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Preface 

by Dr G J Wainwright 

Archaeological invesc.igation is a research activiry 
and as such requires policies for the best us<: of 
atchacologicaJ resources, employing correctly identi• 
fit..-d academic priorities which are implemcnt·ed 
within an appropriate methodological framework. 
Where the unavoidable destruction of archaeological 
sites is con.cerned, the objecdve is ro preserve them 
through a record which ensures t..hat the data is 
preserved for future generations as well as analysed 
and disseminated for scholars of today and the 
general public. 

The extension of the M3 molorway south towards 
Winchester bas been an example of publicly financed 
destruct.ion of the man .. made heritage along its route 
3nd the response to this chaUenge has been orebes­
lrated by Pete Fasham and his coUeagucs for over a 
decade. 

The results of Lheir investigations have been 
published as a series of articles and monographs, as 
well as popular publications for the general public 
and the subject of rhis monograph is the investiga­
tion of 1he great interchange of roods which is sited 
north of Winchester ar Ea51on Lane. The problem 
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facing Mr Fasharn and his ream was bow beSI 10 
invesligate an apparently empty tract of l S hectares 
or more of featureless chalk downland wluch was 
then in arable cuJtivation and surrounded by archaeo­
logical sites and find-spo!S. The elegant solution was 
10 devise a sampling Strategy for J 5 hectares which 
was based on a I 0% sample by uansect. Trus was 
foUowcd by addiLionaJ excavation \\•here the sample 
rrencbes indicated that this wus necessary. The value 
of this approach was amply demonstrated in the 
unsuspected chronological depth thar was revealed -
from the prehistoric lO the historic periods. 

Further the M3 project in general a.nd Easton 
Lane in particula,r has provided a rare opportunity to 
invesrigate a large ar<'8 of chalk landscape and ,o 
obscrv~ the development of human sculcmem 
through some 4000 years. Tlus opportunity bas been 
grasped firmly and with imagination by Mr Fasham. 
The Easton Lane excavation aad his repon on it 
vividly portrays rhe ebb and Aow of the s<:11Jerncnt 
and whets ,he appetite for the integrative account of 
the M3 project thar is ,o follow. 
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Author's Note 

I had always hoped 1h21 this report would be t01ally 
complete when published and Iha, there would be no 
need for an author's note. However circumstances 
be)'ond our control mean that certain informarion 
has not ye1 reached us, 

The nature of the arehaeo1og:ical evidence ensured 
that the internal sire chronology could be es1ablished 
only by reliance on da1abk parallels for objects and 
feature types from external sources. This was 
suppkmemed by the use of dis1ribuiion plans for 
broadly da1ed items - mainly pottery - across 1he 
site, whereby specific areas could be da1ed by refer­
ence to the dominam period find. The approach is 
discussed in the section on post--excavation methodo­
logy. h was in1cnded 10 supplement lhcsc broad 
chronological suppositions with a series of radiocar­
bon da1es from specific con1ex1s. In August 1983 a 
request for fifteen radfocarbon determination$ was 
submined 10 1he Ancient Monumems Laboratory of 
which, for reasons of economy, nine were approved. 
The nine were seot to Harwell in ()c1ober 1983 and a 
tcmh submitted via the Ancient Monum~nts Labor, 
atory in March 1985. These daies were highly rel­
evant to the report bul so far onJy four certificates 
and two provisional results have been rece,ivcd. One 
s:ample is waiting for the small cou.ntcr. 

It proved impo$Sible ,o recci\'c guarantees of when 
the resuhs would be available and the changes in 
personal circumstances of those involved in the 
production or thjs report, which was completed in 
1987, led to the decision 10 publish wilhout the 
complete lisi of radfocarbon daies. In order 10 

maintain the momentum of the work and to ensure a 
reasonably rapid publication this accision, allhougb 
regrettable, became unavoidable. 

Two of lhc four samples for which ccnificates 
have been recejved have produced results at odds 
with the pereei\'ed chronologies. The most obvious 
is HAR 6122 of 274-0±70bp Crom a Bronze Age 
inhumation with an amber necklace. rn 3. Wessex 
context this determination is perhaps 500 years coo 
late. A second sample from that inhumation is being 
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measured. Similarly the assoclat.ions. we perceived 
for ,be date of HAR 6123 were about half a millen­
nium earlier than the results. h is difficult 10 fully 
assess how many of the samples are producing or will 
produce later than expected dates. 

All three authors fell the ne<:<::ssity to make a 
s1a1emen1 of lhcir reasons for publishing lhcir repon 
wilhoul lhc full !is, of radiocarbon daces. ln1erestingly, 
if the man-months spent on post-e,cavation and 
writing had been continuous from the end of the 
excavation Lheo th.e report would have been corn~ 
plete:d before any radiocarbon determinations were 
received. I take the opporrunity at the fool of !his 
page 10 publish a furlher radiocarbon daie from 
Winnall Down. A full lis, of the radiocarbon dates 
from the entire M3 project will be published in che 
review of ,he projec1 which will be published as 
another monograph in this series. 

The excavation, sraning as a genuine sampling 
procedure, was 3 very invigorating eJCercise for all 
involved allhough lhe area of the site investigated 
produced problems in post-excavation. Therefore, 
on a happier nocc, Richard Whinney and I would 
like lo express our gratitude ,o Dave Farwell for his 
pa<ient and painstaking con1ribution 10 the post­
excavation process and this report, 

Winnall Down 
Furlher radiocarbon date. 

P J Fasham 
June 1988 

Bangor 

HAR 2651, 244-0±IOObp, 490± 100bc, was on 
animal bone from che primary silt of the main 
enclosure ditch and associated with haematite coated 
pouery. 
This daie should be compared with HAR 2653, 
2S60±80bp and HAR 2251, 254-0±90bp from 1he 
same dicch (Fasham 1985, 18). 
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Abstract 

Archaeological evaluation and large-scale excavatfon 
at Easton La.nc in 1982 and 1983, adjacent to the 
previously excavated site of Winnall Down, 
uncovered a wealth of material with dates ranging 
from the middle of the fourth millennium BC up to 
the early Medieval period. T races of dispersed 
setdemems and land divisions, more commonly met 
as isolated features, were followed in plan. 

The remains included a Neolithic structure-, a 
burial with grave goods and conical pits, Early 
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Bronze Age cemeteries, a s-ubstant.iaJ A1.iddle Bronze 
Age setdemem and ditch system, an Early Middle 
Iron Age open settlement which complements the 
Early Iron Age and Middle Iron Age occupation 
phases recorded at Winnall Down, Romano-British 
burials and enclosures and an enigmatic Saxon 
ditched enclosure. 

The archive is housed at the Hampshire County 
Museum Sen•ice. 
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Chapter 1 

Introduction 

The Background 

In 1976177 the excavation of a prehistoric occupation 
site took place at WinnaU Down on the east side of 
Winches,er (Fasham I 985). The area excavated was 
located 10 the cast of the Easton Lane lncercha.nge, 
now Junction 9 on ,he M3 motorway (Biddle and 
Emery 1973). The results of the excavation at Win­
nail Down can be summarised as follows: 

I. Neolithic circular feature of the fourth millen­
nium BC; 
2. Later Bronze Age oecupa1ion IVith post-built 
circular and other structures; 
3. Early lron Age enclosed smlement of sixih and 
fifth century BC date. Internal zoning for different 
acti\•ilies was suggested; 
4, An op,:n serrlcmcnt with separation of circular 
buildings from areas of pits; 
5. An arrangement of conjoined cncJosurcs linked 
with a ditched track of Late Iron Age origin and 
lasting into the second century AD; 
6. Traces of Medieval field ditches. 

Problems raised by the 1976177 excavations included 
whether the western limits of 1he Late Bronze Age 
and the unenclosed Middle Iron Age settlements had 
been discovered and how far to the south the Roman 
e.nclosures excend.ed. 

By 1981 it was certain that the motorway was 
going to be built and that construction of Junction 9 
would invol\'e the exca\lation and redistribution or a1 

leas, S0,000 tonnes of chalk over an area of about IS 
hectares (37 acres). The area of the Interchange had 
been walked as part of the preliminary survey of 1he 
route of the motorway and a few casual finds, mainly 
of Medieval date, were collected in 1974. A geoph)'• 
sical scan of the area had revealed no significant 
anomalies. The lack of magnctk respQnSC is not too 
surprising when the sJightncss of the archaeologjcaJ 
remains is taken into consideration. The former was 
reluctant to allow fieldwalking to take place and thus 
the amoum of pre-excavation investigation was 
limited. Aerial photography provided 1he most 
information about the fie.Jd in revealing the enclos~ 
ures of Winnall Down. The onJy crop or soil mark 
between Winna!I Down and the then Winchester 
By-Pass, the A33, was a single linear ditch running 
nonh-south along the long axis of the lmerchange 

(Fig I, silc S) . Twenty-five archaeological si1es and 
features of most periods surrounded the site 
(Fig I). 

A costed project design for a S(..-quentiaJ excavation 
strategy based on a sampling programme was sub• 
mitted 10 and approved by the Diroc1orate of 
Ancient Monuments and Historic Buildings of the 
Department of 1he Environme.nt. The land was 
pu,chascd by the Department ofTranspon approxi­
mately nine months before coostruction work began, 
so as to enable the archaeologica.l invesligation to 
take place. Fieldwork commenced in July 1982 and 
was directed by Peter Fasham of the Trust for 
Wessex Archaeology and Richard Whinncy of Win­
chester City Council, who were assisted iniliaUy by 
John Hawkes of the Trust for Wessex Archaeology. 
Most of the post-excavation work has been compiled 
by David Farwell under the supervision of Peter 
Fasham. The illustrations have been prepared by the 
Trust for Wessex Archaeology. 

The Project Design 

The broad but brief projec1 desii,'11 as submitted 10 
the Department of the Environment is in microfiche; 
the precise details of the exca\ration design were 
formulated after approvaJ was given for the project. 
The following section is an expanded version of the 
design which helps 10 place the site in a broader 
context. 

The main problem for the project design was how 
best to tackle a.n apparently empty 1rac1 or chalklaod 
which was surrounded by a.rc.hac<>JogicaJ sites. The 
area of the Easton Lane lmcrchange smod as on 
island with alrnQSt no known archaeology in a sea of 
archaeological sires and findspots. The 25 locations 
sho,vo on Fig I a.re aJJ within 1300m of lhe site, the 
majority being much closer. This excludes sites of all 
periods from within d1e Rom-an, Saxon and Medic\'31 
walls of Winchester. 

Of all lhe sites shown on Fig I, WinnaU Down 
(sites I and 2) with its long sequence of acli\•ily 
primarily in the last millennium BC is the most 
relevant (Fa,sham 1985). The linear ditch (sire S) 
running norLh-south along the site has already been 
mentioru.-d. Immediately to the east are another 
·o· -shaped enclosure (site 3) similar to Winnall 
Down and an arrangement of one hc2".agonal enclos• 
urc within another (site 4). A scatter of Medieval 
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EXCAVATION DESIGN 3 

pouery has be<,n recorded about IOOm south or Lhe 
Interchange (silc 18). Adjacent 10 St Swilhun's 
School, to the south, aerial phorog:raphs revealed a 
ring ditch (site 6), and a possible linear ditch (sire 7). 
These were examined as part of the. subsequent 
watching brief when the motorway was consLructed. 
There was no burial within the r-ing ditch but a few 
sherds or pone,ry of a fabric similar to local Bron,.e 
Age ponery were found in Lhe ditch (Fasham and 
Wllinncy forlhcoming). Less chan half a kilometre to 
the southeast are three su_rviving round barrows (sice 
8). A number of Iron Age and Roman fcarurcs and 
enclosures (sites 10-13) were recorded from 1955 
onwards as the \'<1inna11 housing estate was being 
builc (Collis 1978) . 

Until rccencly Lhc besc known partS of Lhe archac:o­
logy of the Winnall area were two Anglo-Saxon 
ccmeceries: Winoall I (sicc 14), a pagan cemetery of 
the sixth ccnrury; and Winnall n (site 15), inter• 
preted as of later da1e and Christian (Meaney and 
Hawkes 1970). Ac lease one Anglo-Saxon burial is 
known from St Giles' Hill (site 9). During the 
excavation of the Winnall JI cemetery, pits were 
discovered containing sherds of Bronze Age globular 
urns, rnQre mundane Bron1.e Age pots and fr3g:mcntS 
of quernstones (site 16, Hawkes 1969). Between che 
Bronze Age pits and the Interchange, on the cast of 
Lhe By-Pass, a possible ring-ditch had be<,n identified 
on aerial photographs (site 17). No mcc of this 
feature was discovered during the watching brief so 
it musl have been comal11cd within che topsoil 
(Bowen !97S). Carcfw examination of topsoil was 
not possible in the pressing circumstances of access 
to the site whe.rc immcdiare subsoil disturbance 
occurred. The area concenlcd had been used for 
various activities in Lbc recent pas1 and it is quite 
possible that the mark seen on the aerial photographs 
was not of archaeological origin. 

Norlh of the site was a ploughed-out round 
barrow (site 22), almost cenainly a Bell barrow, with 
a Wessex style cremation in the ceotre (Fasham 
1982) and several pits concaining very early Iron Age 
pouery (site 23). Iron Age pouery is recorded as 
having been found about JOOm nonheasr of Lhc 
ring-ditch (site 24). Between the ring-dicch and the 
l nccrchange a geophysical anomaly (sire 20) had been 
recorded by Mr Clarke of the Ancient Monuments 
l.abol'lltory (Clarke 1975) and one sherd of possible 
Iron Age po11cry had been Jiscovered from almost 
the same location (site 21) . In the norlheast secror, a 
track of uncertain date wa:s visible on aer.iaJ photo~ 
graphs (sice 19) . Ao oval mark has been seen (by 
PJF) from Lhc air about 500m nonheast of the 
Interchange (sice 25}. 

The Interchange therefore was a,1:1 area of 15 
hectares of more or less featurclC:$$ arable land with 
sites and findspots all around. It seemed unlikely 
that such a large area could be devoid of all archaco­
l0gy apart from the linear ditch. The surrounding 
archaeology suggested scYcral different elements tha1 
might be examined; 

l. The presence of any further Neolithic features; 

2. The wcscem exrent of both Lhe later Bron1.e Age 
and the Middle Iron Age features excavated at 
WinnaJJ Down; 
3. The southern extent of 1he Roman -enclosures 
recorded :.n Win.nail Down; 
4. Tl'llccs of the Celtic field system in the area; 
5. The lncerchange seemed 10 possess Lhe righc 
topographic qualities to be the location of an Anglo­
Saxon settlement, which might have bee.n related to 
lhe two Anglo-Saxon cemeteries of WinnaU. The 
sites ac Chalton (Addyman and Leigh 1973) and 
Cowdrcy's Down (Mille.c 1980) were on the crest or 
ridges. In 1986 two reciang11lar post-builc structures 
of Middle Saxon date were discovered at St Martin's 
Close in Winchester, about l.2km away from the 
site. These were either part of a suburb of Winches­
t.er or_, more likely, a seperare ruraJ seulcment 
(Morris 1986) . 

The Excavation Design 

The excavation design incorporated three successive 
stages of response, each dependent on the pre­
cceding srnge, with an initial programme designed 
to las1 for eight weeks and exhaust the available 
budget. 

Stage One 
In the absence of a corpus of praccical sampling 
experiences of settlement sites on the chalk of 
England, it was decided thar a 10% sample was the 
minimum area that could be investigated to 
delerminc whether a second stage of work was 
necessary. The project design and associated 
costings were therefore based on an initial 10% 
sample. Practical reasons dictated the use of tran­
seccs. A 10% sample involved Lhe removal of che 
topsoil from 1.5 hectares (3! acres), a large opel'lltion 
in its own right. This would have to be done by 
machine and the mos1 cost effecth·c machine for 
cleaning an area of that size is Lhe Box Scraper. Thus 
it was decided to use transects rather than quadrants, 
as this provided tbe maximum exposure of Lhc chalk 
surface within the confines of b01h the original 
estimate and che final budget. 

The cransects were to be cut across the main 
nonh-south axis of the lncerchange. The nrea of the 
rOOd junction included slip roods, a roundabout and 
major carriageways of varying widths and Lhus 1he 
area was divided into five zones.io 1-V, of comparnble 
widths and the u1u,~-cts selected from each zone, 
Fig 2. The transects were 2.-2.Sm ,.;de and were 
selected within each zone oo a random number basis. 
The slip road to the east of Lhc Interchange, zone II 
(Area H), was not available when ,he rest of che land 
was acquired. All.hough ic had been included in the 
initial sampling design and transect selection, it 
proved easier to completely strip it in one single. 
operation when it became avaiJable. 

The excavation commenced on 2nd August 1982 
and the machine clearance of the thirty transects 
took abour one and a half weeks. 
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Fig 2. Easton Lane. Site plan showing sample design and exten1 of excavation in August 1982, e«ludlll8 
the transects. 

Fig 3. Easton Lane. 
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EXCAVATION DESIGN s 

Fig 3. Easton Lane. Area D from the south; initial machine strip as in Augus1 1982 (see Fig 4). 

Stage Two 
Where archaeological features were identified in 
Stage One, they were quickly cvaluared in 1erms of 
their dare, namrc a.nd, oy implication, lhcir signili• 
cancc. Decisions were then taken to clear Areas A 
and B wilh lhc D6 and Box before i1 went off hire. 
This clearance was completed within two weeks of 
the start of the excavation. The decision to open 
Areas A and B immcdiarely was based on the exicn1 
and number of Iron Age features re•<'•led in Arca A 
and cheir relationship to the established aims of the 
project, and in Arca B>evidence of Early Bron1,e Age 
activity. From week N'O to week four, excavation of 
Areas A and B proceeded alongside cominuing 
assessment of other transects. In week five. a Hymac 
cleared further areas including more of lhc Broll7.e 
Age urea a, B and the adjoining area at C. An area 
where there appeared ro be a concentration of post• 
holes of uncenain date was also openc..-d, Area D. 
Two small areas north of Easton Lane were cleared: 
Area E 10 s« how far west the Bronze Age foatures 
in Areas Band C extended; and Area F 10 investiga1c 
the contexc of a Brom~e Age cccmation. Sy Lhe 
beginning of week six, with 9,200m2 (2¼ac.r,-s) open, 
it was possible co state thac there was Iron Age 
activily in Area A, lhat houses, dilcbes an(I pits of 
probable Bronze Age da1c had been reveak-d (bur not 
excavated) in Areas BJ C and E l rh:u a Bronze Age 
ccmeccry associated with pose-hole s1rucrures existed 
in Area D and that Brow.e Age features e~is1cd in 
Area F. It was possible to sugg:1..-st, erroneously as it 
proved, 1hat there might be a substantial structure of 
prehistoric date in the south of Area B. The site wa.1> 
dearly of some importance and it was obvious that 
not all the features revealed could be excavated 

within 1he remaining two weeks and budger. Th.is 
led 10 lhc submission of a report to rbe Dcpar tmeni 
of Environment outlining the need for S1age Three. 

Stage Three 

The report 1har was submined to the Department of 
the Environment contained the following proposals: 

The maximum rtil')Onse to adcquatct)• Um:niga1c and ~rd 
1his import.am att~1d .site is to sttip the 2 htt:t:atcs or fidd 
bt:t"''ttn AtclS: A, 8 and O and also, 10 a oertain extent, to lhc 
$0Uth or 0 . 1bis would take about :10 C'l(tr, l l wttts and cost 
t20,m. 

The- minimum ~ponsc lo foU)' al.'avatc and ti:cor-d wbu lS 
now al)Okd aod 10 Ul)OO\'i::f ;and cxca,1a1c all Lhc complicx timber 
stt ucrute3 adjacent ro the f.arly/Middk Btonzt A4-t mlXed 
cemetery W()uld ros.1 £6,SS4 and ukc an cxtr.t fi\'(' wetk$ o( 
excavation. Details of cos.tins for both options att appended. 

MotOl"W',A)' 0>nsttuc1ion is now :K'hedukd to sr:in in I.be Nc-w 
Year and 1hc $ilc: wilJ bt t<Hally dc-Slro)~d by 1hc. ron-s.uution of 
the lntcrch1111ijc, 'l"hc a~h:1<-0l(l@:il..tl remains ate dight aod i1 
would be itnl)Ol,$iblc 10 fC'\'Ord thc:m du.ring ronsuuc1ion. The 
tnuiumum rcspo11sc ~ l"-d r$ t~ onl)' way U, which 1hc 
~<kmic im1)()f1anoe of 1be site ®' be properly fuUi:Ucd. The 
m.irumucn ttSl)(lOk • wh.ik achie,•ing a bas~ n:rord, docs ttpc'"'Sffll 
a compromise or acadcmk and at.:-h:it<Qlogic;:iJ principks in ~la• 
tion to '-''hat may be <.1ue of lhe mofil irnporrao1 6rontc Age sites 
r\'cr cx:ca,•atcd undrr modem conditions in Engbnd. 

These proJ)Osals were prepared On 6th September 
and submitted to the Department of Environment 
on 9th September. TI1e exc.a\'ation was schcdulc.-d to 
stop on 24ch Sep1e.mber if no further (unds were 
forthcoming. Ar, volunrccr recruitmenc had not been 
qujte as high as planned, fherc was a s.maJI balance <>f 
money that enabled the 1eam to be kept in the field 
beyond 24lh Sepiember 1982. 

By the 281h of September a package hod been 
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ball ••re<d with the DepBmncnt of che Enviroben-
vcr Y.,, th • mwn response 10 
mcnt thac would enable • ma: follows in addition 
pursued. The agreement was ' 
co the origirull granc of £14,746, 

Wessex Archaeological CommillCC 
savingS 00 other cuncnt proJ~tS 
Wessex Archaeological CoJDIIUUCe 
interest on DoE funds 
Additional DoE gr.me 

£6,550 

£1,853 
£8,500 

£16,903 

In addition HJunpshire Councy Council responded 
immcdiaccly with a grant of £500 later ~ollowcd by~ 
furiher £ I 750. Winchescer Ois1rcct Counctl 
approvoo a £2,000 grant. Great crcdic is_ due to all 
those who were able 10 respond so posauvely and 
quickly and raise che £21,153. Later in chc financial 
year Winches1er District generously granted another 
£2,000 towards chc cost of chc project. 

Following the confirmation of funding, it was 
incendoo co complete che topsoil suip and the exca­
vation by Christmas 1982. The topSOil strip was to 
include 1he zone be1wecn Areas A and C and solllh of 
the linear di1ch whic.b ioinoo !hem to abouc SOm 
south of Area O. The sample transects nonh of this 
dicch had revealed no archaeological features of 
significance. Area F was 10 be enlarged and Area H, 
which had not been 3\1ailable. at 1he start, was to be 
strippoo. A geophysical survey was to be carrioo out 
around Area G to see if there were funhcr archaeo­
logical feacurcs. A self-elevating motorised scraper 
was the only machine available on the market at the 
cimet bu1 wet condjdons, after a small amount had 
been stripped, meant that it would not function 
properly. It was replaced by a Hymac dumping into 
a combinati~n of Shawnee-pull and Volvo dump 
truck, but this was clearly not cost-effective. Area H 
had still not been made available. h was decided 
therefore to close the excavation down a1 the end of 
Novembe! and to restart in mid-February when it 
was posS1blc to proceed with che copsoil scrip. 
Including the cranse<cs, an area of S heccarcs ( 121 
acres) was excavated. The site was handed over 1() 
the Oc~nmenc of Transp0n on the agreed dace of 
1s1 April 1983. 

The Watching Brief 

The small tria~gle of lan_d immediately south of Area 
8 was not available during lhe main excavation and 
~r3 wett 1he ar~as between the Interchange and the 

. , on both s1~es of Easton Lane, as they were in 
priva.tc ownership. Access to these two ar 
acquired by the contractor and . cas was 
contractors for offices and tem ra vanous ~ub-

time accrued between clearance ~d the stan « 
groundworks for a controlled watching brief 10 tai<t 
place. In effect this meant that all visible feature, 
could be planned and partly excavated. £isewbtr, 
the clea"':"ce was of limited v,due or_ there was 00 
cime available for arcbaeolog,cal mterprecacioi, 
These areas arc indicaccd in Fig 4 as salvage work: 
The area south of Easton Lane was designacecJ 
Mowlems Compound (Mc) and that to lhe north 
as Blackwell's Compound (Be). This work invohld 
the observacioo and recording of five hccwcs 
(12! acres) in a 3-4 week period in .May 1983 bra 
cearn of five. 

Excavation Method and Recording 

The development of the excavation, watching brief 
and salvage work has been presented in some d<cail 
as it demonstrates the logical outcome of the sa1X1, 
pling strategy and gives an opporturtity to assess cht 
approaches adopted and by implication thequaticycl 
the total record from the different forms of work. 

The method of excavation following tops,,il 
clearance was straightforward. The surface of eh, 
chalk was usually deaned and all visible fcacurcs 
planned at 1 :50. Mose features were half-sectioned 
(at lease) and the sections were recorded at 1:10. A 
higher prioricy was given 10 features of Neolitllic and 
Bronze Age date to those of the Iron Age. Al 
post-holes and pits of the earlier periods wctt 
complecely excavated, often sieved and cxtensil·dy 
sampled for flotation. ln the Iron Age area ic \I'll 

decided to only half-section pits and 10 half-seccion 
no more than SO% of the post-holes. The additioml 
data likely 10 be recricved by complete excavaciooof 
all p()St-holes was not thought subs1amial enough 111 

aid interpretation of the site. In Area B a largt 
number of natural features (? tree-holes) ...., 
planned and partly excava1ed. It was decided ac cbt 
outsec that 10% was the minimum sample 10 bt 
excavated from ditches, but in many are,s cl 
archaeological sensitivity the minimum was gmdy 
exceeded. Indeed in Area D, 50% of one dicch •1> 
excavated. In all, a length of 1,330m of ditch •1> 
recorded in plan, of which an average of 13.68'14"'11 
excavated, This included 450m, of ditch in tilt 
watchmg briefs where only a minimal sample was 
possible (lowesc recorded 2.86%) 

Of the 5,195 context numbers allocacoo, 161 ...« 
usc_d to record the ditches. There were 216 piu, of 
which 144 were unphased and many of which .,,y 
have been natural, l,41S post-holes, 186 och<r 
features and at least 200 natural features. 

Arrangcmems were mad . po ry accomodauon. 
enginen, Mou, Hav and An~e!n ~he c~nsulting 
cal work following ·a contractor's j or arc. acologl­
burdro, In parts of these area c(ljear_ance of over-

s a SU ClCnt pc-riod of 

It is not possible to produce figures for to18b_ol 
records and sacnplcs by features compatible .,,Ji 
those produced in Table I of the Winnall De'"' 
rcp0n (Fasbam 1985), as the same level or aoc<SS.'° 
compuccr facilities was no longer possible. It ,sqwtl 
cnteresting 10 note that 11 278 con1cxts •"" 
rccorde<I from the 1.26 hectare; (l l acres) of\VjjUi,11 
l.x,wn, compared 10 S,195 conccxcs from 10 bedatd 
<25 acr<-s) on the Interchange. 

Fig 4. Easion Lane 
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fig 5. Easton Lane. Aeri~I view of ~he site w},h 
Winnall Trading Estate, Wtncbester City Council. 

Post-Excavation Methods 

l.n accordance with ProfCunliffe's rcpOn on publica­
tion (DoE 1975), a «-se.irch design for poSt· 
exc.avation recommending only a basic level of work 
was prepared in March 1984 and submined to the 
Dcprutineni of the Environment/English Heritage. 
Ahhough the first two sections are summaries of 
material included elsewhere in this report, the full 
statement is included below. 

I. Jntrodoction 
a) Extcruivt> cXCS\'ltion of about 5 hectares {121 acres) 

fol10111o~ 11 $11CCC$.$ful sample e~cava.tion. BufUI 2nd ~1tlemcnt 
remains, ditch $)'$\ems t.l( ·wc1t found dating 10 1ht Lau: Neoli• 
l.bK', I.be 8ron1.t Age, Iron Age, Roman and Medie\"II pcri«b. 

b) Sub5equcn1 111o-«k during the M3 Watching Brief rc\·cakd 
furtbc:t prchi,toric and Roman (ca1ures over an additional ◄.75ba 
(llUTC1)of sstc kA<>wrt as BlackwdJ's Compound and Mowlem's 
Compound. T~is .,nat~rial is 101:>c incorpora1td intc> t.be project, 

c) The •11c is !ld1~nl 10 dllC Wintull Oown e,tt:aV1tions of 
1976-?, • report ()I~ which was O()«'npkted in early 1980 b)' p J 
Fa.sham. The H:.:mp$hirt r'teld Oub b:i\'c MW agreed to publis.h 
1tui1 rtp<>n, 11 will not bt :imrndcd in light o( the rteent 
cx_ovn1ons,_ th.cttfort the f;aiton Lane projrct 2nd pub~tion 
will la\•e to include ~niMnt revisions o( pnu of Winnall Down. 

2. Rtpon Digest 
The site invoh-tid the cxcanr~ o( a numbtt of unusual 

fe:a!u~ rcbt~ to prdiis1oric funcr:i.ry aod sct1l~ncnt rcmairu; 
which !nc::luded a proponion of Iron Age materiil no1 covt'1'Cd b;. 
the W1nn~t pc,wo excavation. 1l)t ;utc.facts 2$$0Ciatcd wi1h the 
~ttr Ncolithte and 8roo7.c Age l'fflWnt do not consiitutc a rc-~t 
\Olumc ahhmgh the features Cl)\'ercd a I•~• I • 8h - ~ ha h -o" IUCll. I IS l US 
pro.,..,,,.. .. 1 t t ci,,e elements be published in full lhai lh l 
Age data be treated summariJ>·, allowing '°' , ' . c ~ 
'Y'~n:ill ()oy.-n, and dut the Rormn ;md .Mcdiev~nlcgta1&00 \l,·nh 
surubr1y tlt~tcd. COO'IJ'l(lncnts be 

3,. Primaty Pf'OC('SSing and Rcscarda 
All~~ of data will be incorpora1ed it:iw tbc 'l' inch Ci 

Cou.S'Cll C'OmJ)Ulcr fac:1lity into which da1a OO$C the fi ICS(d et l)' 
lm·c alrQdy btl!'tl lrJ.Mlatcd. IC- tteords 

•> Prod1.tee (.ll'l «impu!t:r (ull Wn1ex1 
rcb1cd fioJs and eMin.>ntJK'.ntal a11nOu1C$. catak)gucs o( all 

b) Produce from a) phased contcx1 ca1alogues and~, 

mapping. . 
c) Am1.lysi$ of 8101 anefacts for cultural affUUtlt'$ 111d 

c:tplanaU(>!\ of unusu:i.1 relationships with other anefacl tn,n; 
lnptH to computer. 

d) Dttai\ed f:abrie and form an11Jy_sis or all cc:n.mies tO be 
rcbtcd 10 previous rc(()'rds from W1nnrall Down; input 10 
cwnputcr. . . . 

c) Analysis of non«rarruc dUltcnaJ rc-mams 3.00 inPQt to 
computer. 

