furrows (black) and ceramic land drains (red)

Human Burials

A total of ten human inhumation burials were recorded at Burnmill Road, recovered from
partially silted ditches or, to a lesser extent, dedicated grave pits, with the great majority
located in the East Field. A combination of adults, children and perinates were recorded
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showing varying degrees of preservation. Disarticulated human bone was also recovered from
a further six contexts, indicating the further presence of human burials, likely lost due to
subsequent truncation and disturbance.

Two burials, an adult and perinate were recorded in the West Field along with disarticulate
perinate bone fragments from two further contexts. Eight burials were recorded in the East
Field consisting of six adults and two juveniles. Disarticulated human bone was also recovered
from four further contexts. Where sex was identifiable, five males and one female were
present. Five burials were placed within pits/graves, whilst five were interred
within partially silted ditches and gullies. The burials were interred in a variety of positions,
with three supine, one on left hand side extended, two on right hand side flexed and tightly
crouched, with a single prone burial in an unusual position, with theslegs flexed tightly back
with feet on the hips. Three had been disturbed post mortem. Thedburials were largely spread
across the eastern half of the site, with little patterning in their positioning. Three burials,
consisting of two adults and a young juvenile, were buried in oblongypits/graves in proximity
centrally within the East Field, on a rough north-east to south-west orientation. The location
of these burials suggests that this area of the site had.some significance. xTwo of the burials
showed evidence of truncation, suggesting that further burials may also once have been present
in this area.

Two burials (SK01 and SK10), were located in the Westield, one of which produced a
Transitional C14 date and were both likely of Late Iron /Age or middle 1st century date, buried
in pits located close to Late Iron Age and Early Roman ditches. At Waterfield Place a Late
Iron Age burial was recorded in the top'of aditch terminal. ‘Tron, Age inhumations within the
East Midlands are still comparatively rare.and-lron,Age attitudes to the treatment of their dead
are still poorly understood with few burials visible in the archaeological record. Despite this,
two Late Iron Age inhumations were recorded at'Pineham Zone H. Both were adult males,
and, in common with SKO1, were both interred in tightly crouched positions (Simmonds
2019).

The remaining eight inhumation burials all appearedto be 2nd or 3rd century in date, and were
all located in the East Field: 4Five burials were interred in partially backfilled in 1st-2nd
century ditches andrgullies. “C14 dating provided consistent dates from a tight date range of
AD 116-¢AD 253.

Three"graves contained finds — SKO1 was buried with a ferrous object below the left elbow,
while the'grave of SK04 contained a flint blade by the left knee. Nails and glass — possibly
vessel glass'=were also found with SK09. The presence of nails is suggestive of a coffined
burial, and the other finds hint at the provision of grave goods.

Roman burials associatedwwith rural settlements are not uncommon in the East Midlands, with
several known parallels in the archaeological record. Burials are often found within pits,
graves and ditches in‘a variety of locations. At 2.5km south-east of the site, two adult burials
of Roman date were recorded at Glebe Road. At St John’s/Leicester Lane, six Roman adult
burials were recorded in association with a significant settlement boundary ditch, and five
burials were in graves alongside the ditch with a single burial within the backfill of the ditch
(Harvey 2009). At Pineham North, Roman burials were recovered from graves and from
within backfilled ditches (Harvey and Speed 2018). At Ingarsby Lane, Houghton on the Hill,
a single adult inhumation burial of Roman date was recorded, again in proximity to enclosure
ditches of comparable date (Clapton 2016). The burial of human remains in association with
Roman rural settlement would appear to be a fairly widespread phenomenon, and one which
has the potential to be of more significance than mere convenience of ditches providing a
convenient place for the disposal of human remains. In the case of the Burnmill inhumations,
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mostly disposed of in peripherally located, partially-silted ditches and comparable instances
such as the 1st century burial in a disused ditch at Waterfield Place (Browning 2015:32), it is
possible that these burial spots were selected out of practicality on the peripheries of
settlement.

Domestic Occupation

Later Roman activity appeared largely confined to the south-east corner and eastern and
southern excavation edges of the East Field, and comprised the most substantial evidence from
the excavation for domestic occupation, comprising frequently complex truncated pitting and
enclosure ditches and gullies from which were recovered domestic refuse in the form of pottery
and animal bone along with minimal indirect evidence of metalworking and crop processing
activities. Whilst the volume of material involved was low, thisavashin marked contrast to
other areas of the excavation, where finds and non-linear features were generally sparse and
hence unlikely to be indicative of domestic occupation. Thedistribution of pottery increased
towards the eastern and south-eastern limits of excavation, suggesting that these features
occupied the periphery of a Late Roman settlement foeus, offsite to the east, possibly on the
adjacent site subsequently occupied by a 19th century reservoir. Pottery, recovered from
features in this area dated to between the 1st and 4th centuries, suggesting alengthy, period of
activity, whilst environmental evidence in the form.of,barley and wheat grains suggests cereal
crop cultivation and processing on or in the vicinity of the site. The evident density of activity
is a characteristic shared with Waterfield Place," suggesting focussed and long-
lived occupation (Browning 2020: 34).

Evidence building structures from Burnmill'were,scarce and largely,confined to finds of daub
fragments distributed widely across the Ssite. “Thevsingle very notable exception was the
recovery of the substantial dump of fuel ash slag from the Phase 3.2 Late Iron Age/Early
Roman boundary ditch indhe East Field, where'a wattle and daub structure appeared to have
been disposed of following destruction by fire.

In terms of buildings evidence from the later phases, the recovery of roof and structural tile
from a small number of“Later Roman, contexts located on the peripheries of the East Field
points to the_presence of stone-founded strucfures in the vicinity; there were, however, no
indications'of these buildings having been located on the site. Material included roof tile from
the Phase 6 dump and reofand wall tile from the Phase 5 and 6 ditches in the south-east corner
of the East Field in addition\to two'stone tesserae recovered from one of the Phase 4 south-
western ditches in the East Field. 1t4s possible that small amounts of tile were imported to site
for re-use in hard standings, for example.

In addition, limited evidence for the existence of wattle and daub structures in the vicinity was
presented by the smalhand fragmentary assemblage of fired clay and daub, for which there
often was little clear gvidence on the ground, apart from the large deposit of vitrified clay
reported on elsewhere, which could represent the burning of a structure.

Evidence from this area of the excavation suggests that later Roman occupation continued to
move eastwards, following the same shifting settlement pattern previously seen on the site (east
to west). Later Roman activity on the Ridgeway appears largely absent, with excavations at
Leicester Lane, Waterfield Place and those along the Anglian Water pipeline suggesting that
activity had largely ceased by the end of the 2nd century in favour of a possible shift to lower
ground, as evidenced at Airfield Farm. The presence of 3rd-4th century ceramics
at Burnmill Road is, therefore, largely unique amongst previous archaeological interventions
on this part of the Ridgeway.
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Crop Processing and Production

Evidence for arable crop cultivation or processing was limited, with the great majority of
material dating to the Later Roman period, when charred plant remains recovered from 3rd and
4th century pits point to bulk wheat production. However, the character of deposition of this
material in domestic waste deposits suggests that crop processing was being undertaken off-
site, representing further indication of the site having been dedicated to stock production and
not domestic occupation.

Animal Husbandry

Faunal evidence indicates the dominance of cattle in livestock production on the site from the
Late Iron Age onwards, a pattern which tallies with contemporary sites in the vicinity,
including Lubenham Hill (Kausmally 2018) and Glebe Road (Armitage.2012). The slightly
earlier assemblage from Waterfield Place, dated to the middle to late Iron Age, demonstrated
a more balanced distribution between sheep and cattle (Browning 2015, 108). There were also
indications of continuity of husbandry practices regarding use and slaughter at the site from the
Late Iron Age into the later Roman phases of activity,awith the majority of cattle slaughtered
after having reached adulthood. The increasing prominence of cattle during the Roman period
is demonstrated by the higher proportion of faunalimaterial from the site duringthe Late Roman
period (Phase 6), a trend paralleled at Lubenham Hill (Kausmally 2018, 47).

Nevertheless, the continued presence of sheep in the later'Roman phases in the form of older
specimens in combination with the presence of tools likely:associated with weaving, suggests
a shift away from food production and towards secondary produets such as wool.

The quantity of faunal material and the deminance,of probable stock enclosures across the
entire site contrasts with the paucity of features associatedwith oCcupation, suggesting a long-
lived stock production functien across the Iron Age and Roman periods.

The recovery of severdl animal carcasses from\Phase 6 3rd-4th century contexts across the
south-western and<“southern areas of the East Field demonstrate the dumping of
butchery waste stemming from carcass processing being undertaken on the outskirts of a
settlement likely located tothesouth.

Craft Working and Industrial Processes

Evidence\for craft or industrial activities from the site were scarce. Certain processes
associated with livestock were, however, evidenced in the finds record, with a number
of worked animal bones suggestive of textile working. These objects were recovered from
both fields, with three found iIn the Phase 3.2 and 4 Transitional and Early Roman ditches in
the eastern part of the field.” A single metapodial bone was found in a gully associated with
Phase 5 activity in the north-west corner of the East Field, with the remainder recovered from
the principal 1st-2nd century Phase 5 boundary ditch. A possible pin beater tool made from a
sheep tibia and typically employed in weaving was recovered from a Phase 4 ditch in the East
Field. These finds are likely indicative of a later Roman shift towards wool production.

The excavation also produced limited evidence for iron smithing in Phases 5 and 6 in the east
Field. However, small quantities of material were involved and were recovered from refuse
deposits, with no indications of hearths having been present. Consequently it is possible that
smithing was being undertaken off site.

Water Management

Possible indications of attempts at water management were represented by a shallow cobble-
and silt-filled feature located on the eastern limit of excavation, forming either a shallow natural
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pond or alternatively a deliberate attempt at consolidation of unstable ground. Significantly,
the feature was located where surface water collects due to the site topography and was located
adjacent to a small present-day pond which appears on the first edition Ordnance Survey
map. The recovery of 1st to 4th century pottery from its silt fills suggests that the feature
remained open for a lengthy period, possibly functioning as an unofficial domestic dump.

Conclusions

The archaeological work at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough has confirmed the presence of
archaeological features dating from the Middle Iron Age into the later Roman period
and initially identified via trial trench evaluation of the site. The excavation area was
extensive, covering ¢.5.13 hectares and located on the brow of a prominent flat-topped
ridgeway.

Iron Age

The origins of the site appear to lie in the Middle Iron Age,«€onsisting of predominantly arable
or pastoral agricultural land located on the peripheries, ofy settlementilocated beyond the
excavation. The earliest recognisable on-site occupation comprised thecutting of a north-
south boundary ditch at the western end of the"West Field in the Middleslron, Age. In
conjunction with the recovery of Middle Iron4Age eeramics from features at the north-east
limits of the site, excavation evidence pointed to“the existence of a principal focus of
occupation located beyond the limits of excavation to the north.

The principal focus of on-site activity, during the ‘later prehistoric period appears
to have been located in the central area of the \West Field. Here a’ ditch was constructed,
spurred off the earlier north-south boundary ditch. lt,continued east, forming a semi-circular
shape, its east end truncated by later activity. It appearedyto _bave been recut multiple times
during its use, suggesting intense re-working of the ditch overa relatively short time period. To
the east, a series of irregular livestock enclosures, were constructed, seemingly stratigraphically
later than featuresto ithe west. Minimal pottery sherds were recovered suggesting the
enclosures were not associated with occupation. Two circular structures representing probable
roundhouses of late Iron Age date weréobservedduring the excavation, one of each located in
the West and'East Fields and  boeth heavily“truncated by 1st-2ndcentury Roman enclosure
ditches.

Roman

The 1st century witnessed adistinct shift of focus eastwards, with the setting out of the north-
east to south-west boundary ditch located in the north-west corner of the East Field. The ditch
ran broadly parallelto the western edge of the excavation area on a broadly north-east to south-
west alignment befaresswinging west into the West Field. The ditch likely demarcated the
boundary between a zone of occupation extending west beyond the limit of excavation, as
characterised by a series of gullies and ditches, and an open area largely devoid of features to
the east, possibly in order to facilitate stock management between the Ridgeway and low-lying
grazing. Fragmentary traces of a crude gravel metalled surface to the south of the ditch and
observed extending into the West Field likely represented a metalled trackway running east-
west along the contour line.

A further move eastwards witnessed the setting out of the substantial ‘clothesline’ boundary
feature demarcating the boundary between activity and/or occupation, as defined by a series of
less substantial parallel ditches running east at right angles to the principal ditch, and a largely
blank, unoccupied open area to the east of the ditch. The absence of features in the open area
to the north of the ditch and south of the Late Iron Age/Early Roman ditch described above

ULAS Report: 2021-146 223 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017

was striking and suggests a deliberate attempt on the part of the local population to keep this
space open, possibly to facilitate the free passage of livestock between the Ridgeway summit
and pastureland on lower ground to the south-west and north-east.

Substantial organisational adaptations such as this appear to be a characteristic of major
changes occurring in the Midlands region during the early 2nd century, including adaptations
of settlement morphology, landscape infrastructure and farming practice (Smith et al. 2016:
206). The farmstead at Stretton Road, Great Glen, represents a parallel example of a farmstead
undergoing considerable reorganisation during the same period, including a shift to smaller
fields and a ladder system of smaller enclosures and zoned activities (Luke et al. 2015: 7).