Q Org:,.nisition of fau,:ial rt:m.ains progr:vnmc oin pbuing 
anribu1d ire finall)' dc:temuncd. 

g) Organi~tion and distribution m spc:dalisu of 6onl 
wnples and (urlhcr radio-tlltbon, mc>UU$CaO and pcdological 
sampld as rdcw.n1. 

h) lmr.a-sitc aiulysts of stru(;IUfl'll forms both contcm.porwy 
and diachronic. 

i) lotn•site anal)'$iS of all artefact types to dc.1.erminc 
criteria for esu1blishi.ng variable fonctional activity areas acrots tbt 
c::ntitt: JS h«tatt: si1c. Both comcmporary and dia<:bronk asp,ctu 
will ha~ 10 bt oonsKicrcd. 

4. Art.bh"t 
hems 3a.•3i sho1,1ld create the full archive for the site. 

S. Secondary Research 
(n paralld with lc-k, rc<valuate by $amc methods tbe pttb~ 

toric finds from the Winnall 11 Anglo-Su<>n ccmeu~ry and od:icr 
tiods in 1he a.rc-i of the Winnall tnding aod hou,sin,g c:statcs •·hidi 
adtc)in the western lin,iu <>f the cxca ... atcd zone. 

6. Ancillary R«carch 
At this SI~, i1 is no1 believed that forth<r de:taikd aocilbry 

rtSCarch is oeeded apart from the ob\'ious cons.ickntion, wi1bin 
both the archive and 1hc kvcl 4 tcx1s, of $ltcs <>f similar date lad 
nature. 

7. Publication 
h is too early 10 make firm recommendations for p1,1bliettion,. 

but a monograph in lhc Hanl.S Fie.Id Club .i;er~s 10 suppk:nltm 
Wlt\nall Down .s«tM the logical chotec once detiiled proposih 
can be fonn1,1l:ned. 

The deviation of the actual post-excavation pro­
gramme from the stated objectives needs to be 
noted. The most obvious and critical component was 
the absence of the computer facility. Although• 
partially-cle.tned field rccord data-base was estab­
lished on the Winchester City Council ArchJ1eology 
section rnicrocompmer, it was never de\'clopcd z 
had been hoped. The main problems were access 10 
the he.ivily-subscribed yet still developing Winches­
ter system and the physie.tl separation of the 
computer facility in Winchester from the workbaSt 
in Salisbury. Had the Winchester software lx.-en fuUy 
developed it would probably have been worth 
making suitable arrangements for data capture iD 
Sahsbury and moving it 10 Winchester. There was 
no suitable computing facil ity available in Salisbury 
and thus, at an early stage, it was de<::idcd to do the 
wock manually. This decision was taken with eoo· 
siderablc reluctance after experiences of writing \IP 
M3 sites with computer assistance (Fasham afld 

Hawkes 1980). In fact, the manual integration of the 
finds and structural evidence was noc the onerous 
task _it ought have been, although 1he analysis _and 
distnbuuon of the ceramics would have t,een ruded 
by ~iachine-based procedures. 

1.he intra•-silc analyses of structure and artd'acts 
(points 3h and 3i in the post-excavation design) .-ere 

completed on 1 :200 seal, 
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compleied on I :200 scale plans. The distribuiion of 
diagnostic artefacts became C:l'\lcial in the arguments 
and debates about the ioternal site chronology and 
phasing. An abbreviated context record was 
compiled on a word processor basis, post•hoJe SIJ'UC­
tures were planned on sepatatc sheets, and plots 
produced of the dimensions of post-hole diameters 
and depths, which o«asionally helped to resolve the 
allocation of specific post-holes to structures. One of 
the main thrusts of 1he initial post.excavation pro­
gramme was consideration of the graphic presem­
ation of widely-dfapcrscd dara from a large area while 
staying within both the traditional bounds of 
'archaeological style' and the likely r<-strictions, for 
financial reasons, of the number of pull-outs or large 
drawings in the volume. It is hoped that the attempt 
10 standardi.se published pla.n scales facilitates the 
reader•s orientation. ln general, large area plans are 
at a scale of c I :500, details of the Noolith.ic and/or 
Bronze Age struc1Ures are al 1: 100 and> in accord• 
ance with the post~xcavation research design, the 
Iron Age srrucrurcs are dealt with at a scale of l :ZOO . 
It was a futile exercise with the Iron Age post-holes 
to attempt to define structures, because there already 
seemed 10 be discrete clusterings of post-holes. 
These were assumed to indicate considerable rebuil­
ding of structure upon strocturc. lndivjdual patterns 
wilh.in these clusters were no, readily detectable, 
unlike Winnall Down. In both text and illustration 
the context numbers assigned during the excavation 
to features and struct·ures are retained, in the case of 
strucrnre$ a prefix has been addell, eg CS, LS, MS or 
RS to distinguish circular, linear, rnisceUancous and 
rcctangula.r structures respectively. The mat1ers out• 
lined above were the main areas of concern tackled in 
dealing with the Primary Processing and Research. 
The steps taken obviously led to the creation of a 
paper arch_ive. 

On a stratified site, the phasing sequence is con­
structed by establishing the relationship between 
struclurts, floors and other straligraphically associ­
ated contexts. Residual and intrusive sherds of pot• 
tery or other anefacts can be discerned and evaluated 
on the basis of wear, relative propOrtions and stra­
tigraphk security. This involves cenajn subjocth•e 
processes. The associated context groups are then 
dated by their related artefact groups. 
Toblt I. C01trext inddmu fJ/ da1oblt pouny l,y A,.ta, 

At Easton Lane there was no stratigraphic 
sequence and most of the features contained few, if 
any, finds. The artefactual dating evidence has there­
fort been considered in terms of ctisuibution pat• 
terns, and Lhe phased sequence owes more to the 
cxcavacioo and post•cxcavation interpretation of fea­
ture types and groups related to • broad artefactual 
pattern. 

Iron Age and Roman pottery bad a restricrcd 
dis1ribution and the negative evidence of its absence 
is of impor1ance in considering t..he distribution of 
earlie.r mate.rial. Quite often groups of features and 
post-holes are dated by lhc absence of later material 
and by the presence of sometimes just a very few 
sherds. Large areas of the sire have been phased in 
this manner, the assumption being that it is more 
useful and reasonable to place undated features in 
phase groups covered by the pottery distribution. 
Most of the Bron:ie Age areas of the site arc dated in 
this manner. The ponery distributions are shown on 
the relevant phase plans where the discrete nature of 
the prehistoric distributions is manifest. There is a 
wider spread of Medieval pottery, which is presumed 
to be intrusive from the spreading of night soils from 
Winchester. A sherd of Medieval ponery and frag• 
mems of slate were intrusive in pit 1700 which con• 
taincd an inuroed Bronze Age cremation. The 
evidence for the Medieval period may be understated. 

ln view of the observations relating to Medieval 
ceramics h was decided to assess the relative effect of 
interpretation on feature type, phase and area. As 
this was to be a working guide to the intemal 
securily of the phasing, bas<:d on the preliminary 
pottery data and for use du.ring the post-excavation 
process, a swift comparative method which lent itself 
to simple graphic representation was preferred to a 
more rigorous, statistically valid test. 

The data was ordered in two ways. ln the first, 
occurrence of phase ( 1-10) was checked against the 
main Areas (A-H). Phase occurrence was gauged 
firstly by the incidence of contexts with datable 
porrery (Table I) and then by the incidence of 
features sorted 10 phase by reference to that pottery 
(Table 2). Any significant changes could then be 
noted when considering the security of specific are.as 
and/or phases (sec also Fig 6). 

The second way involved cross•checkin:g the main 

Ana A B C D E F G H Be Mc 
Plus• No % No % No % No % No % No % No % No % No % No % 

I 3 1.78 s 7.SS 0 - 1.72 0 - 0 - 3 7.50 0 - 0 - 0 -2 3 1.78 10 IS.JS 0 - 1.72 0 - 0 - 6 15.00 0 - 0 - 3 30.00 3 4 2.37 9 13.64 0 - 4 6.90 0 - 3 12.50 2 5.00 0 - 0 - I 10.00 4 18 10.65 20 30.30 0 - 22 37.93 I 25.00 0 - 3 7.50 I 3.03 I 33.33 I 10.00 5 12 7.10 4 6.060 - I 1.72 0 - 0 - 6 15.00 0 - 0 - 2 20.00 6 37 21.89 2 3.03 0 - 4 6.90 I 25.00 0 - 0 - I 3.03 0 - 0 -7 4S 26.63 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -8 37 21.89 I 1.52 0 - I J .72 0 - 0 - 0 - 3 9.09 O - 0 -9 I 0.59 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 2 8.33 0 - 19 S7.58 O - 0 -10 9 5.33 IS 22.732 100 24 41.38 2 50.00 19 79.17 lO 50.00 9 27.27 2 66.66 3 30.00 

169 66 2 SS 4 24 40 33 3 10 
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1"ablt 2. Fear",e indde,rt,,e of 

A<t> A B 
PhaS< No % No 

I I 3.03 
2 I 3.03 
3 I 3.03 
4 3 9.09 
5 0 -
6 6 18.18 
7 12 36.36 
8 8 24.24 
9 I 3.03 

10 0 

33 

0 -
3 
I 
7 3 
I 
I 
0 -
0 
0 
6 
19 

Tabk3. llkidtnct"/'cmtai. 
ryp,. Ph = ,mt•lwlt. 

Ph Pit 
Ph>S< No % No 

I 3 3.75 4 2 
2 4 5.00 12 6 
3 2 2.50 10 5 
4 18 22.50 15 8 
5 5 6.25 5 2 
6 II 13.75 14 7 
7 7 8.75 30 It 
8 3 3.75 34 IS 
9 6 7.50 5 l 

10 21 26.25 48 2; 

so 177 
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Tab/~ Z. Ftanut ,ntidtnu of darahk por1try by Arta. 

J\re, J\ B C O E F G H Be Mc 
Phase No % No % No % No % No % No % No % No % No % No % 

I I 3.03 0 - 0 -
3 15.79 0 -
I 5.26 0 -
7 36.82 0 -

0 - 0- 0- 0- 0- 0 - 0-
0 - 0- 0-2 I 3.03 0 - 0- 0- ?? 

3 I 3.03 I 2.27 0 - 2 16.67 0 - 0 - 0 - I 14.29 
4 3 9.09 
5 0 -

2863.640- 0- 0 - 3 I I.I I 2 66.66 J 14.29 
I S.26 0 - 0 - I 33.33 0 - 0 - 0 - I 33.33 2 28.57 

6 6 18.18 
7 12 36.36 
8 8 24.24 
9 I 3.03 

10 0 -

I S.26 0 - I 2.27 I 33.33 0 - 0 - 0- 0- 0 -
0 - O - 4 9.09 0 - 0 - 0 - 0- 0 - 0 -
0 - 0 - 3 6.82 0 - 0 - 0 - 1 3.70 0 - 0 -
0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0- 17 62.96 0 - 0 -
6 31.58 2 100 7 IS.91 I 33.33 10 83.33 ? ? 6 22.22 0 - 3 49.86 

33 19 2 -14 3 12 27 3 7 

Tabt, J. lncidenu of ttl'lttxts t.oilh datahlt Polley by /tafllrt 
typ,. Ph = f}01t-hol,. 

Ph Pio Ditch Gully 
Ph.ast No % No % No % No % 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

3 3.75 
4 5.00 
2 2.50 

18 22.SO 
S 6.2$ 

II 13.75 
7 8.75 
3 3.7S 
6 7.50 

21 26.25 

4 2.26 3 
12 6.78 4 
10 5.65 8 
15 8.17 21 
5 l.82 13 

14 7.91 IS 
30 16.9S 6 
34 19.21 2 
S 2.82 10 

48 27.12 22 

2.88 I 
3.85 0 
7.69 0 

20.19 2 
12.SO 2 
14.42 6 
S.77 4 
1.92 I 
9.62 I 

21.15 2 

80 177 104 19 

S.26 

10.53 
10.53 
JI.SS 
21.05 
S.26 
5.26 

I0.53 

fearurc types - post•hole, pi1 and di1ch - against the 
phaS<.-s (1-10) and comparing ,heir relative fre. 
quency. The incidence of phased material was tabu· 
lated in four ways: I) number of contexts per feature 
type which included da1able ponery; 2) number of 
fea,ures per l)'pe which included datable poncry; 3) 
number of features per type which were then phased 
by reference 10 ,hat pouery; and 4) total number of 
features per type which were assigned to phase by 
po11ery and by association (Tables 3-6 and Fig 6). 

From this it can be seen that interpretation has 
muted the occurrence of Medie~ pottery both in 
Area D and in post-holes in general. To a lesser 
ex«nt Early Bronze Age pottery in Areas B and D 
has been played down, whereas the Middle Bronzo 
Age componem has been increased in those areas. 
Phase 4 Middle Bro= Age d itches and post•holcs 
and Phase 7 Early Middle Iron Age post•holes show 
a marked increase aflcr interpreta1ion. Obvious 
changes such as these could then be checked against 
the sire records to see if lhe underlying interpretive 
assumptions were reaJistic. 

Most of the pos1-excava1ion work was done with 
reference to preliminary pouery report's and phase 
sequences, which were periodically refined and 
enlarged, eg an inilia1 Bronze Age component was 
subdivided into Middle and late Bron,.e Age and a 
Middle Iron Age component into Early Middle and 
Middle Iron Age. In some cases ma1eriaJ submitted 
for specialist conside.ralion was ordered according to 
these earlier phase sequences, eg slag and seeds, and 
the reports still re,Rec1 lhis. However, in some cases, 

Table 4. Jn.cid,nu of /carures u.•i1h daUJbk pottery by /taturt 
typ,. Ph = post-hole. 

Ph Pio Ditch Gully 
Phase No % No % No % No 0/4 

I 
z 
3 
4 
s 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

2 2.S6 2 
4 S. 13 4 
Z 2.56 7 

16 20.SI 13 
5 6.41 2 

LI 14.10 10 
6 1.69 16 
4 S. 13 16 
7 8.91 S 

ZI 26.92 28 

78 103 

1.94 
3.88 4 
6.80 4 

12.62 10 
1.94 7 
9.71 9 

IS.53 S 
15.53 2 
4.85 4 

27.18 13 

S9 

1.70 0 
6.78 0 
6.78 O 

16.95 2 
11.86 I 
15.25 4 
8.47 2 
3.39 I 
6.78 0 

22.03 I 

II 

18.18 
9.09 

36.36 
18.18 
9.09 

9.09 

Tobi, S. lncidm« of f,atures dire,11), phastd by po,tny by 
/r.ature ~ . Plr = posr-hok. 

Ph Pi1 Dilch Gully 
Phase No % No % No % No % 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

I 2.63 I 
0 - 3 
2 S.26 3 

14 36.84 6 
Z S.26 0 
3 7.89 S 
3 7.89 9 
2 S.26 8 
S 13.16 S 
6 IS.79 20 

38 60 

1.66 0 
S.00 0 
S.00 0 

10.00 2 
- 2 

8.33 I 
IS.00 0 
B.33 0 
8.33 3 

33.33 7 

IS 

- 0 
- 0 
- 0 

13.33 I 
13.33 0 
6.66 0 

- I 
- 0 

2.00 0 
46.66 0 

2 

S0.00 

50.00 

Table 6 . lncidmu of features dittctly phased and pluutd ">• 
assori,m'on by fearuu type. l'h = post-hole. 

Ph Pit Dhch Gully 
Phas,No % No % No % No % 

I 
2 
3 
4 
s 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

2 0.24 0 
16 1.89 7 
16 1.89 2 

380 44.81 10 
I 0.12 0 
I 0.12 S 

401 47.29 8 
I 0.12 16 

28 2.36 S 
2 0.24 19 

848 72 

- 0 
9.72 O 
2.77 0 

13.89 21 
- 6 

6.94 I 
II .II I 
22.22 I 
6.94 6 

26.39 8 

-14 

- 0 
- 0 
- 0 

47.73 0 
13.64 0 
2.27 0 
2.27 22 
2.21 0 

13.64 0 
18.18 0 

22 

100 
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especfaUy the anima.l bone, an effort was made co 
submh the ma1eriaJ with lim11cd subjccLive data and 
use_, where possible, direct pottery associations, even 
whe.n lhis involved giving samples combined phase 
cst-imares. In thi.~ way the spccjalist had a clearer 
view of the relative reliabi.Hty of the samples and in 
SOD.le cases che spc.-cialisc's evidence was used to 
conJirm or deny initial phase allocation; t/1 pits 537 
and 5103 contained animal bones of a si1,e which 
accorded with a Medieval date, wbile pit 6083 was 
included in Phase 2 Ute Neolithic by reference to i1s 
Ointwork. 

No secondary .-escarch was undertaken on the 
prehistoric materiru from the Winnall IT Ang)(). 
Saxon cemetery and the obvious corollary is that 00 
auxillary research was done. 11'1 1986 the preliminary 
scatcments on phasing, lhe validity of the assump­
tfons inherent within those statements, and genera) 
hypotheses about the site development were 
discussed in Salisbury a, a seminar ancnded by 
members of the team working in various ways on lht 
project and by ao invited group of speciaLis1s in laier 
~rcb_is1,ory, N_evertheless, ~c ~~cements in this pub­
hcauon rem.am l.he respons1bilny of their authors. 

T 
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Chapter 2 

The Development of the Site 

Phase 1. Neolithic (Fig 7) 

Po11ery of Early or Middle Neoli1hic rype was recov­
ef<d from fif1een contexts. l'ollery generally 
regarded as Neolithic is also included within this 
category. Mos, sherds are small residual fragments 
in later features or otherwise disturbed contexts. A 
number of Neolithic or Laie Neol.ithic sherds in the 
north of Area B hint at a period of activil.y earlier 
than the Phase 2 pi1s. 

In Area B, poSl•hole or shallow pit 15&7 comained 
three she.rds of Peterborough ware and four other 
Neolithic sherds including a plain rim from a bowl. 
This post-hole was p<lircd wi1h pos1-hole 1589, A 
sherd of Neolithic pottery was found in close prox­
imity in post-hole I 509 which may have formed the 
northwest comer of a possible fouJ-post suucture 
wir.hin CS 234.1, a Mi.ddle or Lare Bron2e Age 
posi-ring, and so could be a d isrurbed con1cx1. 

In Area E di1ch I 054, a Middle 10 Late BroDY.e Age 
feature, conraioed a quantity of Neolithic poncry 
which included a rimsherd (Fig 86.2). h is probable 
that lhc ditch cut or ran close to a Neolithic fearure. 

A very small Neoli,hic rimsherd was found in 
Phase 4 feature 6039 in Area Mc and further sherds 
of Neolithic poucry were discovered in later fearurcs 
in Areas A and H and in transec1 20. 

Phase 2. Late Neolithic (Fig 8) 

Late Neolithfo pottery was recovered from sixteen 
feature,;. It is possible 10 allocate six of these features 
10 th.is phase with a reasonable degree of conJidence. 
The Late Ncolilhic pottery io the remaining ten 
features is assumed to be residual. 

The six features arc·a posl•buih circular structure, 
an amorphous fcalure and four pits, two or which 
contained human remains. Three other pits contained 
sherds of Beaker or indistinguishable Late Neolithic 
or Early Bronze Age pottery. In addi1ion,one comain­
ing contemporary ffiotwork will be considered in this 
phase, and 6vc features in Area B will be discussed, 
although only rwo contained dating materill . 

C~cular structure 3918 in feature group 653 
(Figs 9 and 10) 

Feature group 653 in Area G was: a depression. 0.3m 
deep, wilh genrly sloping sides covering an o.rca of 

abom 13$m2
• It was discovered during the routine 

cleaning of 1ransec1 26 when sherds of Peierborough 
ware and Beaker were found . The topsoil was strip­
ped as par1 of Stage 3 and the whole feature was 
excava1ed in O.!Om deep spits and by Im squares 
(Fig 11) so that all finds could be reloca1cd 10 wi,hin 
O. lmJ. Within the group of features a circular 
structure, 3918, was represeo~ed by a circle of 
sixteen post .. holes forming a diameter of 4.75m..t 
although a, I.be base of the depression the diamcier 
was only 3m. Pos1-holes 38&9 and 3891 could have 
formed a splayed entrance facing soulheast and, if 
the walls were founded 011 the lop edge of the 
depression and extended from the emranec posts, the 
diameter of the structure would have been about 7m. 

ln this way, the group of four small pits, 3919, pit 
3802 and a pit, 3831, with burn, material (possibly a 
heanh) would have been within the hut. The vertical 
distribution of the pouery (Fig 10) within ,he main 
area of the structure suggeslli tha1 the feature could 
have been of Late Neolithic date, because three of 
the four sherds in the bottom spit we,e of Neolithic 
type, lhe fourth being a sherd from a Late Bronze 
Age jar (Fig 88.61). A sherd from a Neolithic bowl 
was on the southern lip of 1he mucture (Fig &6.3). 
There is clearly an adrnix1Ure of later ceramics, both 
Bronze Age and Medieval, in the upper 61Js of this 
complex and, while a date later than the Neolithic 
cannot be ruled our for at least some of the features, 
it seems reasonable to assume that nU the features in 
group 653 ";l"C broadly contemporary. The only 
s1grufican1 antmal bones were the remains of an adult 
steer from the partially excavaied pi1 537. Samples of 
animal bone from rwo base layers wi1hin structure 
3918 were submiucd for radiocarbon dc1ermin­
a1ions. Preliminary dares of 2490± JOObp (HA R 
6120) and 3090±90bp (HAR 6121) were received. 
Unfor1una1ely rhcse would seem more likely 10 
reftect later c-0ntamination 1han secure dates for the 
structure's period of use. 

Pi.t 5456 
Pi, 5456, cut by the Late Saxon d itched enclosure 

5635, was 50m north of feature group 653. The p it 
~a.s circular, I. IOm in diameter and 0.34m deep 
(Figs 13 and 14). The acidic nU1ure of the soil in this 
area, where there was considerable decakification, 
led to the erosion of the surfaces or the fourteen 
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Easton Lane. Phase 2, Late Neolithic, 
Area F: pit 5456 showing bone and an~er. 
View from the cast, scales O.Sm vertical 
and 0.2Sm horizontal. 

sherds of Grooved ware found wi!hin_ it. The 31) 
pie«s of dumped waste ~ant m this P~I were prob­
ably derived from an adJac_ent knappmg fl00r and 
included refining Oak.CS ( Fig 99.31). The pu c:on­
tained a considerable amount of arumal bone which 
included a tibia of an auroch a_nd five ff3gl)lents o( 
un,..,·orkcd red deer aot.lcr. A piece of the antler bas 
been submitted for radiocarbon derermina1ion 
{HAR 8882) and • date of 3800±70 bp rccch•ed. 
After calibration 10 1wo levels of conliden~ a date of 
2470-2040 BC results {Pearson and Stuivcr 1986), 

Pies in Area B 
Pit 80 (Figs 13 and I 5) was conical with a surfact 
diameter of 2.4m and a basal diameter of 0.Sm. h 
was 2.4m deep and had a volume of 4.04m' ; in the 
lower fiJl.s there were no artcfacl$. There were two 
possible shallow features, 851 and 852, cut into 1h, 
top of pit 80 which we~c distinguish!blc only in 
section and thus there ,s no scparauon of finds 
between them. From lhesc features came a smaU 
coral or fossil sponge bead (Fig 104.1) and 53 sherds 
of pottery from at le-asr seven v~sscls whic~ includtd 
a.n Earlv-Middle Neolithic plain bowl (F,g 86.l), a 
plain Peterborough ware rim ( Fig 86.4), a Beaktt 
handle(Fig 86.26), a rim of an Enlarged Food Vessel 
urn (Fig 87.36) and a rim and a collar from two 
Collared ums (Fig 87.37,38). Also a1 this level thert 
was a small greensand fragment possibly from a 
quernstonc. All the ponery was in ,he wp, inuusl\'C'> 
deposits from fearures 851 and 852 and would seem 
10 pos1-da1c the digging and use of pi1 80 which in 

caswn Lane. Phase 2 Late Ncol"thi A . 1 of 
Enlarged Food Vessci' um (F" 87' 36<), S rea B: secuon or pil 80 from the sou, h after rcmov• 18 • - cale 2m. 
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size and profile was directly comparable 10 pil 1017. 
Anikr from layer 869, which was below the disturb, 
ancc in pit 80, was submitted in 1983 for radiocarbon 
dctcnnination (HAR 6115) but results have not ye1 
been received. 

Pi, l017 wa., also conical with surface and basal 
diame1er of 2.90m and 0.60m respec1ively and wi1h a 
depth of 2.08m, and had a volume of 6.50m' (Fig 
16). A human burial and the amoun1 of ponery arc 
the main areas of interest in this pi 1. Burial 2752 (Fig 
17), of a 35-45 year old male, was inserted imo the 
pil when it was more 1han half full. The burial was 
observed a., being in the cut represented by layer 
1049. The remains were only partially preserved but 
it was clear that this had been a crouched inhumation 
with the head on the south edge of the pit and the 
feet ex1ending halfway across the pit. The arms had 
been tucked up in front of the chesi bu1 only the 
hands survived in s,'1u, In th.e area of lhc groin were 
five barbed and tanged arrowheads (Fig 95. 1-5) and 
four fragmenrary antler sparulae (Fig %.1- 2, Fig 
97.3-4). These nine objects had perhaps been in a 
bag. Just above the groin was a bone awl (fig 97.5) 
wi1h a sixth barbed and tanged arrowhead (Fig 95.6) 
lying on it. A nest of struck Oakes was dose to the hands. 

Differential disimegralion may provide a prosaic 
a_nswcr for the absence of some bones without the 
need to invoke cxcarnation or scavenging, and of 
course there are examples of disarticulated Beaker 
burials, such as Barrow Hills, Oxfordshire (Bradley 
pers com). However, the looseness of 1he fill may be 
indicated by the displaccmem or some vcnebrae to a 
loca1ion between 1he feet and the hands and thus 
there exists the likelihood of preferential disturbance 
of !he top of the pi1 by burrowing animals. Also 
discovered among lhc remains was a molar tooth 
from a second individual.) though no other indi~ 
cations or a second burial were present. 

The burial se<:ms 10 have been infiUcd reasonably 
rapidly. Ninety-six sherds of pottery were found in 
and above 1049, indeed there were no artefacts 
discovered below 1049. The earlier prehistoric po<• 
tcry was recovered as follows: cwo sherds from 1049, 
one of which was a Grooved ware sherd (Fig 86.10) 
which fined with the single sherd from 1040; 1wo 
sherds from 1044; three from 1042; 26 from 1019; 
and 37 from 1018. From the Janer comc.xt were 16 
sherds of Iron Age, Roman and Medieval date. 
There were 1wo sherds of Fenga1e ware (Fig 86.7-8), 
but the majority of the earlier prehistoric pottery was 
Grooved ware (fig 86.9-17,19-22,24,25). Unlike pi1 
80, where t.bere were clearly intrusive cuts into the: 
1op, the upper fills of 1017, layers 1018 and 1019, 
were broad thick layers slumping in10 the top of ,he 
pit and incorporating material which was either 
contemporary with the pit or rcsiduaJ and lying 
around on adjacent areas. 

Pi1477S (Fig 13) was J8msou1heastofpi11017. h 
was a shaJlow circular pit with vertical sides, 0.3501 
deep and 0.75m in diameter. lo the upper fill , 4776, 
which was possibly a secondary feature cu1 inlO lhc 
top of 4775, were two fragmems of human bone and 
21 sherds of I..a1e Neolithic poncry including sherds 

,, ' 

of possible Fengatc and possible Peterborough ware. 
One furlher shcrd was in the lower fill, 4792. 

lmmedia1ely eas1 of a straight line joining pits 80 
and 1017, an arc of pies or pos1-holes ex1cnded for a 
length of about l 5m (Fig 34). Four of the fea1urcs, 
365, 367, 372 and 374, were circular wi1h mainly 
decalcilied soil fills and were between 0.90m and 
1. I0m in diameter and 0.26m and 0.40m deep (Fig 
19). An anll<r from 372 was submincd for a radio­
carbon determination (HAR 6119) but a result luls 
not yet been received. A 6fth feature, 368, the 
eastern part of a natural feamre, may relate to this 
arc, and contained one sherd each of Beake.r or .Early 
Bronze Age and Medieval pottery. 

The other feature$ 
Pi1 3256(Fig 13) in transect 18, nonh of Area A, was 
a shallow> 0.1 Sm deep, circular feature with an 
irregular base. It con1Sined 13 sherds of Grooved 
ware including fig 86.18, 1.1kg of burnt Bin, and 
some anlmaJ bone. 

Feature 23 in Arca A was a rather amorphous► 
shallow, irregular feature only partially excavated 
but which contained a sherd of a decorated Mortlake 
Bowl (Fig 86.5). 

The three pits containing Beaker or indis­
tinguishable Late Neolithic ponery were 3768, 6085 
and 6091. Pi1 3768 in Area D was oval and measured 
1.90m by Im and was 0.27m deep. It contained 1wo 
sherds of Pc1erborough bowl (Fig 86.6) . The profile 
or the foamre suggests that it may have been tw6 
pits. [n Area Mc pits 6085 and 6091 contained sberos 
of undiagnostic Lace Neolithic poncry and Beaker 
(respectively fig 86.27 and Fig 86.28-32). Pits 6085 
and 6091 formed a small diserc1e group wi1h pit 
6083, which occupied an area less than 4m3. Pi1 6083 
contained worked 0int of Laie Neolithic form (Fig 
98. 16-19). The three pitS were oval with either 
sloping or belled sides and measured 0.85m by 
0.77m and 0.13m deep (6085), 1.14m by l.l0rn and 
0.47,n deep (6091) and 0.85m by 0.75m and 0.55m 
deep (6083). 

Phase 3. Early Bronze Age (Fig 20) 

Early Bronze Age finds and fea1ures showc'd an 
increased dispersal across the site when compared 
with the preceeding phases. PbaS<.'d features and 
feature groups included • pos1-hole group in Area 
Mc, MS 56SI, a mixc..-d cremation and inhumadon 
burial group in Arca F * and a st.-cond mixed burial 
group in Area D which has bcc.n inc.luded with this 
phase. 

The post-hole group, MS 5651 (Fig 21 ) 
An irregular group of fiflcen pos1-holcs in Area Mc 
occurred in an arc:i. measuring 19m cast-west by 9m 
north-south. Pi1 6053 (Fig 19) 1owards the west of 
lhe posL-holcs was drcular wilh a diameter of 0. ?Om 
and a depth of 0.25m. Among the finds in ,his 
feature were sherd$ of Beaker ( Fig 86.33-34) and of 
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f,a 18. Easmn Lane. l'h~ 2, Late Neolithic, Area B: mhum.ation 27S2, detail of barbed and W!gcd 
anowhead ,.gau,st t,o.,., 11<1, View from lb< south. 

Colbml urns, a t,o.,., goo,~ f11 IOS.11, a booe •"i 
(Fig IOS.2) and • con1emporory flinl """mblage. It 
_,,,. ,..,.,.,.blc 10 assum, tlu1 tlus Early Bronu 
Age assemblage ,n p11 60Slshould provide• date, by 
too.c as.oaa,...,, /or 1be dc>tn poot·holcs anJ for 
the oihcr small p11 60SS, 0.80m diameter and 0.63m 
dttp fie 21 1, loaled Im tO lbc nonheast. 

Cemetery in Arca F (Fig 22) 
Jn Arca F there were two cremations, an anhum21ion 
anJ a 6.nd ol duan,culated t,o.,., in a Med.,,-.1 pu. 
The crc:mauon.s and mhum•uion.s were m features 
tlut ON) JUst pcnt1"ted lb< dwk •urf-; mhu­
ma11on S9S wu, the dccpc,t ai 0.2Sm while cr,ma. 
lion S07 "'IS,_. or tes. '"""" on the ..,,r_ of the 
chalk (5« f,g H ). Th,s shallowness suggem 1ha1 
thty ,..,rt oon1emponry, ahl,oljgb only Cttrna1Jon 
S07 was assoc:aatcd "',1h d1agnost1c ancfacts. Crc:ma. 
lion S07 (Fig 23) w» in an insened Collattd un, 
F,i 87.3S and momted ""h I copper-allo) owl. 

The ucmatcd human remains in crcmauons: 507 and 
S98 •e,ghed only 81g and Hg re<J)e<IIV<ly and could 
not be aged or ,exed . Cremltion S98 w;ii loose. 
lnhun>al..., S9S •-.s the beJIJ Ptaened skeleton of 
on elderly woman which had been buric,J in 

1 "1.lk ... subcinutar I'll, Im tn d1Jmc,o, F,, 24,. A 
h'!lh hone was. 1ubm111cd for radt0earbon dcrcnn

1
n. 

aoon and • date or 2960 • IIObi, hu bccn reechod 
HAR 6123). Th,s Middle Bron,. Age dote is not 

supported by other artcf•u, or by a,.,ocul>On. p
11 S96 0001>,n<d disart1cula1ed human bone wh1<h 

rrprc:scn1td almos1 half of one adull skele100. Thu 
was probably• Mcd1cnl pn which had d1<1urlJ<d 11 
Early Broru:c Age burial . 

Ther, were a numbtt o( Mod,c,ul pits 111 lb< 111<1. 
in o"" of which, 600, were sherds of a Collared um 
(Fig 87.41) J)C$Sibly from a disturbed croaut-. 
The $hcnls ,-.re not from the same v,ssd JS 1hat 
assoc1.1ted wnh ettm.ation S07. 

Cemetery in Area D (Fig 25) 
Thu c:cmctory conmted of five ettmaiions and 1..-0 
inhumations "ho,., arco dcsaibcd a nght~,.icJ 
uianglc with I base mcasurcmcn1 or 6m and • 
perpend,cular or Um. h ,. rcforrcd 10 °' burial 
group 4022. No other man-made features occurred 
"''ithin this cemetery area. 

Cremation 1700 (Fia 26), in an oval pit 0.70m by 
O.SSm and 0.2Sm deep, .,,.. ,n an um Fig 87.~S 
which only panly survi\'cd , The 149g or cremated 
remain, could be idenulicd a; (rom an adult h'"""i:i 
Thc um had been placed upright m 1he pu • 
rockcd •round wnh brgt llin1> for stahdit, - T•0 

kilogruns or flint nodules were rcmo\'od from" ~lh~ 
the Pll, Thu um wu ,iabiltsed in tht field anJ lif• 
by Haml>$h,rc Count)' Mu;cum Service so that it> 

oon1en1s could be cxcantcd under bbtn10N cond•· 
IIOOS. 

Crcmauon 170S (figs 27 •nd 28), o( • )'0Url8 aduli 
male, w.u tn a cm:ular pn of Im ~,ameter anJ •';:: 
0.3Sm deep. The cr,ma1ed remains, 3129g. . 
been Piac<d man upnJh1, w~sc• bicon1<2l um 1FC 

r,, 

EASTOI\ 

0 

.. ., ..,. ' -

r,g 19. Easton Lane. F 

17-~. n,ch was 1n the 
PU. fhc urn had be< 
~lied(? cut) from a ,. 
which is rcoonsuucted ·• 
froa, th< outer um had 
•rrangomcn1 around !he, t 
tbbo kem lo ha,-., bc,,n , 

Slab I, on the wcs1 • t 
<dt, WJtl, th, nm 10 lJlt 
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EASTON LANE 

PHASE 2 

PHASE 3 

6053 

367 

0 2 i==--== ==-- -== ::i.---------., 

"" 
Fig 19. Easton Lane. Ph3$C 2, Ultc Neolithic, and Pb3$C 3, Early Bronze Age: scctioas of sele<:tcd pits. 

87.44) which was in the southwcs1 quadrant of the 
pit. The um had been surrounded by 'slabs' 
obtained(? cut) from a .second Wessex biconicaJ um 
which i$ reconstructed as 46 on Fig 87. The slabs 
from the outer um had been placed in a triangular 
arrangemcnr around the base of the upright um. The 
slabs seem 10 have been cm from rim Lo base. 

Slab I, on the west, had been laid vertically on 
edge with lh,c rim lO the north and adjacent to the 

chevron 011 the west side of lhc upright urn. Thls 
slab was 315mm long and the deiatchcd base was 
located 150mm to the southeast. Slab 2 again was 
lajd verricall_y on edge on the north side of the 
upright um. Its rim was adjacent to the chevron on 
the west of the upright um and almoSt 1oucbcd the 
rim of S)ab I. Slab 2 wus intact from rim 10 base, 
some 372mm. The basal angle lay north of che 
upright vessel. A second sherd, extending from 
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EASTON LANE 
Plan and Profiles 

0 = •002 
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Fig 21. Easton Lane. Phase 3, Early Bronze Age, Arca Mc: derailed plan of MS 5651. 
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cordon to - , was ouuidt of but touching Slab 2. 
Slaho I and 2 "'ttt rasooahly intact and placed with 
thtir insidt1 towards the: primary ,·css.,I. A third \lab 
,. uxhattd b) the: l)fc><n(< on the ast sod• of a 
scri(s of sherds 

Shttds from tht outer ,,..., \\-.n, placed 111sidc 
the upright uto on top of tht ettmattd remains. 
Oin aga,o tht um and 11$ tontonts were romovtd 
intact by lbmpshlr, Cou.nty Mu,cum Service for 
csa,-.tJClel m th< labora1ocy, where the fill was 
<X"1va1cd and Planntd in San <pi!$ and all material 
--.....i. 

lnhurnation 1708 was tht COOlftlCl<d U;dc(.., of• 
row,g adult ,.,,h its head 10 the nonh...,t, The 101'10 
was supine with the forearms folded o,-,, the bate: of 
tht <hcsc; the legs,...,. tontracicd to the left of the 
OOdy. The anve pit wu o,'al IIIWUring 0.90,n by 
0. 70m and 0.20m dtcp, 

Cremation 1729 coowncc1 34& of burnt human 
bone m • attular pn, 0.47-.SZm diam<1<r, with a 
n., bouom and almost ,·crtical &ides. It wu only 
0 I Im deep, but COOtaancd 2 kg of burn, flint. 

Crcmauon 1735, in a circular pit of o.nm du,. 
ID<th er and 0.30,n dcq,, tont.,ncd SSg of burnt 

uman bone and 19 ka of bum, funt. 

Cremattoo 1744 of a young ad~h (dctcrtn1:0:i,: 
skull frasmcnt) wu in an oval P11• 0.80m ~ 
and 0.19m dttp. Apart from the 8Sg of ftiots.811 
bone, the fill tonlamcd a lalge number: bbcbloi 
of nodules, 7.Skg of burnt and 8.1kg 
Dini$. d<ddOD ,l I 

lnhutnation 30S8 (Fig 29) was the ,c dd 
3S--4S yar old fcm:ilc buried in an o,-.J ara,;.. bo." 
measured 1.6m by Im and 0.40m d~ ,..;~ tit 
was crouched and laid out on its left d .,,. ~ 
nght ann across the chcs1 and upper 1 ~ J(t ,oJ 
had been buried with • ncc:kbcc of am rk'•"' 
lignite beads (Fig 103). There were 22 corn i.o-­
livc fragmentary cylindrical_ am~ ~;"t,cld .\ 
ICII ~• beads and one b,oorucal hgnb t,oat I"' 
radiocarbon mcuuroment from • bm bUl,... 
ducc,d a date of 2740±70 bp (HAR 6l22), d,<dlft 
wh•n calibrated 10 two le>-.,ls of ~86I""" 
o< I~ BC (Pearson and Stu,vcr .., ..., 
too late for the artefacts. Thu . ~plc,

1
""""' 

resubmitted and a funhcr determinauoo 

Other occurrences of Phase 3 pot1cl)' 
11 

Residual fragmcnts of pottery OCCII~~ ~.., 
ptts 17,317 and 4567, in Arca A. In 1"1 

Frg 23. &,,.., Lane. I 
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Fig 23. Easton Lane. Phase 3, Early Bronze Age, Area F: CT<maiion 507 from lhe west, sealc 0.20m. 

Fig 24. Easton Lane. Phase 3, Early Bronze Age_, Area F: inhumaticm 595 from norihwcsl~ scale 0.Srn. 
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Fig 26. Easton Lane. Phase 3, Early Bronze Age, Area D: cremation 1700 from the west, scale 0.20m. 

Fig 27. Easton Lane. Phase 3, llarly Bronze Age, ArCll D: cremation 1705 ftQm the cas1. Sc-,lc 0.Sm 
horizon1al, 0.20m vertical. 
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Fig 28. Easton Lane. Phase 3, Early Bronze Age, Area D: cremation 1705, detail. Scale 0.20m. 

Easton Lane. Ph•sc 3 Ea I . B . d l)<>d,. 
Sc-,Jc 0.20m. ' r > ronze Age, Arca D: mhumation 3058, detail of head an 
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a shcrd of Biconic'1l urn (Fig 87.42). In Arca B, 
Phase 3 pottery was recovered from Phase 4/5 di1ch 
IOS4, which included a decorated sherd of Collared 
um (Fig 87.40), and from disturbanc,-. in the upper 
layers of Phase 2 pits 80 and 1017. To the oonh of 
Area 0, a post•holc, 3721, was assigned to this 
phase. lo Area G, sherds of Early Bronze Age 
poucry from pit group 653 were interpreted as 
intrusive. In transect 3, Early Bronze Age pone.ry 
was recovered from Middle to Late Bronze Age ditch 
3634, and in transect 20 from Late Bron1,e Age ditch 
3274. 

Phase 4. Middle Bronze Age (Fig 30) 

Post•builr drcu13r and other structures arc the main 
features of this phase. They were spaced in clusters 
between the 60m and 65m contours of the slope from 
A«-. H in the southeasr through 10 Areas C and E in 
the norchwcst. Ten citeular, eight misceJJancous, 
chree rectangular and a range of Structures from Area 
D have b<en assigned 10 this phase. Many had no 
direct dating evidence, eg CS 2782, CS 3290 or MS 
5658, or only a limited number of associated sherds, 
eg CS 2159, MS 2789 or CS 5636. Others, like CS 
2341, contained pouery of both Middle and Later 
Bronze Age type. In general, strucmres have been 
assigned to the phase wttich predominated in their 
immediate area and it is therefore likcly, especially in 
Areas B and C, that some slrucLUres ha,·e been 
included which should hal'e been considered as i,ar1 
of Phase 5. It is also possible 1hat Bronze Age 
structuml evidence from Arca A has b<en masked by 
the conccmration of lron Age material. A Umitcd 
number of associated pits and buria.ls were 
discovered. A double-ditched boundary $ys1cm, 
whith enclosed a minimum area of 6ve hectares, 
appeared during ,his phase. The ditehes and struc­
tures were not Ob\-iousJy related and may ha\'c 
represented changes in land use and social scrucmre 
within tn.is period. 

Tbe structures arc described by area. 

Area A 
Miscellaneous s1ructurcs 2159 and 5658 were 
discovered in this Arca. Both were some distance 
away from the areas where most contemporary s1ruc­
tures were recorded. MS 2159 had associated sherds 
of both Late Bronze Age and Early Iron Age po11cry. 
MS S6S8 WllS close to and west of Middle Bronze Age 
ditch 1810. 

MS 2 IS9, an 0\'.1111 Or subr«tangular $Cl'\lClU~ of $ixtce,n c~I)' 
spr.,,ocd P<l$t•boki, rltlJ0 0.S0m-0.~m 11par1, mean 0.3-lm (Figs 
.31 and 32). An C0lnllnCt' 0 ,-70m 1,1r,•l<k oo lhc WC$I wu foml(N.i by 
lbc IWO shalk>v-'"C$1pos1-hola~96011nd % 1, wilb 'all oppostd p;air, 
970 and 955, 0.80m apan 10 form lln en1r.t.nec on 1ht caM 
Dimcn.i;J(ln$ of the $trueture arc, tf 0\--al 4. I0m by 3.90m, if 
subrttWl#\d.ir -1,00m by 3.70m. Sherds Q( Late Bron7,c Age and 
Early Iron Ag.: poncry ~~ round In pou-hok 9SS. A ~rnpk u( 
11.nimal bane from post-hole 965 f?\•e a prcli.m1,rur)' rsdio..-arbon 
~lcrmi1111.on of 22201: 100 bp (HAR. 6113). J-lzy;,,•C'\-cr lbc SltlJC• 
mrc was si1111ucd whhin a 1.'0r1>tt or Lhc Mtddl<' Bronu Age ditch 

t)~cm :md, on thl1 basu., his been aUoca1N tO the Middle Br~ 
Ag,. 

MS S6.S3 (Fag 33), a disc:rc-te giuup o( SC\'<tl po$t•bolcs wbkh 
formed a roua,b kmi-dn:k. with an open t,ide (acing \\fll, and 
maxim.um width <>f 7 ,OOm. On<' <>f 1,hC$e post-holes; 3756, w n­
talncd • shetd or Bu<;kct um (P'"-c SS.54). h wi,$ dose to :a.ml WCJt 
c,f Bruni<' Age ditch 1810 imd 60m south of MS 2JS9. 

Area B 
Four circular and chrce miscellaneous s1ructures in 
Area B were assigned to the Middle Bron1.e Age, 
Phase 4. CS 2373 and 2,75 were not strictly comem, 
porary as their ground plans were superimposed. 

CS 2141 ha.\ been cxu¥1td ft<)ln a dus.cr of PQ61•boles from 
which • .scrit'f of $1.rUC'lural inrcrp,rttations arc po$~ibk ( Figs 35 
:.nd 36). TilC i111crprtt1don i.JJustrattd J$ tJl.ascd on Lbe ~nddence 
or sil'.e: and depl.h of 1hc post-holt"S. h provides a pos.t•ting o( 8:m 
diameter- with n porch, 1.25m long: and 3.25m widcJ (acing 
60u1h"'-«t. Within the P»l•t'lng were four pairs ()f t,light post• 
hold. l(th(' srruc1urc: 1$ interpreted ;13 ho.viog walls extending in a 
cirde from 1he ou1<ticJe c:dtl<' or 1hc catratice. (Gudbm: 1983} 1hcn 
thrtt other paia of p<nt•hoks woo.Id be witbio the s,~ture. A 
(our•Po):l struc:tutt ?.SOm t,Quatt, con$1J«led from f)Q$t•hoks 
1509, 15-18, 1558 arid 132.S (RS 5660), WI$ coincideru with the 
c:rttran"· Two p3irs t;J(' f~turt"S Jay oul$ldc c:,'tn Ll,c: b,gcs1 
cunoe1wbk .strua:urc. Pon~·boles 1210 11:n<I, IS24 we~ or propor­
tions: t'Ompmtbk with I.he (our internal pain or post-holes, 
Fea1uri:s 1587 and l.S-89 arc bcs1 regarded as dtsett1e features. 
possibly the ba.~ or sb;i.lJow piu :i 00 need noc M\.-esa,rily be 
COO.tmlP9f'IIO'. Three shc."rds of P~c:rborough ware and 6\·c 0IM'r 
Nc:o!i1h.ic $herds wett fo fea1urc 1587 .and a $hm1 or probo:bk Lat(' 
8ronzt Age pouc:ry iJJ rQt1.11t 1589. A ,herd or N00Ji1hic f)OU<'I)' 
{FabrbC C4} was in ~ -.bok 1509 and sberd$ of M.iddk und Lute 
Bronic Age pottery were in post-~lcs IJ49, 2087, 232.S a.nd 
foalUI'< 1090 whi<h W1$dacribcd a, 1t1111nil, Fearntt 1090 m>y b< 
the ba$C of a W llow pi1 M.m.ilar ,o rea1urc:1 I SS7 a_nd lS8'. 

CS U73 (Figs '37 111'(1 38). an oYal or su.brtc1anguJar buiJding, 
oottsi$tt'd o( an ~re o( t.,wh·c: pos1-hoJc, •od two «n1ralty pbt<'d 
lntmtal pc,e:c-bolcs. ~ ground plan QS n<>i fuJJy tte()','ucd sinoc 
11 extenJcd beyond 1he c:<tg,c of lbt maiin trnvation -and i1 was not 
possible to ~n•c Its foll C'lttem during tlk- wntehirlJj: bric(. 
Di:unctc:r or width was 5.00m. 

CS 2J7.S O-lgs 37 -and 38) wu a small O\'J.l s.tnkmtt, S.OOm 
nonh-.sou1b by S.20m C'a$l•~• with -an do11gat«I p()rCh to the 
south, 2.SOm lo(lg by I ... On, wide, possibly mtttcd from 1he <'~St 
10 gi,·c • right-angled 11pproach, and simillr 10 Houk C on 
Winnatl Ovwn (Fasham 19$5- f"ig 8). The ~t-bolH Wtn: often 
double or n:pla.xd. Notun.l fcatutt 36-1 con1ai.ned early and 
Middk Bron"' Ag,, po11<ry (rig 8U3, Fig SS.4S-49), pmu­
m.ibly dc-ri\'Cd from this buildm3. 

CS ?723 (Fig 39) W8$ ~in <>vlll Structure of rwcnty•two pos1• o.nd 
stak._..hc,fes whkb mL-asurc:d 1. 30m east•WC:S.I by 6, ?0m oonh· 
sooth. A j)O$Siblc enuaACe, 1.2.Sm wide, on the oo-nbwCM was 
formed b)' po~t-hoJ("S 2387, 20SO and 2053, 1oge1he:r W1th sccond• 
•ry « r;..-pbcemcnt ~ -holes 2 3$~, 239'7 and 2390. An It.I 1cro11.th•c 
entn.rK"t'in rhe: IOuthtasi.could be rqnc5entcd by pc>St•lw~cs 2-38S, 
239S, 2509 and 25'4-I. lo 1hc foffflt'r a1$C only 1.httc J>O$l•hob, 
2->8:S, 2391 and 2,509, ~um.-d "''ilh1n the. pos1 drdc-. MedtC\•aJ 
pouerywas rttM·e:rtd from muhl1,1c featorc 2640' l/2. 

M.S 2189 (fig 40). n discme cluster of tY.'ffl()'-four po51-holt$ IA 
an llttl o( natu.ni.l fn1urcs, wu prob:.bly a ci.n;ufa.r s1.nmutt. h 
consisttd of :i pon:h 4.60m loog by r 2.00m wide: whkh (attd 
JOUth, wid, an irrcgufa.r b9d)· of porst•hob 10 the n(lfth. Ooc­
tbcrd o( Groo,·cd w11rc (Fig S6.23) and one sherJ of Middk 
Broruc Age: ftbric: A9 were round in post-hole 2704. 

MS 56S4 Via$ 11. ffllllll group of settn poM•bo~ in tbe soothW.l 
of A~ 8. 6.SOm long 11.1,d 2.2.Sm \l.iClt (Fii 41), ibe pos1-bolies 
INY ffp~l three l\\-.>•~ 111\KIUl't:s wi1h an ouUying £ingk 

-· 
MS S6S7. a dikrctc: group uC nine posr-holes. fonnloJ an 

ifttf,-Ul.1r • 1"-0-5.ldt'd IUTl.JllffllCOI open to dx WC$l Wilh a m&.11i• 
mum width of 6.00m (Fig if,2:}. A group of three poS1-hoks \l.'ett in 
the soutbem cwncr. Nonhe:1.'JC of CS 23-11. 
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Fig 32. Eas1on Lane. Phase 4, .Middle Bronze Age, Area A: MS 2159 from 1he south, scale 2m. 
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Fig 36. Easton Lane. Phase 4, Middle Bronze Age, Area B: CS 2341 from the south, scale 2m. 

Abo witbio Area B bu1 $()In( ◄Om cast of 1hc main group of 
,u,11,um W1S RS )609 (fig HJ, a small rou~J)OStcr 1.60m 
t:ql&a~. No ponery was rcco,-crtd from tbh $1.ructurc bu1 it \l."ltS 
$imitir to 1bc four-p)St suucturc wilhin CS 2l41. 

ArcaC 
CS 2782 was the only structure in Area C. 

CS 2782 \\'U 11 5.15m d.iamctcr, rirc:ular ring of nine equidistant 
J'IOl,,t•~es about one cttnn.J pos1-holc, with two porch post-holes 
fomung an ~trance, 1.90m wide and 1.60m Jong, which factd 
5()1.1thcas1 (F13,1 44 and 4S). The porch and cntrar:u:c post-holes 
11t"1:~ Llrgn ~ deeper than lhose which form.ecJ lhc ring while 
die ttmral poSl "''aS $baUowcr, Medic~ pottery wu ~\<trcd 
from post-bole 2750. 

Arca D 

About 300 fcsu~res, mainly post- and stake-holes, 
were cJust~red in a small area approximately 40m 
square {Figs 46 and 47). Twenty-two of these 
features contained Middle Bron,.e Age pottery of 
which two are ilJustratcd, a sbc:rd of decor; ted 
Bucket urn (Fig 88.56) from 1748, an isolated 
post-bole to the east of burial group 4022 a d 
perforated lug fro~ a Globular urn (Fig 88.52) fro; 
post-hole 3423 which was imrnediatclv ad' 
the southern cnrrance to MS 4010 Th 1accnt to 
defined on th h • • e are-• was c sout side by a lynchct and a fence 
LS 4011, and on the wesi by ditch 1810 Th ' 

~~t;:v:~s ~:~s .:~h~~:~~~ a~d east, ;Ith:~;~•~~: 
vauons. Discrete , e area ?f the exca­
including burial g:~i:ps 0£:i~tures arc identifiable, 

, CLrcular structures 

4008, 4009 and 5653, miscellaneous su,1c1urc .JOIO 
and several other possible slrutiure groups. Thrit 
white coral or fossil sponge beads were found in Arr, 
D aod have been iocluded in l'hase 4, Middle Broo2t 
Age: one from CS 4009 post-hole 2992, one from MS 
4010 post-bole 1768, and one from a post-holetotl>< 
north of the area, 1770. The burial group 4021 has 
been dealt with in the section on the Early BJ'OO/X 
Age, Phase 3. One structure, MS 5631, w1s wts1of 
ditch 1810. 

CS 4008 was a dr<:ular pust-rili,g o( 18 post-l,ok$, ~ 
.. usm (Fig 48). Th-c ,wo largest pOSt•holcs, 172l and 1 ~ 
foml-Cd a 0.75m wide cntninoe facing.sou1heas1. A sc<o~Pf' ?So 
cnu'1.ntt WiS fonnOO by pos1-hoks 1718 :and J86J, II y; ff • 

wick, and fact."d wcs1. ~ 1 
CS 4009 (Fig <18) wa$ • cim.alar cluster o( 21 .po$1•bole5 dilll 

dfa.rncter o,f S.SOm, The northwcst quadrin1 1n1crscct«l ~SI 
1810 and , despite ex1en$,iVc cleaning of d~ surf~ oltbt:.:.. 11; there wa.s nO.$USSC$tion of pc)$t•OOles being cut into tbC' ( • dw 
liktl)' thcrcfort lhat the di1cb c1.11 aW.i)' pa$1•b

7
~ ~ $07. 

nor1hwcs1 of CS 4009, ·rwo large po5t•p11$, I a S()ml.<q 
fOfmed :an cmranoe fo the $OU tbe:t$1 1,1,•i th :1 sm~tl p0rtb 1 • 
and l,OOm wide. b.idt 

CS S6S3 w.-s a small post-budt s.truc1u~ of_ fiftt'\"ll : Jtil 
-1.00m di:une-t«{Fi,g 49). Thtre Wl·~ lw.)-OCf'lll"",d ~-2 rorsncJ, 
and 3073, and pc:>st•hoks 3035. 3037, 303'9 and J()-1 

porch I ,SOm long b)' 0.65m wide- whkh fact<l ~ 1h;tun' -~ 
MS 4010 was a round-cndc-d r«tangub.t WU 1,tf<,.-w:cl' 

occurred within an :i.rca of 1igluly pa<:kal J>(!St·~oJci))' 1birlY,_ 
number of (cncc tines (k-e bel()w. combinauoa • 1 l'I ci S)lll' 
(l()rst•hoks ha~ been cxuacu:d 10 (orm a ~round_P•~ 
nil"trical proportM>ns abom the short axis. whKff""IIP so ,id 
I l.SOn, kmg nor1h-si>u1b h.)' -t S0m wii:k l"J:5':~t ~~ 
SI). The wm side consis1~ ot' roughly rqutdtSi~n~ \IP 1~ 

1,7Sm-2.00m a(tltl, me.an 1.90m. wtiik l~~,.sid I$, 1,lt(llll 
1:ndy l,ess regular with some dOtlbk OC re:.-~-- ()0$ 
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Fig 38. Easton Lane. Phase 4, Middle Bronze Age, Atea B: superimposed structures 2373 and 237S from 
the north, scale 2m. 

a~()f lhttc po$l•holes:e11c:h It lh(' north and SOUlh end.$ ha,·e b<:tn 
lntcrprctcd as in1urncd cn1ranoes. ~ s)'mmttt)' of the Slructurc­
a~1 the- i:~~n.J east-w~t pani1ion arguct: strong.I)' for this bt-ing 
11 iunglc budding rath« 1han 1wa juxt:ip(>6c..'CI circular struc1ul'C$, 

MS S631 ...,~i an o,-al or thinecn poit-boln, 6.50m nor1h-south 
by ~-00m(ast-wcst ~il,h a 2.4-0m g;,p on 1bc !A't$l side, possibly an 
cnt~ncc: (J:tg 5-2). It was to the $0UthWl-Sl of the main grQUp of 
nru«u.re:s m Atta D and 32m wcs.1 of dilch 3581. 

l.S 4011 "'as twcnty,onc post•bolcs i.o a linear amngcmc:n1 JSm 
loog running ~ -"~ (Fig S3). The group comprised tbr« 
almost par.illd Ian~ of post•holcs presumably the result of fcn<:c 
ltl)llie\'mcm. The hoe was d.11blishl-d a1 iu east end by lhc two 
largest pos.t•hQIC$~ .360S and 3467. LS -4011 was pirallf:I to bu1 
squll\ ~ . LS ..ON. LS 401 1 Slraddkd die- p~n'Cd line o'r th 
lyneb1;1, t 

. LS 40\.4 "''as elt,'C~ JIOSl•hold which formed a straight fence 
lw 16,2Sm long wb,ch na.n ~·"ffl (F'ig Sl), Pos~$ were SCI 
I ,O?m•2.80m apart. mca1\ 1.48m. AU ihc post-hob wcrt of 

$1.milaz- ckpth tnd diameter except (or 313) and m 2 which 
formed a larger cmu·ul pair I.SOm a~n The (cnct lin r 
diltb 1810 in lht "''t"Sl l0 MS 4010 in ,he eai-l c ffl.n rom 

~.-:~~ ~~!f(f·" ~t~ in an a~ ru?ning_ ~gh~y 
dtpth and di1mt1er __ .., '3 I °iA..... P(),St•hc>lcs .. Crt Slm1far t.n 
........ . ~. ,._,tu were -.111,m-4 ISm ap,n m z -. 
11u-w paitS (,I J)()$1•hok$ l.886!2 ' • ' c:an ,-"fm. 
form~d II r,o~iblc double \:nltui~!8"!tl~:~~~~ 

1
7
9
5
26/l~~~ 

opening,, rt$J)C.(tivcly. • • m w,...: 
LS 4-016 was an arc or l1,••~nt , , 1. .. 

from dntb 1810 to LS -WI I >/"•0 pos1-i111lcs ':"'hkh ran 'A'e$l 
lnterrupu:d b)· two i bor1 ~f ' thr. c south _(Fi$. Sl). h WIIS 
which fr•-·-·• .r. 1 ions O COl\\'i:rgJtlg h~ of -...~ 

,,.utn1 • ,urtnc: e.iu~e oar-.. • h ~ 
&lructlm: "- 26 < ...... r •v .. mg tot c cas1. 1"be whole!" 

.. • .1Yffl 1t<Mn west to so ... T• - r 
tong ~..,'l'Sl 10 25 d Uui. 111., uont l was 6,75m 

LS ' • lllWJ C ~llhcw('!St I 35mwidc 
4017,oltwt nt)'•fourpost•hOI . i' • atthccast. 

wtuch ran ~allel 10 LS 4016 •nw: "• ormcd an ~re JJ.2Sm long 
0.90m to -1.20m :topan mtan • 1 JS P'>St•holn., wh!Ch w<'rc sprc:id 
dtp(.tu and dia~k~ (Fig Sl).· m, ~ a wi<11: \"l.tfatlon in 

For ease or reference these va.rious sm1cnual 
elemems have been arranged imo three main <OOl­
binarions (Fig 53). These combinations arc "" 
mutually exclusive and different elements can Ix 
integrated in different ways. Indeed, \'er}' diffettlll 
interpretations ea.a be proposed. Thete is no cbrooo­
logical significance in the ordering of 1he elem<1111 

within these different combinations. 
Combi1uuio11 I s(.-CS the three roughly parallel an, 

of fences LS 4015, 4016 and 4017 cx<endiag fl\llll 
ditch 1810 on 1hc west clockwise 10 LS 4011 on~ 
south. The arcs were not part or an arrangement . 
concentric rings but were integral enti1~c:s in the~ 
own right. The central fence, 4016, was U1tctrUJ>( 
by a funnel-shaped formation which cxicndtd e,sia< 
far as a gap in the outer arc, LS 401 7. Tbis con~~ 
tion may have been reHecccd in the .adjacent pair S 
post-holes in the otherwise regular hne of LS~!~ 
from which a through passagei casH,·cst, coul 
postulated. 

Combfoatio11 2 involves chc rectangular structUff 
MS 4010 with a roughly rectangular arca_1om•z:; 
This was enclosed by LS 4014 cx1cndmg 31 

0 CCI 
angles from the north of MS 40 IO 10 diich ISI ·i,J 
the west. The $0uthern side of the arc:1 was dcllllU LS 
by LS 4011 wh.ich also ran eas1-wes1, pol1lil•~

1• d• 
4014. A 2.50m gap scpara1cd it from MS40l ;;J, 
short smion of connecting fence can be pos<U (oil!, 

LS 4011 was !Sm long and LS 4014 J6.2S:soutll• 
and enclosed an area 14m wide from nor1.h l 

EAS1 

••• 
0 I 

t:w:--. 

Fig 39. Easton l 
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Fig 41. Easton Lane. Phase 4, Middle Bronze Age, Area B: dctaikd plan and profiles of MS 5654. 

LS 401 I consisted of more than one line of post­
ho1es, which may represent renewal of this line to 
form a somhern terminal to LS 4015, 4016 and 4017 
in ccmhina1ion I. 