The greatest density of features in the East Field was in the locality of the possible
roundhouse. A likely initial layout of smaller ditches running south-east at right angles from
the principal enclosure ditch appears subsequently to have been overlaid or superseded by
several parallel smaller linears likely represent attempts at forming smaller pens or closes
within the larger enclosure.

The area west of the pipeline was markedly different inicharacter to the'eastern zone, showing
clear indications of planning, with a reasonably coherent series of gullies and smaller scale
ditches defining a network of smaller enclosures.£An absence of any ‘domestic*features such
as pits or post holes and a lack of finds evidenCe hintat a livestock management function for
this area. Unlike the area east of the pipeline, where theditches appeared locked into and
integral with the main east-west outer ditch, the ditches hereiikely post-dated the major linear,
with indications of its having been overlaid on a slightly different alignment.

Later Roman activity was almost entirely= confined to the southern and south-eastern
peripheries of the East Field, which provided the firstiand only substantial evidence from the
excavation for domestic occupation; comprisingfrequently dense and
complex truncated pitting©and enclosure ditches and gullies from which were recovered
domestic refuse in the form of pottery and animal bone. Whilst the volume of material
involved was low, thiswas in marked contrast to other areas of the excavation, where finds and
non-linear features were generally,sparse and hence unlikely to be indicative of domestic
occupation. The_ distribution” of “pottery;mincluding low volumes of domestic fine
wares, increéased ‘towards the eastern edge of excavation, suggesting that these features
occupied the periphery.ofia Late"Roman settlement focus located offsite to the east, possibly
on theadjacent site subsequently oceupied by the 19th century reservoir. Scattered evidence
of wheat crop processing and iron smelting waste offer hints of industrial and agricultural
practice. Evidence from the eastern zone suggests a later Roman eastward shift or drift
of occupation, follewing the same shifting directional settlement pattern previously observed
in the East Field.

Settlement Shift/Drift

There were clear indications at Burnmill Road of continuity of activity and/or occupation from
the Late Iron Age into the Early Roman period, entailing a distinct physical locational shift -
albeit one of a short distance - and refocusing of occupation eastwards along the Ridgeway, as
identified by an external ditch observed in the north-east corner of the West Field and the north-
west corner of the East Field.

A comparable movement away from a Late Iron Age settlement focus is demonstrated at
Airfield Farm, with the establishment of rectangular enclosures within extensive boundary
ditches during the 2nd century (Luke et al. 2020: 2). Similarly, excavations to the southwest
at Lubenham Hill in 2016 demonstrated the abandonment of a short-lived domestic site with
round houses in the 1st and 2nd centuries in favour of a new settlement focus to the east. The
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existing site appears to have been refocused on agricultural activity (Connor 2018: 55). Again,
this scenario of a relocation of domestic occupation in favour of probable stock and arable
farming echoes of the likely 2nd century scenario at Burnmill Road.

In this respect, the site demonstrates a different developmental trajectory to certain other Late
Iron Age and Roman sites along, and in the vicinity of, the Ridgeway. Certain Iron Age sites
demonstrate limited continuity into the Roman period. Excavations by Albion Archaeology at
Manor Farm in 2016-17 revealed an Early Roman reordering of an Iron Age settlement into an
enclosed rectilinear enclosure system prior to its 3rd century abandonment (Luke et al. 2018:
273), whilst occupation at Waterfield Place ceased slightly earlier, in the 2nd century
(Browning 2020: 34). Browning has recently demonstrated a common link between those
settlements with earlier foundations and 2nd century abandonment dates, which locally
include Waterfield Place, Leicester Lane and Clack Hill (Browning2020%38). Burnmill Road
does not appear to number amongst these, with indications of«€ontinued occupation into the
4th century. Lubenham Hill, Glebe Road and Ridgeway als@ appearto have survived into the
Roman period.

The only demonstrable evidence of continuity of occapation in the sameloeation throughout
the Roman period (and possibly into the Anglo Saxon period) in the area comes, from Stretton
Road, Great Glen, where the farmstead wept through a ‘series of major organisational
changes (Luke, Barker & Barker 2015). One of the clearest examples of site relocation is
demonstrated from excavations at Pineham, where" the Transitional period saw the
establishment of a new settlement around 250m distant from its Iron Age predecessor (Harvey
2018 in Harvey & Speed 2018 345)

The second and arguably more significant.development at Burnmill dates to the 1st century
setting out of a clothesline ladder settlement with plannedielements of probable livestock pens
or enclosures. This development constituted anarguably more pronounced physical relocation
of focus eastwards to a(presumably) unoccupied site, and one likely to have not entailed a gap
in terms of on-sitedoccupation, which appears to be demonstrable in other sites close
by. Airfield Farm demanstrated a physical and temporal hiatus between the cessation of Iron
Age occupation in the 1st century and thesetting out of enclosures in the 2nd century, indicative
of the establiShment,of a new, site rather than an occupational shift from an Iron Age
predecessor (Clarke 2010: 19). Waterfield Place witnessed occupation through the transitional
perioddbut subsequently appears to-havesbeen abandoned in the 2nd century (Browning 2020:
34),“as does, Leicester Lane, in the case of the latter possibly in favour of a move to higher
ground (Clapten 2019: 1).

In terms of the'physical form of enclosures, Burnmill Road highlights the distinctive change
from the organic, curvilinear shapes of the Iron Age characteristic of the West Field and shared
with Waterfield Place and Manor Farm., and a move towards to more rectangular forms and
regularity of layout seen in the 1st and 2nd century enclosure system visible in the East
Field. As such this appears to reflect the imposition of new cultural ideas and a loss of Iron
Age tradition (Browning 2020: 39).

Thirdly, the recovery of pottery spanning the 1st to 4th centuries from Burnmill Road is
distinct amongst previous archaeological interventions on this part of the Ridgeway in
presenting evidence of continued occupation into the Later Roman period, albeit in terms of
implied evidence in the form of abandoned refuse deriving from a nearby offsite focus. The
recovery of (albeit small) quantities of industrial and agricultural process waste materials hint
at the conducting of non-domestic activities in the near vicinity of the site. The distribution
of this material suggests a likely third movement eastwards to a new, off-site focus.
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Publications

Since 2004 has reported the results of all archaeological work through the Online Access to the
Index of Archaeological Investigations (OASIS)‘database held by the Archaeelogical Data
Service at the University of York.

A summary of the work will also be submitted for publication in a suitable regional
archaeological journal in due course.

The archive for this project will be deposited with Leicestershire Museums Service, under the
accession no. X.A129.2017.
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Appendix 1 Osteological and Palaeopathological Catalogue

Articulated Bone

Skeleton Number 01
Preservation Grade 3 (moderate), moderate fragmentation
Completeness 80%, skull, mandible, fragments of shoulders, ribs, and the pelvis, C1-L5, arms, legs, hands, feet and
Age 36+, old middle or mature adult
Sex Female
Stature 161.5 + 4.45cm
Non-Metric Traits Third trochanter (R), lateral tibial squatting facet (bilateral), lateral talar extension (bilateral)
Pathology Congenital Conditions

Coxa vara in right femur

Infectious Disease

Periosteal reactions in the form of lamellar bone on distahleft fibula and distal medial tibiae

Degenerative Joint Changes

Degenerative joint changes in C2, T6, T7, L2-L5 and left acetabulum

Schmorl’s nodes in T5, T6, T7, L2-L5
Dental Health 32 tooth positions

32 teeth

23 teeth with calculus

1 tooth with caries

8 teeth with DEH

Moderate periodontitis

Right Dentition Left dentition
Present P P P P P P P P P P P P P P P P
Calculus - Sd - Sl Sl - Sh Sb - - - - - Sl Sm Sh
DEH - - - L L - - - - - L L - - -
Caries Mm | - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Wear 2 3 4 3 3 4 - 5 5) - 3 3 3 4 3 2
Maxilla 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Mandible 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Present NP | P P P P P P P P P P P P P P P
Calculus - Sl M Sl Sl Sd Sib Slb Sib Slb Sa MbS | MIS Ma Ma Md
| b

DEH - - - L L - - - - - - L L - - -
Caries - - - - - - £ - - - - - - - - -
Wear - 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 3 3 4 3 2
Skeleton No 02
Preservation Grade 3 (moderate), severefragmentation
Completeness 65%pfragments of cranium, mandible; min 2 cervical, vertebrae, S1; left and right rib shaft fragments,

fragments ofright clavicle, left scapula, humeri, radii, femora, tibiae, fibulae, feet
Age 8-10 years (older juvenile)
Sex -
Stature -
Non-Metric Traits Third trochanter (R)
Pathology -
Dental Health 1 tooth position

10 deciduous teeth

26 permanent teeth (erupted and unerupted)

6 deciduous teeth with calculus

15 permanent teeth with DEH

Right Dentition Left Dentition
Present - U P 8] U U P P P P U U U P U -
Calculus - - 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
DEH - - - - L L L L L L L L - - - -
Caries - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Wear 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 -
Maxilla 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Mandibl | 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
e
Present - U P U 8] ) P P P - ) ) U P - -
Calculus - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
DEH - - L L L L L - L L - - - -
Caries - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Wear - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 - 1 1 1 1 - -
Deciduous Teeth |
Right Dentition Left Dentition
Present | p [p [P - [ - - [ - [ p [P [P ] | |
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Calculus - - - - - - - - Fd Fd
DEH - - - - - - - - - -
Caries - - - - - - - - - -
Wear 2 2 2 - - - - 2 2 2
Maxilla e d C b a a b C d e
Mandibl e d c b a b c d e
e
Present P P - - - - - P P P
Calculus Fl Fbm | - - - - - Fb - Fa
DEH - - - - - - - - - -
Caries - - - - - - - - - -
Wear 2 2 - - - - - 2 2 2
Skeleton Number 03
Preservation Grade 2 (good), moderate fragmentation
Completeness 95%, the skull, shoulders, arms, legs, hands, feet, ftagments of the pelvis and ribs, C1-C6, T1-S2
Age 36-45, old middle adult
Sex Male
Stature 165.3cm * 4.05cm
Non-Metric Traits Circumflex sulcus (bilateral), acetabular crease (bilateral), peroneal tubercle (R)
Pathology Trauma
Possible joint fracture of lateraldright clavicle. The joint itself is not present and instead the area is
slimmer than usual, remodelled and smoothly irregular. It includes a smooth surface on the inferior side
which is flattened in an area®f9.9mm by 13.2mm, which may be the new articulation with the acromion.
Such fractures are oftenassociated with displacement as a result.of muscle pull.
Joint Disease
Degenerative joint changes at bodies,of €2, C4, C5, T4-T9 and L1-S1, T5 facet and Osteophytes at three
left rib tubercles, left and right acetabulum,
Schmorl’sgnodes at T8-T12, L2
Dental Health 23 tooth positions
1 tooth lost post-montem
20 teeth
17 teeth with calculus
1 tooth with caries
2 teeth with DEH
Moderate periodontaldisease
Right Dentition, Left dentition
Present - - £ P P P P - - P P P P - - -
Calculus - - - Sa Sb Sd Sh - - Sa Sb Fa Fa - - -
DEH - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Caries - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Wear - - - 3 5 4 4 - - 3 3 4 3 - - -
Maxilla 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Mandible 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Present NP | P P P P P P P PM - P P P P P NP
Calculus - Sa - Sld Sa S1 Ml Ml - - - MIm | Sa Sa Sa -
DEH - - - c - L - - - - L - - - - -
Caries = - - La 4 - - - - - - - - - - -
Wear - 6 6 3 3 5 4 4 - - - 3 3 4 4 -
Skeleton Number 04
Preservation Grade 2 (good), slight fragmentation
Completeness 95%, full skeleton with exception of some of the hand and food bones, aspects of the ribs and scapulae
Age 26-35, young middle adult
Sex Male
Stature 168.0 + 3.27cm

Non-Metric Traits

Mastoid foramen extrasutural (R), double anterior condylar canal (L), bridging of supraorbital notch
(R), third trochanter (bilateral), vastus notch (bilateral), vastus fossa (bilateral), peroneal tubercle
(bilateral)

Pathology

Trauma

Clay shoveler’s fracture of the posterior aspect of the spinous process of T1.

Myositis ossificans traumatica t the fibular notch of the left inferior tibia for the interosseus ligament.
Oblique fracture of the first right metacarpal, at the proximal third of the shaft, which is well healed, but
there is thickening of the shaft, particularly on the palmar-dorsal aspects and on the medial side there
is a small, smooth oval-shaped depression, 8mm by 4.5mm in size, which is 1.5mm deep and likely
caused by the fracture.

Bone excavations for costoclavicular ligaments on clavicles and on right humerus for pectoralis major.