Cqm.bina1ion 3 incorporates elements from com• 
binations I and 2 and also involves CS 4008, 4009, 
5653 and MS 4010. The blank areas were considered 
functionally as access or courtyards. CS 4008 and 
S6S3 were isolated to the north and cast respecdve.ly> 
each with surrounding access or freespace of c3.0m-
4.5m. CS 4009 and MS 4010 were separated from 
them by LS 40171 the southern part of LS 4015 and 
the western post-holes of LS 4014. Some of the 
post-holes not used from LS 4015, 4014 and 4016 
served as additional posts and work areas for CS 
4009 and MS 4010. The used parts of LS 4014 and 
4015, together with LS 4011 and 4017, were linked 
to form an enclosure around CS 4009 and MS 4010. 
This enclosed a free space of c3.0m around CS 4009 
and a ya:rd, 6.0m east-west by 10.0m north-south, to 
the west of MS 4010. The eas1ern half of LS 4014 
was re-interpreted as part of a ~•ork area within this 
cnclos-ure, wh.ich consisted or a Joosc group of post• 
holes, with many poS$iblc pairs, jn an ocherwise 
open space. Tbe duster of post-holes to the south~ 
wes-t, outside the enclosure, was probably a similar 
work area and combinations of two .. and four-post 

structures can be postula1ed. LS 401 I could still 
have been a multiple rence tine, or alternatively, a 
single fence with a small work area to the north. 

It is no1 possible 10 sugges, a 6rrn chronological 
sequence for the various combinations except to say 
tha1 CS 4009 cannot be con1emporary wi1h LS 4015 
and 4016, nor the funnel on LS 4016 with MS 4010. 
CS 4009 appeared 10 have been cu1 by di1ch 1810, 
although the exac1 sequence has been obscured by 
1hc presence of recu1s in the ditch, while LS 4014, 
4015, 4016 and 4017 appeared 10 use di1ch 1810 as a 
boundary. The third combination with iis houses 
and structures contradic,s lhe implicit stratigraphic 
sequence. 

Area E 
There was one circular structure in Area E. 

CS 3290 was a ring I.){ 54:,·cn pos1~boles about • Ct"ntra.l 
post•hok, with a diamr1er ()( 4.2Sm (Figs S4 and SS). Tht two 
larg~ pos1°hO,es, 3.228 and 3261, cm)· have formed an cn1ra11ec 
l.SOm wide fac:tn.g oonbt'tit. This struc1ure wlls near and west of 
Middle Bronu Age di1clt 6073132000016. 

Area H 

This area contained three post•buH1 Stf\Jctures which 
were attributed 10 Phase 4 on grounds of form, 
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relationship to the contour and one piece or Middl< 
Bronze Age Bucket urn (Fig 88 .59) from p051,hok 
5345, MS 5652. They formed a compact group or 
one circuJar, one rectangular and one misccll.aneotl$ 
type structure (Fig 56) . 

CS S636 was a drde of ten post-ho!~. S.SOm diameta, with 
two OC:tlltal post-hoJcs. The l.trgtSI pos:1-holcs, S238. s,z.tO iod 
52◄2, formed a l.OOrn wide entrance which fattd M)tl th-,outlimti 
with pom rithtr replaced or doubk. M.cdiC'V'al ponny wu foood 
in 001h ms .,,d S242. 

RS 5637 wa, a (our•P()S( Rructu.re with a length or2.50fnatdi 
width of I.SOm. It was south o( ~ S636. 

MS 56)2 was 11 group 0 ( ~nittn post¥boles 10 tbc 11orthllttSI 
of CS 5636, which formL-d a fence 1,.'ndinaat lhc "1i't$1 in • ~ 
pen, Thc fcnct was 15.75m long and the p0i5sibk pe:n .aJ. 
nonh,tooth and 3.00!,n easH~·C$t, 

Area Mc 
There was one post•buih strucrurc in Area Mr. 

i\~S. 5650 " '•S a scm.i-circk, opco to the $0Ut~t, of~ 
CQ~idisi.ant J)O$l•holc, wh.icb cocloscd a m:a.,x:imum wid1b of 4di(dl 
(Ftg 57), h wu near and west or Mid<lk BroBZt A# 
607lJJ200nOl6, 

Fig 43. Easton Laac. Phase 4, Middle Bro""' frs 
Area B: detailed plan and profiles 0 
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Fig 45. Easton Lane. Phase 4, Middle Bronze Age, Arca C: CS 2782 from t.hc southeasi, scale 2m. 
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Fig 47. Easton Lane. Phase 4, Middle Bron1.c Age, Arca 0; genera) view from the soUlhcast showing 
conce.ntr.uion of features. 

Pi1s (Fig 58) 
There were only six pits datable 10 the Middle 
Bron1,e Age: 166, 1498, 3691, 3749, 4691 and 4699. 
They were either ovoid wirh flat bouoms or shallow 
with circular or ova.I plans. Two further pils, 3740 
and 3743, contained both Middle and Late Bronu 
Age pouery. The total volume of possible Pha.se 4 
pits was l.50m3 with a mean of0. 19m' . The only 
significant find was• bronze arrowhead (Fig 85.2) in 
pit 1498. This pit also concained rimsherds and a 
perforated body sherd from a Middle Bron,.c Age 
Bucket um (Fig 88.55). Pit disiriburion did not 
rcJate to structure concentrat.ions. There were two 
POSSible concent.rations or pits: one group of four 
pits, 3691, 3740, 3743 and 3749, to the north of Area 
D near ditch 3692; and the other of two pits, 4691 
and 4699, in Area A, which together with possible 
cremation 4683 and post-hole,; 4652 and 4726 were 
to the west of MS 2159. A piece of aaLlcr from pit 
4699 was submitted for radjocarbon determination 
with a result of 3240± 120bp (HAR 6116). 

Two further smaJI pits or PoSt-holes contained 
Middle Bronze Age pottery. They were 6039 in Area 
Mc, which had a near complete Bucket um \Vith a 
row of perforations b<low lbc rim (Fig 88.53), and 
6099, a possible cremation, in Area Be, which 
comained St sherds from a single Bucket urn. Both 
these foamrcs were very close to_, and probably 
aS$0Cia1ed with, the westCl'll pair of Middle Bronze 
Age north-south ditche,; (7008/6064 and 701017037/ 
7049). 

Four Iron Age pits in Area A contained sherds of 
Middle Bronze Age pottery, 409, 1391, 2154 and 
4921. 2154 contained a decorated sherd of Bucket 
urn (Fig 88.57), and 4921 a decorated sherd of 
Globu.Iar urn (Fig 88.51 ). 

Ditches (Figs 59, 60, 61 and 62) 
The Middle Bronze Age ditches formed a single 
coherent pattern which was modified in the Later 
Bronze Age, Phase 5. The ditches, sometimes in 
paraUel pairs about 6m apart, were arranged in a 
rectilinear pauern. They were generaUy of slight 
construction and coniprisc.-d a north-south line run• 
ning from Arca Be to Arc.a Mc, a west-e:isc lfoc from 
Arca Be through Are-as E, C, and B and across to A, 
and anOLhet north-south line running from Arca A 10 
Area D. 

The north-south line from Arca Be 10 Arca Mc 
was made up of three inain ditches. ln Area Be there 
was ditch 7008 which was 0.3lm•0.4Sm wide, mean 
0.36m, 0.07m-0.25m deep, mean 0.14m, and was 
continued to the south in Arta Mc by ditch 6064, 
0.62m wide, 0.28m deep. These ran parallel to ditch 
7010, width 0.30m, depth 0.12m. 

The west.east line from Area Be to Are:;1 A was 
made up of the following elements. ln Ar<.-a Be there 
was ditch 7022, 0.50m wide, 0.08m deep. This line 
was continued east by ditch 1054, 0.40m•0.60m 
wide, mean 0.48m, 0. J8m.0.35m deep, mean 
0.26m, aad ditch 972, 0.3Jm-0.85m wide, mean 
0.64m, O. I 8m-0.40m deep, 0.26m mean. These ran 
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Fig 49. Easton Lane. Phase 4, Middle Bronze Age, Area D: derailed plan and profiles of CS 5653. 

P'lrallcl to, and south of, ditch 7017 in Area Be 
which was 0.40m wide, 0.40m deep. The line of 
7017 was continued in Area B by ditch 2730, 0.42m 
wide, 0. 12m deep, and possibly by rhe west end of 
ditch 975 in Arca A. 

The norib-south line from Area A 10 Area D 
consisted, in Area A, of ditches 176 and 729, 0.50m• 
1.40m wide, mean I. 13m, 0.25m-O. 74m deep, mean 
O.S7m, and ditch 1810, 0.80m-l.60m wide, mean 
1.22m, 0.48m-0.90m deep, mean 0.69m, which ran 
from rhe southern half of Area A into Arca D. The 
northern end of ditch 1810 appears on plan as ditch 
numbers 990 and I 929. In Area D jXlrts of a parallel 
ditch line were recorded, dilches 2694: 0.22m-0.37m 
wide, mean 0.29m, 0.10m-0.22m deep, mean 0.1 Sm 
and 3687; 0. 14m wide, 0.0Sm deep. Ditches 3634 
and 3673 in transect 3 probably extended the lines of 
1810 and 2694 respectively. 

Two further- djtches in Area$ A a.nd D arc con· 
sidered to be part of this )-ystcm. In Ate-d A, ditch 
1493, 0.68m wide, 0.30m deep, ran east a, righl• 
angles from ditch 176; and in Area D, di1ch 3692, 
0.68m wide, 0.23m dc-cp, formed a right-angle 
against ditch 3687. 

The dating of these ditches by direct reference to 
POltcry is complicaled by the sporadic and clustered 
nature of 1he evidence. Almost 40% of all Middle 
and Late Bronze Age pottery was recovered from 
two ditches, 10S4 and 1810, with 154 Middle, La1e 

and Middle or Late Bronze Age sherds between 
them. From this it was assumed that ditches 1054 
and 1810 were still open but probal)ly going ou1 of 
use during the Late Bronze Age. In addition., the 
lai:ge number of recurs which were recognised in 
these ditches also suggested a long period of use and 
man.agemcm, pr~-umably as field boundaries. The 
pottery from ditch 1054 included a decorated rim• 
she.rd of Type 1 A Globular um (Fig 88.50) and a 
Middle 10 La1e Bron1.e Age Bucke, base which had 
been bored for use as a weigh, (Fig 88.58). The 
occurrence of Neolithic and Early Bronze Age pot· 
tcry in ditch 1054, near pi, 1017, reflected the 
proximity of the early fealun:s as a source of residual 
maierial. II is possible tha1 ditch 1054 recu1 or 
re-used an eatlier ditch line. In Atca A, the dating 
was complicated by the conce.nlralion of latet Iron 
Age material, but Middle Bronze Age po1tery was 
recovered Croin ditch 729► which, with ditches 176, 
1493 and the wes1 end of 975, fined well in10 the 
Middle Bron1,e Age Phase 4 ditch sys1ein omlined 
above. The only stratigraphic relationship, apart from 
the various recuts, was in Area Be where a slight, 
east-west Middle Bro11ze Age Phase 4 di1ch, 7017, 
was cur by a substantial oorth•sou1h ditch, 7016. 

Burials 
The cemetery of two inhumations aud five crema­
tions in Area D, burial group 4022., has been dealt 
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with in Phas,, 3. A lhird inhumacion, 3695, was 60m 
non1, or the ctmnCI') 

lnhumation 3695 was an adult crouched burial oo 
11> rocht sod< •nth its bead to the nonb"-.st. It .. -.s tn 
• rcciangular grave cut which also contaillcd chrtt 
shml, or M!ddk Bl'Oftll< Age PoCtCI')' (Fl3 63). 

In Arca Be, po&ible cremation 6099 coniaincd an 
in,cncd ,\bdcllc Bl'Oftll< Ar, um and chr<t small 
rntgmencs or cremated bone Which eould not be 
_u,-.ty ,cknuficd as human (Fig 63). 

In Arca A, wcs, or ditch 1810, sherds or Mtddk 
Braue~ uro Fig 88.◄7 •= rcco,·<rcd from a 
po$>1blo crem•tion , 4683, which contained two r,,.,. 
- or CJ'«Dalcd bone not f'O$iu,-dy od<nufted ., human . 

Phase S. Late Bronz.e Age (Fig 64) 

The distribution or Lace Bronzr Age · 'Ti'-il; 
S1md1r 10 tha1 of 1he more frcqucnl Mid d,t<d b:,' 
Age poucry. Since many fca1urcs h»T bc<D cypr u, 
associa110n or by the mos, prevalent ponl'l.c.ic ,. 
the imrncd111e area, i1 wn cspcaally hast 5 f""' 
d11Tercntia1e fca1wcs and structures of 1'..i, repa..-cd 
Phase 4 . llowc,er, a ditch sy.ccm "h SSIS"ed ,o 
tha, or th< Middle Bronzr Age hu bee~ 1 wu<'1"' 
thtS phase, while a number of I r Lace 8""1" 
dcscnbcd in l'h.asc 4 may ha,.., been o 
A&• dace. 
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Fig SS. Easton Lane. Phase 4, Middle Bronze Age, A""' E: CS 3290 wirh wooden pegs marking the 
post-holes. View from lhe northwes.t, scale 2m. 
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Fig 58. Easton Lane. Phase 4, Middle Bronze Age: sections of selected pilS. 

Structures 
CS 2341 had sherds of both Middle and Late Bronze 
Age ponery in the post-holes, and Lhc ovoid struc• 
ture MS 2159 a, a corner of the dilch system has 
been phased 10 the Middle Bronze Age because of its 
position even though it contained bo1h Late Bronze 
Age and Early Iron Age ponery in one of hs 
post•holes. Strucmres without direct dating evi­
dence, ie CS 2723, MS 5658, MS 5654 and 5657 and 
RS 5609 in Area B, CS 2782 in Area C, CS 3290 in 
Area E and MS 5650 ia Area Mc, may also have been 
or Late .Bronze Age date. HO\\.'ever, the overall 
proportion of Middle to La,c 8ron1.c Age ponery 

aero$$ the sire made _it more likely chat these were of 
Middle Bronze Age date. 

Ditches (Fig 65) 
The occurrence or Late Bronze Age pouery in 
ditches 176, 1810, 3274 and 6073, a11d the rela-
1ionship between ditches 7016 and 7017, enables a 
sequence to be proposed for lhe ditch system and to 
separate Middle and Late Bronze Age components. 

The Middle Bronze Age (Phase 4) di1ch sys,em 
was replaced by two larger north-south ditch Jines. 

The wescern line, running through Areas Be and 
Mc, was a single ditch, ~·ariously numbered 7016 in 
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Fig 59. Easton Lane. Phase 4, Middle Bronze Age: sections of selected ditches. 

Area Be, 3200 in Arca E, and 6073 in Area .Mc; and 
was l.25m-J.70m wide, meon 1.51m, 0.62m-0.80m 
deep, meon 0. 74m. 3274 probably continued tlus 
line in transect 20. Ditch 7016 cut ditch 7017 which 
was part of the Middle Bron,.e Age S)'1ltem. 

On the cast, ditch 1810 and its recuts reflect a 
re•usc rathe,r than a replacement of the north­
south ditches in the Late llron,.e Age. Both the 
dimensi!'ns of the ditch and the relatively high 
proporuon of Late Bronze Age pollery suppon this 
imerprctation. 

Late Bron,.e Age po11ery in ditches 1054 and 
972 suggests that pan of 1he southern line of 
the eost-wes1 Middle Bro07.e Age ditches was alSQ 
re-used. 

Other features and pottery finds 

:he~ were occurrences of Late Bron1,e Age pottery 
m 1h1rty•four coor~xts from twenty fcarures: eight 
post-h?les, three pns, one gully and eigh, ditches. 
The dnchcs a~countcd for nineteen of the contexts 
and are mcnuoncd above, except for ditch 511 • 
Area G. This Jhort ditch occurred within pit gro~: 
653 and conuuned a sherd of decorated Late Bronze 
~ge 1ar (Fig 88.<,0). Pu group 653 also contained an 
1llust~ated Laie llron,.e Age sherd (Fig 88,61). lo 
addmon ~o the ditches, only an isolated post~holc 
6000, which occurred in the north of Arca M h , 
been assigned to this phase. or the twcmy f~~ur: 

which contained Laie Bronze Age pottery, four allo 
contained, and were dated by, Middle Bronze Age 
pottery and a further seven have been assigned 10 lbt 
Middle Bronze Age because of their associadoos_and 
spatial relationships. Five la1cr fearures c<>!'wo<d 
residual Late Bronze Age pottery, of which "" 
shcrd of decorated Late Bronze Age jar from gully 
319 in Area A, has been illustrated (Fig 88.62~ IJl 
comparison, 52 features contained Middle 8[<)(1!< 
Age pottery. 

Phase 6. Early Iron Age (Fig 66) 

No Structures have b<'<:n allocated 10 this pb31t, A 
limited number of Eady Iron Age sherds occur~ ~ 
residual material in lace.r pits and s1ructurc:s, ma~ 
in Area A. This distribution probably «fleets ' 
presence of secondary activity 10 the northwCSI ofil>< 
enclosed sculcmem at V:'innall Oowo. 

Pits (Fig 70) 
Five shallow, amorphous pits in Arca A - 342, 1 ~; 
2154, 4577 and 4917 - con1ained Early Iron, nd 
pottery. Tbt pi1s had a 10,al volum~ of ~.24m ',01 
an average of 0.45m', Pit 342 conialllcd 3 fra: bf 
of greensa.nd quero and was the on1y one 00.t «cIC 
later features. h seems likely ,hut these P'" 
periphcraJ to the enclosed setdcntcnt. 

Fig 60. " · '-'Slon Lane 
we:s1~ scale 2 
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Fig 61. Euton Lane. Phase 4, Middle Bronze Age: sections of selec1ed dilches. 

The Late Bronze Age ditc.h system in Arca A was 
still evident, if not used, throughout lb.is phase, as 
tbc Early Middle Iron Age Phase 7 settlement related 
to boundaries provided by dhchcs 1810, 729, 176 
and 1493. The system may have been modified in 
1his phase with the consrruction of ditch 928. 

Ditch 9281993, 0.80m-0.90m wide, mean 0.86m, 
0.42m-0. 73m deep, mean 0.59m, containing Early 
Iron Age pouery, formed a short arc, about 30m 
long. Thjs arc was then rccut by ditch 350/971/1011/ 
1935, 0.70m-1.60m wide, mean 0.93m, 0.30m-
0.64m deep, mean 0.39m, which extended to the 
south to joio with and rccm the nonhern end of 
Phase 4/5 ditch 1810, and again contained Early Iron 
Age ponery. Th.is curving ditch system was rccut 
again in the Middle Iron Age by ditch 975 . The 
function of these ditches is not understood, although 
the arc divided the Early Middle Iron Age settlement 
in two. 

Ditches 176 and 729 contained Early ::~ 1, 
pottery and were sufficiently cxtan, to be u ~ ''" 
Early Middle Iron Age, Phase 7, as .;~~ .. 

17
~ 

boundaries. h would seem likely that ~ Phast 4 
729, 1493 and 975 could have been re•u f Pha!< 
ditches in a way comparable to the re-use 0 

4/5 ditch 1810 by ditch 350. 

f' 61) Phase 7. Early Middle Iron Age ( 18 

• 'sed b an uncndostd Th1s phase was charactcri Y ·. suuctutcS, 
settlement containing circular gully-built and pi• 
P<>St·holc clusters, other auxiliary struc~-~ sys,em 
and burials. Part of the Bronze Age "~nt 
survived and served to delimit the senJc.m (o~nd in 

The bulk of the Iron Age P?ttcry was base< or 
Area A and has been divided into thrce ~ Middlt 
Early 1.ron Age, Early Middle Iron Age:~ has t,,<11 
Iron Age. The Early Cron Age compone 
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regarded as b~ly rcckpo.;1cd. Th, Early Middle 
Iron Age and Middle Iron Age componcntsoccumd 
in overlapping distnbutiom in po$t•holes, gullies, 
riu and dnchcs. Tbe •1n1<1ur<1 appeared 10 have a 
high,r proponion of Early Middle Iron Age poucry 
and, thus, arc included m this pb.tsc, while the pits 
ha,-. been allocated t,c,,.·«n !he Iron Age rhascs. 
The mignmcnt of pits tnd S1rucrur<1 to Early 
Middle Iron Age or Middle Iron Age ..-as influenced 
by the 0,-.1111 vocw of scltkmcnt dc,-.topmau 
throughout the Iron Age which w-as reached by 
oomblnang the intc,pr,uuon from tlus c,ccavation 
with that from Winnall Down. 

Structures 

• rC$ four foat· Fif1«n gully and pos1-bu1h 11ruc1u ( ~ « .,,~ 
pos1 suuc1urcs and numerous knglbs O en al • 
assiancd 10 !his phase. The mueturC$ nrc sici!IJ 
Arca A (Figs 68 and 69) and_ we": divided~ 1w 
into "'" groups by !he curvuis di1<b hM 9?S n,. 
!he Phase f>-7 d11chcs 928, 193S • nd ff~ncuo• 
divu1on may have rcprc><'Jltcd a change O tbia ~ 
or cvm a l1111itcd scqucntw ooclot~ncnt "',uctt1r<1 
Early Middle Iron Age. In addition 10 th<,:: or ,ul>­
ddirutcly H5i&ncd to !his phase, the o• \\Slll9. 
rectangular nructu~ o( 1:a.xtttn post-holes,• 
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in lhe corner of the Middle Bronze Age ditch system 
provided a radiocarbon detennination of 2220± 100 
BP (HAR 6118). This structure could well relate to 
the Iron Age, althotigh spatially it seems best as.soci• 
ated with the Bronze Age fields. 

The northern group of structures had a clear 
ct.ntral axis run_ning approximately north-south 
which was probably a cemral pathway which turned 
southwe$\ at its southern end to pass between LS 
5645 and LS 5646. In the nonhern group were three 
Clrculat structures, seven misceltaneous structures, 
two rcc-tanguJar Structures and a number of linear 
Struc,ures. They can be grouped as follows: 
CS 2404 with associated structures MS 4019 and LS 

5639-42; 
CS 2408 wilh associated structures MS 2406 and RS 

2407; 
CS 2288 with associated structures MS 5656 and MS 

4020; 
MS 5622 with associa1cd s1rucmres LS 5644 and LS 

5648; 
MS 2160 wilh associated suuc,ure RS 5647; 
Discrete struc1urcs MS 5643, MS 2410, LS 5645 and 

LS 5646. 

_CS 2404, 11 .lSm diamc~cr. \\'as f()nncd b:;• 11 3UIIY 0.16m--0.4lm 
~. me:an 0,30m, 0.07m-0.2Sm dtt-p, mean 0.16m. A ?.SSm 
wide &;lp 1ft the guUy' togclht!.r wi1h tWO brge pQSt•hoks. 90$ 3.Dd 
907,. formtd a rciccssi.'<I cnirantt (acil\g $0tllhC"aSL. Usl"g tbc 
rrlillvt- propon ions or ()OS( •ring nnd gulJy d.i~1.c(er from CS 240$, 
~~ 1hc C\lid~c for a po!>l•ring is s1rongcr, 3 ~1-rins l)r 7. 2m 
t!~n~cr tan bt $1JggC$1.cd with f)Oli-t•hok l 12 as thi:- ccntr.:t.l paln1. 
'f!us. rmg p;issc11 through o r cndOSt"S the m:1jotit)' o( the post-holl.'S 
Within tbc NIU~U1rc, Two Shon <UC!ll of post-holet ',l,'(f( :al$(, 

a~rt:ru. To the $0\.lth the g·ully (;Ut a group of Mier Jroo. Ag(' 
pits. 

MS 4019 was: an (l\"11 d1.1"ter oi 44 po$1• and wikc-holcs wilh ~ 
$hon s«ti<>n of gull>• cxu;l'lding for 9.?Sin ca-11-wcst by S.?Sm 
nar~;iOUth, Tbcrc "1''( a hint or .i ih"'•s>O$t ring, 6.Sm diamcttr. 
whieh cGclos«I tbt majorilf CJf dM: pot.t•hob, ,;imilar to tha1 
\'oitbi.n CS 2288, $0 the: p~occ of a roofed structure CIMO! b( 
entirdy ruled ou1. Withjn tbc dusl«- were piirtd ()()rsl•holn and 
a.m- oHour and th·c 1»$1•bolcs. 

LS S639, LS S6-I-O, LS 5641 tnd LS S~Z were lintt1 <>f foor 
~r•bol~ e.i~h and were l.7Sm, 2.SOtn. I. I0m 11.nd I.SOm long 
fCSIX'(tiYCI)' , 

.CS 1408, ISm dfamttcr, w:i:s fo~d by a gully O.SJm..0.98"m 
wide, mc:tn 0,7Sm. 0.2Sm.O.S6m deep, ~:m 0 . .)7,u. l,.cm.B,i1uJ. 
inal ffl:ti<ms t~ the gull)' 5:hO'A'td fl0$l•lt0!es wi1hin 1tt fill 
Some R"xhc:d to 1h~ ~ or d.r gully. A 5.60m wide gap in 11k 
gully with 1wo brgc p<l6t•holcs1 186 ond SZS, (orm<J .a n,-ysscd 
('fttra.JK:C facU)g $0Ulhe2S,1. FQrt~••dil't'( post• .ind stakc•boks W('t'(' 
found \\ithin 1hc building. Th* i:nctudcd an i.rrtgula.r s...--oop. 
287. wtuch nuy bavc bc.-cn assoc:i:ucd with .i post \.'tl'llr.11 10 o..n 
inttrn.aJ ring. 9m in diameter, o( 6\"<' dc(l' p()ISl•bolo, 878,839. 
IJ?l, 1174 and 1419, ""bkb W'fi int\.'fTUptcd b)' 11 -WJ1;all u,nd:atcd 
pit, 289. ,,~ V.'3S 3 .small 0\•I du1>tc:-r o( ~1-ho,IC$ in lbt 
squ1hw~s1 oft.be st.ru(tUre, J.SOm lo,1g and 2.7Sm wide. 

MS 2406 was an O\'i.l <!lus:tu of ~•ictctn ptt,t,h(>lcs 10 1hc nonh o( 
CS 2408 wh!Cb cov('rcd a.n irea ()( .S.75m tasM,"tSl b)· 4.S0m 
nOcth•$001b, It was oriiinit.11)' 1boogl11, in lbc. field, lO ba\'C' b«.n 
:Ill (W:LI building but ii ('t'IUld equally b(, i:ntc-rpmcd :tS 1\li\') f.-c:loic 
1u,:s of four small po$t•h~c:s ~eh and a rurtb('r m o( laraer 
p()Sl•hoJCS 10 the $0Ulh. 

RS ?407 wall a $ff'l;alJ , rcct:aogufar rour-po5t 11tru«un: 1.60m by 
l.OOm. UnmeJiatdy northwes1 or CS 2408. 

CS 2..?88, J0.15m dianwtcr, W--.a\ formtJ by .a oodlycrodcd gullv 
which v.,u CQmple1dy aWCnt in chc northc-"'51 and .soutbwcM, 
Where prcst.1u it mc:asuttd 0.26m-0.50m Wide, mc:m 0.,40m, 
0,0$m•0.1 lm deep, mc:11, O.lOrn. 1'tic."~ ""'en: 1-wc> po~iblt entnin­
._~. O1\C on lhc ca,1, l.l0m wide \\'ith an assoda1«1 cxtc-.NUI 
posA•hok. S-Z, opened onto the «n1rnl path. -and thl: other 10 the 
wcst, uom iA•idc with lin a~~aa1cd m1crnlll rc»4,bolc. 74, I-"''( 
a«C1SS 10 MS .f02(), St-,~ntttn otbcr pcisc,hol~ OA'crc within the 
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butlding ara, o( which one, 1204, roodnucd 1hc lint or I.be gully 
in 1bt norlh, A ring()( fi\'c po~r-hoks, 7m in dfamctl'1', \\'I$ also 
apparent. Whhin the suueru~ ~~ irrtgular fca1urc 8 and E.irly 
Middle JrQn Age pit 496. 

MS S656, IR O\'ll group of 1en post-ho~. 4.SOa1 Cl:il•V.'ffl b)' 
J,30m nonb-$00Lh> W3$ n()r1hwl.'M o(CS 2188: h formed 11. i:lmilar 
p:iiring to 1hat of CS 2408 ::uk;t MS 2-406. 

.\1S 4020 w,s a ct~ubr ctus1tt, 10. S0m diamt1cr, of 1hirtv-6vc­
J>Ofl•boles. and IWO $lol.$, A ~bk oulcr rin;g of post-bolts; 10m 
in diamc~cr, ~ll bt' idc111ifo .. -d but there att 100 many pouibJe 
oombin:nians for a detailed t\'$Olutioo or the bufJdin,g or scquc-ncc 
olbuild.ings. 11uu pit$ and IW<> hoUOW$ wt:tt within this arc-,a. Pi1 
342 WII$ pt'OOQbl)• or F.atly Ima ~ date. 

MS 5622, gully 4901 . Ckscribtd two-thirds of a drdc wilb :t 
m11ximum di.lmctcr 10.SOm. The gully was 0.35m-0.S0m wide-, 
mean OA0m, 0.IOm-0. 14m dttp, mc:1n 0.1 Im, and it$ (lp:o side 
(attd ',l,'('Sl . four post•hoks ffi;.ty be rebtcd, of 14•bich ont:, ssn 1 
was central. This was a compJcte stmcrnrt with dear tctmin~ls 10 
lhc gully.~ open, west, side was dcl.ibente and noc a CUnlioe• 
quc:11CC: o( subscq~nt «os:100. 

LS S~, a line o( four post•holn , Sm long, ran northcast 10 
southwcst to the north of MS S622. 

LS S648, a line of thrtt pos.c•ho&c$, l.20m long, ran ooriheas110 
soutbv:eu to 1hc nonh o( MS 5622. 

MS 2160, guJly .H9, wa~ Sfflliodrcular i.n pbn, open to 1hc 
nonhcas1 wilh a maximum wid1h o( I 1.60m, gully mean width 
0.40m, mean depth 0.06m. Tht C2it tcnnin:.d C!Xpandcd ro 0.65m 
wide- \\•bile the \ffSt mmirtal had two smal.l pos.l•boks ag11-inS1 i1s 
outer tdgt:. Three PQ6l•holcr111K11hn:c pits wctt physically within 
thi"s s1ructurt- but 1he pi!$ $km to ~-date i1. 

RS 56-17, a square r()ut•~(ec, I.OOm across. was immiedi1uely 
scM.nh'A~t o( MS 2160. 

MS S643 was an irregular scric:s o( shon (cncc linC$ running 
C3St•w~t, 10 chc wm of and against ditch 176. ThC$C fcntc:$ 
extended 0\'tr ll.n a.re.a 19.SOm long b)'. 5.00m wide. 

MS 2410, a group o( 1wco1)·0 four pc,$t•boles, bad been intcr­
pr,ctcd as two S.lNC'l-UrC$. To the oorth was a rough CC'C&angk: with 
a ttntral di,-ifli,on, S.2:5m CIOtth•OOulb by 4.20m c:a~1•West, and to 
the soo1h an o,'ll 5.65m nOfth•SOUlb by 4.90m ea.fl.•v,,esL 

LS 564S alld LS 5646 wett fence Ii.Res of fi,'< po$l$eat;b, S.SS"m 
1nd 7.15m long r,spec1i,-.ly, wl!ieh r,n psr,11,1 from notth<>!l lo 
southwm, They (ormcd dK" bounda.ri-cs o( the t()Uthem end of lilt 
cen1raJ path which ran thtW.&b 1he 0MChc:m half of the 
SC1tlC1J1cnt. 