Congenital
Coccyx fused to sacrum - transitional vertebra (coccyx broken off taphonomically).
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Cleft neural arch of S1.
Spina bifida occulta of S4 and S5
Coxa vara of both femora, with a reduced angle of the femoral neck.
The right inferior articular facet of C2 and the right superior articular facet of C3 are 2mm larger than
the facets on the eft side.
Infection
Mild pitted lamellar bone on the ectocranial surface of a fragment of frontal bone, 33.9mm by 15.6mm
in size.
Diffuse striated lamellar bone on the medial shafts of both tibiae.
Joint Disease
Degenerative joint changes in the body of L3.
Schmorl’s nodes in T6-L4
Dental Health 25 tooth positions
24 teeth, maxillary left third molar is a peg tooth
23 teeth with calculus
Chipping of both maxillary central incisors and left secondiincisor
Large abscess at right 2nd mandibular molar
Moderate periodontal disease
Right Dentition Léft dentition
Present NP P P - - - P P P P - - - - P P
Calculus HbSl | MbSI | - - - Sa - Sb Sb - - - - Sl -
dm dm
DEH - - - - - - - p - - - 2 - - - -
Caries - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Wear - 2 3 - - - 3 5 5 3 - - - - 2 1
Maxilla 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Mandible 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 b 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Present P P P P | P P P P | P P P P | |
Calculus Sa Sa Ma MbSl | MbF_| MbSI | Ma Ma Ma Ma Sa Sa S Sa Sld Fl
d
DEH - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Caries - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Wear 2 2 4 3 3 2 3 5 5 3 2 2 25 3 2 3
Skeleton Number 05
Preservation Grade 3 (moderate),, moderate fragmentation
Completeness 85%, fragments of the skull, shoulders, C1-C6, T1-S1, arms, legs, hands, feet, pelvis and ribs
Age 36+, 0ld middle or mature adult
Sex Male
Stature -
Non-Metric Traits Bridging of supraorbital notch (L), double anterior calcaneal facet (bilateral), double inferior talar facet
(bilateral) 4
Pathology Trauma
Fracture of an unsided rib shaft fragment, well-healed. Myositis ossificans traumatica at fibular notch of
right tibia for interosseus ligament and at right 4th metacarpal for fourth dorsal interosseous ligament.
Joint Disease
Degenerative joint changes in bodies of C2-C6, T1-T4, T6-Sland rib facets of T1, T3, T7, T11.
Osteoarthritis in both femoral heads and acetabuli.
Schmorl’s nodes in T6, T10.
Dental Health 18 tooth positions
12 teeth
3 teeth lost post-mortem
3 teeth lost ante-mortem
11 teeth with calculus
Moderate periodontal disease
Right Dentition Left dentition
Present - - - - PM P P - - P P P P - - -
Calculus - - - - - MbF - - - MbS SHb Mbd MbS - - -
dm md MmS d
d
DEH - - - - - L - - - L - - - - -
Caries - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Wear - - - - - 7 7 - - 5 5 3 4 - - -
Maxilla 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Mandible 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Present - - P PM P P P - - - PM P P AM AM AM
Calculus - - Sa - Hmb | HIM MISd | - - - Fa MISd | - - -
S1 mSd | m m
DEH - - - - - L - - - - - - - - - -
Caries - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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| Wear - - [- 17z [- e [s [- - [- T- Te [6 [- - -

Skeleton Number 06
Preservation Grade 2 (good), moderate fragmentation
Completeness 70%, fragments of skull, mandible, shoulders, arms, legs, hands, feet, ribs, three vertebrae
Age 36+, old middle or mature adult
Sex Male?
Stature -
Non-Metric Traits Third trochanter (bilateral), double anterior calcaneal facet (bilateral), double inferior talar facet

(bilateral)
Pathology Trauma

Myositis ossificans traumatica at the interosseus crest of the distal right radius

Joint Disease

Osteoarthritis of right proximal ulna and radius
Dental Health 14 tooth positions

10 teeth

3 teeth lost post-mortem

1 tooth lost ante-mortem

10 teeth with calculus

1 large internally and externally draining abscesses atupper left first molar

Moderate periodontitis

Right Dentition Left dentition

Present - P P P P PM - P - - - - P AM P -
Calculus - Sa Sa Sbd Sbd - - - - - - - Fbl - Sb -
DEH - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Caries - - - - - - ‘ - - - - - - - - -
Wear - 3 4 3 5 - - - - - - - 5 - 3 -
Maxilla 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Mandible 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Present - - - P PM PM - - - - - - P P P PM
Calculus - - - Sb - - - - - - - Sa MISb | Sa -
DEH - - - - - - - - - 5 - - - - - -
Caries - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Wear - - - 3 - - - . - = - - 4 4 4 -

Skeleton Number

07

Preservation Grade 4 (poor), severefragmentation
Completeness 30% , Fragments of the left humerus, deft radius, femora, tibiae, fibulae, hands and left pelvis
Age 18+, adult
Sex Undetermined
Stature -
Non-Metric Traits -
Pathology Joint Disease
Osteoarthritis ofleftacetabulum and femoral head.
Dental Health -
SkeléetonNumber 08
Préservation Grade 2 (good), moderate fragmentation
Completeness 45%, ¥ight arm, right leg, aspects of both hands and feet, the right scapula and pelvis
Age 36-45, old middle adult
Sex Male
Stature -
Non-Metric Traits Peroneal tubercle (right)
Pathology Infectious disease
Lamellar bone on the medial surface of right tibia along the posterior border
Dental Health -
Skeleton No 09
Preservation Grade 4 (poor), severe fragmentation
Completeness 15%, fragments of, mandible, left humerus, left femur and left hand
Age 4-6, young juvenile
Sex -
Stature -
Cranial NMT -
Post-Cranial NMT -
Pathology -

Dental Health

6 tooth positions

8 deciduous teeth

10 permanent teeth (erupted and unerupted)
8 permanent teeth with DEH

| Right Dentition

| Left Dentition
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Deciduous Teeth

Right Dentition Left Dentition

Present - - - P - - P P - -

Calculus - - - - - - R R R R

DEH - - - - - - . -

Caries - - R

Wear - -

=% =
ojo ||

1 1 1
Maxilla e d C b a a b [
Mandibl e d c b b c
e

Present P P P - = - - - P P

Calculus - - - p o - - R Y B

DEH - - - - . B - - ) -

Caries - - - - - - - - - -

Wear 1 1 1 - - - - - 1 1

Skeleton Number 10

Preservation Grade 2 (good), slight fragmentation

Completeness 75%, fragments of the skull, mandible, left scapula, the right clavicle, right humerus,
both radii, left ulna, femoray tibiae, fibulae, hands and feet, 4 ribs, 5 vertebrae

Age 40 weeks in utero, perindte

Sex -

Stature -

Non-Metric Traits h

Pathology -

Dental Health -

&

KEY:

Present - Toothpresence; am'= ante-mortem tooth loss; pm-‘post-mortem tooth loss; p - tooth present; p (u) - tooth present but
unerupted - -4aw not present

Caries - Calculus; F - flecks of calculus;,S - slight'calculus; M - moderate calculus; H - heavy calculus; a - all surfaces; b - buccal surface;
d - distal'surface; m - mesial surface; | - lingual surface;io* occlusal surface

DEH “dental enamel hypoplasia; 1 - lines; g - grooves; p - pits

Caries - caries; s - small lesions; m - moderate lesions; | - large lesions

Wear - dental wear; numbers from 1-8 - slight to severe wear
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Osteological and Palaeopathological Catalogue — Disarticulated Bone

Context | Bone Element | Bone Description Side | % ofbone | SP | Fragments | Age | Sex | Comments
441 Femur Distal shaft R 25 3 1 P U

535 Humerus Proximal and central shaft | L 55 1 1 P U

535 Ulna Shaft R 90 1 1 P U

535 Rib Fragment L 75 1 1 P U

535 Radius Proximal and central shaft | R 75 1 1 P U

1354 Ulna Proximal shaft R 25 2 1 A U

2024 Femur Central shaft R 55 1 1 P U

2024 Metatarsal 3rd, proximal R 65 1 1 A U

2024 Metatarsal 4th, proximal R 75 2 X A U

2024 Metatarsal 5th, all E 100 2 1 A U

2054 Humerus Central shaft U 2 1 2 UA U

2163 Unidentified - - 1 2 76 UA | U

2163 Maxillary Tooth | Firstincisor R 70 2 1 U DEH
2163 Hand Phalanx Proximal U 70 2 1 U

KEY:

SP- Surface Preservation Grade

Age - YA - young adult - 18-25 years; YMA - young middle adult - 26-35 years; OMA - old middle adult - 36-45 years; MA - mature
adult - 46+ years; A - adult - 18+ years; AD - Adoleseent; O] - Older Juvenile; YJ = Younger Juvenile; I - Infant; N - Neonate; P -
Perinate; F - Foetus

Sex - M- Male; F - Female; U - Unsexed; I - indeterminate Sex

Comments - DEH - Dental Enamel Hypoplasia
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Appendix 2: The Charred Plant Remains
The charred plant remains found in the Phase 3 samples
Sample 6 12 13 14 15 16 17 19 21 23 25 26 27 28 29 32 40 41
Context 208 303 345 358 351 453 468 505 580 686 355 360 297 295 742 881 687 685
Cut 207 301 344 356 350 454 464 504 579 633 354 359 296 294 741 880 633 633
Feature Pit Pit/linear |Post-hole |Pit Linear Ditch Ditch Pit Ditch rec|BoundanjL inear te|Linear tejLinear te|Linear te|Gully Ditch Boundan|Boundary ditch
Phase Phase 3.1 [ Phase 3.1 Phase 3.1 | Phase 3.1 | Phase 3.1 | Phase 3.2 [Phase 3.2Phase 3.1[Phase 3.2JPhase 3.2[Phase 3.1[Phase 3.1|Phase 3.1Phase 3.1[Phase 3.1JPhase 3.2]Phase 3.2[Phase 3.2]
Date LIA-1st C[LIA-1st C|LIA-1st C|LIA-1st C|LIA-1st C|LIA-1st CLIA-1st Q_IA-1st QLIA-1st A 1A-Istd IA-1st QIA-1st QUIA-1st A_IA-1st _IA-1st Q_IA-1st A IA-1st Q_IA-1st C
Cereal
Avena sp. 1] 1] 2 1] Oat
Hordeum vulgare L. 4 1] 3 1] 1 10 [§ Barley wheat grain
Triticum spelta L. 11 1 1] 3| 9 1 1] 2 1 [§ 2 4 [§ Spelt wheat grain
Indeterminate 22 6| 5] 47 7| 2 3| 3 1 2| [§ 1 23 40 Indeterminate grain
Chaff
Hordeum vulgare L. rachis 1] Barley rachis
Triticum spelta L. glume base 1 16 1 Spelt wheat glume base
Triticum sp. glume base fragments 1 2| 169 2 1| Glume wheat glume base
Triticum sp. spikelet fragments 24 1 Glume wheat spikelet;
Straw culm node 1 1 3 Straw culm node
Fruit stone
Prunus spinosa L. 1] 1] Blackthorn|
Seeds
Chennopodium sp. 3] Goosefoots
Gallium aparine L. 1 Cleavers
Plantago lanceolata L. Ribwort plantain
Poaceae (Large) 1 2| 3 7 1 2| 2 6 7 Large grass
Poaceae (Small) 4 1 2] Small gras
Polygonum sp. 1 Knotweed
Ranunculus sp. 1 Buttercup
Rumex sp. 1] Docks
Vicia sp. 7] 1] 1 2 6 1] 1 2 1 2 2 4 Vetch
Total 1 48 1 10 18 3 69 11 1 12 7 3 5 5 224 9 46 70
Parts All All All All All All All All All All All All All All All All All All
Soil volume 52 30 26 15 14 23 28 35 19 23 16 17 16 15 18 14 29 29
Items per litre 0.02 1.60] 0.04 0.67 1.29] 0.13 2.46) 0.31 0.05 0.52 0.44 0.18 0.31 0.33 12.44 0.64 1.59 241
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The charred plant remains found in the Phase 4 samples
Sample 20 24 30 33
Context 572 709 1043 919
Cut 570 708 753 918
Feature Pit Ditch Ditch Post-hele
Phase Phase 4 | Phase 4 | Phase 4 | Phase 4 |
Date Ist - 2nd st - 2nd dst 32ndvd st - 2nd €
Cereal
Avena sp. 5 Oat
Hordeum vulgare L. 2 10 Barley wheat grain
Triticum spelta L. 1 9 Spelt wheat grain
Indeterminate 47 15 6 Indeterminate grain
Chaff]
Hordeum vulgare L. rachis 20 Barley rachis
Triticum turgidum L. rachis 2 Durum wheat rachis
Triticum spelta L. glume base 34 Spelt wheat glume base
Triticum spelta L. spikelet 1 Spelt wheat spikelet
Triticum sp. glume base fragments 3 40 3| Glume wheat glume base
Triticum sp. spikelet fragments 1 20 Glume wheat spikelet
Straw culm node 6 8 2 Straw culm node
Fruit stone
Prunus spinosa L. 1 Blackthorn
Seeds
Chennopogdium sp. 2 Goosefoots
Gallium@parine L. 1 Cleavers
Poacéae (Large) 2 1 52 Large grass
Poaceae (Small) 29 16 Small gras
Polygonum sp. 7 1 5 Knotweed
Rumex sp. 3 Docks
Vicia sp. 5 5 Vetch
Total 75 1 252 32
Parts All All All All
Soil volume 29 13 11 8
Items per litre 2.59 0.08 22.91 4.00
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The charred plant remains found in the Phase 5 samples

Sample 38 43 46 47 49 50 51 52 53 55 59 60 61 63 65 66 67 68 69 71 74 75 76 77 78 79 80
Context 1033 1189 1231 1263 1233 1287 1432 1448 1446 1503 1657 1659 1679 1714 1784 1837 1861 4870 1878 1896 1929 1940 2045 2056 2068 2163 2225
Cut 1031 1190 1229 1261 1232 1286 1430 1445 1445 1502 1656 1668 1678 1712 1782 1836 1860 1868 1877 1895 1928 1939 2044/ 2066 2067 2162 2224
Feature Ditch Ditch Ditch Linear |Ditch Ditch Pit Pit Pit Ditch Pit Pit (recut|Ditch Ditch CurvilinigDitch (réqPit Ditch Gully Gully Ditch (teiDitch (rePit SK4 (bur{Ditch (reSK5 (bur{Pit
Phase Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phasé 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5 | Phase 5
Date 2nd-3rd C2nd-3rd CPnd-3rd C2nd-3rd C2nd-3rd (2nd-3rd 2nd-3rd (2nd-3rd (2nd-3rd 2nd-3rd (2nd-3rd (2nd-3rd (2nd-3rd (Pnd-3rd 2nd-3rd CRnd-3rd @2nd-3rd (2nd-3rd CPnd-3rd (2nd-3rd C2nd-3rd (Pnd-3rd (2nd-3rd C2nd-3rd (2nd-3rd 2nd-3rd (2nd-3rd C
Cereal
Avena sp. 1 Oat
Hordeumvulgare L. 8| 6] 1 3] 19 2| 1 Barley wheat grain
Triticum spelta L. 12| 39 1] 8| 29 5 42 1] 1] Spelt wheat grain
Triticum sp. (glume wheat) 82 2) 1] 8 3| 2] 4 1] 33 Glume wheat grain
Indeterminate 26 145 31 9) 85 31 268, 6 10| 3 32| 4 2 1] 10} 19 5) 3| 8| 8| 112, 1] Indeterminate grain
Chaff|
Hordeum vulgare L. rachis 1] Barley rachis:
Triticum spelta_ L. glume base 3] 145] 10 19 104] 1 4 2 1 2] 82) Spelt wheat glume base
Triticum spelta L. spikelet 1] Spelt wheat spikelet
Triticum sp. glume base fragments 40| 2312 69] 663] 2023 7 2 14 61 1] 122] 5) 19 4 6 2 5 818 7 Glume wheat glume base
Triticum sp. spikelet 17 430 13 19 129 1] 1] 12| 2] 3 3 4 1] 242 Glume wheat spikelet|
Straw culm node 1] 1 3 1 2 3 1 2 2 1 Straw culm node
Fruit stone
Prunus spinosa L. 4 Blackthorn
Nut shell
Corylus avellana L. 1 5 7 1 2 Hazelnut|
Seeds
Anthemis cotula L. 28 4 7 1] 4 Stinking chamomile:
Chennopodium sp. 9) 1| Goosefoots!
Gallium aparine L. 1] Cleavers
Plantago lanceolata L. 1 Ribwort plantain
Poaceae (Large) 3 10 9 12 3 18 8 1] 1] 4 Large grass
Poaceae (Small) 6 1] 3 9 13 5 1 3 Small gras
Polygonum lapthifolia L. 1| Pale persicaria
Polygonum sp. 1] 2| Knotweed
Rumex sp. 2] 1 1 1 7 1 1 3] Docks!
Rubus sp. 2| Bramble!
Stellaria media (L.) Vill. 1] 1] 1] Common chickweed
Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.) Shiiltz-Bip 4 1] 1] Scentless mayweed
Vicia sp. 1] 1] 3| 3| 1] 4] 1] 1] 1] Vetch
Vicia/Pisum 2| Vetch/pea
Total 9 101 3121 136 722 2407 62 485 34 Z 40 67 53 147 2 23 13 27 23 18 5 6 10; 37 1305 8 1
Parts All Allf of 4 only All Allf of 2 only All All All All Both| 1ofl| 4 Both 2of2 20f2 1of2 1ofl Both| 20f2 20f2 1lofl 1of2 1lofl Both 1of2 All 1ofl]
Soil volume 27 14, 8 20, 18, 7 14 32 5 18 17 8 15 8 8 9 8 16 7 9 7 8 2 16, 18, 62 7
Items per litre 0.33 7.21 390.13] 6.80 40.11] 343.86 4.43 13.59] 680] 0.39] 2.35] 8.38] 3.53 18.38] 0.25 2.56) 163 1.69] 3.29 2.00 0.71 0.75 5.00 231 72.50] 0.13 0.14
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The charred plant remains found in the Phase 6 samples
Sample 31 56 57 58 62 70
Context 859 1576 1668 1666 1600 1880
Cut 816 1575 1665 1665 1599 1879
Feature Layer |Ditch Pit (uppe|Pit (lowelDitch Pit
Phase Phase 6 | Phase 6 | Phase 6 | Phase 6 | Phase 6 | Phase 6
Date 3rd-4th Cj3rd-4th C[3rd-4th Cj3rd-4th C[3rd-4th Cj3rd-4th C
Cereal
Avena sp. 2 1 4 2 Oat
Hordeum vulgare L. 1 1 8 Barley wheat grain
Secale cereale L. 1 Ryeg grain
Triticum spelta L. 18 2 Spelt wheat grain
Triticum sp. (glume wheat) 22 25 2 37 Glume wheat grain
Indeterminate 34 3 101 76 7 48 Indeterminate grain
Chaff
Hordeum vulgare L. rachis 1 8 3 Barley rachis
Triticum spelta L. glume base 2 11 34 5 81| Spelt wheat glume base
Triticum spelta L. spikelet 5 9 3 Spelt wheat spikelet
Triticum sp. glume base fragments 1 117 146 119 162 381| Glume wheat glume base
Triticum sp. spikelet fragments 11 51 32 21 177 Glume wheat spikelet
Straw culm node T 3 Straw culm node
Nut shell
Corylus avellana L. 11 1 Hazelnut
Seeds
Anthemis cotula L. 1 15 6 11 Stinking chamomile
Chennopodium sp. 3 1 1 Goosefoots
Gallium aparine L. 2 3 Cleavers
Linium sp. 1 Flax
Plantago lanceolata L. 2 Ribwort plantain
Poaceae (Large) 2 2 Large grass
Poaceae (Small) 5 5 Small gras
Ranunculus sp. 1 Buttercup
Rumex sp. 2 1 Docks
Stellaria media (L.) Vill. 1 1 1 1 Common chickweed
Tripleurospermum inodorum (L.) Shiltz-Bip 1 Scentless mayweed
Vicia sp. 1 22 4 Vetch
Vicia/Pisum 2 Vetch/pea
Total 55 144 384 333 199 767
Parts All 10f2 30f3 2 0f3 1ofl 20f2
Soil volume 35 8 7 8 8 6
Items per litre 1.57 18.00 54.86 41.63 24.88 127.83
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Samples void of charred plant remains
Sample [Context |Cut Feature |Date
7 236 235|Pit LIA/ER
8 240 239|Pit LIA/ER
9 243 241|Pit LIA/ER
10 258 257|Posthole [LIA/ER
11 265 264|Posthole [LIA/ER
18 462 461|Ditch 1st C.
22 659 658(Pit 1st-2nd C.
34 936 935|Grave 1st-4th C.
37 1015 1014|Ditch LIA/ER
42 1097 1096|Ditch LIA/ER
54 1473 1472(Pit 1st-4th C.
64 1730 1729(Pit 2nd C.
73 1905 1903(Pit 1st-2nd C.
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Appendix 3: Context List
Field Context Cut Type Description Group New Phase
West 201 201 Cut Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 202 201 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 203 201 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 204 201 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 205 205 Cut Pit G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 206 205 Fill Pit G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 207 207 Cut Hearth feature G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 208 207 Fill Hearth feature G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 209 209 Cut Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 210 209 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 211 209 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 212 212 Cut Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 213 212 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 214 212 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 215 215 Cut Pit/post hole Not mentioned in report
West 216 215 Fill Pit/post hole Not mentioned in report
West 217 217 Cut Pit/post hole Not mentioned in report
West 218 217 Fill Pit/post hole Not mentioned in report
West 219 219 Cut Pit/post hole Not mentioned in report
West 220 219 Cut Pit/post hole Not mentioned in report
West 221 221 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
West 222 221 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
West 223 223 Cut Post hole G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 224 223 Fill Post hole G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 225 225 Cut Post hole G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 226 225 Fill Post hole G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 227 227 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 228 227 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 229 229 Cut Ditch recut G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 230 229 Fill Ditch recut G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 231 231 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 232 231 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 233 233 Cut Post hole G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 234 233 Fill Post hole G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 235 235 Cut Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 236 235 Fill Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 237 237 Cut Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 238 237 Fill Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 239 239 Cut Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 240 239 Fill Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 241 241 Cut Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 242 241 Fill Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 243 241 Fill Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 244 244 Cut Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 245 244 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 246 246 Cut Ditch recut G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 247 246 Fill Ditch recut G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 248 248 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
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West 249 248 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 250 250 Cut Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 251 250 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 252 252 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 253 252 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 254 254 Cut Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 255 254 Fill Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 256 254 Fill Pit G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 257 257 Cut Large post hole G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 258 257 Fill Large post hole G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 259 259 Cut Post hole G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 260 259 Fill Post hole G2: Pit groups - Pit group alignment 2 Phase 3.1
West 261 261 Cut Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 262 262 Cut Ditch recut G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 263 263 Cut Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 264 264 Cut Post hole G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
West 265 264 Fill Post hole G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
West 266 266 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 267 266 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 268 268 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 269 269 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 270 261 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 271 261 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 272 261 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 273 262 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 274 263 Fill Ditch G1: Western boundary ditch Phase 2
West 275 275 Cut Gully G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
West 276 275 Fill Gully G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
West 277 275 Fill Gully G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
West 278 278 Cut Gully G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
West 279 278 Fill Gully G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
West 280 280 Cut Ditch G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
West 281 280 Fill Ditch G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
West 282 282 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 283 282 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 284 284 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 285 284 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 286 286 Cut Pit G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 287 286 Fill Pit G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 288 288 Cut Pit G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 289 288 Fill Pit G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 290 290 Cut Pit/posthole G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 291 290 Fill Pit/posthole G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1

G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 292 292 Cut Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
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G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 293 292 Fill Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 294 294 Cut Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 295 294 Fill Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 296 296 Cut Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 297 296 Fill Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 298 296 Fill Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
West 299 299 Cut Pit G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 300 299 Fill Pit G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 301 301 Cut Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 302 301 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 303 301 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
West 304 304 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 305 304 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 306 306 Cut Ditch recut G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 307 306 Fill Ditch recut G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 308 308 Cut Post hole G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 309 308 Fill Post hole G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 310 310 Cut Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 311 310 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi-circular enclosure internal
West 312 310 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
West 313 313 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
West 314 313 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
West 315 315 Cut Gully G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
West 316 315 Fill Gully G2: Pit Groups - Pit group alignment 1 Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 317 317 Cut Linear feature features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 318 317 Fill Linear feature features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 319 317 Fill Linear feature features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 320 320 Cut Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 321 320 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
Linear feature G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 322 322 Cut Terminus features Phase 3.1
Linear feature G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 323 322 Fill Terminus features Phase 3.1
Linear feature G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 324 322 Fill Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 325 325 Cut Linear features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 326 325 Fill Linear features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 327 327 Cut Linear features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 328 327 Fill Linear features Phase 3.1
West 329 329 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
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West 330 329 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 331 331 Cut Ditch recut G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 332 331 Fill Ditch recut G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 333 333 Cut Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 334 333 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 335 335 Cut Pit/post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 336 335 Fill Pit/post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 337 337 Cut Linear feature features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 338 337 Fill Linear feature features Phase 3.1

West 339 339 Cut Ditch Terminus G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1

West 340 339 Fill Ditch Terminus G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1

West 341 339 Fill Ditch Terminus G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1

Ditch Terminus
West 342 342 Cut recut G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
Ditch Terminus

West 343 342 Fill recut G6: Northen edge feature group Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 344 344 Cut Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 345 344 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 346 346 Cut Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 347 346 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 348 348 Cut Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 349 348 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 350 350 Cut Linear Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 351 350 Fill Linear Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 352 352 Cut Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 353 352 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 354 354 Cut Linear feature features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 355 354 Fill Linear feature features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 356 356 Cut Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 357 356 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 358 356 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 359 359 Cut Linear Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 360 359 Fill Linear Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 361 361 Cut Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 362 361 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 363 363 Cut Linear features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 364 363 Fill Linear features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 365 363 Fill Linear features Phase 3.1
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G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 366 366 Cut Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 367 366 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 368 368 Cut Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 369 368 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1

West 370 370 Cut Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 371 370 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 372 372 Cut Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 373 372 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 374 374 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 375 375 Cut Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 376 375 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 377 375 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 378 378 Cut Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 379 378 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 380 380 Cut Post hole Not mentioned in report

West 381 380 Fill Post hole Not mentioned in report
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 382 382 Cut Linear Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 383 382 Fill Linear Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 384 382 Fill Linear Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 385 385 Cut Linear Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 386 385 Fill Linear Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 387 385 Fill Linear Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 388 388 Cut Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 389 388 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 390 388 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 391 391 Cut Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 392 391 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 393 391 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 394 394 Cut Linear feature features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 395 395 Fill Linear feature features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 396 396 Fill Linear feature features Phase 3.1

West 397 397 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 398 397 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 399 397 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 400 397 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 401 401 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 402 402 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 403 403 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1