The soulhem group comprised two circular struc• 
rures, three miscellaneous Slructures and two recc­
angular struccures. They were in a loose line parallel 
10 ditch 1810. The area 10 the eas, was outside the 
motoffl•ay line and thus unexca,1atcd. They could be 
grouped as follows: 
CS 5634 with associa1ed structures MS 5638, RS 

5659 and RS 2158; 
MS 5633; 
CS 5602; 
MS 5632. 

CS 5634, 13.SOm diamcler, was de6nc-d by an inc-omplctc 
citcubr go fly. 11 w.as crOded 1wiy on the WUl $tdeand replaced or 
ffl.13..rged by gully 210S.ind posl•b0k ~ w 1Jw t1()t1hcaS1. hwas 
0.2Sm.O.SSm wide. me.m 0 . .36n1, and 0.06m.0.23m. deep, me.an 
0.12tn, Ninctttn pos1-bob were "'ithin the gully, together w,th 
UX pits, 4S67, 4~20, 4612, °'710, 4760 ond 4886. Earl)' Middk 
lroo Age and MiddJc tron Age pouery was rcc:o,·cred (rom piu 
◄S67, ◄62? and 48861 only Mlddk lh>n Ag<: pourry from pil 4620, 
•Dd pits "710 and 4760 ttiruin unch~cd. 

M.S S638 Wa.$ • ihon an: or eroocd gully, rt1C"2n wid1h 0.26m. 
mean depth 0.07m. WitbUl lhc 8m tircle Sb C?Mled '""-crt :six 
J)O$t•holt1, pits 407 ttnd "1)1) uod sk>t 406. Only pit 409 could be 
dit,:c1ly cbtcd to the Early Middle ltt)tl Age. 

RS S6.S9, a m.-ungul3.r fo:ut•r,GSI S\fUC-lUtt, kngth Z.20m, 
wid1h I.SOm, was nonh o( CS 5634. 

RS l1S8, a r«taniufar (our-post strue1ure, kng1h 2.SOm, 
width 1,45m. was inuni:d.iatd)' nonh~-ast of CS 5634. 

.\\S S6.U was a dus1er of cigbteen p0$1•h(lles, ten or whi~h fell 
on Of ne--tr to a 7m di1uriir1cr t ing, ahhough lhr- cviden" 1Ji no1 

n~ly suong t:nough 10 be eons:ideftd proof of a roofed 
SlfUC'turc. 

CS 5602, 12.SOm dfa.mc1tt_, was mdk:ated by an ffl>dtd gully, 
with lbc nonhwcs1 K(lment missing. II wt$ 0.lOm.0.SOm ~. 
mean 0,3.8m, 0.09m.0.18:m deep, mean 0.12m.11icre w«e slX 
associated pos:t•ho1cs or whkb two <k,cp ones, 4569 and itS7 I, 
form«! a rocascd entrance iru.idc a J.7Sm wide ,cast.('lcing pp in 
tM gulty. Guity 4$95 and post-hole 473? may h.i\·e (orm«I pan or 
a oo~dt'd po"h for this cm.ranee. Ahtroa1.i\-.:ly, lhey may ha\·<: 
bet0 a small shdtrr for an auxiliary ll'Otkin_g au:::i, iimil:i.r 10 
awciUi.ry $1lUCIUlt 5632 which was assoCl11t'd wi1h I.bis SIJ0eturt. 

MS S632 con:slStcd of 3 sho11 arc of gully, 4516, 0.30m wide and 
0.15m deep, mui.mum kngth 4.)Stn, w.r,d nine post•holcs form• 
ing an ova.I duster with maximun'l dilme1er S.OOrn. 

Pits (Fig 70) 
Only eight pi1s could be at1ribu1ed dirce,ty 10 this 
phase. A further nine pies comained a mixture of 
Early MjddJe Iron Age and Mjddle Iron Age pouery 
and are dealt wi1h in Phase 8. The eight pits directly 
da1ed 10 this phase were: 329, 407, 409, 496, 707, 
982, 1391 and 5038. Cylindrical pit 329 and irregular 
pi, 982 occurred at the end of curving ditch 928, 
irregular pi1 407 and cylindricaJ pil 409 were within 
s1ructurc 5658.) beehive.shaped piL 496 was within 
structure 2288, irregular pi! 707 was 7m sou1hwes1 
of srructure 2408, irregular pit 1391 was associa1ed 
with strucmre. 2404, and irregular pit 5038 was in a 
group of pits 12m east of the nonhem half of the 
Early Middle Iron Age set1.lemen1. Of these, the 
following con1ained additional finds. 

329 roniaincd a chalk k>om"--c13tu, .i gr«nsand weight and a 
fragmeni of grttn.$.ll'ld rocary quern. 

'40-9 contained a fn&:.Q.menl or lriangubr day loomwcigh1, i.rag• 
mcnts of a grecns:and roury quern uid 1wo saddle: q i,cros.. ''Mus pi1 
w.u associ31ed whh MS 5638. 

496 contained fragment., of II trianguJ;ir day loomwrigb11 

(ra.gmcms or grttn~nd qutms and ~ U$0Ci:ati:d with cin~b.r 
WUClU!t' 2288. 

The dis1ribution of tliese pi,s coiocided with the 
Phase 7 struc1Ures,. except for pit 4983 which was 
some 20m 10 tbe east. The combined volume of 1hese 
pits was 8.57m°' with an average volume of 1.07m, 
(or a 101J1l of 7.44m3 and an avcr•gc or l.86m3 if pits 
have to be more than 0. 75m deep and have a volume 
of 0.50m1 or more to be accepted,. as only four pils 
meet these crile.ria). 

Ditches 
The northern and weste.rn limits of d1e Early ,\\iddle 
Iron Age Phase 7 seulcmcn, were formed by part of 
the Phase 4-5 ditch sys1cm. It seems Iha, these 
ditch~, if not ac1h,ely re-used, had survived m form 
a recognisable physical presence around rhe living 
space. Di1chcs 176, 729, 928, 972 3nd 3765 oil 
comained Early Middle Iron Age poucry. Some or 
this pottery wa..~ probably intrusive but a pan prob• 
ably represents the continued recuuing and infilling 
of t.hese ditches during this phase. 

The curving ditch 928, which was re<:ul by ditch 
1935 and part ofdj1eh 975, origina1ed in Ph•se 6and 
continued into this phase. This arc di\•idcd the Early 
lvtiddle iron Age senlemem area and may hiwe, in 



68 
EASTON l.ANE CUAPTER !: THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE SITE 

conjuction with LS S64S and LS S646, formed part 
of a rather gr:ind emrance which led into the 
northern haJf of 1hc settlement area. 

Burials 
Three burials and four occurrences of human bone 
were discovered in Area A. 

Disturbed burial l03S was that of an infant 1-3 
years old which was cm into Phase 4 ditch 990 (Fig 
71), 

Burial 4978 was that of a contracted skeleton of an 
adult male aged 3S-45 years with ,he head _10 the 
north (Fig 71) . The skeleton was arranged wnh the 
legs drawn up beneath the ,orso, which was prone. 
The g.ta\'e \\'3S an irregular 0\1al 0.50m deep, 1.30m 
long and O.SOm wide wnich cut Phase 4-S ditch 
1810. 

Layer 3S4 in ditch I 76 con rained the dismrbed 
burial of a female adult of which about half the 
skeleton survived. Laver 3S4 also contained frag• 
ments of bone from the skeleton of a male adult. 

None of these were directly datable but their 
s1ratigraph.ic relationships and proximity to the. 
Phase 7 set~emem suggests that they were all of 
Early Middle Iron Age date. 

EASTON LANE 

t 

I 
melre ~c.G 

Fig 71. Easton ½'ne. Phase 7, Early Middle Iron 
Age: bumls l03S and 4978. 

A few fragments of adult h~n bone were recov. 
ered from post-hole 907 and pu 409. 

Some fragments of cremated human bone Wtrt 
found in past-hole 169. 

Phase 8. Middle Iron Age (Fig 72) 

The majority of Middle Iron Age, Phase 8, material 
came from Atea A and consisted of a few featu.,. 
that were stratigraphically later than Phase 7 or 
could be distinguished on ceramic grounds, While h 
is possible that the Early Middle lron Age senlement 
contained elements that continued through imo Ill< 
Middle Iron Age it seems most likely that such Phase 
8 features as have been identific-d represented 
activity peripheral to the focus of the Middle Iron 
Age seulcment which had returned to tbe area of Ill< 
earlier enclosed settlement at Winnall Down. 

Pits (Figs 73 and 74) 
Eight pits were directly attributed to this phase. 
They were 8, 17, 1100, 4620, 4921 , 4928, 49SI aod 
4983. A further eight contained both Middle !roe 
Age p01cery and earlier, presumably residual, mater­
ial. These were pits 238,316,317, 4S60, 4567, 4622, 
4886 and 4933. 17, 4622, 4921, 4951 a.nd 4983 ll'Clt 

beehive-shaped, 316, 317, 4620 a.nd 4928 were 
cylindrical and the rest were of irregular shape. 
4921, 4928, 49SI, 4933 and 4983 occurred in a linear 
north-south group 30m long and 10m-20m mi of 
the northern half of the Early Middle Iron Ag,: 
settlement; 8 occurred within the arc of structure: 
2288; 17 and 238 were close to stn1cture 2410; 316, 
317 and 1100 were within the area of structure 2160; 
4S67, 4620, 4622 and 4886 were within 1hc area ri 
structure S634; and 4560 cut the gully of s1rucrurt 
S602. Of these, the following co~tained additiooal 
finds. 

lrttgufar-shoped pit 238 contained a (r.agmmt of gttt11wid 
~ryq~m. 

Cylindriall pil 316 coot~cd a bone- spindk whorl, fragp,toiS 
o( two grccnsand rotary qucms aod was as.,oeiatcd with MS 2~60. 

Cytindri~I pi1 317 contained o. triangulnr d»Y Joo_m-~• 
f ragrnen lS of t""(> gr«nsand rotary q uc-rris and was as:soo1,cJ widl 
MS lt60, 

(rrcgular.shapcd pit l 100 COPtllincd It (tngmeflt of~ 
qu-trn, a tlin1 scraper and was assoc:i:i:1cd with MS 2160, 

l.rrcgular-sh:11pcd pi1 ,.560 contained a bone implcffl(C1• ' 
cylindrical cl.t)' ,piodk:whori six chalk (Q()f'l'lwc:ishH and 1111 

as.VX'111tcd with CS S602. 
1 

Irregular-shaped pi1 4567 oon1a.incd fni.gmcots o( da}' 
1-· 

\\-titi,ht, a sarscn \\>tight, a chalk JOOJ'nwc-igt11 . a d~tdg.ttc11' 
'2nd saddlt quern tihd wns ffl0Ci3tcd with CS S6J4, 

Btthh-e--$1':iptd pil 462-2 CC)l'llail'led ll (ragmcn1 of tri:m&Ularcl,y 
loomwcight and was assocl11ted wi1h CS 5634, ~ 

Btth.i\'t-Shupcd pil 4921 oonlaincd a fragtnclll cl gt« 
quern. 

Cylindrical pi1 -1928 ron1ained n f ragmcn1 of g,ccn$3Sld ~~ 
Btcllive-shapcd pit -4983 contained a ftiiit $Cl'IIJl(f atld a 

fngmcnts of hun,11n bof\<-. > lliih., 
The- w mbiDCd volume of .lll these- pits w11s SQ.6llrn o»•if 

avcl"\\3c of 3.17m'(or- tot(ll of 48.02ml und an avcfll&'Col4• 
pits arc ~ned •$ bting more tban O. 7Stl'I deepan_d h~i't a~ 
ofO.Sm or more; only ckvcn s>.il$ moc:t rh$ cr11ctia). 
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Fig 73. Easton Lane. Phase 8, Middle Iron Age: section of pits 1100 and 317. 

Ditches and other features 
Ditch 975 was suatigraphically later than ditches 928 
and 193S but could not be dated on ceramic grounds. 
It could therefore be included in this phase. How­
ever the function of the curved ditch, although not 
obvfous, would seem to be connected with the Early 
Middle Iron Age senlemcm and mos, likely prcdates 
Phase 8. 

Middle Iron Age ponery was discovered in the 
following additional features. 

Atta A: 1'>(>$t•holc 34 in MS 2◄ 10. post•hole 230 in MS 4019 
~t•hok 4602 in MS 5633, and post.bole 4906. ' 

Arca 8 : sloe 1619 in CS 2313. 
Arca H: po$l•hole S019, pi1 5347 and ditch 5302. 

None of these could be considered significant and 
are believed 10 represent intrusive material. , 

Phase 9. Late Iron Age/ Early Roman (Fig 
75) 

Only a limited amount of pottery atuibutable 10 this 
P~~ was recovered. Howe,1er1 most or it occurred 
w1thm a small area, Arca H (fig 76), where ir served 
to date securely a sequence of small enclosures which 
were fi~st c,ncountcrcd during the Winnall Down 
cxcavauon. Conquest period pottery was also rcto\'• 

ercd from post-hole 1992 and pit 1100 in Area A,aod 
natural feature 2S37 in Arca B. 

Enclosure ditches and structure 
The ditches (Fig 77) formed the southern extent ri 
the enclosure system ucavatc.:d at \Vi.nnaU J?o-11 

(Phase 6 periods ii and iii). Two of the Wuu"11 
Down ditches, 6732 and 6740, were pal1ly ,.. 
exca,1atcd and numbered respectively as fastOJl 
Lane Interchange 5293 and 5007. The di1ches""' 
in two main sequences (Fig 78). The c:orhes< "" 
5007, a shallow, 0.50m wide ditch with gtn~Y 
sloping sides and 0. IOm deep, which formed ih< 
western limit of the enclosure syste:Jl'I. A:; 
southern end it formed a right-angle and was t 
10 the west for Sm. The second part of 1he soqucn« 
was formed by the large.r ditches, 5039, 5042, 5193, 
5295 and 5302, which defined a series of tlu'; 
enclosures. These enclosures are leue«-d D, E••d 

to maintain the st.-quence from WinnaH Down. 11it 
ditches around enclosure D, 5042 and the nor<~ 
part of 5293, were I.SOm wide and 0.6001 de<P nJ 
1.48m wide and 0.67m deep respectively. Aroll di< 
cnolosure E were ditches 5042, 5302 "!'d nJ 
southern pan of 5293. S302 was J.40m wide i.,. 
0.S8m deep. The west a1Jd south sides or F " · , 
formed by ditches 5295 and 5039 wh0$C ,,:spc<D~ 
dimensions were 2 .20m wide by 0.8Sm de<Pk!" 
1.80m wide by 0.60m dc-.:p. From the plan II loO 
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Fig 77. Easton Lane. Phase 9, Late Iron Age/Early Roman: sections of selec1ed ditches. 

if enclosure F was an addirion to the sequence, but 
lhe archaeological evidence does not demonstrate 
this. The enclosures covered an area of about I 50m 
north-south by 50m east-west. 

Within enclosure E and aligned on it was a 
post-built structure, MS 5630. This consisted or 
twenty-two post-holes which formed a right-angle 
with sides of 9.75m and 4.75m length. The longer 
side was interrupted by pits S361 and S363. Eight 
other post-ho1es occurred within the immediate area 
of lhis structure. 

Pits 

Five pits were assigned lo this phase: 5347, 5349, 
S3S1, 5361 and 5363. The largest, although shallow, 
was S3S1 with a volume of 2.18m3. The rest were 
small steep-sided pits. No special 6nds were tecov­
crcd from these fe:uures, Their tmaJ volume was 
4.84m3

t mean 0.97m3
• All five pits occurred wilhin 

the dilched enclosures and one, 5351, predatcd 
post-hole structure 5630, since two post-holes <:UL it. 

Burials (Fig 79) 

Five human skclet0ns were found in A_rea H. ': 
one was directly dated, but all were assigned 10cbed 
phase because of their proximity to the dll 
enclosure and the lack of features from other pbast< 
ln their immediate vicinity. 

~r"" Most or I.he skcloeton or a (oet1Vncom1tr w~ 
la.)'t'r 533? i.n ditch S624, a rccu1 o( cnclosurt ditch .sm.u:,."!cd 

S263 was the s:kdcror:i of OJ\ old male in II d~urb<d, «,n ,igbdf 
po$ition with his head to the no,lh. Tbc burial bad i:;G'l locC 
~kcd in10 a sub•rtttan3ular pit. Sl07, 0. 39m deep, • 
b)' 0.46m wide. . S 1,'JS5 ill , 

5264 was 1he skel-rton of a ,,·om.an aged 3~ }~rial l,M.I 
crouched posirion with her head to the nortbwCSI. \:rm ~ • 
been tightly (l(kked into a r«tansubr pit, SIOS, O. 
1.00m lc,ng by O.SSm wide. b I lllll 

S338, • largt O\•QJ gnl\'c<ut o.2s·m deep, t.64m lotlg /-­
wide, contained :11 least two individui.Js. Tbl'SC we':, 

1 
fot'W 

a&«I 11 .. :z.s )'C~ll'f, S424, and most (){ the 11;kclct~n '('be ad~ 
n«ltlatc wbfob was not rcrogniscJ durirtg cxca,,auo~.asi. 
was in a Ct"oucbcd poshion with her he1d 10 1bc SO\! 
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Fig 78. Easton Lane. Phase 9, Early Roman, Area H: plan of enclosures, incorporating information from 
WinnaU Down. 

Phase 10. Late Saxon and Medieval (Fig 
80) 

Medieval pottery QCCurred throughout the site but 
much of it was imrush•e, espc<:ially in Areas B and 
D. The overall lack of protective stratifica1ion, and 
the position of some sherds in naLUraJ features and 
the upper fills of earljcr features, suggests a wide­
spread pa11ern of disturbance. Many of the fearures 
provisionally dated 10 Phase I 0 were ~st:holes or 
shallow pits. The phase has bct:n subd1v1dcd into 
Late Saxon and Medieval. 

Late Saxon Enclosure MS 5635 (Fig 81) 
In Arca F, a Late Saxon, rectangular ditched enclos­
ure was discovered. Jt had a maximum exrernal 

length of 40m and a width of 16.50m. The ditches, 
634 and 5459 (Figs 82 and 83), were 0.40m-I .00,n 
wide, mean 0.70m, and 0.20m•0.35m deep, mean 
0.29m, and had irregular 'U' shaped profiles. The 
long axis ran wcst•northwcs1 to east•southeast and 
thece was a I .3Sm wide gap in the centre of the short 
eastern sjde. The ditches contained the bow of a 
fibula, an iron strip, a fragment of iron horseshoe, 
three fragmcms of Mayen lava, a -small fragment of 
fi red clay possibly from a loomwcight, and a perfor­
ated oyster shell. The only feature to he found wilhin 
the enclosure was pit 654 which contained a rect• 
angular iron ring and .3 bone pl~que, and w~ose 
section suggests a possible post•p1pe and packing. 
The enclosure cut pit 5456 and was cut by pie 5461, 
which contained an iron punch and a fragmem of 
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Fig 79. Easton Lane. Phase 9, Early Roman, A,c,. H: detailed plans of burials. 

worked antler. The overall dimensions and lack of 
associated structural evidence strongly suggests that 
this was not a roofod stnicrure. However, the 
amount of pom:.ry and other finds recovered from 
the enclosure couJd not have been derived from 
purely agricultural activities. 

Late Saxon pits (Fig 82) 

Area F contained seven pits: 600,610,612,621,631, 
654 and 5461. Of these, only 612,621 and 631 were 
less 1han 0.60m deep; however, only 654, which 
occurred within the reciangular enclosure, contained 
an appreciable amount or pottery. Pit 600 contained 
articulated vertebrae and ribs Crom a horse (Fig 84) 
which displayed pa1nology consistent with having 
been ridden. It seems likely that this pit group may 
have been associated with the rectangular enclosure. 

Medieval pits 

Most or the pits assigned to ibis phase were shallow 
and/or amorphous. These included 3585 in Arca A• 
89,870, 1308 and 1627 in Arca B; 2812 in Area o'. 
5265, 5267 and 5304 in Area H; and 7052 in Ar.,,; 
Mc. However, pit 7059 in Area Mc was or reasonable 
size and shape, as was pit S103 in Arca H, which 

contained a sheep skeleton (Fig 82). 
Medie,,.I pottery was found 1hroughou1 pit group 

653 in A,ea G, although the amow11 of intercutti_ng 
between pits made it impossible to assign sptci/i< 
pits to this phase. The pottery date has been applied 
co the genera.I d_ismrbance. 

Medieval ditches 
A number of short sections of ditch were disco,-ercd, 
They formed parts or one or more systems <ii 
rectilinear field boundaries which included thOlt 
found at Winnall Down. 

ln Arca A I.here: was a sbort tt'Sl·V.'C'SI ditch, 4596, 0.3SIS'I ~ 
and O.JOm di:ep; in Art:a D a oon.h-.south dj1ch1 3569,0.SOnl':"! 
:md 8.20m long; in Atta H a diffl)Jltinuous noflh•50tltb di~ ' 
Ski, 0.6Sm wide, 0.12cn d.eep tnd wi1h a total length oiS2.~ 
(probabl)' oontinoou$ with ditch 1 JOO from Wlnnall [).w.'tl!; 
Area ~k II disc:o.n1in~u11 ca:«-w($1 ditch, 606116fYJ7,t l.~ rJ 
and 0.32m dttp; o.nd in transect 3 there ~--.s t: short St'OOo 
nonh,$0uth ditch, 3660, 0.40m wick and 0.16m d«f). 

Feature 509, transec1 24, was a sand-filled naiu!;" 
fault which oomained a rc-asonable amoun1 or Medic· 
Vlll pottery. It was oval in plan, 12.00m by 6.50m, 
and at least l .OOm deep. h may have been used"' 1 
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Chapter 3 

The Finds 

Finds of metal, by D E Farwell with a 
contribution by C J Gingell 

Table 7 summarises the distribution of mclal objecis 
by phase. 

1"ahlt 7, Th, distriburUm of mt1al objecu by pltase. NP• Nor 
Plw.ud. 
Nails and other small iroo objects frequently appear as 
inuusi\'e msterial. 

Objcet Phase 
213 415 6-8 9 10 NP Toud 

Bronu 
Arrowhead I 
Awl I 
Buckle 2 
Fibula I 
Pin I 
Rings 2 2 
Nails and 
Miscellaneous 

Iron 
2 2 2 6 14 

Buckle Plate l I 
Padlocks 2 2 
Punch I I 
Nails and 
MisceUaneous 4 14 3 13 13 48 

6 18 s z 2 1 22 74 

Copper alloy (Fig 85) 
I. Awl, round $tttfOn1 <>ne tnd drawn ou1 in10 a poim_, the 

0lbcr lbntned 10a chj~ md. Ltng1h 29mm, SF 3 ln Phasc-
3, Early Bron~ Asc, cn-ma.tion 507_. Area F. 

Arro••he,d, by<; J (;;"(tcll 
Z. Tangcd arrowhead. SF 22-1 in Phase"• Middle 8roazc A.JC, 

pi1 14981 Ate2 A, 
Thi, object oon$i:5'1$ or a skndet triangular bbdc troni~t • 

ing i.o an oval ,ang ftinkcd by shon barbs. Length 36.Smm; 
width 20. 1mm; ...,-cigh1 1.7g. 'l'brougbool, it coosi$tsof 1bin 
5httt ll)CCaJ; maximum Lhkkncss 0. 96mm tl c:mtrc of bla.k. 
The: edges arc c::rodro:• the:: point, smaU areas o( lhC blade: and 
lhc tips of the both the tang aod the b:,i.rt)$ ate:: mis.siog. 
Otherwise, lhc wrl':acc c:ondilion is good, the: metal overlain 
b)I pnchc$ of lhin bt.ack p:njni. \1.--ilh pining cootainin,8 11 

Iii lie powdery oxid,c:. 
~ #UIS)(' dOd not •ps>C:::tr' 10 n-,;uJt (rom canLUg, but to 

batt bero from a sm:.IJ bor' ar rod. On one $urfaoc: • \-Cry 
,1igh1~ lb.1 midrib is flanked b)' brorMJ bt,-t:h~ the othl:::r 
s11rfacc bc:iog almost Oat. A (CN hamn..:r marks aR" di$CCt• 

nabl,c: on lM bcvt,I of the blade:, b1.11 the etched surface d~ 
noc di-Ow booing marks under ffi>&tlfficatkxn, The barbs 
appc::3.r to m,-c b«n cu1 away from 1hc 1,an3 with a told 
cbisc::I, lea\'iri.g II W\'U. COD'Rriction-at the: 1op of rhe tan,. The 
resulting groow ha1, been ground or '6kd' wi1h a very 
IWTOW c:dgoo 1001 (<0.4tnm \Olide), 

Al!cmativc: i.ntc:tJ'>r'tUtiOnSof th~ objccc arc i) a raiot, U") a 
cangcd arrowhead. &eh ~rs, and arrowhcacb arc: uiually 
~:inp. Ahbough d~ sbl>r1 tb1 tang does bear a faint 
reKmblancc: to lhc: ung.11 of bi6d raion, lbc combination of 
11 triaogualar blade and barbs i, tl()I found on any British 
nir.or. 

Until recently the only oerutin fi.nds of b~ arrowheads 
from Britain ...,--c-rc: the:: tangtd arrowtw:ad froin the Permd 
Hoard, Gowc:r; and a latgc:r cumple, a chan« find from 
Water Dean Bottom, Enford, Wilu. The:: writer bas QOW 

idcollfied a spurred arrowhead rrom a la1c:r Bro11ic Age 
Sitttlcmcn1 •t RQ\l,·dcn, Wfotc:rboumc Steepk1on. Oot$Ct 
(Wood\\'Jrd forthcoming) , 

Tlt.lgcd mowhcad$ arc: found in European grave groups 
and ocx:asiooally in hoards, almost c:ntirdy distnUu1td 10 the:: 
west of the Rhl.DC. Mcrtcr's sun,·ey {1970) shows tba1 1be 
form occ::urs in France, Spain and the Obc:rp{all of Germany 
during the Turmi.lus and Umfidd periods (B·roru:c: B 
6i\Wiin:lt) •M an tie ~ed lo have lastt-d unfit Halstatt 
B. The Peoard find of8r0ru:c O/Halswu A dale may s;uacst 
th.1.1 the type be~ 10 1hc: tq;in.nini- of the La~ Bronze 
Ag,c: in Bri1ain. The c:un,plc fn>m Ea$ton Lane wouJd 
appc:1t 10 ~ 1 crude COi)}' of the C()J1ti.ocnt•J form; only the 
Pc:nard find, whh its 81t1on links~ :i.od 1ha1 from Water 
Dean Boltom c::an ~ cbcty po.rsUtlcd with c:ic~plc:$ fr()m 

Eu~. 

3. Pin, bc::!'lt, head (ormc:d from strip wound round shaft, rractt 
of solder or piai:ing. Probably intrusi\'c:, U:ngth (bc:nO 
30.5mm. S~ 264 in Phase::.◄, Middk Bronze- Age, pos1-hok 
IS91. part o( structutt 237S, A.JU 8. 

4. Strip, &mm wide, fo1ded o,·er to form square tlmm by 7mm 
with a triangular $bt,f1. Possib~ da$1>, SF I in post•holt 20 
associated whh Phait 1, Eiifh' /IUddk-lron Age, s:trunure 
24J0. Arct A. 

S, Win:- or benuhtn,k, the- dp m..issit.1g. Diamc-1cr or witt 1apers 
from 1.7mm to 1.0mm. f'.onncd in10 loop. Diamc-ter 15mm. 
SF 36? in Phase:: 9. Earl)' RomJ:n, ditc-h Sl9S, Arca H. 

6. Bow of tibuJa with p;jr1 or the hiosc i.01ac1, lr3CCi of white 
mcc11l fflltins on hinge i:nd 111 hinge: rnd of bow. Longhud• 
U1J.I and 1N1r.is,•cf$t d«oration, 6,·c: U'll.ftsvt:rsc rods wilhin 
the metal of lhc: bow. Lc:ng1h 44mm. SF 620 in Pbse 10, 
Ute SalC()~. di1c:h 5459, Arca f . 

7. Buckk, bar with lobed c:r:id$ 111ld broken sick SMetti, 
cbmagcd but prol»bly of s.inglc-sidcd O-shapc::d form, sec­
tion balf-«ugol'.l:t.l 2nd half-worn smooth with faceu sun•iv­
io1t oc1 t~ ooltt surfaces only, Lc-ngth 27mm. SF 5 in Ph1'5C 
10, Mcdic:~'21, quart)' S09, 1nn,«I t,1. 

B. Strip, bau bpcring fragment wi.tb pun£bcd d«ontioa, 
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F11 as. Easton Lane. Obi<cu of copper alloy and iron. 

pul'k;b (IIC't IIM'\«11 l.cOllb ,t).Snm, Wldtb nnn !n:,m 
s-co'hnm,O -4m,m lb;.lt; SF lr71A Phnt 10. M<dic-nl. 
d•dd~,Arco D 

t 0tcwa, f'IAI• 11 . .lcnm dwntin. ~NIN tcnllilMh. 
pba ,bUtJt fonDc-d ol rouod ll«'bClal'd trn. md) &ft IWO 
Sl'QO'r'flt and two txp1m.M1m. Oaaaact«r ol Witt l s .. SF 
291 m ut1pbawd ,.., SZOI. Am H 

10 Cam.a., '11111, l4Nn daawtu, ~un,,cd IC'.fffl.lftab. ao 
dccortl.OI ocbcr 1AIO • waa:1 ~ _.. 1"1111· M.tu,t 
f11111W\Mlk, 11-~.st-nn.a~S.lmm. 
lft'III wldt ~f ?99 .. uopb,acd PII SlOI. AIU H 

11 F,.....n,s of dt.ca ibtt1 lft'lftlaal, OM md ,-.,ttd br n\'t1, 
IOU IIUi.:hcd, ttw otkt end CN·lobaic-~ 14mm, tr.sih 
ol nYCI 4mm \F 21-t an u•~ pot,t-holt lSSZ, Ara 0 

h'.OI dh1Mntcd att I my ...U ~ h...-.1 frt1a1 Pbaw 
l. Lat, Ncolutu..:. pu 1017, Atta B. nr,o 'rff'f ...U (nipanm 
,_ ._ •· \IIJdlt 11toe,, ,._,, .,... 1ao1t ma, Ano o, , 
_,_1 .... -◄.M.dJlt-,._,,po,,-1ao1tm1, 
Am H, • tmall (nipwtt,c '1i thm ibrcc • ..__ ,q,a;att, fn:a 
f-l()ll•bok .. , ........... -.ocitttd ~di PhMt- 7. Early \ \Jddk, 
lrea Ar,,, 1CNC111r~ !40f,, Arca A, ad • na&J, tlt\'Ulu co wb­
r~W1gUllr W.h tJIPffllll. "-lbdit to • bkdi1 p1a1, ,JapttJ ~ 
timab.t had, lfflstb J9mm., J.-.c-1.n uf had IOnua, from 
...-., --- 61◄• A,.. F 

Aho ftOI illustntc.d art"~ obtc\.t, ~ (n,a cbe 1up10t,L a 
dwDbec, llittaled rccuapbt fnpla'lt, dconud Oil outn- ("lOt 
• • ftllQ .,.., " uncnhtd brl abo\~ Md bd,,. ('W('IU)-two 
4'lllt'i111Uh 1"' wmll arcullr s,uni.lt inub., ltft&'b l1-, wddii 
I 4nun, 1 unpc:aJ buickk, wick IWCd •••• ~ llil ai1•hcd, 
.,. fllf'IDCd ,,.. ~ ~ unp .. ,u. °"" ffl'C'l, hud::Jit 
f.nacd ,,_ ww•cc1 bw .,_t._ f..W Mr._-.~ tad nb. ~ 
- """°'• a lcmdc, .._ doop•ed ,- ""- r-

Lead 
Noe llJu .• uttc-d. T•-o pdl<'ts or •ho! • ·c-rt t«'O\'":, ~ = 
""-•· .11.tJk llrout Ar,<. pi lOll.~Jl~j A:aD W 
(rom ,._. " • .Middk 8rotUt •• ~·- • 
wnT r,oblbty 1nll'\lll\"f', 

The Neolithic an< 
Au B Ellisoo 

The Neolithic and I 
~ Ullt <ompris 
«>mpl<lc 1·cs,cls. Mm 
\I.IJlt or Late Bro, 

i;......,. ""'' rq lhcrd 111:11crial, 108 i1, 
•dcmntiooan.Ja~ 
l<>grthcr wnh the se, 
illustntcd b<1ow F., 
'1f1<tJ ol styles rcpn 
<mploycd, and the wi 
-tlltu1c,d<scr­
•ho provided. 
~<><lkr !O l'f"O\lo 
_,"'."""IIQI ,nrorm: 
""rise as much of 1~ 
... Idiot,~ bi dcoii 
~41ton. 11 ,cries of I 
m,,,,.,,,.,,,all} Dtu 
,. dot Site archn c b 
~ ~llli~!«J in 1"1,blc 
-lbo,-d,upro T°"" or ta<h fobric 
•bi,g hsbouJJ be 

..,,.. OIT 'Peaik. 10 

~ (tg D2 - Groo­
. ,.. .,. ...,.. , man} 
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bead (rom po$1•hole 4648 whkh Wa:$ IISlSOCilled with WUCture 
5633. 