West 404 403 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
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G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 405 405 Cut Linear Gully features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 406 405 Fill Linear Gully features Phase 3.1
Linear Ditch G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 407 407 Cut Terminus features Phase 3.1
Linear Ditch G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 408 407 Fill Terminus features Phase 3.1
Linear Ditch G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 409 407 Fill Terminus features Phase 3.1
West 410 410 Cut Ditch Terminus G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 411 410 Fill Ditch Terminus G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 412 412 Cut Ditch Terminus G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 413 412 Fill Ditch Terminus G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 414 414 Cut Ditch Terminus G3: Semij circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 415 414 Fill Ditch Terminus G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 416 416 Cut Linear Gully features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 417 416 Fill Linear Gully features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 418 418 Cut Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 419 418 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 420 418 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 421 421 Cut Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 422 421 Fill Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 423 423 Cut Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 424 423 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 425 425 Cut Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 426 425 Fill Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 427 423 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
West 428 428 Cut Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 429 428 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 430 428 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 431 431 Cut Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 432 431 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 433 433 Cut Enclosure Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 434 433 Fill Enclosure Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 435 435 Cut Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 436 435 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 437 435 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 438 435 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 439 439 Cut Feature features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 440 439 Fill Feature features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 441 - Layer Layer features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 442 439 Fill Feature features Phase 3.1
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G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 443 443 Cut Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 444 443 Fill Pit features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 445 445 Cut Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 446 445 Fill Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 447 447 Cut Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 448 447 Fill Gully Terminus features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 449 449 Cut Pit/tree throw features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 450 449 Fill Pit/tree throw features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 451 451 Cut Pit/tree throw features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 452 451 Fill Pit/tree throw features Phase 3.1

West 453 454 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 454 454 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 455 455 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 456 455 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 457 457 Cut Tree throw G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 458 457 Fill Tree throw G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 459 459 Cut Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 460 459 Fill Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 461 461 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 462 461 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 463 461 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 464 464 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 465 464 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 466 464 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 467 467 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 468 468 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 469 469 Cut Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 470 469 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 471 471 Cut Tree throw features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal

West 472 471 Fill Tree throw features Phase 3.1

West 473 473 Cut Post hole G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1

West 474 473 Fill Post hole G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1

West 475 475 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 476 475 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 477 477 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 478 477 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 479 479 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 480 479 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 481 479 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

West 482 482 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
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West 483 482 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 484 482 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 485 485 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 486 486 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 487 487 Cut Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 488 487 Fill Enclosure Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 489 489 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 490 489 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 491 491 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 492 491 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 493 493 Cut Ditch Terminus G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 494 493 Fill Ditch Terminus G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 495 495 Cut Pit G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 496 495 Fill Pit G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 497 497 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 498 497 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 499 497 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 500 500 Cut Ditch/Gully G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 501 500 Fill Ditch/Gully G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 502 502 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 503 502 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2

Pit/possible
West 504 504 Cut well G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1
Pit/possible
West 505 504 Fill well G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1
West 506 506 Cut Gully G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 507 506 Fill Gully G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 508 508 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 509 508 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 510 508 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 511 508 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 512 512 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 513 512 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 514 514 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 515 514 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 516 516 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 517 516 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 518 518 Cut Pit G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 519 518 Fill Pit G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 520 520 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 521 521 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 522 522 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 523 522 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 524 524 Cut Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 525 524 Fill Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 526 526 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
ULAS Report: 2021-146 254 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017
West 527 526 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 528 528 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 529 528 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 530 530 Cut Pit/post hole G7: Crouch burial SK1 Phase 3.1
West 531 530 Fill Pit/post hole G7: Crouch burial SK1 Phase 3.1
West 532 532 Cut Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 533 532 Fill Ditch G3: Semi circular enclosure ditch Phase 3.1
West 534 534 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 535 534 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 536 536 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 537 536 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
Pit/possible
West 538 504 Fill well G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1
Pit/possible
West 539 504 Fill well G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1
Pit/possible
West 540 504 Fill well G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1
Pit/possible
West 541 504 Fill well G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1
Pit/possible
West 542 504 Fill well G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1
West 543 543 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 544 543 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 545 545 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 546 545 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 547 547 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 548 547 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 549 549 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 550 549 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 551 551 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 552 551 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 553 553 Cut Post hole features Phase 3.1
G4: Semi circular enclosure internal
West 554 553 Fill Post hole features Phase 3.1
West 555 555 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 556 555 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 557 557 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 558 557 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 559 559 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 560 559 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 561 561 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 562 561 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 563 551 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 564 565 Fill Post hole G7: Crouch burial SK1 Phase 3.1
West 565 565 Cut Post hole G7: Crouch burial SK1 Phase 3.1
West 566 566 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 567 566 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 568 568 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
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West 569 568 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
G15: Pit/posthole group west of I1AG
West 570 570 Cut Pit ditch Phase 4
G15: Pit/posthole group west of I1AG
West 571 570 Fill Pit ditch Phase 4
G15: Pit/posthole group west of I1AG
West 572 570 Fill Pit ditch Phase 4
G15: Pit/posthole group west of IAG
West 573 570 Fill Pit ditch Phase 4
G15: Pit/posthole group west of I1AG
West 574 574 Cut Pit ditch Phase 4
G15: Pit/posthole group west of IAG
West 575 574 Fill Pit ditch Phase 4
G15: Pit/posthole group west of IAG
West 576 574 Fill Pit ditch Phase 4
West 577 577 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 578 577 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 579 579 Cut Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 580 579 Fill Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 581 581 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 582 581 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 583 583 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 584 583 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 585 585 Cut Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 586 585 Fill Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 587 585 Fill Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 588 588 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 589 588 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 590 590 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 591 590 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 592 590 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 593 593 Cut Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 594 593 Fill Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 595 593 Fill Ditch recut G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 596 596 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 597 596 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 598 598 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 599 598 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 600 606 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 601 601 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 602 601 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 603 601 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 604 604 Cut Pit G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 605 604 Fill Pit G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 606 606 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 607 607 Cut Gully G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 608 607 Fill Gully G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 609 609 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 610 609 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
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West 611 611 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 612 611 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 613 613 Cut Ditch/Gully G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 614 613 Fill Ditch/Gully G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 615 615 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 616 615 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 617 615 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 618 611 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 619 609 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 620 620 Cut Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 621 620 Fill Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 622 622 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
West 623 622 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
West 624 624 Cut Pit G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 625 624 Fill Pit G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 626 624 Fill Pit G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 627 627 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 628 627 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 629 629 Cut Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 630 629 Fill Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 631 631 Cut Linear? G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 632 632 Fill Linear? G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 633 633 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 634 634 Cut Gully G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 635 634 Fill Gully G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 636 636 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 637 636 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 638 638 Cut Possible Pit G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 639 638 Fill Possible Pit G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 640 640 Cut Curvilinear G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 641 640 Fill Curvilinear G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 642 642 Cut Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 643 642 Fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 644 644 Cut Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 645 644 Fill Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 646 646 Cut Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report
West 647 646 Fill Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report
West 648 648 Cut Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report
West 649 648 Fill Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report
West 650 650 Cut Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 651 650 Fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 652 652 Cut Linear G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 653 652 Fill Linear G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 654 654 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
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West 655 654 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 656 656 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 657 656 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 658 658 Cut Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 659 658 Fill Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 660 658 Fill Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 661 661 Cut Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 662 662 Fill Post hole G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 663 663 Cut Gully G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 664 664 Fill Gully G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 665 665 Cut Curvilinear Pit G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 666 665 Fill Curvilinear Pit G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 667 665 Fill Curvilinear Pit G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 668 668 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 669 668 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 670 670 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 671 670 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 672 672 Cut Ditch/Pit G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 673 672 Fill Ditch/Pit G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 674 674 Cut Ditch G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 675 674 Fill Ditch G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 676 674 Fill Ditch G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 677 677 Cut Post hole G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1
West 678 677 Fill Post hole G5: Waterhole Phase 3.1
West 679 679 Cut Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 680 679 Fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 681 681 Cut Gully Terminus G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 682 682 Fill Gully Terminus G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 683 683 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 684 633 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 685 633 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 686 633 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 687 633 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 688 688 Cut Gully G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 689 688 Fill Gully G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 690 690 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 691 690 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 692 690 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 693 693 Cut Gully G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 694 693 Fill Gully G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 695 683 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 696 683 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 697 683 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 698 683 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
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West 699 683 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 700 683 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 701 683 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 702 683 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 703 683 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 704 704 Cut Ditch/Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 705 704 Fill Ditch/Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 706 706 Cut Ditch/Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 707 706 Fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 708 708 Cut Ditch/Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 709 708 Fill Ditch/Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 710 710 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 711 710 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 712 710 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 713 713 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 714 713 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 715 713 fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 716 716 Cut Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 717 716 fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 718 716 fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 719 719 Cut tree throw G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 720 719 Fill tree throw G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 721 721 cut Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 722 72, Fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 723 723 Cut Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 724 723 fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 725 725 cut Gully Terminus G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 726 725 Fill Gully Terminus G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 727 727 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 728 727 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 729 727 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 730 727 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 731 732 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 732 731 Fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 733 733 Cut Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 734 733 Fill Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 735 735 Cut Gully G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 736 735 Fill Gully G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 737 737 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 738 737 fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 739 739 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 740 739 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 741 741 Cut Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 742 741 Fill Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
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West 743 743 Cut Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 744 743 Fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 745 745 Cut Gully Terminus | G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 746 745 Fill Gully Terminus | G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 747 747 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 748 747 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 749 749 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 750 749 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 751 751 Cut Gully G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 752 751 Fill Gully G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 753 753 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 754 754 cut Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 755 754 fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 756 756 Cut Gully G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 757 756 Fill Gully G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 758 758 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 759 758 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 760 758 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 761 761 Cut Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 762 761 Fill Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 763 763 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 764 763 fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 765 765 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 766 765 fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 767 767 Cut Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 768 767 fill Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 769 769 Cut Post Hole G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 770 769 Fill Post Hole G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 7574 8 771 cut Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 772 771 Fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 773 773 Cut Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 774 773 fill Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 775 775 cut Ditch G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 776 775 Fill Ditch G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 7 753 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 778 778 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 779 778 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 780 780 Cut Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 781 780 Fill Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 782 782 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 783 782 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 784 782 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 785 737 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 786 786 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
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West 787 786 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 788 788 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 789 788 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 790 790 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 791 791 Cut Gully Terminus G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 792 792 Fill Gully Terminus G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 793 793 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
West 794 793 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
West 795 795 Cut Gully Terminus G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 796 795 Fill Gully Terminus G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 797 797 Cut Ditch/Gully Not mentioned in report
West 798 797 Fill Ditch/Gully Not mentioned in report
West 799 799 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 800 799 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
West 801 801 Cut Ditch G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 802 801 Fill Ditch G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 803 801 Fill Ditch G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 804 804 Cut Ditch G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 805 804 Fill Ditch G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 806 806 Cut Pit Not mentioned in report
West 807 806 Fill Pit Not mentioned in report

G15: Pit/posthole group west of IAG
West 808 808 Cut Post Hole ditch Phase 4
G15: Pit/posthole group west of IAG
West 809 808 Fill Post Hole ditch Phase 4
East 810 810 Cut Ditch Terminus G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 811 810 fill Ditch Terminus G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 812 812 Cut Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 813 812 fill Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 814 814 Cut Ditch Terminus G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 815 814 Fill Ditch Terminus G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 816 816 Cut Spread G33: Dump Phase 6
East 817 816 fill Spread G33: Dump Phase 6
East 818 818 Cut Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 819 818 fill Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 820 820 Cut Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 821 820 Fill Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 822 822 cut Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 823 822 Fill Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 824 824 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 825 824 fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 826 826 cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 827 826 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 828 828 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
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G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 829 828 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5

East 830 830 Cut Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5

East 831 830 Fill Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5

East 832 830 Fill Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 833 833 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 834 833 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5

East 835 836 Fill Gully Terminus G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 836 836 Cut Gully Terminus G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 837 837 Cut Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 838 837 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 839 839 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 840 839 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 841 841 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 842 841 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 843 841 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 844 844 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 845 844 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 846 844 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 847 844 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5

West 848 848 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 849 848 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 850 850 Cut Ditch recut G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 851 850 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 852 850 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 853 853 Cut Ditch recut G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 854 853 fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2

West 855 855 cut Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4

West 856 855 fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4

West 857 857 Cut Ditch recut G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4

West 858 857 Fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4

East 859 816 Fill Spread G33: Dump Phase 6
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 860 860 Cut Post Hole Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 861 860 Fill Post Hole Associated Ditches Phase 5

East 862 864 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 863 864 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 864 864 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 865 866 fill Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 866 866 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 867 867 Cut Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 868 867 fill Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
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East 869 870 fill Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 870 870 Cut Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5

G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 871 872 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 872 872 cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 873 872 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 874 874 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 875 874 fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
East 876 876 cut Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 877 876 Fill Ditch G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 878 879 Fill Pit/Ditch G33: Dump Phase 6
East 879 879 Cut Pit/Ditch G33: Dump Phase 6
West 880 880 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 881 880 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 882 882 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 883 882 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 884 882 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 885 882 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 886 886 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 887 886 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 888 886 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 889 889 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 890 889 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 891 891 Cut Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 892 892 Cut Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 893 891 Fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 894 891 Fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 895 892 Fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 896 892 Fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 897 892 Fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
East 898 816 Fill spread G33: Dump Phase 6
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 899 899 Cut Gully Terminus Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 900 899 Fill Gully Terminus Associated Ditches Phase 5
West 901 901 Cut Ditch/Gully G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 902 901 Fill Ditch/Gully G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 903 903 Cut Ditch/Gully G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 904 903 Fill Ditch/Gully G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 905 903 fill Ditch/Gully G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 906 906 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 907 906 fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 908 908 Cut Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 909 908 fill Ditch G11: East-West boundary ditch Phase 3.2
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 910 910 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
ULAS Report: 2021-146 263 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 911 910 fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
West 912 912 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 913 912 fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 914 912 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 915 915 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 916 915 fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 917 Layer Layer G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
G15: Pit/posthole group west of IAG
West 918 918 Cut Post Hole ditch Phase 4
G15: Pit/posthole group west of IAG

West 919 918 fill Post Hole ditch Phase 4
West 920 920 Cut Pit G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 921 920 Fill Pit G12: East enclosure internal features Phase 4
West 922 922 cut Gully Not mentioned in report

West 923 922 Fill Gully Not menticned in report

West 924 924 Cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 925 924 fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 926 926 cut Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 927 926 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 928 926 Fill Ditch G9: Central enclosure Phase 3.2
West 929 929 Cut Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 930 929 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 931 929 Fill Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 932 932 Cut Pit/Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 933 932 Fill Pit/Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 934 932 Fill Pit/Ditch G10: SE/NW Boundary ditch Phase 3.2
West 935 935 Cut Grave G7: Crouch burial SK1 Phase 3.1
West 936 935 Fill Grave G7: Crouch burial SK1 Phase 3.1
East 937 937 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 938 937 Fill Ditch Not menticned in report

East 939 939 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report

East 940 939 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report

West 941 941 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 942 941 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 943 943 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 944 943 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 945 945 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 946 945 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 947 947 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 948 947 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 949 949 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 950 949 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 951 951 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 952 951 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 953 953 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

West 954 953 fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
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West 955 955 cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 956 955 fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 957 Layer Spread G16: Surface {957) = Surface {1362) Phase 4
West 958 958 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 959 958 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 960 960 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 961 960 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 962 962 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 963 962 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 964 964 Cut Pit G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 965 964 fill Pit G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 966 966 Cut Pit G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 967 966 fill Pit G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 968 968 Cut Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 969 968 fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
East 970 970 Cut Pit Not mentioned in report
East 971 970 Fill Pit Not mentioned in report
West 972 972 Cut Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 973 972 Fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 974 974 Cut Ditch/Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 975 974 Fill Ditch/Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 976 976 Cut Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
West 977 976 Fill Gully G8: Sub circular structure Phase 3.1
East 978 978 Cut Post Hole Not mentioned in report
East 979 978 Fill Post Hole Not mentioned in report
East 980 980 Cut Post Hole Not mentioned in report
East 981 980 Fill Post Hole Not mentioned in report
West 982 972 Fill Gully G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 983 983 Cut Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 984 983 Fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 985 985 Cut Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
West 986 985 Fill Ditch G13: NE/SW Linears Phase 4
East 987 987 Cut Pit Not mentioned in report
East 988 987 Fill Pit Not mentioned in report
East 989 987 Fill Pit Not mentioned in report
G20: Features north of the Principal

East 990 990 Cut Gully Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal

East 991 990 Fill guly Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal

East 992 992 Cut Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal

East 993 992 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal

East 994 994 Cut Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal

East 995 994 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal

East 996 994 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
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G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 997 997 Cut Pit enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 998 997 Fill Pit enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 999 999 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1000 999 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1001 999 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1002 1002 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1003 1002 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1004 1002 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1005 994 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1006 1006 Cut Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1007 1006 fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1008 1008 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1009 1008 fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1010 1010 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1011 1010 fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
East 1012 1012 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1013 1012 fill Ditch Not menticned in report
East 1014 1014 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1015 1014 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1016 1016 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1017 1016 fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1018 1018 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1019 1018 fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1020 1020 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1021 1020 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1022 1020 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1023 1020 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1024 1020 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1025 1020 fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1026 1026 cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1027 1026 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
West 1028 1028 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 1029 1029 Cut Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 1030 1029 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1031 1031 Cut Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1032 1031 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
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G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1033 1031 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1034 1031 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1035 1035 Cut Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1036 1035 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1037 1035 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1038 1038 Cut Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1039 1038 Fill Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1040 1040 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1041 1040 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1042 1040 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
West 1043 753 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 1044 1028 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 1045 1028 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 1046 1028 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 1047 1028 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 1048 1028 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 1049 1028 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
West 1050 1028 Fill Ditch G14: NE Enclosure + boundary ditches Phase 4
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1051 1051 Cut Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1052 1051 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1053 1051 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1054 1051 fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1055 1055 cut Ditch recut Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1056 1055 fill Ditch recut Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1057 1057 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1058 1057 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
East 1059 1059 Cut Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report
East 1060 1059 Fill Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report
East 1061 1059 Fill Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1062 1062 Cut Gully Terminus associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1063 1062 Fill Gully Terminus associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1064 1064 Cut Gully Terminus associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1065 1064 fill Gully Terminus associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1066 1066 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1067 1066 fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 1068 1068 Cut Gully Burials Phase 5
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 1069 1068 fill Gully Burials Phase 5
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G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1070 1070 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1071 1070 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1072 1072 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1073 1072 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1074 1074 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1075 1074 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1076 1076 cut Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1077 1076 Fill Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1078 1078 Cut Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1079 1078 Fill Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1080 1080 Cut Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1081 1080 Fill Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1082 1082 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1083 1082 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
East 1084 1084 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1085 1084 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1086 1086 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1087 1086 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1088 1088 Cut Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1089 1088 Fill Gully associated features Phase 4
East 1090 1090 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1091 1090 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1092 1092 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1093 1092 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1094 1094 Cut Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
G20: Features north of the Principal
East 1095 1094 Fill Ditch Enclosure Ditch Phase 5
East 1096 1096 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1097 1096 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1098 1096 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1099 1100 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1100 1100 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1101 1101 Cut Post Hole associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1102 1101 Fill Post Hole associated features Phase 4
East 1103 1096 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1104 1104 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1105 1104 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
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G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1106 1106 Cut Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1107 1106 fill Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1108 1104 fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1109 1104 fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1110 1110 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1111 1110 fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1112 1130 fill Ditch associated features Phase 4

East 1113 1113 Cut Ditch/Gully Not mentioned in report

East 1114 1113 fill Ditch/Gully Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1115 1115 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1116 1115 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1117 1117 Cut Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1118 1117 fill Gully associated features Phase 4

East 1119 1119 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1120 1119 fill Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1121 1119 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1122 1122 cut Gully Terminus associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1123 1122 Fill Gully Terminus associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1124 1124 cut Gully Terminus associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1125 1124 Fill Gully Terminus associated features Phase 4

East 1126 1127 fill Post Hole Not mentioned in report

East 1127 1127 cut Post Hole Not mentioned in report

G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1128 1128 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated

East 1129 1128 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1130 1130 Cut Ditch recut associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1131 1130 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4

East 1132 1132 Cut Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1133 1132 Fill Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1134 1132 Fill Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1135 1135 Cut Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1136 1135 Fill Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1137 1137 Cut Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 1138 1137 Fill Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 1139 1139 Cut Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 1140 1139 Fill Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 1141 1141 Cut Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 1142 1141 Fill Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 1143 1143 Cut Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5

East 1144 1143 Fill Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
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East 1145 1145 Cut Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 1146 1145 Fill Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 1147 1135 Fill Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1148 1148 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1149 1148 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1150 1150 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1151 1150 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
East 1152 1152 Cut Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 1153 1152 Fill Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 1154 1152 Fill Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 1155 $155 cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1156 1155 fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1157 1157 cut Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 1158 1157 fill Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 1159 1157 Fill Gully G31: Features East of Dump [816] Phase 5
East 1160 1160 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1161 1160 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1162 1162 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1163 1162 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 1164 1164 Cut Ditch Terminus G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1165 1164 Fill Ditch Terminus G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1166 1166 Cut Gully Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1167 1166 fill Gully Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 1168 1168 Cut Gully Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1169 1168 fill Gully Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1170 1170 Cut Gully Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1171 1170 fill Gully Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1172 1172 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1173 1172 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1174 1172 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 1175 1175 Cut Ditch recut Not mentioned in report
East 1176 1175 Fill Ditch recut Not mentioned in report
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1177 1177 cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1178 1177 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1179 1179 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1180 1179 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1181 1181 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1182 1181 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1183 1183 Cut Ditch recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
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G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1184 1183 Fill Ditch recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 1185 1185 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1186 1185 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1187 1187 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1188 1187 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1189 1190 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1190 1190 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1191 1191 Cut Pit Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1192 1191 Fill Pit Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1193 1191 Fill Pit Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 1194 1194 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1195 1194 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1196 1196 Cut Post Hole G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1197 1196 Fill Post Hole G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1198 1198 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1199 1198 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1200 1200 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1201 1200 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1202 1202 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1203 1202 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 1204 1204 Cut Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1205 1204 Fill Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1206 1206 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1207 1206 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 1208 1208 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1209 1208 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1210 1190 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1211 1211 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1212 1211 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1213 1213 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1214 1213 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1215 1215 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1216 1215 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1217 1217 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1218 1217 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
Enclosure Ditch G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1219 1219 Cut Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1220 1219 Fill Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1221 1221 Cut Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1222 1222 Fill Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1223 1223 Cut Enclosure Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
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G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1224 1223 Fill Enclosure Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1225 1225 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1226 1225 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1227 1227 Cut Ditch Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1228 1227 Fill Ditch Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1229 1229 Cut Ditch Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1230 1229 Fill Ditch Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1231 1229 Fill Ditch Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5

East 1232 1232 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1233 1232 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1234 1234 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1235 1234 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1236 1234 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1237 1237 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1238 1237 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1239 1239 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1240 1239 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1241 1241 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1242 1241 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1243 1243 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1244 1243 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1245 1245 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1246 1245 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1247 1247 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1248 1247 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1249 1249 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1250 1249 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1251 1251 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1252 1251 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5

East 1253 1253 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1254 1253 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1255 1255 Cut Enclosure Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1256 1255 Fill Enclosure Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1257 1257 Cut Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1258 1257 Fill Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1259 1259 Cut Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 1260 1259 Fill Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1261 1261 Cut Gully {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1262 1261 Fill Gully {west) Phase 5
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G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1263 1261 Fill Gully {west) Phase 5

East 1264 1247 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1265 1249 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1266 1266 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1267 1266 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1268 1268 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1269 1268 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1270 1270 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1271 1270 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1272 1272 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1273 1272 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1274 1272 Fill Ditch (G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1275 1275 Cut Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1276 1275 Fill Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1277 1275 Fill Pit (G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1278 1278 Cut Pit Not mentioned in report

East 1279 1278 Fill Pit Not mentioned in report

East 1280 1280 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1281 1280 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1282 1282 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1283 1282 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1284 1284 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 1285 1284 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1286 1286 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1287 1286 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5

East 1288 1288 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1289 1288 Fill Ditch Not menticned in report

East 1290 1290 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1291 1290 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1292 1292 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1293 1292 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1294 1294 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1295 1294 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1296 1296 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1297 1296 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1298 1298 Cut Ditch Recut associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1299 1298 Fill Ditch Recut associated features Phase 4
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1300 1300 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1301 1298 Fill Ditch Recut associated features Phase 4
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1302 1302 Cut Pit {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1303 1302 Fill Pit {west) Phase 5
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G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1304 1302 Fill Pit {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1305 1300 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1306 1300 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1307 1307 Cut Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1308 1307 Fill Gully associated features Phase 4
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1309 1309 Cut Pit/Posthole {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1310 1309 Fill Pit/Posthole {west) Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1311 1311 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1312 1312 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1313 1312 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1314 1314 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1315 1314 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1316 1311 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1317 1311 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 1318 1318 Cut Ditch Recut Not mentioned in report
East 1319 1318 Fill Ditch Recut Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1320 1320 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1321 1320 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1322 1322 Cut Drainage Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1323 1322 Fill Drainage Ditch associated features Phase 4
East 1324 1324 Cut Enclosure Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1325 1324 Fill Enclosure Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1326 1327 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 1327 1327 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1328 1328 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1329 1328 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1330 1330 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1331 1330 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1332 1332 Cut Boundary Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1333 1332 Fill Boundary Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1334 1334 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1335 1334 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
East 1336 1337 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1337 1337 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1338 1339 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1339 1339 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1340 1340 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
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East 1341 1340 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1342 1342 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1343 1342 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1344 1342 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1345 1334 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1346 1346 Cut Boundary Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1347 1346 Fill Boundary Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
Boundary Ditch
East 1348 1348 Cut Recut Not menticned in report
Boundary Ditch
East 1349 1348 Fill Recut Not mentioned in report
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1350 1350 Cut Boundary Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1351 1350 Fill Boundary Ditch {west) Phase 5
Boundary Ditch G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1352 1352 Cut Recut {west) Phase 5
Boundary Ditch G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1353 1352 Fill Recut {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1354 1355 Fill Grave {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1355 1355 Cut Grave {west) Phase 5
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1356 1356 Cut Drainage Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1357 1356 Fill Drainage Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1358 1358 Cut Drainage Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1359 1358 Fill Drainage Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1360 1360 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1361 1360 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
Metalled
East 1362 1362 Layer Surface G18: Metalled Surface Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1363 1363 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1364 1363 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1365 1365 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1366 1365 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1367 1367 Cut Pit/Terminus associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1368 1367 Fill Pit/Terminus associated features Phase 4
East 1369 1369 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1370 1369 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1371 1372 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1372 1372 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1373 1373 Cut Plough Scar associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1374 1373 Fill Plough Scar associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1375 1375 Cut Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and
East 1376 1375 Fill Gully associated features Phase 4
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G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1377 1375 Fill Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1378 1378 Cut Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1379 1378 Fill Gully associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1380 1380 Cut Drainage Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1381 1380 Fill Drainage Ditch associated features Phase 4
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1382 1382 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1383 1383 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1384 1383 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4

East 1385 1385 Cut Drainage Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1386 1385 Fill Drainage Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1387 1387 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report

East 1388 1387 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1389 1383 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4