A t1.ill was rtt0,•«cd from Pb~ 9, l:.ite lrol'I Ag,:/ Early 
Rocn1t1, l)(X'll•hole SS08 i:n AtQ H. 

12. Punclt, squll.TC' $1.'Ction, 3mm thid~, 1aperi,tlg slightly by 
(),Smm to C"IICh end, one tnd burm:I and , lighdy d<"formcd, 
tbt ocher fb1. P(ISSibly a nlUI Qr rivet punch. Length 82mm. 
SF 304, in Phase 10, Mc:dic,-al, pit S461, Atta F. Possibly 
dcri\-ed fr'Oln .i.lnJcture 5635. 

Six other objens were r«<>Ver«I rroin ~ 10, Lue Saxon and 
Medit:val, fttrurcs; none are ilJusmu«t. Tiley -;..•ere a frtgmt11t of 
cytindtkal braud casing from a barrd padJock, lc'llgth 73mm, 
maximum diame1er 47mm, (rom quarry 509, transect 24; a sn\llll 
fragmcnl <>f C)'lindrical bru.ed casing with a ribbed ouccr surf.ace 
from a barttl pad!od:.1 kngth 42mm, widch 33irun, from pit 610, 
Att'.11 F; an irregular, d:amugcd (ragmen1 with four ri'l'Ct holes and 
ll'ICCS of white metal plating (rom a buckle place, length lSmm• 
width 22mm, lmm thick, from quarry 509, trao5C:Cl 24; a.rt 
irtt:8\lbr rtt1angu.lar strip, broken tnd cul tnd partly rolkd, 
p()S$ibfy part of o bt.te:kle pb1e, l<'ngth 30mm, width LSmm. 
2mm 1hick, from di1ch 634, Arca F; a cruddy (oldcd ttc111ngub.r 
ring, Jmgtb 33mm, width 22mm, from pit 6S4, Atta F; 0,r,d a 
f~mrot o( b<>r$C$boe with oo,: au1chcd nail, nail 29mm I~. 
fragment length ~Smm, nail hole diameter 5mm, (rom ditch S4S9, 
,.._ru P. 

N"aih and nail fragments wn-c ttOC>'\'cn:d (rum tbc- following 
dliUonaJ Phase 10 ~mexts: pii..s 600 and 621 in Area F, 1308 in 
Am 8, .USS in Area D and 7052 and 7059 in AJQ Mc; dj1chC$ 
U. i.n Al'Cil F, JS69 in Arca O :111d J660 in 1r.m.~1 J; and quarry 
S~ in trAA-s«c 24. None att- illus1.r.ued. 

Nail$ and nail fr11gmen1s were recovered from tbe foUowing 
t>npb1~ COOtC'XtS; piti J.89 wd IOSS in Art'a B. 3689 ln Area 0, 
3802 in An:-.a G and~ in A.n:-.a i\tc, p()St•hoks 28S2 and 2866 in 
t\rt'.a O; ditch 522 in transt-ct 21; and natural (camres 78 in 
1111ns«119,6)7in Arca F, 309Sand 3Sl4in Ami O and 4949in 
Am A. None :att iUustr:ated. 

The Neolithic and Bronze Age Pottery, by 
Ann B Ellison 

The Neolithic and Bronze Age assemblage from 
Easton Lane comprises 841 sherds and seven near 
complete vC$Sels. Much of the material (54%) WO$ of 
Middle or La1e Bronze Age date, but all e.arlicr 
phases were well represented (Table 10). Of the 
sherd material, 108 items possessed diagnostic form 
or dCCQration and 3 sele<:t.ion of Lhese feature sherds, 
together with Lhc seven more complete vessels a.re 
illustrated below (Fi~ 86 to 88) . lo view of the great 
\'arie1y of styles represented, decorative techniques 
employed, and the wide distribulion of 1hc matcriaJ 
across the site_, descriptions of these key terms are 
also provided. 

In order to provide the m:1ximum amount of 
chronological informarion it was decided to char• 
ac1erise as much or the ma1erial as Possible and this 
was achieved b)' designing a detailed fabric classifi­
cation. A series of 16 fabric types was idcodfied 
macroscopically. Detailed dC$Crip1ions may be found 
in the site archive, but lhe main chan1cteristics are 
summarised in Table 8. By careful analysis or 1hc 
featured sherds it proved possible 10 assess the da1e 
ranges or each fabric and these arc also shown in 
Table 8. It should be noted 1ha1 whilst some fabric 
I)'])<$ arc spocific 10 particular fonns of a single 
period (,g 02 - Grooved ware; AS - Middle Bronze 
Age fine ware), niany of them occur in a variety of 

type$ through time. Thus, fabric DI was used for 
Grooved ware., Beakers and Early Bronze Age urns, 
fabric A? may belong 10 Grooved ware or Late 
Bron,.e Age vessels, and fabric CS might denote 
pouery of Laie Neolithic, Beaker, Early Broozc 
Age, Middle Bronze Age, or Late Bronze Age date . 
5-0m.etimes it was possible ro determ.ine a closer date 
for single sherds on lhe grounds of further char­
acteristics such as tex~ure, surface treatment and 
sherd thicknC$S. Using tbis data it was then po$$ible 
to ascribe period designations 10 almost a.II the shcrd 
material and thus to pro\•ide a substantiaJ contri­
bution to the dating evidence for the site as a whole. 
The occurrence of poucry by context and details of 
the feature sherds (numbers 1000-1115) arc 
recorded in the archive, while a summary of the 
incidcnc.e of Neolithic and Bronze Age pottery across 
the site is given in Tables 8-10 and Figs 86 to 88. 

Phase I A. Early Neolithic 
Thirty-six sherds of Early Neolithic fabric were 
identified. Feature sherds include fragments from 
plain round-based bowls, of average diameter 14cm, 
and a single sherd bearing an oval lug and incised 
decoration, possibly belonging 10 the EbbsOcet style. 

Illustrated i1ems (Fig 86) 

I. Rim o(bo"'•I. Fabric 04. Contcx1 82, pit 1011, Area 8. 

2, 8.im of bowl. Fabric C,1. Comext 3217, M.BA di.Leh J0S4, 
A_rt.,1 8. 

), Applied oYal lug with \~nkal perforations: il'lei.#d incti.Ded 
lina ,bo,·• and bflow lug. l'•bri< DJ. 
Context 33S7, pi1 group 6S3, Arta G. 

Phase 2A. Late Neolithic 
One hundred and sixty-five sherds of uue Neolithic 
type were identified. Some fragments of Peter­
borough ware were rcco,•cred, but most of the items 
were from a series of distinct Grooved ware vessels 
found mainly in pit 1017, which cootained the Late 
NeoHthic burial. The minimwn number of vcsscls 
represented is six, four in fabric Dl,one in fabric D2 
and one in fabric D3. 

Illustr.11cd items (Fig 86) 

Peterborough ~rt' 

-1. Plain rim w1t.h 1111<'.mal 1nouldi~. Fabric- 04. C.onttx-1 8'2, 
pil 1017, A_n:a 8. 

5. Shoukll.'f" fr-.gll'l('m decorated wi1h ioclin<'d rows of twistC'J 
a>N•imJ)~s.ions abl>v<' and below the carinul.ioo. MortJll.k<­
s1yk. fabric 04. Context 24, amorphous fe111urc 2J in rron 
Age OC'CUpation arc.a A, 

6. Two io1ni1i.ti $00uldct fr:1ginents .• <k1."0tatcd with p:ii ttd n:l'o\'S 
of (wal imp~uns .. \tonlake scyk-. ~abfK 04. Coot<'XI 
3769, pit 3768, Atta D. 

7. SbtrJ from lower bc)(ly, dccor.a1ed wi1h UtlC'\'en rows or 
(u,gtro:1il Ul\ptffl,ion:i:. Fenga1c St)'I<' . fabik OJ. Cootext 
1019, r,h 1017, Arca B. 



84 
EASTON 1.ANE CHAPTER 3: THE FINDS 

1.-1 .. --~ .. t.-c .. w-~. ---~" 
' ' 

--~ .. ~-~~ t-~ J-@ ,, 
'' 

·a, \ I -. -,- -
' -

;.::;;::;i, ~ , , .. 

19 ,=-~,,,., 
,.., - --,- -~ ~ 

-~;• 

3() "=&!J I 
i I I I 

I -@ 
• • 31 

'' 
' 
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T4blt 8. Nroli1J,ic tmd Bro,i::, Age Poutry: 1ht <>tQITTmt:t of fabna by f)ffl()d. 
/ , o«UJTtnec - = non-oceurrence 
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fabric 
Code 

Early 
Nco 

La« 
Nco 
Peter• 
boro 

La!t 
Neo 
Grooved 
w.,. 

Beaker £BA 
Urn 

,\5 

A6 

A7 I 

A3 

A9 

DI 
D2 
D3 
D4 

D5 

C4 

Cl 

C6 

El 

E2 

FI 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

I 

8. Sbtrd (R,lffl lowet body, d«or:ned Wllh irregular 6ogc.mad 
imprmioos of voryirl,; deplb. Fro.ptc uylc, Fabrk 03. 
Q;intat 1018~ pi! 1017. Arca B. 

Groo,..cd watt 

9. Rim )herd with intC1"0II bc:\"tl, dcoonttd with pa.rat.le-I 
g.ro()\'t'S oo lhc bod)' :rnd o,·ffllll)ping finger-tip 1mpre~on~ 
on~ top ,lf lht nm. 1:abric DI. C.on1cx1 J044, pi! 1017. 
Arca B. 
Two runtier aimUar rim shc-nls (not Otustratcd) rrom d'11n• 

1txt:$ 1018, pi1 101? Are'41 8 and 10'56, MBA ditc:h I0S.f, Area 
B. 

10. 1'v.'O ;oining $.bmb with grooved dCCXIDtion. Fabric: 02. 
Conicats J04(hnd 1049, pil 1017, Areu B. 

11 :1..1MJ 12. Two bodyshnd1. wilh gi"O()'\·l"d dcoor:uioa. from 1hc 
s:Lmc \'('$$(). f"11.brle 02. Conttx-1 1013) pi1 1017, Af"('.1 8. 

13 and 14. Two groovtid body $1:lrrds from• single ,'"e$$cl wi1h a 
plai11 11.pfllied cordon. Fabric Ot. f"ig 86,, 14 $ho\\"S a grain 
imprcs.,;ion Qf1 11,e cordon. ContC'XI 1019, pi11017t Arca 0. 

IS. Bcxly $herd with t(ro(>vcd <.k-«lntiotl 11bovt: and be-low lln 
•pPlitd cordon. Fabric OJ . Qiototl 1018. pil 101?, Arta 8. 

Biconical MBA 
Urn Fine 

I 

I 

LBA Abbreviated 
1:abric 
Dcsc.ription 

Flinl inclusions 
(F) 
spom small aoo 
medium F 
dcose small and 
medium F 
moderate medium 
and large F 
dense medium and 
large f 
moderate medium 
an<l larsc F 
Grog mixtures (G) 
gro~ 
G wnh sparSe shell 
G with sparse flim 
G whh ~rte 
medium and large 
f 
G with SJ>3C$'C large 
F 
Sand indusions 
(S) 
S with Spars,e 
medium F 
S with sparse: small 
and medium F 
S with ~aNt small 
FandG 
Shell Inclusions 
(Sb) 
modc~te mtdium 
and larse Sh 
moderate small Sh 
Chalk inclu.sioos 
chalk 

16 and 17. Twl) shttds from II s.i.ngk ,•4.ml d«ora11.."CI with 
grocwesand 6ngt1n.1il rus1ici;,,tiion. F.1bric OJ . 
C".ocutxtS I0UI and 1019, pit 1017, Altl 8. 

18. Silc body s~ with groo,•cd dCO)r:nion :a.bo,'t-and bc:~· 11 
r.aised cordon: also a s:lmple bast angle (not mus1rt1~«I). 
Fabric 02. Conu:xt 32Si. pit 32$6, mn~ 18. 

19. Body sbcrd with a,roo,«1 chevron dei.:oraoon. F-abtil.' 02. 
Context 1018, ph 1017, Area 8 . 

20. Body thcrd with r 1ai11 Mri~ntAI u.ppl:i«I cord,:m, the 
lingct•tip itnptl'S~ lttmlnal of a \'f:tdcal appJicd eotd~~n, 
groovu tba,•c rbc cordon and a fingernail imptt1S,ion below 
F11bric OZ. C..onmn 1018, pi1 1017, ,'\t"(',a 8. 

21. Body ~herd whh t«O(>,·cd ~llOII abo,·c and below 11 
narrow ntik-d .:o:rdoo. F11bric OJ. C<>n1c.-:x1 1018, Pit 1017. 
Arc;1 8. 

22. Bod)' s.httd with groo,"eS, Fabric: DJ. Comcxt 1018. ph 
1017, Ama B. 

"· R.im $herd with tnlcmal ffl()~Jd.illg tind. on dw- C'Xltti()t) (llitu 
1r~ of 1wis1cd c...-nl d«o~taon. F.abnc El. Pan•hoh: 1703, 
Atta D. 
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Tablt JO. N<Olitlr~ and 8ronzt Agt Pouery: tht «.ctmentt of f)Ol.t""-• ( b ., • 
..,.J nuns "o, sltttds) by PtrifJd and /taturt o:rta, 

Phase: I 2 3 
Period: Earlier Late B<okcr 

Neolithic Neolithic 

Neolithic fe.1turcs 
Area B 
Area G 

EBA ctmctcrics 
,- F 
Aica D 

EBA features 
Area Me 
Areas B,C.E 
ArcaW 
Areas D, H 

MBA di1ehts 
7008, 7010 
3200, 6073 
1054, 972 
1810 
3692 

Resjdual: 
in Iron Age 
ditches 
Arca A 

in Iron Age 
occup:3Lion 
Arca A 

in Saxon 
enclosure 
Arca F 

Other 

10 
10 

I 
s 

2 

3 

TOTALS 36 
GRAND TOTAL: 848 

IOI 
23 

s 

4 

14 

165 

2 

4 

4 

3 

6 

30 

34. Shoulder tbctd (rom • domc:$tlc ,-esscl with nindom ~lttd 
fi.ngcrn:iil imprcuions. fabric A7. Pit 60Sl. Area 1\ic, 

Phase 2B. Early Bronze Age Urns (fig 87) 
lS. Large portion ol stmpk rim and collar (rom a Colbrtd umt 

dtt0r1.ted with cord-imprc,scd tin~ losidc the upper rim 
a.Dd on the l"Ollar. Fonn lnm'h!.nninat<', fabric 01. Crtnu· 
tion S07, Arca F'. 

36. RiJn aod shoulder o( ,·css.tl with imcmal moukiing. Jncistd 
bcrringboo<' decora1ion on the rim chamfC'r. the imcrnaJ 
mouJd}ns an~ abo,~ tht $houk1cr; a row of o,·al impressions 
oa a slight raised cocdon at the $.boulder and II row of ~rticaJ 
inclsiom immcdiattly bdow. fabric 04. Enlarg-cd r-ood 
V~um, 
Context 82 in pit 80, Arca B. 

37 -39, Rim. body and base llhenh of :a Collattd um. lntemal 
rim ~\<t:l llnd plain lower collir (~m; no dowratioo 
!urvivmg.. F2t,a-k OS. C:OntcXt 82 in pit 80, Ara, 8, Con1c1n 
"790, M.8A di1ch 105-4,,. Ate.a 8. 

'40, Collar f~n1 rro,n a CoUattd um, dc«m111cd with widely• 
5~ vatical lncistd Unt"S. Fabric CS. Cotl1Ht 2790, .MBA 
diteh IOS4, Arn 8, 

34 
6 

9 
3 

II 
2 
I 

72 

4 
M.8A 

I 
6 

2 
26 
2 

II 

SI 
1 

80 
13 
3 

2 

6 

238 

415 
MILBA 

4 
3 

25 
5 
4 

7 

46 
10 
10 

24 

148 

5 
LBA 
dated 

21 

I 
II 
2 

I 
13 
16 

I 

4 

72 

Not 

20 
10 

21 
4 

II 
4 

3 

IS 

3 

5 

81 

TOTAL 

173 
8l 

9 
3 

25 
72 
20 
21 

64 
4 

173 
45 
IS 

7 

18 

18 

18 

4t. Shoulder fragmcnl, decorated wir.h :1 ro""' of ow.I imprt:S-­
s:i~. Collared um. Fabrk DI. Pit 600, Arca F. 

42. Sbcrd from upper b<>dyo( a Biconica) um, bearing: pa.n of.an 
appUcd plain cordon, ~tOmbJ)' a horscshoc•sh;apcd haodk, 
Fabric AS, Context 712, pit 317, residual in Iron ~ 
OCCU)"tion area A. 

43, FbMQl)J)Cd rim of a bip,irtite urn. Fabtic A6. Contex-1 nz, 
m1tural feature 364 within CS 2J7S, Atta 8. 

44. Bipaniu: urn 'A'ith inu:mal rim t,c\•d, raisal .shoukkr 
cordon, complex applied cordon, (otming two in,·crtcd•V 
;handles' WJd t.,.'O ap_pUcd lug$, damaged, but pos:1lbfy of lbc 
mamruiLa1cd typr. B~n~I um~ JnccpUOR $enc$. Fsbfic 
AS. Crcnu1ion 170S, Area D. 

,4S, Lower body or bipm:ite ot buclte,-Wpcd um; tl() 

deconlion sun•iving. f•bric A8. Cremation t?OO, Art:l D. 

44. Bipanite um wirh rows of fuiscNip impmsioM oo I.he t«.IP 
of the rim and a1 lbe f.houkfor~ four appHt:d (Ordoo 
hof'SC!lhoc: handks d«or:11i1ed with 6.n,er•tip imptt'SSioni; the 
i:ntc:rior of d.c b.i&c impressed with nndom fu,gcr-tip indcn• 
t~1ions. Biooni,::II urn; Suppkmenrary Scrits. F.abric AS. 
Cttmalioa 170S, Arc.a O. 
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Phase 3A. Middle Bronze Age Urns (Fig 88) 
47. Base angle of urn with \-crti<W fingcr-unca.rfog oa CJCterior. 

Fabric AS. COlllt:Ct 46$4, crtmatioo 4683, Area A. 

.. s. Si:mpk' plaio rim. T)'()C' I Globular urn. Fabri,c AS. Cocncxt 
772, no.mral featurt' 364 wilh CS Z375, Arca B. 

49. Upper body th«ds, deconted with shaUow,tookd lines. 
Typt I Globular um, po,sslbly the same v-euel as f.ig_88.48 
rabo\~. fabric A6. Cotittxl 236?, natural fcatu.rt' 3M v.-ith CS 
ms.Ate, B. 

50. Rim shcrd, dn"Onttd with $baUow•tOOkd li~. iypc I 
Globular urn. Fabric AS. Contexi 2738, MBA di1c.b 105-4, 
Area 8. 

SI . Upper body shcrd dcconucd wil.h shalk,w,toolcd lines ~nd_a 
row of circular impl'Cfflons, Type I Globular um, Fabric 
A6. Coo1cit1 49lS. pit 4921, residl)ll).in Iron~ occupgition, 
Atta A. 

52. Haifa vertically pc.rf01'1ll-d, plain horizonlal lug. fabric A7. 
Context l4l◄~ post-hole 3423, J\rQ O. 

5.3. Rim :a.nd bnc angle from Buc.k.C't um; decorated \\'itb a row 
or tingtr•liP imprC'fflOns on the 1op or the rim and a ,-ow or 
pcrfor.iti<.>0$1 bored (rom OtJt$ide before 6ring, bdow the 
rim. fabric AS. Conlcxt 60-&01 pit 6039, Arcs Mc. 

S4. Ptaio rim, ali$)1dy expanded. Bucket um. Fabric AS. Con-
1cx1 37S7, p,,Si•holc 37S6, MS S6SS, Area 0 . 

SS. Expanded T -$hlptd pbin rim o( um with a slightly bipartite 
pro6Je, ooe perforation suf'\•i.Vlng po,:sibly from a row below 
1hc rim. Fabric A7. Con1cx1 1499, pit 1498 in Iron Age 
o«upatJOn a:rc--1, t.rans«t 18. 

)6. Body ,herd ,.;th 11ntd cordon dromnc:d with fins.,.•tip 
impttSSion.s, Bucket um. Fabric AS. Conicxt 1749, p»t· 
hole 1748. Arca D. 

S7. Body shcrd with appti«t rordon decorated with ~r-1ip 
impreuions. Bucket um, Fabric A9. Context 2Jl2~ pit 
21-54, A.tn A. 

~- Base o( um, bored as a wcight. Fabric CS. Context 2718, 
MBA ditoh J0S4, Arca U, 

S9. Base o( a Bucket um. fabric A9. Context Sl46, post,b<>Je 
S34S, MS 5652, Arta H. 

Phase 3B. Late Bronze Age Vessels 
60. Shoulder sbttd. d«ora1«1 w(th \-CrliicaJ slashes, possibly 

executed by• flmt tool. Palme CS. Context s12, pit group 
6S3, Area G. 

61. Shouldc! sberd ~ted with a row o( ,-cnical fin$(:mail 
lfflpccs.$10ni. fabric CS. Con1n:1 678, pit group 653, Arca G. 

62. Shoulder 1'ht'fd decorated with a row of fingertip imprcs• 
sions. F111brk: CS, Context 4908~ gully 319, Iron Age siruc, 
rutt 2160, Arc11 A. 

Discussion 

The Easton Lane assemblage includes a remarkable 
variety o~ c!ra.mic styles dating from alJ periods of 
the Neohuuc and Bronze Age and provides a very 
s1gnifican1 conLrib~tion to our knowledge of ceramic 
development bo~h 1n the counry of Hampshire and in 
the ~=~• region. The Grooved ware sherds and 
the 81con1cal ur:ns are of particular significance but 

the most i.mponanl aspect is r(..-garded to be the 
recovery of so much ~iagnostic material from such 1 
wide range of domestic and funerary contexts withio 
a very limited block of prehistoric landscape. 

Excavated sites of Ncolilhic date are rat< in 
Hampshire and the occurrence of Early Neolithic 
plain wares, Peterborough ware and Groovtd ware 
at Easton Lane is notable. Both major styles of 
Peterborough ware are represented, and two of the 
Fengatc sherds were associated with Grooved ware 
in the Neolithic burial pit 1017. Such associatioo, 
are rare and, although early Beaker material i, 
present on the she., neither the Peterborough Of 
Grooved wares arc associated with Beaker material, 
Thus the si1e does not appear to comp(y with the 
patterns of secular and ritual division outlined by 
Thorpe and Richards (1984); however, N<olithic 
burials are rare indeed and different selS or ceramic 
regulation may apply in specific funerary contexts. 
The Grooved ware vessels belong 10 1he Durringtoa 
WaUs style. The rim, Fig 86.23, matchC$ Durring. 
ton Walls form 136 (Wainwright and Longwonb 
1971, 57, Fig 20) and many of the dcoorativcmotif< 
can be paralleled at the type site (eg Fig 86.14 and 
16; Wainwright and Longworth 1971, Figs 26a top, 
and Fig 27 centre). Previously the only Grooved 
ware known Crom Hampshire comprised scauers or 
small sherds within the mound material of tbrtt 
Bronze Age round barrows in various artas of the 
county and a pit beneath a fourth at Latch Fann, 
Christchurch (Wainwrigh1 and Loogwonh 1971, 
276-7). 

The Beaker ma1erial at Easton Lane includes an 
intereSLing group of rusticated 'domestic ware', 
a Late Style shcrd and an Early or Middle Stylt 
plain &aker from a series of features in the south• 
west sector of the site (Fig 86.27-34) and the 
remarkable ridged handle (Fig 86.26) which P~ 
ably belonged to a Southern Handled Beaker. Thi$ 
was associated with the Enlarged Food VC$Stl 
described below and can be paralleled on a Handled 
Food Vessel from Balmuick, Perth, and a Handled 
Bowl from WhitwcU, Dorset (Clarke 1970, 417.1081 
and 409. 1035). 

Three styles of Early Bronze Age urn are repre­
sented. A minimum of five Collared urns indudc 
plain vessels, one with a row of stabs on the sbou~r 
(Fig 87.41) and the upper portion of an urn w,tb 
simple rim and concave collar and ca_rrying cord· 
impressed decoration on the collar and inside the rim 
(Fig 87.35). This vessel probably belongs to. ~~g· 
worth's Sccondar)' Series and bears some simdanues. 
to the um from Stockbridge, Hants (Loagwortli 
1984, P!Jlte 209 b). The Enlarged Food Vcs,d ""' 
(Fig 87.36) docs not belong to the series of Ridg<d 
Food Vessel urns usually found in south<"' 
England. In contrast to these sparscly·d<'<0ra•.J 
urns, known from Dorse1 (Forde-Johnst0n. 1~ 5) 
and from Amesbury 71 and Shrewton 23 in Wdt,hilt 
(Christie 1967 350· Green and Ro.Ho-Smith 1984, 
2?9), the Eas!on Lane vessel bears complc_x bed 
nngbone decoration which is more charac1enwc . 
Yorkshire Vase Food Vessels, but can be match<.-d '
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tJ,e soulh on tlie Food Vessel from 1he Bishop's 
Waltliam barrow (Ashbce 1957, Fig 9). 

[n bis recent analysis of Biconical urns, Tomalin 
has defined a.n lnccpcion Series of urns, char­
acterised by one or more of nine formaJ characleris­
tics and a silieous fabric 1ypc, all of which may be 
marched on the Cominent during the Early Bronze 
Age (fomalin 1983). A Supplemcmary Series 
indudC$ further Biconicals which have silicous 
1empcr, usually flint , but lack the dcnnitive formal 
uaits of the Inception Series. The Biconical urns 
from E:iston Lane are some of lhc best provcnanced 
.-essels belonging 10 lhese groups. The urn with 
complex plastic decoration, possibly mammilatcd 
Jugs and Oint temper (Fig 87 .44) is a fine addition to 
the Inception Series. The decoration can be matched 
on 1he vessels from Amesbury 68, Wilts (unpub­
lished, Salisbury Museum), and Berc Regis 46b, 
Dorset (Calkin 1964, Fig 14, 8), while lhc profile is 
similar to the plain lugged urn from Roke Down, 
Sere Regis (Warne 1866, PI IV, 4). The second 
Biconical urn (Fig 87.46), decorated with rows of 
finger-tip impressions and four finger-tip impressed 
horseshoes, and also tempered with O.int, belongs lO 
Tomalin's Supplementary Series. Other urns closest 
co this example in form, albeit with only cwo 
horseshoes, arc those from Bulford 71a, Wilts 
(Abercromby 1912, no 373), and Hythe, Hants 
(Godden 1%6). An urn from Qdiham, Hants, pos• 
sesses four horseshoe handles, but does no, have a 
flint-tempered fabric (Willis 1954). 

It is of panicular interest that these two Biconkal 
urns at Easton Lane were associated in the same 
feature; indeed, they were placed one inside the 
other. The Inception Series um had been deposited 
upright in lhe pit and a.round it had been placed 
large portions or slabs of lhe Supplementary Series 
urn, which seemed 10 have been carefully dismem­
bered for the purpose. A few fragments had lx.-en 
deposited within, or had faJle.n imo, the interior of 
the complete urn, jus1 above the level of the 
cremated bones (Figs 25, 27 and 28). The rite of 
'slab' burial recalls the phase C Barre.I urn in1er­
mems at Kimpton, Hanrs (Dacrc and Ellison 1981 , 
IS9-J65), but cannot be paralleled furlher afie.Jd. 
The rite may have been 1nore widespread in the 
Early Bron,.e Age but the fact that urns of ibis date, 
most of which were excavated in the nineteenth 
century, survive intact in museum collections. 
mili1a1es againSt this. On the other hand, fragmenlS 
of urns> and even those of large size, may not have 
been retai.ned from antiquarian excavations. The 
proximity and probable association of a second 
burial contained in a Biconical or Bucket urn (Fig 
87.4S) and the inhumation burials, one of wh.ich 
included the amber and shale or lignite necklace, is 
of particular interest and chronological significance. 

The Middle Bronze Age assemblage conforms 10 
the Central Wessex group defined elsewhere (Dacre 
and Ellison 1981 , 173-183). There is a minimum of 
fo,c Type I Globular urns represented, similar 10 
those excava1ed on the Winnall Down Trading 
Estalc immediately west of the Easton Lane site. ln 

particular, the filled triangle motif and row of circu­
lar impressions (Fig 88.49-51) can be matched in 
Winnall Pits A and 8 (Hawkes 1969, Fig 2.1-3). 
Some of the Bucket urns have finger-tip impre$SCd 
cordons on top of the rim, and rows of perforations 
below lhe rim (Fig 88.53 and SS) are more 
commonly found in eastern England, especiaUy East 
Anglia (Longworth and Ellison forlhcoming). 