East 1390 1390 Cut Furrow Not mentioned in report

East 1391 1390 Fill Furrow Not mentioned in report
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1392 1382 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1393 1393 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1394 1393 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1395 1395 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1396 1395 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1397 1395 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5

East 1398 1398 Layer Silting Deposit Not mentioned in report

East 1399 1399 Layer Silting Deposit Not mentioned in report
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1400 1400 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1401 1400 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1402 1402 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch

East 1403 1402 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5

East 1404 1404 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1405 1404 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1406 1406 Cut Ditch associated features Phase 4
G17: Western boundary ditch and

East 1407 1406 Fill Ditch associated features Phase 4

East 1408 1408 Cut Ditch Recut Not mentioned in report

East 1409 1408 Fill Ditch Recut Not mentioned in report

East 1410 1410 Cut Boundary Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1411 1410 Fill Boundary Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1412 1414 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report

East 1413 1413 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report

East 1414 1414 Cut Ditch Recut Not mentioned in report
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East 1415 1414 Fill Ditch Recut Not mentioned in report
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1416 1416 Cut Ditch System Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1417 1416 Fill Ditch System Associated Ditches Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1418 1418 Cut Ditch System {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1419 1418 Fill Ditch System {west) Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1420 1420 Cut Gully Terminus Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1421 1420 Fill Gully Terminus Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1422 1420 Fill Gully Terminus Associated Ditches Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1423 1424 Fill Ditch System {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1424 1424 Cut Ditch System {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1425 1426 Fill Ditch System {west) Phase 5
East 1426 1426 Cut Ditch System Not mentioned in report
East 1427 1427 Cut Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1428 1427 Fill Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 1429 1427 Fill Gully Burials Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1430 1430 Cut Pit Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1431 1430 Fill Pit Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1432 1430 Fill Pit Ditch [1453] Phase 5
East 1433 1433 Cut Gully Terminus G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1434 1433 Fill Gully Terminus G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
Boundary Ditch
East 1435 1435 Cut Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
Boundary Ditch
East 1436 1435 Fill Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1437 1437 Cut Boundary Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1438 1437 Fill Boundary Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1439 1437 Fill Boundary Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1440 1437 Fill Boundary Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
Boundary Ditch
East 1441 1441 Cut Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
Boundary Ditch
East 1442 1441 Fill Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1443 1444 Fill Ditch System Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1444 1444 Cut Ditch System Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1445 1445 Cut Pit Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1446 1445 Fill Pit Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1447 1445 Fill Pit Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1448 1445 Fill Pit Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1449 1449 Cut Enclosure Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1450 1449 Fill Enclosure Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1451 1451 Cut Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
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Enclosure Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1452 1451 Fill Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1453 1453 Cut Enclosure Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1454 1453 Fill Enclosure Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
Ditch System
East 1455 1455 Cut Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
Ditch System
East 1456 1455 Fill Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
Ditch System
East 1457 1457 Cut Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
Ditch System
East 1458 1457 Fill Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
Ditch System
East 1459 1457 Fill Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1460 1460 Cut Ditch System G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1461 1460 Fill Ditch System G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1462 1462 Cut Ditch System G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1463 1462 Fill Ditch System G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1464 1464 VOID VOID VOID
East 1465 1465 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1466 1465 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1467 1467 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
East 1468 1468 Cut Enclosure Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1469 1468 Fill Enclosure Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1470 1470 Cut Enclosure Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1471 1470 Fill Enclosure Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1472 1472 Cut Posthole G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1473 1472 Fill Posthole G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1474 1467 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
East 1475 1475 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1476 1475 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1477 1475 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1478 1475 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1479 1475 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1480 1480 Cut Gully/Burrow G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1481 1480 Fill Gully/Burrow G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1482 1482 Cut Ditch Terminus Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1483 1482 Fill Ditch Terminus Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1484 1484 Cut Boundary Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1485 1484 Fill Boundary Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
Boundary Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1486 1486 Cut Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
Boundary Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1487 1486 Fill Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
Boundary Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1488 1486 Fill Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
Boundary Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1489 1489 Cut Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
Boundary Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1490 1489 Fill Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
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Boundary Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated

East 1491 1489 Fill Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1492 1492 Cut Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1493 1492 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1494 1494 Cut Posthole G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1495 1494 Fill Posthole G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1496 1496 Cut Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1497 1496 Fill Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1498 1498 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1499 1498 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1500 1500 Cut Ditch Terminus G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1501 1500 Fill Ditch Terminus G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1502 1502 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1503 1502 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1504 1502 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1505 1505 Cut Ditch Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1506 1505 Fill Ditch Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1507 1507 Cut Gully Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1508 1507 Fill Gully Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1509 1509 Cut Gully Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1510 1509 Fill Gully Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1511 1492 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1512 1512 Cut Ditch Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1513 1512 Fill Ditch Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1514 1514 Cut Gully Recut Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1515 1514 Fill Gully Recut Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1516 1516 Cut Gully Recut Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1517 1516 Fill Gully Recut Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1518 1518 Cut Ditch Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1519 1518 Fill Ditch Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1520 1520 Cut Pit Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1521 1520 Fill Pit Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1522 1522 Cut Gully Recut Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline

East 1523 1522 Fill Gully Recut Ditch [1453] Phase 5

East 1524 1524 Cut Posthole G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1525 1524 Fill Posthole G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1526 1526 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1527 1526 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
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G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1528 1528 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1529 1528 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1530 1530 Cut Enclosure Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1531 1530 Fill Enclosure Ditch {west) Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch
East 1532 1532 Cut Recut Not mentioned in report
Enclosure Ditch
East 1533 1532 Fill Recut Not mentioned in report
Enclosure Ditch
East 1534 1532 Fill Recut Not mentioned in report
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1535 1535 Cut Enclosure Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1536 1535 Fill Enclosure Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1537 1535 Fill Enclosure Ditch {west) Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1538 1538 Cut Gully Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1539 1538 Fill Gully Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1540 1540 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1541 1540 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
East 1542 1542 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1543 1542 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1544 1544 Cut Posthole Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1545 1544 Fill Posthole Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1546 1546 Cut Ditch Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1547 1546 Fill Ditch Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G22: Features East of Clothesline
East 1548 1546 Fill Ditch Ditch [1453] Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1549 1549 Cut Ditch Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1550 1549 Fill Ditch Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1551 1551 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1552 1551 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1553 1553 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1554 1553 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1555 1555 Cut Ditch Recut {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1556 1555 Fill Ditch Recut {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1557 1557 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1558 1557 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1559 1559 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 1560 1559 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1561 1561 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1562 1561 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
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G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1563 1563 Cut Ditch Recut {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1564 1563 Fill Ditch Recut {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1565 1565 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1566 1565 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1567 1567 Cut Ditch {west) Phase 5
G26: Boundary 'Clothesline' Ditch
East 1568 1567 Fill Ditch {west) Phase 5
East 1569 1569 Cut Ditch Recut G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1570 1569 Fill Ditch Recut G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1571 1571 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1572 1571 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1573 1573 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1574 1573 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1575 1575 Cut Ditch Recut G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1576 1575 Fill Ditch Recut G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1577 1577 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1578 1577 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1579 1579 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1580 1579 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1581 1581 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1582 1581 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1583 1583 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1584 1583 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1585 1585 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1586 1585 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1587 1587 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1588 1587 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1589 1589 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1590 1589 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1591 1591 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1592 1591 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1593 1593 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1594 1593 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1595 1595 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1596 1595 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1597 1597 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1598 1597 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1599 1599 Cut Ditch Recut G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1600 1599 Fill Ditch Recut G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1601 1601 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1602 1601 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1603 1603 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1604 1603 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1605 1603 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
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East 1606 1606 Cut Gully Terminal G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1607 1606 Fill Gully Terminal G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1608 1608 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1609 1608 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1610 1610 Cut Ditch Recut G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1611 1610 Fill Ditch Recut G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1612 1612 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1613 1612 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1614 1614 Cut Gully G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1615 1614 Fill Gully G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1616 1616 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1617 1616 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1618 1618 Cut Pit G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1619 1618 Fill Pit G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1620 1618 Fill Pit G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1621 1621 Cut Ditch Recut G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1622 1621 Fill Ditch Recut G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1623 1623 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1624 1623 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1625 1625 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1626 1625 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1627 1625 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1628 1628 Cut Gully G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1629 1628 Fill Gully G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1630 1630 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1631 1630 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1632 1632 Cut Gully G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1633 1632 Fill Gully G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1634 1634 Cut Ditch Terminus G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1635 1634 Fill Ditch Terminus G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1636 1636 Cut Gully G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1637 1636 Fill Gully G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1638 1638 Cut Gully G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1639 1638 Fill Gully G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1640 1640 Cut Gully G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1641 1640 Fill Gully G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1642 1642 Cut Gully G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1643 1642 Fill Gully G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1644 1644 Cut Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report
East 1645 1644 Fill Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report
East 1646 1646 Cut Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1647 1646 Fill Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1648 1646 Fill Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1649 1649 Cut Gully G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
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East 1650 1649 Fill Gully G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1651 1651 Cut Gully G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1652 1651 Fill Gully G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1653 1653 Cut Ditch Terminus Not mentioned in report
East 1654 1653 Fill Ditch Terminus Not mentioned in report
East 1655 1653 Fill Ditch Terminus Not mentioned in report
East 1656 1656 Cut Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1657 1656 Fill Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1658 1656 Fill Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1659 1660 Fill Pit Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1660 1660 Cut Pit Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1661 1661 Cut Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1662 1661 Fill Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1663 1663 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1664 1663 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1665 1665 Cut Pit G32: Pits Phase 6
East 1666 1665 Fill Pit G32: Pits Phase 6
East 1667 1665 Fill Pit G32: Pits Phase 6
East 1668 1665 Fill Pit G32: Pits Phase 6
East 1669 1669 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1670 1669 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1671 1671 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1672 1671 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1673 1673 Cut Drainage Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1674 1673 Fill Drainage Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1675 1675 Cut Waterhole G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1676 1675 Fill Waterhole G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1677 1675 Fill Waterhole G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1678 1678 Cut Drainage Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1679 1678 Fill Drainage Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1680 1680 Cut Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1681 1680 Fill Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1682 1682 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1683 1682 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1684 1684 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1685 1684 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Gccupation Phase 6
East 1686 1686 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1687 1686 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 1688 1688 Cut Ditch G34: South-East Corner Occupation Phase 6
East 1689 1688 Fill Ditch G34: South-East Corner Qccupation Phase 6
East 1690 1690 Cut Pit/Pond G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1691 1691 Cut Boundary Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1692 1691 Fill Boundary Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1693 1693 Cut Boundary Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
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East 1694 1693 Fill Boundary Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1695 1695 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1696 1695 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1697 1697 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1698 1697 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1699 1699 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1700 1699 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1701 1701 Cut Gully Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1702 1701 Fill Gully Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1703 1703 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1704 1703 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1705 1690 Fill Pond G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1706 1690 Fill Pond G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1707 1707 Cut Gully G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1708 1707 Fill Gully G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1709 1690 Fill Pond G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1710 1690 Fill Pond G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1711 1690 Fill Pond G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1712 1712 Cut Pit G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1713 1712 Fill Pit G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1714 1712 Fill Pit G25: 'Pond' Feature Phase 5
East 1715 1715 Cut Post Hole G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1716 1715 Fill Post Hole G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1717 1717 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1718 1717 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1719 1719 Cut Pit G32: Pits Phase 6
East 1720 1719 Fill Pit G32: Pits Phase 6
East 1721 1721 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1722 1721 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1723 1723 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1724 1723 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1725 1725 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1726 1725 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1727 1727 Cut Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Pahse 5
East 1728 1727 Fill Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Pahse 5
East 1729 1729 Cut Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1730 1729 Fill Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1731 1731 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1732 1731 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1733 1733 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1734 1733 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1735 1735 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1736 1735 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1737 1735 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
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East 1738 1738 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1739 1738 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1740 1740 Cut Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1741 1740 Fill Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1742 1740 Fill Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1743 1743 Cut Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1744 1743 Fill Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1745 1745 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1746 1745 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1747 1747 Cut Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1748 1747 Fill Pit G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1749 1749 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1750 1749 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1751 1751 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1752 1751 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1753 1753 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1754 1753 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1755 1755 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1756 1755 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1757 1757 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1758 1757 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1759 1759 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1760 1759 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1761 1761 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1762 1761 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1763 1763 Cut Ditch recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1764 1763 Fill Ditch recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1765 1765 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1766 1765 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1767 1767 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1768 1767 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1769 1767 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1770 1770 cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1771 1770 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1772 1772 cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1773 1772 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1774 1774 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1775 1774 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1776 1776 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1777 1776 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1778 1778 Cut Gully Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1779 1778 Fill Gully Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1780 1780 Cut Gully Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1781 1780 Fill Gully Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
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G23: Features South-East of the

East 1782 1782 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1783 1782 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1784 1782 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1785 1785 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1786 1785 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1787 1787 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1788 1787 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1789 1787 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1790 1790 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1791 1790 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1792 1792 Cut Ditch recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1793 1792 Fill Ditch recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1794 1794 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1795 1794 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1796 1796 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1797 1796 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1798 1798 Cut Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1799 1798 Fill Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1800 1798 Fill Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1801 1801 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1802 1801 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1803 1803 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1804 1803 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1805 1803 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1806 1806 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1807 1806 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1808 1806 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1809 1809 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1810 1809 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1811 1811 Cut Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1812 1811 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1813 1811 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1814 1814 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1815 1814 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1816 1816 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1817 1816 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1818 1818 Cut Ditch Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1819 1819 Fill Ditch Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1820 1820 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1821 1821 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
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East 1822 1822 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1823 1822 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1824 1824 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1825 1824 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
East 1826 1826 Cut Gully Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1827 1826 Fill Gully Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1828 1828 Cut Gully Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1829 1828 Fill Gully Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1830 1830 Cut Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1831 1830 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1832 1832 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1833 1832 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1834 1834 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1835 1834 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1836 1836 Cut Ditch Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1837 1836 Fill Ditch Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1838 1838 Cut Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1839 1838 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1840 1838 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1841 1841 Cut Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1842 1841 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1843 1843 Cut Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1844 1843 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1845 1843 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1846 1846 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1847 1846 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1848 1848 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1849 1848 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1850 1850 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1851 1850 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1852 1852 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1853 1852 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1854 1852 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1855 1855 Cut Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1856 1855 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1857 1855 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1858 1858 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1859 1858 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
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G23: Features South-East of the