Although lhe J31er Bro01.e Age Post Dcverel­
Rimbury plain ware tradition does not appear 10 be 
represented in the present assemblage, a group of 
plain, hooked-rim and fing:er~smeared jars was 
associated with the Late Bronze Age structures 
immediately west of the main Win.nail Down e:ncJos. 
ure (Fasbam 1985, 61, Fig 51). However, lhe Bronze 
Age sequence is now completed by the occurrence of 
a subs1antiaJ quantify of sherds characterised by a 
hard, Late Bronze Age fabric, some of which defi­
nitely derived from shouldered jars wilh impressed 
decoration on rhe line of the shoulder (Fig 
88.60-62). These belong 10 1he Late Bronze Age 
decorated tradition of 1he eighth to seventh cenrurics 
BC and arc well-marched in lhe assemblage from the 
ring-ditch on Easton Down (Fasham 1982, 36, Fig 
16, 1'40 and P41). 

Later Prehistoric Pottery, by J W Hawkes 

Introduction 
A consideration of Lhe later prehistoric pottery from 
Easton Lane obviously involves reference to tbe 
Winnall Down sequence, allhough the comple­
mentary nature of the 1wo groups with little overlap 
in fabrics has not necessitated a completely inte­
grated approoch. 

The computer-based recording used for Winnall 
Down enabled a large number of investigation~ and 
analyses to be undertaken which could not be rep­
licated by the manual melhods avuilable for lhe 
processing of bulk records from Eas1on Lane. The 
Trust for Wessex Archaeology (manual) pouery 
recording system incorporates much of lhe phil­
osophy and design of the MARC3 sysiem, and a1 the 
archival le\·el, the range of recorded attributes for 
the Winnall Down and Easton Lane asscmbl'lges is 
virtually identical. The disparity between manual 
and computerised recording is more pronounced at 
levels of advanced or complex analyses where con• 
sidcrations of time and finance preclude lhc full 
exploi1ation of the collec1ed daia (Famam and 
Hawkes 1980). 

Such limitations arc, in this particular case, not 
overly resrricrivc. The spatial analyses carried om for 
Winoall Down a.re less appropriaie for Easton Lane 
where a comJl"rati\'cly small quantity of later prehis­
toric and Roman pottery was dispersed over a wide 
nrea. At East0n Lane, there were 2,728 sherds from 
I hectare of Iron Age settlement (a.nd tliat from 
within a toud excavated area of S hcctares). By 
comparison there we.re 8,64S sherds of Iron Age 
ponery from an area of 1.26 hectares al Winnall 
Down, a1 a density 2.5 limes greater than Easton 
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Lane. Over S6,_ of the contcxlS from which the 
Easton Lane pottery dcnved were secondary or 
tc:ruuy COl)ICXU UI ditchcl or poll, and many o( the 
rcm:under were ~t~bolts, s.locs, gu1bcs, c~ntng 
laym and D01Htthacolol;c.J f,.,wu conia1nu1g 
only •'UY small q1W1tilia; n.s, of COOICXlS with 
pottery con1uined le$s lhon ten sherds, and 39.3¾ 
coowncd only ooc .i,,,d ( UI ,csms o( v,-c:,ahl. 80.S% 
of contcxa with pottery c:on!IUICd IC$$ than 100g, 
and 41.2% contained less th•n Ula). 

Method 
Tb, pottery ,.,.. torted UltO fabric poups OCI the 
basis of visible inclu,ionl, counted and wa,hcd. 
Featured sherds (rims, boscs, dcco111ed and perfor­
ated .i,,,ds' "'"" u,dmdually c:lawliccl by type and 
by vessel form where po$$1ble. This information on 
featured sherds, u,a<tbcr wilh diameters, pt,rantogc 
pr-c:S<ftt and ,wuoc treatment •h<tt 1J'PR11)<Ut<, 
has b«n subject to hmited analysis by computer, all 
OO>tt ISp<CtS bting rcwnJcd U I pspt,r a,dii,-c: 

Chronology and Phasing 
Tb<tt " bule 10 the way of internal .....ienc. to wu, 
the construction of a chronology for the Easton Lant 
poucry. Tbcn, ,.,.. no uteful in1trrutuna mauar■• 
phy, and cuno,y cxanunauon of poocry from the 
"ry few sequences of pit deposits available docs not 
~ that any of these poups need be 00DSido-c:d 
to reprcsc:01 an .. tended umc span. No radiocarbon 
samples relevant 10 the lroo hi( were available. 

It bas lh<ttf0tt p<O\-c:d neasat)' tO rdy Oft external 
models 10 impose a chronological scheme. The 
divisions proposed for Danebwy (Cwiliffc 1984) ore 
based on Vlf1CllCS of ,"<$SCI form and d«orauon 
wb.ich 11rc rcleva.nt to other p:.trts or Hampshire. and 
..-lucb can be used IS • rd'~ apinu which 

u,completc or interrupted SCQUCtlCCI an bo 
measured (F,a 89). Such an cxcn:lSC suaa,sa that 
Easton Lane and W,nnall Down •hould b< "Pldal 
as C$stnually complementary assemblages, ...., el 
ovcrbp between the two groups being COOfincd 10 
pans of the Early Iron AJC and btC$1 lroo ~ 
Rocnan period rcpracnttd by very small ~ 
of pottery from both Sites, and for thc Middlt I"'" 
Age, wh<tt material comparabl< 10 Dancbury rp7 
{onns the bulk of the WiruuJI Down asscmbbg,, bat 
is prUCnt only in ncglig,blc quantities at Eastoe 
Lane. Arguments in fu·our of a continuity bawca, 
Winoall Down Phases 3, Early Iron Aa<, a.oil ~. 
Middlt Iron Age (Hawkes m Fasham 198S, Fe 49 
and supportin, text), must now be acl<no,o,lcdg.d IO 
be ovcntated, although COD$CrVOtJVC dtmcnu po,u. 
cularly witlun the flint ttmpcnng Uldiuoa do 
undoubtedly exist. 

Tbcn, bas been no fonnal q1W1ti6cauon of ,.. 
duality or mtrusion ; the occurttncc of obvioully 
intrUsi._ t,\td,eval pottery in <2rhcr contou "'I· 
gcsts the problem may be common. In mu ol the 
sue ladung quantities of readily iclcnufiablc amcJuo. 
rustic material, redcposition may be widespread i... 
undctccu,ble; wbcrcvcr disuncti,·c forms, fabncs or 
dcconuvc types luvc occurred in appor,ndy uad»­
twbcd contcxlS, tlus informatioo bas been u!td to 
provide phasing. The scope foe intra•sitc IJW)'SU • 
lhus scvettly limited by the ttbana on 01cnul 
duoaolog,cs and the subsequent incorporauoo Iii 
thc pottery information into the , i1c pbumg. 

Fabrics 

T"-c:nty-onc fabrics arc a>SOCialed with thc Iron Al< 
and Roman periods, plus Sami3n and ampl,on< 
These fabrics ore arranged m groups accordJ11g to 

,--1..,sr ( A01ta1, u. Ullt..+-AJlff,.\TK' _. 
A\ORTIO ~ ' 
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their principal inclusions (Table II) and are 
described in summary form only. Full fabric 
dcscripiions are he.Id in arch.ivc. 

The criteria for the fabric divisions are based on 
the physical constituents of 1he pottery body without 
any cxp<etation 1ha1 1hey should necessarily repre­
sent distinct chronological periods, sources or manu~ 
facturing techniques. An infonnal assessment of the 
vessel forms represented (Table 12) docs allow some 
suggestions of chronological separation to be made, 
however (Fig 90). 

Fabrics B2/B4/C3 are rare, d.istinctive and readily 
identifiable with Early Iron Age vessel forms; fabrics 
81/B3/C4 are equally distinctive and are associa1ed 
only with undecorated saucepan pots and reJa,ed 
l'esscls. Fabric A I is the saine as Winoall Down 
Cabric 3. At Easton Lane it is associated wi1h unde• 
corated saucepans, and the three examples o( 
decorated saucepan and also (rarely) wi1h post­
saucepan forms; a1 Winnall Down it also comprised 
1he bulk of the developed, decorated saucepan tradi­
tion missing from Easton Lane. Fabric A2 is a 
Hint•tempcred fabric less well-sorted, more variable 
and coarser than Al , broadly comparable to Winnall 
Down fabric 2. Found in 1he same vessel forms, it is 
aSSOCraled with J)Osl•saucepan forms significantly 
more frequently than Al. Ineviiably broadly 
defined, A2 may also incorporate elemems of the 
pre-saucepan llint-tcmpcrcd tradition which, 
togclhcr with fabrics A3 and A4, form a very small 
proportion of the assemblage. Hc.ivily sand-
1cmpcred fabrics (CJ, c2. CS, CIO, DI with grog, 
AS wilh sparse flint) dominate the later Iron Age 
~riod, fabrics Cl and CS at least incorporating 

TaMe IZ. laur prtlrurorit tmd Romtm ...,,,/ forms by fabric. 

SaU<Cpans Jars/Bowls 
SI S2 S3 JI J2 J3 

Al 10 12 3 7 4 s 
Al 2 3 9 4 
Al I I 
A4 
AS 2 
BI lO s 7 7 
82 
BJ 2 3 2 
Cl l l 2 
CJ l 
C4 
Cl 
C9 

ToJaJ 26 26 II 17 18 IS 

l(ey 10 Vessel Forms 

1"ab~t I I, Quantities of /Ofl!r pn/tis10,U and Roman Poflny by 
Jabnc. 

Later Prehistoric: - Roman P0ttcry 

At WeU-S9ftedftintsupto2mm c Winaall3 
A2 lll......,ned ftini, up JO 3mm 
A3 As A2 with added sand and rare black 

ignrou$ lttnper 
A4 Very dense fine ftin,s k-.s than Imm 
AS SJ)Q(se ftint , abundant mfo3ceous sand 

(LIA/RB) 
Total Group A 

BI No visible 1cmpcr, little or no added 
sand = Winnall 27 

82 Micact-ous baematit'~tcd bowl fabric 
Bl As 81 with added vcge,able temper 
84 As 82 with ''cry sparse fine llin1 

Total Group 8 
Cl LIA/Rll Mica«ous sandy ware 
C2 81><!<-bumishcd IJ'J>C wa,c 
Cl As Cl wi1h Ws« quanz inclusions 
C4 As Cl with occassional clwl< 
CS Whecl-rumed greywarcs 
C6 Mc Mullen type """' 
Cl Mla-duS<ed r<d "'ndy RB line ware 
CS Slightly DUCO<COUS r<d sandy ware 
C'9 Vc.ry sparsc grog in sandy matrix 
CIO A\jS«-Jlancous oxi<fised RB sandy wares 

Total Group C 
DI Sparse grog and chalk in sandy matrix 
El Sparse sheU in sandy matrix 
Samian 
Amphorae 

Tow Misc:cllancoos 

OvmlJTow 

Other Forms 
J4 JS OIL Xl X2 X3 

3 
I 
3 2 

s 2 
l 

l 10 2 3 3 

No w, 
in g 

499 9,243 
803 12,686 
20 ))<) 

7 6Z 
S 98 

1,334 22,2hll 
963 7,791 

9 S4 
9-1 1,632 

2 4 
1,068 9,481 

160 1338 
I 4 
l 46 

II 249 
50 460 
l 10 

21 84 
2 SI 

41 218 
S 89 

297 2,S49 
s S4 
3 6 

10 137 
II 224 
29 421 

l,7l8 H,719 

X4 

SauctJJQo Po,s SI Straight-sided 
S2 lncW'\•jng sides 
S3 Ouillaring sides 

JW8owls JI Slack-shouklmd 
J2 Sbouldmd 

Other Fonns OIL Dish or ljd 
X2 R.B b<'.tkcr 
X I Furrowed bowl 
X3 C<Kdoned jars 
X4 Flanged bowl; 

)3 lk>d rim 
J4 Necked and c,·crtcd 
JS Esened 
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Fig 90. Easton Lane. Easton Lane pottery fabrics rela1cd to the Oanebury ceramic phases. 

wheel-thrown vessels. Fabrics C6-C9 are a range of 
distinctive p0st-conquest wares. 

No petrological examination has bee.o carried out 
on 1he fabrics. Examina1ion by thin section of pot­
iery from Winnall Down (Fasham 1985, 60-ol) 
revealed no evidence for any distinctive or neces­
sarily non-local groups. 

Early Iron Age (Phase 6) 
Evidence for 1he Early Iron Aie isememcly limiied; 
only fabncs 82, 84 and C3 arc necessarily of this 
period, forms iden1ified being haemati1e-cooted fur­
rowed bowls (Fig 91.1-2) and round-bodied bowl• 
(Fig 91..>-4), possibly also originally haemati1e­
coo1ed bu1 wi1h badly abraded surfaces. Scratch­
cordoned bowls, which formed the majority of the 
identifiable haematite<oa1ed vessels from a small 
assemblage at WinnaU Down, are absent. 
. The sin_gle sherd of the micaceous sandy fabric C3 
1s of~ thm-wa!led vessel wiih a design of recessed 
dots mfiUed w,th white paste set in a triangular or 
101,:nge-shaped. border (Fig 91.5). Stylistically an 
Early All Canmngs type of decoration the sberd is 
comparable i.o fabric 10 contemporary e~mples from 
ceniral Wiltshire (C Gingell pers cam) and is 
unlikely to be local 10 Easion Lane. 
. Typologically? the slack:shouldered jar (Fig 91.6) 
1s also bes, con":'dered an Early Iron Age vessel. Jn a 
densely Amt-gruted fabric, il is finer and thinner• 
walled tha_n the !"aiority of examples from WinnaU 
Down. It 1s J?OSS1blc that other sherds of this period 
arc untccogn!sed am~ngst 1he flint-tempered group. 

None of this ma1enal was recovered from comexts 
1hemsclves identifiable as Early Iron Age and • bld'd' , presu-ma Y er1vc Lrom a settlement focus within the 
Phase 3 e.nclosure at Winnall Down. 

Middle Iron Age (Phases 7 and 8) 
The Middle Iron Age componem of the Eaiiton Lane 

assemblage can be compared to cp 6 at Danebury 
(Cunliffe 1984), comprising undecora1ed sauoep,n 
pots to the virtual exclusion of all other vessel forms. 
The saucepan po1s are consistent in fabric and 
largely repetitive in shape; although essen1ially 
straight-sided vessels (tg Fig 91.10 and 14), vari, 
ations exist with rounded profiles resulting in incur­
ving upper sections (eg Fig 91.7-$) or 0aring profiles 
(eg Fig 91.15). 

Fabrics divide into two groups: fine sandy ~•rcs 
(BI and, with added orgal'lic material, 83) and lli.nt 
(Al and AZ). A1 Winnall Down the .Hint fabrics, io 
particular Al, continued inco a later phase whert 
they occurred as decorated saucepans often wilh 
expanded rims (Oanebury cp 7), repres,nlcd 11 
Easton Lane only by the illustrated examples (Fig 
91. l&-20). At Wionall Down, undocorn1cd ftin•• 
iempered saucepans were only very rarely associa«d 
wi1h sandy examplc-s, and it seems likely 1h31 lhttt 
was a transition from sand to 8int fabrics within die 
plain saucepan phase, here used 10 differtntia« 
Phases 7 and 8. 

Surface 1reacmen1 in the form of ex«mal 
burnishing is common on the 6int-1empered fabrics, 
but ls also present on sandy fabrics where its trut 
incidence is likely to be substao1ially underestima<td 
because of easily abraded, 0aking surfaces . 

Analysis of vessel diameter (the only «1an< 
m:-tsuremcnt of size) reinforces the impressl()Q 
gamed from the WinnaU material of a 1ighdy dcfin«I 
range consisient on both sites (Fig 92). Co,npariloo' 
be1wccn flint-1empcred and sand-tempered examples 
(archive) reveals no signifieanl differences in tll< 
range or absolute values of vessel dia.mcte.r. 

Late Iron Age/Roman (Phase 9) 
Finds of pouery datable 10 the pos1-sauccpan, I.a" 
Iron Age through to 1he Early Roman period,""" 
almost entirely confined 10 Area H in the sou1benl 

I' 
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D EASTON LAl'IE 

~ Wll'INALL DOWN 
STRAIGHT SIDED 

SAUCEPANS 
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fig 92. Easton Lane. Comparative vessel sizes for selected categories of saucepans from Easton Lane IIJ)d 
Winnall Down. 

extension of the Roman enclosure system at Winnali 
Down, deriving from ditch fills or pits within or 
imroedfatcly adjacent to the cncJosures. The smaJI 
quantity recovered (essemially the Group C fabrics, 
plus samian and amphorae) is reflected by the 
restricted range of forms; the date range proposed 
for the longer, more varied, Winnall Down asscm• 
blage (end of first century BC through to mid-second 
century AD) would adequately encompass all the 
pottery from this phase. Cotrelation o( fabrics with 
those from WinnaU Down, associatjons of forms to 
fabric. and details of distribution are held in archive. 

Illustrated Items (Fig 91) 

I. RJJk-d body $.herd fram Furrov.•od Bowl (\'C$5d type X 1). 
Fabric 82. Featured She,rd (FS) tS6. cx,mcxt 450,f di1ch 
4731, Ate-a O. 

2. Furrowed Bowl (XI). Fabrk: 82. FS 223, cootcxi '4833 pi1 
4622,A<.. D. 

.3. 'Uaenulitc-<oarcd• bowl. F.ibric 82. FS U~ oontut 47L4 
ditch 376.S. Area A. ' 

4. 'Hac~1he-eoa1cd' body $herd, Fabric 82, Fs 62
1 

context 
98S ditch 990, Ate~ A. 

S. lxeoratcd body $herd, AU Cauniogs Cross typt. Ftbrk C3 
FS 88, tontcxt 21~2 pi1 409

1 
Arca A. • 

6. ? Tripanitc- iu {J2). F1bric Al. F'S 5, con1tx1 37 J)Ol«•hok 
36) Ar(1, A. 

7, lnrurvin,; a uccp;u1 (S2), Fabric BI. Co-tl)infog sht:rd:S FS 

63, context 1075 pit 329 A.~ A, and FS 71,contat l074pll 
329, Art1 A, 

8. lrw.:urving $3.U«"p:an (S2). F.11bric BI . Co-joining shtrds FS 
701 oontex-l 1022 pit l29 Att.ai A, and F'S 17,COtlltXC i071pl: 
329, Arca A. 

9. Pcrforattd but. Fabric 81. FS 6S, con1cx, 1014 pi1 m, 
Arca A. 

10, SuaighMidcd saucepan (SI). Fabric 83. C,o-joiniog shel'm 
l-"S JOO, 101, 102, 105 .1111 from con1rx1 2193 pit 409, AmA. 

11. Sau«l)an or ju UI). F.11brie 83. FS 87, ('()Cini B.U 
poit•holc 908.t Arca A . 

12. Straight-sided saucepan (SI). Fabric Al. FS 91, conta'I 
2191 pit 409, Atta A. 

13. Bowl (J2). Fabric 81. FS 401 cont~l 713 pit ll7, Altl·'-

14. Straight-.sidcd sauc:cpan (SI). Fabric: Al. FS 3, o,0tC116S 
pi117,ArcaA. 

. · = tlc. 000.•01 •11' IS. Out&nng $#1Uotp.n (S3). Fabne At. r.> .,, • 

pit 4560, Area D. 

16, Pffiotttcd ~ - Fabri,c Al . FS 173, context 47S3 pit-'933. 
Ar~A. 

17. Jar02). Fabric Al. fS 134, con1cxc 93-4 dircb 9ZS, Art.a ~ 

18. Decorated straighMided ~ uctpan {SI). FabrieJ\l, fS.n. 
layer 1023. Arca A. 

, J\J fSll, 
19, Decorated $lrtjghMidcd ~ uctl)Sn (St). fobriC' • 

COOICXI 468 pit 238, A~ A. 

[)c(Orltcd saucepan 
20. pi, 4923, /uca A. 

!1, {)c:l..'Ot'lted jar 02). 
r,s, ArC1 A. 

,.,i 

ll. J,r 02). Fabric A2 

Z) . o«oni«I ,hcNI. I 
...,,.A, 

i, . lbd•rim iar Ul}. 
...,,.,._ 

ll. 8<,d-rim jot (JJ). 
ll9l,Ar<a H. 

l6. B<,d-rim ju (JJ). 
...,,. A. 

!1 . Bnd•rlm jarij3), I 
Ar<aH. 

I!. Whctl-rurnt'd base 
1442, Ai<> H. 

29. 8<,d-rim jot Ol). 
SOO, Arca H. 

JO. Bead-rim iar 03). 
1293, A1<> H. 

JI. lle,k<r(Xl). Fabri, 
H. 

n. [fflt<d jar (15). I 
sm,Mea H. 

ll. Perforated base. Fi 
A!Q H:. 

JI. C.ldOll<d jar (1(3) 
H47,AttaH. 

1'. E1'<ft<d jar OS). f 
ll9l, Area H. 

37. Ud (OIL). Fabric 
Area H. 

ll Ud (OIL). Fabric 
Arta H. 

The Samiao, by 

D01g 37 base; prol 
'«ond century AD. 

Abraded body sh 
btc lirst century AD 
G,Abraded rim sher 

Uhsh; late first cc 
~2D93. Phase 9 Earl> 

, Atea H 
Two • • sh runs, two t 

~<Is, Probably all 
d tral <hulish; Tta 
to~rated with dou 
F gu~ tndUJg in a r 
«mnnus {c/ La Gr 



cpans from Easton Laneao. 

I). Fabric BI. 0,.,ciJ,i,i tbc!dl~ 
• AttaA, andFS n«inta'IJOl'JJf 

, 81. FS 68, contcSI !Oil pi J:1 

, (SI). Fabric 83. Co-""""" 
11 from COf'.110:l 2193 pir.of,Altl~ 

Fabric BJ. FS ,87. cotOCd IE 

n (S I). Fabric Al. FS 91, """ 

FS '°• conte,t 723 ptdll,&sl 

, (SI). Fabric Al. fSJ,-' 

1), Fabric Al. F$ ]lj,.,..., 

FS 173, (Gllt<SI ◄7lll"f· 
,Al. 
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?O. Otcon:tcd sau«~o or Pr. Fabric Al. FS 167, contcin ◄993 
pi1 •918. Arn A. 

21. Dcconted jar (}2). Fabric Al. FS 57, context 1063 ilitc,b 
91S~ Arca A. 

22. Jar (12). Fabric Al. FS H, COnlC:x:t 3Sl pil 238, A~ A, 

23. l)«Qta1td shcrd. fabric A2. FS 38, con1ex1 'Ill pit 107, 
Art:1 A. 

2-4. J3cad,rim jar (J3). l~abriie A2. FS IS , con1ex1 3Sl pi1 238, 
Atta A. 

2}, Bead-rim jar (J.3). fabric A2. FS 14$, contt:<t S340 ditch 
l29l, Art> H. 

Z6, &ad-rim jar 03). fabric Al , FS 17, coaicxt lSI pit 238. 
A.rca A. 

21. Bcad•rim Pr (J3). Fabric Al. FS 139, context 5348 pi1 S.347, 
Art2 H. 

28. Wheel,1urned base. Fabric C4. J!'S 153, con1txt 5366 dilch 
lOU, AmH. 

29. Bead-rim iu U3). Fabric Cl. FS IS2, context 5366 d,itch 
S<M:2, Arca H. 

30, Be1d•rim ;ar (Jl). F1bric Cl. FS 19S. aimtx1 529,. ditch 
S293, Attl H. 

31. 8caktt(X2). P::ibricCI, FS J42,com<'-Xt5348pit S347, AJQ 
H. 

me.at of ~e d~oration below survi\'es, probably a 
folme design. f he moulded decoration on ,he other 
body sherd is poorly lirushed and no, u all clear. 
One base carries part of the lowest border of 
deco.ration, with S~shapcd gadroons, each with lhrcc 
( +) small gJ:"ooves across the central area, bordered 
by a continuous rw,n_ing scroll. Phase 9, Early 
Romaa, context 5296 dttcb 5295. 

Plain body fragment, possibly from small cup 
(Drag 27?). South Gaulish, late first century AD. 
Phase 9, Early Roman, context 5348 pit 5347, Area 
H. 

T
8 

he Amphorae, by S M Davies and R 
eager-Smith 

¥Y she.rd of a Dressel 20 amphora. This type 
ongmated m somhem Spain and carried olive oil. 
imports arrived io Britain in lhe Late lron Age and 
the fonn remained in use umil Lhc late third century 
AD (Pea,ix:k and Williams 1986). Natural feature 
2537, Area B. 

Ten sherds from a Pclicher 47 amphora. This type 
originated in southern France, and is commonly 
found in Britain. Its date range is from mid-first 
century AO 10 the third century AO. It docs not 
seem to •PI""'' before AD 60 in British contexts 
(Peacock and Williams 1986, 142-3). Phase 9, Early 
Roman, context 5296 ditch 5295, Arca H. 

;i E,trt<d ;u <Jl). Fabric c1. FS 2-H, ""'t"'t 1296 d;tcb Late Saxon and Medieval Pottery, by J W 
• sm. Am, H. Hawkes 

33. Ptrfonatcd MSt. Fabric Cl. FS 144, context S367 pit S349, 
Arca H. 

3S. Cordoned Pr (X3). F1bric CS. FS 140, coatcx1 S348 pit 
S3-47, Atta H, 

36, E,'t:ned jar OS). Fabric CS. FS ?OZ, context S:294 di1cb 
5293, Area H. 

37. Lld (OIL). Fabric Cl. I'S 19-1, context l~ ditch l29;, 
Arca H. 

38. Lid (D/L). Fabtie Cl. FS 211, context 5043 dit,h 5041, 
Arca H. 

The Samian, by S M Davies 

Drag 37 base; probably Central Gaulish; ? early 
second century AO. Context 98, clearance layer. 

Abraded body sherd; possibly South Gaulish; ? 
late first cenrury AD. Coatext 1860, clearance layer. 

Abraded rim sherd, glossy slip. Drag 37; Central 
Gaulish; late first century (to early second century) 
AD. Phase 9 Early Roman, context 5294, dltch 
5293, Area H. 

Two rims, rwo bases and lWO decorated body 
sherds, probably all from the same vessel. Drag 37; 
Central Gaulish; Trajanic. One of ,he body sherds is 
decorated with double-bordered ovolo, with the 
tongue ending in a rosette, probably in the style of 
Frontinus (c/ La Graufensque). Only a small frag-

Introduction 
A total of2l6 sherds of Late Saxon po11cry weighing 
1,080g and 218 sherds of la1er Medieval pottery 
weighing I ,052g were recovered from t.he exca­
vations. 

Late Saxon 
The La1e Saxon material was found aJmost exclus­
ively in Area F contexrs within the guHies of struc• 
634/5459 or from features nearby. The po11e.ry has 
been sorted by fabric and form, and all r .. 1ured 
sherds arc illuslnued. Four fabrics are identified. 

EM I: abundant fine Hint, added sand and sparse 
chalk, also represented as \'Oids usually on the inside 
of the vessel. 

EM 2: added sand, fabric usually reduced. The 
fabric is not diagnostic bur occurs in as-sociation wilh 
EM 1 and is not consistcn1 with the range of 
sand-tempered fabrics from the later Medieval 
period. 

EM 3: as EM I but wi1hout chalk indusio.ns or 
voids. 

EA-I 4: as EM I bur with distinctive red oxidised 
surf."lCCS. 

Quantities of each fabric arc given in Table 13. 
The stamped Ch.iches1er-1ype pitcher (Fig 94.5) 

is regarded as pre-Conquest Lo Winc;:hestcr and 
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Fig 93. Easton Lane. Lare Iron Age/Roman pottery. 
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I . Jar, Fabric E 

context 6S0 di• 
l. Jar, Fabric EM 

Atta F. 
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S4S9, Area G. 
4. Jar, Fabric EN. 

Area F. 
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Atta F. 

Medieval 
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of POtterv. The ma 
an be suggested as 
1h«t arc no obviot 
The pouc.ry has b 
only, descriptions 
tabubtions of feau 

F· 18 9t Easton La 



\ 

--.___J. 

l'LTN'l' ANO BURIAL GROUP JN PIT 1017 99 

Toble /]. Lai, Saxon (JOiiey by fabric. 

Fabric 
EM l 
E.112 
EM l 
EM4 

Total 

Number 

192 
18 
J 
J 

216 

Wt ing 
978 
64 
19 
19 

l,080 

Sou1hampton, and although other fonn.s represented 
are less diagnostic, the technique of turntable-added 
rims 10 coil-built bodies (eg Fig 94.1) a.ISO indicates a 
L31e Saxon date. ldent.ifications and observations 
have been provided by Duncan Brown. 

Illustrated llcms (Fig 94) 
I. Jar, Fabric EM I. Featured Sherd (FS) 510, 

context 650 ditch 634, Area F . 
2. Jar, Fabric EM I. FS 502, context 633 ditch 634, 

Area F. 
3. Jar, Fabric EM I. FS 504, context 5460 di1cb 

5459, Area G. 
4. Jar, Fabric EM3. FS 50 I, con1ext 633 ditch 634, 

Area F. 
5. Stamped pitcher, Fabric EM!. FS 503, con1cx1 

633 ditch 634, Arca F. 
6. Shoulder from jar, Fabric EM4. FS 505,context 

647 ditch 634, Area F. 
7. &se, Fabric EMI. FS 509, context 655 pit 654, 

Area F. 

Medieval 

The later Medieval pottery was more widely dis­
persed, occurring in 137 different contexts of which 
less than 50 can be suggested as being of Medieval 
date, and only ten of which contained more than 25g 
of po11ery. The majority of the identifiable material 
cun be suggested as being of fourteenth century date; 
there arc no obviously non-local wares represented. 
The pottery has been recorded in summary form 
only, descriptions of fabrics for individual sherds, 
tabulations of featured sherd types and contextual 

? 

Fig 94. Easton Lane. Late Saxon po11ery. 

~nformation can be found in archive, No discussion 
is presented here. 

Flint and the Burial Group in 1017, by 
P A Harding with a Note on the Antler 
Spatulae by S Olson 

The excavation of the Easlon Lane lntercha.nge pro­
duced only 43oores, 917 Oakes and 573 broken flakes 
from all contexts. The contents of four small assem• 
blages arc shown in Table-14, and summarised below. 

Pit 1017, Area B. This Late Neolithic phase 
reat·urc contained flint from three context groups: 

i) grave goods associaied with in.humation 27S2 
included Six barbed and tangcd arrowheads and a 
c.ache of retouched and unrctouched flakes, of which 
two refit; 

ii) flakes in mint condition from the grave back• 
fill in immediate association with the burial. They 
included core preparation, trimming and rejuve­
nation flakes, many of which refit. The fill also 
included one O.int hammcrstone and one flake 
scrapc.r; 

iii) derived material from the upper fills of the 
feature including an e.nd/side scraper and a reworked 
grouna flint axe fragment. 

All three arc technologically similar and analysis 
has been based on an amalgamated sample. There is 
no evidence of eorc tool produelion. 

Pit 5456, Area F. This Late Neolithic, Phase 2, 
feature contained fii.nt knapping waste from a flake 
industry usini both prcpar<-d and unprepared cores. 
Core tools were also manufactured. 

Pits 6053, 6083, 6085 and 6091 were four small 
Late Neolithic, Phase 2, features in Area Mc. The 
samples, from a Hake industry, included 15 end 
scraper'$, which suggests lhat lht material may have 
had a domestic tathe; than an industrial origin. As 
Lhe pi1s were excavated in the wat.chlng brief, onJy 
6053 was fully excavated, and the other three were 
half~sectioned; total contents are therefore incomplete. 