East 1860 1860 Cut Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1861 1860 Fill Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1862 1862 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1863 1862 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1864 1864 Cut Gully Terminus Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1865 1864 Fill Gully Terminus Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1866 1866 Cut Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1867 1866 Fill Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1868 1868 Cut Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1869 1868 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1870 1868 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1871 1871 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1872 1871 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1873 1873 Cut Ditch Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1874 1873 Fill Ditch Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1875 1875 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1876 1875 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1877 1877 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1878 1877 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1879 1879 Cut Pit G32: Pits Phase 6

East 1880 1879 Fill Pit G32: Pits Phase 6
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1881 1881 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1882 1881 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1883 1883 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report

East 1884 1883 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report

East 1885 1885 Cut Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report

East 1886 1885 Fill Gully Terminus Not mentioned in report

East 1887 1887 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report

East 1888 1887 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report

East 1889 1889 Cut Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1890 1889 Fill Gully G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1891 1891 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1892 1891 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 1893 1893 Cut Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1894 1893 Fill Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1895 1895 Cut Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1896 1895 Fill Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1897 1897 Cut Modern Pit Not mentioned in report

East 1898 1897 Fill Modern Pit Not mentioned in report
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1899 1899 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
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G23: Features South-East of the
East 1900 1899 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1901 1901 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1902 1901 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1903 1903 Cut Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1904 1903 Fill Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1905 1903 Fill Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1906 1903 Fill Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1907 1903 Fill Pit Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1908 1908 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1909 1908 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
East 1910 1910 Cut Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
East 1911 1910 Fill Ditch Terminus G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
Ditch Terminus
East 1912 1912 Cut Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
Ditch Terminus
East 1913 1912 Fill Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1914 1914 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1915 1914 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1916 1816 Cut Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1917 1916 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1918 1918 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1919 1918 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1920 1920 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1921 1920 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1922 1922 Cut Ditch Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1923 1922 Fill Ditch Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1924 1924 Cut Ditch Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1925 1924 Fill Ditch Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1926 1926 Cut Ditch Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1927 1926 Fill Ditch Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1928 1928 Cut Ditch Terminus Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1929 1928 Fill Ditch Terminus Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1930 1930 Cut Ditch Terminus Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1931 1930 Fill Ditch Terminus Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1932 1932 Cut Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1933 1932 Fill Ditch Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1934 1934 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
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G23: Features South-East of the

East 1935 1934 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1935 1935 Cut Pit Recut Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1936 1935 Fill Pit Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1937 1937 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1938 1937 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1939 1939 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1940 1939 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1941 1941 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1942 1941 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1943 1943 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1944 1943 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1945 1945 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1946 1945 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1947 1947 Cut Ditch Terminus Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 1948 1947 Fill Ditch Terminus Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 1949 1949 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1950 1949 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1951 1951 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1952 1951 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 1953 1953 Cut Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1954 1953 Fill Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1955 1955 Cut Pit G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1956 1955 Fill Pit G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1957 1957 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1958 1957 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1959 1959 Cut Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1960 1959 Fill Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1961 1961 Cut Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1962 1961 Fill Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1963 1963 Cut Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1964 1963 Fill Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1965 1965 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1966 1965 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1967 1967 Cut Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1968 1967 Fill Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1969 1969 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1970 1969 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1971 1971 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1972 1971 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1973 1973 Cut Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 1974 1973 Fill Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
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Enclosure Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1975 1975 Cut Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1976 1975 Fill Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1977 1977 Cut Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1978 1977 Fill Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1979 1979 Cut Enclosure Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1980 1979 Fill Enclosure Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1981 1981 Cut Ditch Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1982 1981 Fill Ditch Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1983 1983 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1984 1983 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1985 1985 Cut Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1986 1985 Fill Ditch enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1987 1987 Cut Ditch Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1988 1987 Fill Ditch Recut enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1989 1989 Cut Pit enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G19: Boundary ditch and associated
East 1990 1989 Fill Pit enclosures {east of pipeline) Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1991 1991 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the
East 1992 1991 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
East 1993 1993 Cut Ditch Terminus G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1994 1993 Fill Ditch Terminus G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1995 1995 Cut Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1996 1995 Fill Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1997 1997 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1998 1997 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 1999 1999 Cut Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2000 1999 Fill Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2001 2001 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2002 2001 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2003 2003 Cut Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2004 2003 Fill Ditch Recut G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2005 2005 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report
East 2006 2005 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report
East 2007 2007 Cut Ditch Not menticned in report
East 2008 2007 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 2009 2009 Cut Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2010 2009 Fill Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2011 2011 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2012 2011 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2013 2013 Cut Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
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East 2014 2013 Fill Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2015 2015 Cut Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2016 2015 Fill Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2017 2017 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2018 2017 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2019 2019 Cut Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2020 2019 Fill Gully G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2021 2021 Cut Enclosure Ditch Burials Phase 5
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2022 2021 Fill Enclosure Ditch Burials Phase 5
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2023 2021 Fill Enclosure Ditch Burials Phase 5
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2024 2021 Fill Enclosure Ditch Burials Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2025 2025 Cut Recut Burials Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2026 2025 Fill Recut Burials Phase 5
Enclosure Ditch G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2027 2025 Fill Recut Burials Phase 5
East 2028 2028 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2029 2028 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2030 2030 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2031 2030 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2032 2032 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2033 2032 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2034 2034 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2035 2034 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2036 2036 Cut Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2037 2036 Fill Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2038 2038 Cut Ditch Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2039 2038 Fill Ditch Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
Ditch Terminus
East 2040 2040 Cut Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
Ditch Terminus
East 2041 2040 Fill Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2042 2042 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2043 2042 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2044 2044 Cut Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2045 2044 Fill Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2046 2046 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2047 2046 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2048 2048 Cut Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2049 2048 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2050 2048 Fill Ditch G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
East 2051 2051 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2052 2051 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2053 2053 Cut Grave G29: Inhumation burials Phase 5
East 2054 2053 Fill Grave G29: Inhumation burials Phase 5
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2055 2055 Cut Grave Burials Phase 5
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G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2056 2055 Fill Grave Burials Phase 5
East 2057 2057 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 2058 2057 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 2059 2059 Cut Ditch Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 2060 2059 Fill Ditch Recut Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 2061 2061 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2062 2061 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 2063 2063 Cut Boundary Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 2064 2063 Fill Boundary Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 2065 2065 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2066 2065 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2067 2067 Cut Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2068 2067 Fill Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2069 2069 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2070 2069 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2071 2071 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2072 2071 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2073 2073 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2074 2073 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2075 2075 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 2076 2075 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 2077 2077 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2078 2077 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2079 2079 Cut Ditch Recut G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2080 2079 Fill Ditch Recut G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2081 2081 Cut Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2082 2081 Fill Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2083 2083 Cut Ditch (G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2084 2083 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2085 2085 Cut Boundary Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2086 2085 Fill Boundary Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2087 2085 Fill Boundary Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 2088 2085 Fill Boundary Ditch Not mentioned in report
East 2089 2089 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2090 2089 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2091 2091 Cut Enclosure Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2092 2091 Fill Enclosure Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2093 2093 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2094 2093 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2095 2095 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2096 2095 Fill Ditch (G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2097 2097 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2098 2097 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
ULAS Report: 2021-146 294 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017
East 2099 2099 Cut Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2100 2099 Fill Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2101 2101 Cut Ditch Recut G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2102 2101 Fill Ditch Recut G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2103 2101 Fill Ditch Recut G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2104 2104 Cut Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2105 2104 Fill Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2106 2104 Fill Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2107 2107 Cut Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2108 2107 Fill Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2109 2109 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2110 2109 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2111 2111 Cut Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2112 2111 Fill Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2113 2113 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2114 2113 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2115 2115 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2116 2115 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2117 2147 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2118 2117 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2119 2119 Cut Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2120 2119 Fill Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2121 2121 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2122 2121 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2123 2123 Cut Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2124 2123 Fill Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2125 2125 Cut Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2126 2125 Fill Ditch G30: Ditch [830] Phase 5
East 2127 2127 Cut Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2128 2127 Fill Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2129 2129 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2130 2129 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2131 2131 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2132 2131 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2133 2127 Fill Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2134 2127 Fill Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2135 2135 Cut Gully Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2136 2135 Fill Gully Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2137 2137 Cut Gully Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2138 2137 Fill Gully Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2139 2139 Cut Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2140 2139 Fill Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2141 2141 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2142 2141 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
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East 2143 2143 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2144 2143 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2145 2145 Cut Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2146 2145 Fill Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2147 2139 Fill Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2148 2148 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2149 2148 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2150 2150 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2451 2150 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2152 2152 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2153 2152 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2154 2154 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2155 2154 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2156 2156 Cut Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2157 2156 Fill Enclosure Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2158 2158 Cut Ditch Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2159 2158 Fill Ditch Terminus G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2160 2160 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2161 2160 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2162 2162 Cut Grave G29: Inhumation burials Phase 5
East 2163 2162 Fill Grave G29: Inhumation burials Phase 5
East 2164 2164 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2165 2165 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2166 2165 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2167 2165 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2168 2168 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2169 2168 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2170 2164 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2171 2171 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2172 2171 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2173 2173 Cut Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2174 2173 Fill Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2175 2175 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2176 2175 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2177 2177 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2178 2177 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2179 2179 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2180 2179 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2181 2181 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2182 2181 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2183 2183 Cut Grave G29: Inhumation burials Phase 5
East 2184 2183 Fill Grave G29: Inhumation burials Phase 5
East 2185 2185 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2186 2185 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

ULAS Report: 2021-146 296 © ULAS 2021



Exacaations on Land at Burnmill Road, Market Harborough, Leicestershire X.A129.2017
East 2187 2187 Cut Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2188 2187 Fill Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2189 2189 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2190 2189 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2191 2191 Cut Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2192 2191 Fill Ditch Recut (G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2193 2194 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2194 2194 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2195 2195 Cut Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2196 2195 Fill Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2197 2197 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2198 2197 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2199 2199 Cut Ditch (G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2200 2199 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2201 2201 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2202 2201 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 2203 2203 Cut Animal Burial Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and
East 2204 2203 Fill Animal Burial Associated Ditches Phase 5
East 2205 2205 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2206 2206 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2207 2207 Cut Grave G29: Inhumation burials Phase 5
East 2208 2207 Fill Grave G29: Inhumation burials Phase 5
East 2209 2211 Fill Boundary Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2210 2213 Fill Boundary Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2211 2211 Cut Boundary Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2212 2212 Cut Grave Burials Phase 5
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2213 2212 Fill Grave Burials Phase 5
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2214 2214 Cut Ditch Burials Phase 5
G21: Enclosure Ditch and Inhumation
East 2215 2214 Fill Ditch Burials Phase 5
East 2216 2216 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2217 2216 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2218 2218 Cut Gully Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2219 2218 Fill Gully Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2220 2221 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2221 2221 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2222 2222 Cut Grave G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2223 2222 Fill Grave G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2224 2224 Cut Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2225 2224 Fill Pit G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2226 2227 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2227 2227 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2228 2228 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2229 2228 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
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East 2230 2230 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2231 2230 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2232 2233 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2233 2233 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2234 2234 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2235 2234 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2236 2236 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2237 2236 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2238 2238 Cut Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
East 2239 2238 Fill Ditch Recut G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 2240 2240 Cut Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5
G27: Enclosure Ditch [1172] and

East 2241 2240 Fill Ditch Associated Ditches Phase 5

East 2242 2242 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2243 2242 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2244 2244 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2245 2244 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2246 2246 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2247 2246 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2248 2233 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2249 2233 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2250 2250 Cut Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2251 2250 Fill Gully G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2252 2252 Cut Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 2253 2252 Fill Ditch G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 2254 2254 Cut Ditch Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 2255 2254 Fill Ditch Recut G24: Central Eastern Features Phase 5

East 2256 2256 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report

East 2257 2256 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report

East 2258 2259 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2259 2259 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 2260 2260 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 2261 2260 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 2262 2262 Cut Gully Recut Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 2263 2262 Fill Gully Recut Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 2264 2264 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report

East 2265 2264 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report

East 2266 2266 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report

East 2267 2266 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report

East 2268 2268 Cut Modern Pit Not mentioned in report

East 2269 2269 Fill Modern Pit Not mentioned in report

East 2270 2271 Fill Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5

East 2271 2271 Cut Ditch G28: South-Western Area Ditches Phase 5
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G23: Features South-East of the

East 2272 2272 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 2273 2272 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 2274 2274 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 2275 2274 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 2276 2276 Cut Pit Not mentioned in report

East 2277 2276 Fill Pit Not mentioned in report
G23: Features South-East of the

East 2278 2278 Cut Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5
G23: Features South-East of the

East 2279 2278 Fill Gully Pipeline Easement Phase 5

East 2280 2281 Fill Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 2281 2281 Cut Ditch Not mentioned in report

East 2282 2282 Cut Gully Not mentioned in report

East 2283 2282 Fill Gully Not mentioned in report

East 2284 2284 Cut Pit G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5

East 2285 2284 Fill Pit G22: Northern Enclosure Phase 5
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