Pit group 6S3, Area G. Thi$ feature produced lhe 

;­
' 

,- 7 ~7 
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Tull /4. Dismb- of /Ml/,_/""' a#ifftb/a,a by 'YP<· 

Fan.arc Coatm Cora Cort flak,s Broken Burnt Rctouehtd 
Frap 

S4S6 S4S7IS4S8 9 
1017 1049 
(27S2 Gn,-.Good> 

IG-19 2 
Gra,-. F,11 
101811019 3 
Ttn,ary Fill 

60S3 60S4 6061 
6083 6084 
6085 6086 
6091 6092 2 
6H 3 

largat propon10n of oompktt ft•k<S (20,.) and 
mouchcd ma1<rial froin the cxca•'ltioa. Rtsuhs of 
1h, anal)'$" of 1his asscmblag, are shown m Fig 99, 
fo, COOlpaffU\t purpc)(CS, bul ha,-, 00( bttn 
dcscribtd in dc1aiJ. The horizon1al di$1ribu1ion or 
mat<NI, rig 10, incbcata a concialtrllJOO of !Im, 
tlakcs within the area of the post-holes, CS 3918. 

Th" repon auns 10 d<SCnbt and ooms»re th• 
l<"thnology and products of the first thret groups. 

Raw matcri2J 

Flin, oc:cun in the UrpuChalk, bolh u nodulcsand 
1hm bonds or poor quohty 1abular ft,nt. Th, nodules, 
"hicb att ,nqular and lobed 1n sbap,, MCl>Ure up 
co I 00mm maximum dimensions ;.nd wdgh S00-
600g. They ha,-. a !uni chalky oona up 10 10mm 
thick and thermal flaws. Flin1 of sufficitnt quah1y 
wu andabk hol<cvcr and a ,.,de n,ngc or 1004 was 
manufac1urcd. The lhn1 " gr-.y-bl'O"·n when frcsl> 
wnh hgh1 grey mclu,oons. 

T"-o ftal<a ol Bullhead flint .,..,.. found m S4S6. 
This dos1inc1ivt Hin,, which has an ~ band 
bdow JrttQ _00r1a, oc:cun locally in thc Reading 
&ds near Eas1 Str111on or m clay-wnh-ftmts u 
drn«d nodules. 

Pil 1017 

Mat<NI a'>Oru1cd v. 1th burial 27S2 
Six barbtd and fanged am>whnds ,n m,n, cond111on 
and or Green's (1980, Fig -16) Green Low l)'P< ,..,re 
found on• d1srurbtd aroup near 1he presumed pelvic 
rqioo of skek,on 27S2. They mcuure from 28mm 
10 3~m long, from 22mm 10 2Smn, wide, whicl1 is 
w11hin 1hc mean fo, Green Low •nvwhcads (Green 
1980, Table Vlll.2), and arc l-4mm thick. All have 
shshlly convex cdgu wlu.;h laJlU 10 dthcaic points 
The ab\cncc of lmpac1 frllCtu~ sugg,su lha1 ~ 
•rrowhnds ~- oner u><d. They have wide oon­
a,·c ba,.. w11h iqWlrt-<end,d WlP and brood dop-

Flaxes Material 

142 IS7 9 
s I 8 

20 27 

-16 22 3 

28 II 6 
7 s 4 
2 I I 

37 9 4 
188 74 12 

,ng ba,t,s. This dtsian maxim,us 1hc length of flit 
barbs bu1 reduces the o.-.d for d.-.p notches, Ill, 
form31ion or which an oflen cause tbc barbs llldor 
tang to break during manufaclurt (Fig 95.2). Two 
arrowheads main areas of 111< vm1raJ sur&tt ol dir 
flake from which 111.,, w<re made bu1 prcci$c d<lllh 
of the blanb arc obscun,d by the bifacw ......,. 
mouch. There •• no reason 10 bttic,·e tha1 bww 
"'"' rano,·cd from specially prepared oora. 

Tht$C arrowheads form an unusually la,g,e group. 
Crccn( l980, Table VIII.I) records only 1h1tt msno, 
ccs of s,x barbed and ung<d afTO'A'hcads in a sllCI< 
gn,'C', where one or 1wo att normal. Unfonunatdy. 
few irostanccs occur which dcmonma1< i- 1hr 
arrowhcadslarrows v.·cre includtd in the ara•-c: !ow 
barbed and 1angcd arrowheads were looncd by the 
roe, o< an inhumat100 11 O.inle, Fife ,Anoo l~i' 
wi1h po1n15 10 the north, as if haf1cd; al Mucloog 
Ooncs 197S) men bartcd a11d tangcd .,,""bead> 
lay in• 8ro1JP wi1h thc long axis porallcl to IM spine: 
and m gm·e 203, Barrow M,lls, Radley, Oxon, 6" 
barbed and tang<d Green Low arro" beads, •bicb 
were undoub1edly hafled, were found •8a,nSI 1hr 
righ1 sidt o( the body near the foe1 (Halpin inl'<tl'\ 
The llaston Lane skclc1on was disiurbcd aod, 
although the trTDwhcads were Joca1cd '°"""'' ii• 
~nccnaln whether they .. -.re ;,, siht. Firm conclu< 
•100s 1bou1 lhar onen1aiion or hafung c,MOI bt 
made., altbousb the gcncnJ location con\J)IICS • ..ii 
w11h lht$C published examples. 

Grec,, Low an-o..hcad, oen,r throqboul ~ 
but arc more t-onunon i.n a 1:onc which extends OSf 
from Bournemouth 10,.-.n1, Sus~ and the L,o,f<J 
Thames, bu1 which avoids Wcsscx (Green 1980, re 
SI). bs1on Lane ,s s11ua1ed on 1h< marJJ• of',b,I 
zone. Arrowheads of 1his 1ypc arc olicn found ,.id, 
inhuma11ons of Late Bc•ker da1t (Step$ 4-7 G...., 
1980, ll01. 0.rkc (1970, 203) auoci>1cs 1hcm o,tb 
Sou1hcrn B<akcrs (S1-$4) ., in gra'< 20J, Bu"j 
lltlls Halpin ,n l'rtp), .;,hcre 1h< Btal<cr o-al 

a,rtt's S4 iypc ( u 
197Z) bUI ., Win1cr 

£ouad ,n(han 
;=.b<,urn< S1 G,le 
39) ,nlh ID dlhumtt 
CIIR"' awl, Beak• 
p,nor.11cd bunon. I 
;.lod,cd GrecD l,o, 

SIi • .,,, found "! • 
~• Yorlcslutt 
.,.-u,rcd a, Aldw.inl 
19'0, J73), ~·· 

Tb< (l)l]lb1nauon 
31111a spa1ulac is no 
c;,..,. 1976), 1MY • 

,pa1ula< •-.S indud, 
~ (Halpm in p 
DOI occur With Fooc 

bl,o-arboo dim 
r« ....., ,itcs from _,,.c,..,, Lowa 
Soulhcrn Beakers, a 
C•11ln!gtsl11~ B. 
...,.. also prcscn1. A 
8M,7S/ from Wmc 
U24±5I b< (BM-oli 
II •I I 972, 397) SU88 
,-m1.i.1,,nso 
the d11ch. 

l\c1oochcd and unrt 
"'-8ws and bbcl 
C-'O J)tctt$ rtfil, WCl 

- c,( 1h, lwids i 
, ..... An addiliona 
matdy O . .lOm to the 
<OedJtioD and lppca 
run,ng cdg,i. The 
12-ialcngtbanc 
ha, wrec1 low angl• 
dit rtma,ndcr iu,. 
boi:lwig Plain buns 
lbkt !<llrs suagcs1 L 
.., lllilw,g rlalforo 

A ~llcc:lion o( Iii 
for I hwul ,..,.. al, 
shtr< (Russel fonhc( 
CIQfn had bttn reto .... 

r,.,,fflllttconxai 
... ""'11y bocked ft•lc 
n.:1'W,g 9S.ll) • 
"'1,m~I assoc 

c;,.,. fill 
1t,, .ma1criaJ from , 
~ "1lh tht i, 
t( :,• /Jim Ind IV.,: 
"1uch ma1a1,1 was J 
~may"'Pr<scn 
19') .~ from the 

but ..... ~rcfil 
non, rc61 io the g 
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maximizes the leng,h ri lit 
need for dttp llOlchti, 1:,r 
of1en cause 1he barl,s aod« 
anufacrure (Fig 9S.l). y., 
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:ially prepared rores. 
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included in 1hc gra1<;/ocr 
•heads were located br dr 
Dairsic, Fife (Aooo 1836➔. 
1, as if haf1ed; II Mucl:ill 
)ed aud 1anged arrowholl 
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• Mills, Radler, 0~ 
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: were located ,og,lhcr, rt• 
were in ,i,u .. FJll)I ~ 
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Clarke's S4 type (Lan1ing and van der Waals Step 7 
1972) but al Wintcrbournc Monkton barrow 9 they 
were found with an N2 Beaker. Three occurred at 
Wimbourae St Giles (Annable and Simpson 1964, 
39) with an inhumation, a fabricator, bron1.e dagger, 
copper awl, Beaker (not preserved) and a v. 
perforated button. Accram.ic inhumations have also 
included Green Low arrowheads without Beakers. 
Six were found in a ,runched set at Sixpenny HiU, 
Sharrow, Yorkshire (Green 1980, 304), and one 
occurrc-d at Aldwinklc I , Northamptonshire (Green 
1980, 373), nssociated with two bone sparulae. 

The combina1ion of Green Low arrowheads with 
antler spatulae is not unique; a1 Wcnon Mill, Staffs 
(Green 1976), they occurred in a rock shelter and a 
spotulae was included in Grave 203, Barrow Hills, 
Radley (Halpin in prep). Green Loi\' arrowheads do 
no1 occur with Food Vessels or with Urns. 

Radio-carbon dates of 1850± 150 be were obtained 
for 1wo sites from Fifty Farm, Suffolk (BM-133), 
where Green Low arrowheads we.re associated with 
Southern Beakers, and from Chippenham barrow 5, 
Cambridgeshire (BM-152), where Beaker sherds 
were also present. Additional dates of 1550± 150 be 
(BM-75) from Windmill Hill (South 1965, I I) and 
1324±51 be (BM-669) for Mount Pleasant (Burleigh 
,; al 1972, 397) sugges1 slightly later dates, although 
this final date was obtained from the tertiary sill of 
the ditch. 

Re1ouched and unretoucbed Oakes 
Four ftakesand blades, Fig 95.9, 10 and 12, of which 
two pieces refit, were located in a small cache near 
one of the hands in the southwes, corner of the 
grave. An addilional piece, Fig 95.11, lay approxi­
mately 0.30m to the northeas1. They were au in mint 
condition and appear to have been selected for their 
cutting edges. The four unbroken pieces average 
82mm in length and although one blade, Fig 95.9, 
has direct low angle scaled retouch along both edges 
the remainder have either total or partial narural 
backing. Plain buns predominate and the negative 
flake S<:ars sugges1 tha1 the core had no more than 
one striking platform. 

A collection of film flakes produced deliberately 
for a burial were also found at Chilbol1on, Hamp­
shire (Russel forthcoming). Two flakes refilled and 
01hcrs had been retouched or utilized before depos• 
ition. 

Two more cortical flakes (fig 95.7 and 8) and one 
naturally backed fl.ake with stepped and scaled edge 
retouch (Fig 95.13) were found in 1hc pelvic region. 
Their original associarion with the burial is not 
ctnain. 

Grave fill 
The material from the grave fill found in direct 
association with the lnhumation comprises 47 pieces 
of waste Hint and two cores in mint condition. Most 
of the material was found in small isolated groups 
which may represent individua.1 Ups which we,rc 
bockfillcd from 1he surface. Twenty-eight Oakes 
(59%) have been refined to at least one other piece 
but none rcfi, to the grave goods. Relevant resuhs of 

metrical analysis o.f a combined sample from the 
grave fill and tertiary fill are shown i.n Fig 99. Basic 
data is retained in arc.hive. The resuhs for 
breadth:length ratios indicate similarities in shape to 
lhosc from pit 5456 (see below, 105). However, the 
technology is considerably different. Most flakes arc 
large with thick, unweathered chaJky cortex. They 
illus1ratc identifiable stages of platform/core prepar­
ation including alternate flaking, trimming and core 
correction/rejuvenation. The two cores did not pro­
duce usable Oakes and were abandoned because of 
unsuccessful preparation . The semi-spherical nature 
of the nodules, which were probably removed from 
the pit during its original excavation, made it dif'Ii­
cuh 10 prepare a successful Oaking angle Crom the 
striking platform. A group of reJilted Oakes show 
that some cores were rejuvenated by rotating the 
core rather than by modifying the existing striking 
platform. 

An e•nd scraper wilh regular abrupt rcmuch 
around the distal end of a broad non•corticaJ Rake 
and a flint hammersrone were aJso found with this 
material. The hammerstonc weighs 426g and is made 
from a spherical nodule with wca1hered cortex. 11 
has a pitted surface flane.ned by hammering at one 
end. It is not possible to ascertain whether che flint 
waste, and these two artefacts in particuJar, formed 
pan of cbe original grave goods, although flin t 
scrapers are known from graves of this type (.Bate• 
man 1848, 59-60; Halpin in prep). An antler found 
in the grave is described with the faunal remains (see 
be.low). 

Upper 6Us . 
Three cores and 46 unbroken flakes were found in 
the upper fills, 1018 and !019. Ex.aminarion has 
shown tha1 although some weathered pieces were 
prescm others were similar in both condition and 
technolgy to the material from the grave fill. There 
were no refits. This material therefore probably 
represents core preparation and trimming waste 
derived from working Oint encountered during the 
construction of the shaft. The three cores all pro­
duced unprepared flakes by alternate percussion. 
They are he,avier than the cores from pit S456, where 
platform modification prolonged po1ential core pro­
duccivity. 

The upper fills included an end/side scraper made 
on a large Bake and a reworked ground flint axe 
fragment (Fig 95. 15). The se<apcr has a convex edge 
modified by direct, regular, abrup~semi•abrupt 
retouch. The Oint axe fragment consisted of the 
blade of a well-ground implement which had prob­
ably snapped in the haft. The snap had been 1hinncd 
subsequently by bifacial Oaking ~ co a sen~i~disco1d~J 
knife. These pieces, 10ge1hcr ,v,th • fabricator (Fig 
95.14) from conlext 1042, may be contemporary 
with the Later Neolithic: ponery from the fea(urc. 

Antler spatulae and bone awl, Figs 96 and 97 
Four spatulae or red deer antler and a bone awl were 
found near the barbed and tanged arrowheads. The 
sparulac were ln a good state of prescrvauon but 
were broken ;,. siw and disturbed. 
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Fig 96. Easton Lane. Antler spatulae from burial 2752. 

I. ~p:itula. StraighI i_n plan it1d profile. Extmor ,-,rftcc 
unm~~i marrow pro~biy p~scat but brgdy dcc:ompc.,sed 
tt:SUlhct;g. an cusoenti<: (l'OjS 5«lion. £dgt$ $1)l()()lhcd wilh $()MC 
~ns-roun~ and others sligbtJy (a«,ted. End$ gtn«ally roun<Jtd 
witb.addilional $lriaic. 210mm long b)· 20mm wide. Sf 204/167. 

Exl •. Sfx)1ub. Straigh1 in plan and sbghtly CUl"\'cd tn profile, 
: ttnor wrf-.cc unmodified: nurrow prtscnt. Owl cro5S ~rion. 
8<1$1:sffl)l)C)t,bcti and n)Unded with longitudinal suiac. Ti))$: or.ic 
ro_uoocd, one fbott1ed with fine urix. l20m1n long by 1.-mm 
,r.·ide, SF 165. 

l • . ~patu.la. Twi;s1cd in pl:in and profik: (pomt,ly poc,;1• 
dq,o,iuonaJ}. Hx1crie)f'" surface $IOOOlhC'd, matr<,W row,Jed. Oval 
CO>lt $ttlioo. edges lighdy f11tt1ed by smo<>thing. T ips: ooe 
ro
3 

Wldcd, one 13:uu:nt,d, bc>lh hive fine striae. Approximately 
28mm long by 13mm wide-. SF 20S. 

d 4• -~puub, Twis1cd ln pb..n and protilc (~ i.bly posl· 
q,()smonal). Exterior .surf:ict lighllY $1)M>01hcd; 1n11rrow Oat, 

Pbno,.(()('1'ttX (TO$$ KCf.iaa. Edges rounded "·ith longitudiJUI 
Stri~ utcnding Onto cx~crior surface. Tip!,: 01,c rounded, ooe 
&iucntd with faint wUlr. Approximately J40o,m long b)' 15mm 
wi<k.. SF l66. 

S. Awt, m>(.le from a deer or $het"t) mcuuarsw, brok.:o i.tltq 
tw.:i picces. L,cng:1b 119mm. SF 155. 

Manufacture and use 
Large splinters of anuer were probably ttmovcd by 
the groove and splinter 1ectinique, u.si.ng flint Hake$ 
which are as efficient as burins for chjs task. The 
edges a,re stria1ed and faint 1cha1tcnnarks' are al$<> 
visible on some pieces, foatures which arc t:ypical of 
antler tools made with stone implements (Newcomer 
1974, 148). The four spatula• were submiucd to 
Or Sandi Olsen (lnstirute or Archaeology) for 
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f11 en. Easlon Lane. Antler 'POIU!ae and bone awl from burial 2752. 

eumina1ion of manufacrure and use war u-aca. She 
rq,oncd: 

No xtlllll ~ ol tht' ..,..1.1,auunn, ttthniqut rr:maJn_,,, TIit 
blank w:n MDOO«hrid. a,-,c.aty llloac die: f'dla,. bf t I 1 a I I 
tcnfVII W'llh • \CODt tool 

Thr 111« WClf .. w mdt wiUI • louad ~ Mtab&n 
tbM fou-.i • ~ ~ , lal.m., dw,1 n, prira,fld 
lraM"Cl'W WUtJOO,) Oil. die md, 'OIDt'linta: lot"Gl.uliS I faott, -.d 
l"t .... ollh<bp 1-,t..-..,__f_..,_.,. 
dto Mmlf1~ (lrffClll runru111 from the: tip up d1it sbalt • ~ -Tht lflt.1ubtt ffld bean a.om~ 6ne lfl1nvuw ~•-riac rvnolt11 ..,_ 111<-.1 ... -.,.. ,. ____ ,,_ 

•braJ,nt ,..nb anoular uone dunn~ tn1nufa..1urc or rrom u1e 011 
• tbraww ...wtW ,,_nd-, ~ hcra -,Ii•• ' J!llaaft 

-. "',.....,_ - ,_.i)-- ,,,. -:: 
taoon •tncb '"'°"'kl form •Jona: tM tnd would lilaff: tll cllt 
ot,i;o,,.1«1 by ,._-- Tim _,.. fu wry oic<ly., 

--"'the - .... Alltio..p a w,y oowl ...,.., of J>Oluh m,y bc -:.:,: 
...... lip - • -- oac- s:pc.alDCW, • • ... all« 
11uf6ckn1ly fflOUa,b to UW.lcatc use on kalhtt or plann h • ...., ........................ ...... 

The funcuon of sp,a,ulx of bo1h 1n1kf aod ':; 
bu never been amwettd sa,islactorily. Snuth 
Slfflpson ( 1966), dniw,ng on the work of~ 
(1964, 175), IDl<rp<etcd lhem as Jothcf•"'OI' d 
tools, poss,bly burnish<rs, de>pite noting 1bat~-
1be ASSoc,ations •·er-c ..-ith other iothet ""'-

Tb< (1011Jl<Cl i 
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_-.tbthree• 
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Jffl), although Gn 

mll< from Wetton I 
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... ducusSing le 
l'cua. 
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"d,ar faoction. 

II provides a plau, 
t.t,,dand IJJlged a 
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Lane. II docs 001 c: 
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tools. The connection of spatulac with archery 
equipmen• was firs1 made by Clarke (1970 203) 
when he rc1~arked on th~ frequency with which they 
occurr<d w11b male burmls ( !00%) accompanied by 
artbc,ry equipmen1 (72%). This association was 
particularly s1rong at Aldwinkle I, with ils Green 
Low arrowheads, aod al Green Low (Baieman 1848 
59--00) itself where three barbed and ranged arrow: 
11<ads were found neu the pelvis of a male inhu­
ma1ion with irucc spaculae and a bone awl. The 
burial was also accompanied by a Beaker, an iron ore 
nodule, a scraper aod • dagger, grave goods which 
arc remarkably similar 10 those from Eas1on Lane. 
Ouke's interpreiation was not d isputed by Ashbee 
(1978), although Gree!) ( l 976) describing the spa­
mlae from Wetton Mill retained Smith and Simp, 
son's interpretation, as did Fleming (1971, 161) 
when discussing lea1herworking in Bronze Age 
Wessex. 

The possibility that the Easton Lane spaculae arc 
pressure flakers, based on the evidence of wear 
traces, provides a credible alternative interpretation 
or their function. 

It provides a plausible tool ('fabricator') for both 
barbed and tanged arrowhead manufacture and for 
the formation of the barbs in particular. The flat­
tened ends of the two largest spatulac can be inserted 
in10 the notches of all six arrowheads from Easton 
Lane. It does not explain, however, why spaculae 
usually occur only in graves. 

Ceramic associations with spatulac arc more 
divme than with Green Low arrowheads. They 
include sparulae with Clarke's Primary and 
Dcvelopro Southern Beakers as ac Mouse Low, 
0.epdale, Staffs (Clarke 1970), Amesbury G.51, 
W-tlts (Ashbec 1978), and grave 203 Barrow Hills, 
Oxon (Halpin in prep), and Ravenstone, Bucks 
(Alltn 1981), where an unaccompanied cenotaph was 
mavat<d. A beaker of Clarke's European type 
(Lanting and van der Waals Step 2 1972) was found 
m ~•e 4660, Barrow Hills (Halpin in prep), and at 
Chilbolton, Hampshire (Russel forthcoming), while 
at Mere a Wessex Middle Rhine Beaker, a spatula 
and bracer had been dePQ$ited. Wessex Graves at 
Amesbury G.85, Roundway G.6 (ApSimon 1954) 
and West Ovenon G.6b (Smith and Simpson 1966) 
have also included sparulae. A recently excavated 
barrow at lrthlingborough, Northants, included a 
nuddlc to late Beaker with three spamlae, up to 
400rn(li '." long, which were made from animal ribs 

alpm pers corn) . 
SJ)Qtulae from aceramic burials arc known (Green 

1980, 138) but are rare and, in addition to typical 
examples from Aldwinkle, include perforated 
examples which may have served separate func,ions. 

remauons, both with and without urns, have also 
:n f~und with spatulae. Su.rials of this type have 
. n d,scussed by Smith and Simpson (1966); some 
:elude archery equipment, arrowshaft smoothers 3t 
,mesbury G.85 and al Roundway G.S (Annable aod 

Simp,on 1964, 51) which also included a barbed and 
tanged arrowhead. 

Pit 5456 - fills 5457 and 5458 
!his pit conta.i:ted dumped waste, including 

chips, from an ad1acen1 knapping floor. Refining 
Oakes were present in 1hc lower fiJJ (5457) where 
mos~ of Lhc flint was concentrated. ' 

Nme cores were found, of which at least four 
produced no usable Oakes. There were four single 
platform cores and two more with a s«ond striking 
platform. These six cores produced elonga1cd and 
Squat Oakes from both prepared and unprepared 
striking ~latforms. Abrasion of ,he striking plat• 
form, which rcmo\'es overhang a.nd strengthens the 
core edge, and faceling, which modifies the flaking 
angle~ were present. Two faceting c-hi_ps were refilled 
to_ one of the cores. Core rejection resuhcd from a 
failu,:c to maint~in the angle or percussion, ahhougb 
refittL?g ~re rciu~enation tablc.ts indicates that sys­
tematic rc1uvenanon was sometimes used to main­
tain produc·tion. 

There arc also two exhausted, scmi-discoidal cores 
which have slightly domed flaking surfaces wi1h 
converging Oake scar patterns. The backs of the 
cores are steeply prepared and partially cortical. 
Control of the flaking angle ensured Oake production 
beyond that of tbe single and double pla1form cores 
so that these two cores were lhc smallest from the 
pit. 

Flakes 
The unbrokeo Bakes were analysed and relevant 
results arc shown in Fig 99. Diagnostic flakes were 
apparent, eg blades and thinning Oakes, bu1 the 
sample size prevented separate analysis of individual 
types. Most flakes are preparation and trimming 
Hakes which were removed co construct or maintain 
the shape of the core, particularly the discoidal cores 
where pr:eshaping was more imporrant. There were 
insufficient blades (13% 2:5 brcadth:length ratio) for 
these to be regarded as intentiooal products and two 
from platform preparation were refined to a semi­
discoidal core (Fig 98.16). 

The assemblage also includes approximately 25 
flakes classified as 'thinning/finishing flakes' from 
core tool manufacture. They are thin, brvad flakes 
with narrow buus, which arc often faceted, and ha\'c 
fea1hcred edges and plunging profiles (Newcomer 
1971). Their function as core tool ,binning Rakes is, 
however, less cerl'ain, despite lhc evidence for core 
tool production on the site. The crnss sect.ion of the 
core tool is thick and ,he Bake sears suggest that the 
Oakes should be shorter with a less plunging profile. 
It seems more likely that these 'thinning' flakes were 
derived from ,rimming discoidal or Levallois cores. 
A flake from the upper fil ls has been c.lassified as an 
atypical Levallois Oake (Bordes 1961, 31). II has 
centripetal preparation, regular edges, a faceted bult 
and was probably removed by bard hammer percuss­
ion. There is, however, a patch of cortex on the 
dorsal surface and the axis of percussion does not 
correspond co ,he axis of morphology. This implies 
that tbc shape of the flake was not pr<pa"'\ prcci~ly 
before its removal from the core. Small thmmng/ 
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finishing' flakes recorded amongst the chips, indud• 
ing two which refit, may have rc~ul!ed ~rom faccl.lllg. 

The use of discoidal and scm1-d1sco1dal cores has 
resulted in more variation of recorded scar patterns 
on the dorsal surface.~ of flakes from chest cores than 
on flakes from single platform cores. 

Chip.< 
One hundred and eight chips were recovered from a 
sieved sample. They suggest tha1, although retouch• 
cd implements arc present, rerouch phases canno.t be 
identi6ed. Most chips result from blank producuon. 
Platform abrasion and faceting chips (Newcomer 
.;,d Karlin I 987) were recorded, of which two 
faceting chips were refined . 10 the core. The 
remaining chips are undiagnost1c an~ r~sult from the 
impact of the hammer on the •~ platfo;m. 
Chips of this type are produced during all phases of 
flint knapping. 

Pits 6053, 6083, 6085 and 6091 
The high ratio of scrapers 10 flakes from these 
features suggests that the conrents may ~epresenL 
domestic refuse, including unretoucbed Bint tools, 
ra1her than industriaJ waste. The material from 
6091 , however, does appear to contain some debris 
from small-scale knapping. It includes two cores, 
one of which is failed, and simple refits. The cortex 
suggests that the raw macerial might be derived from 
no more than two ooduJcs, with the majority from 
one. The cortex is present on the core and an end 
scraper (Fig 98.9) which bas been refilled to a flake. 
The core has two striking platforms, the first pre• 
pared by simple flaking and che second, at 90 10 the 
first, formed by a thermal fracture. Elongated ridged 
flakes with broad bulls we.re removed from this 
striking platform before production was terminated 
by a thermal fracture near the base of the core. The 
scrdper is made on a preparation ftake with a dipping 
distal eod. 

Sixty-nine flakes from 6053, 6083 and 6091 were 
arnalgamaced for analysis co maximise the sample 
available. Relevant rcsuhs from this sample are 
shown in Fig 99. The values for brcadth:length 
ratios indicate large numbers of elongated Oakes with 
lengths which exceed 30mm. The analysis also shows 
that 1he Oakes were produced from cores which were 
predominantly flaked from a single direction. 
Negative Oake scars rarely dcviace through more 
than 90° and bulls are boch broad and unprepared. 
The flakes and lhc core arc therefore comparable in 
all respects. 

R<:<uhs f~m ocher Lare Neolithic/ Early Bronze 
Age 1ndustncs (!'ms 1978a, 1978b) show, in t-on­
trast, lhat squat Oakes normaUy predominate in 
lhesc periods. Flakes which are less than 30mm in 
length are also common amongst waste Oakes 
regardless of raw material size: sec pit 5456 from 
Grimes Graves where 67% wete less than 30mm 
(Saville 1981 , 27); and retouched pieces consistently 
exceed 30mm in length. The results also show that 
26% of the Oakes from the pits are 'distal trimming 
flakes' (Harding l986b) - Oakt-s with a cortical distal 

end. These Oakes were considered co be amongs1 chi, 
most suitable blanks for conversion 1.nto retouched 
cools at Rowden, Dorset ( Harding 1986b), despite 
Conning only a minority of recouched Oakes at that 
site. The flakes from Easton Lane thcrefon, may be 
tools rather than mere large waste flakes. 

Fifcccn Oake scrapers were found in the cxcavited 
areas of the pits. They have been made on ridged 
flakes which were struck from single platform co«$ 
and generally exceed 30mm in both length and 
breadth. The scaping edges, wluch arc convex in 
plan, range from 104mm 10 14mm (mean 42.3mm) 
~length . They have been manufactured by regular, 
direct retouch at the distal end, although then, an, 
two side scapers and one double end scraper. 

The large number of scrapers and the presence or 
a scraper with a refitting flake demonstrates that 
these tools were disl)O$llblc. They could be made 
quickly when they were required. The scraper with 
its associated waste Oat« (Fig 98. 9) was probably 
made for immedfate use near its place of manufac­
rure rather than reunited with its Bake in a centr.1• 
liscd refuse pit. The relationship of domestic accivity 
with flint knapping has also been demonstrated 
c.lscwhere. A Beaker pit at Dean Bollom oo the 
Marlborough Downs (Harding 1986a) oontaincd 
retouched material which could be refilled to flakes, 
although larger quantities of knapping debris, indud• 
ing debitagc and retouch chips were also present. 

Discussion 
The assemblages from Easton Lane arc broadly 

contemporary, but still provide interesting com[)2r• 
isons of production, technology and function. Ext en• 
sive industrial activity is absent but small•scalc cott 
preparation and oon-spccialiscd flake producti?" 
was found near burial 2752. Trus conrrascs Wlth 
evidence of specialised flake production idencilied by 
the distinctive by-products and core tool lllllJlUfac­
rurc found in pit 5456. This specialised flake tceb• 
nology was probably a small component of the 
industry and existed alongside non-spccialis,d pro­
duction, which is represented in the pit by single and 
double plalfonn cores. Core tool production was 
c.lcarly not a monopoly of industrial centres. . 

Evidence also eiosts for the function of finJS~ 
tools, both in a ceremonial context, as gta\·e goods 10 

burial 2752, and as domestic artefaccs in pits 6053, 
6083, 6085 and 6091. These groups also dcrDOOS)"(' 
possible differences in the expendability of md•· 
vidual objects. The barbed and tanged arrowheads 
arc_unJikel~ to_havc been made immediately ~fO<~ 
thecr cnclus,on en che grave, but the refitllllg O,k~ 
the cache suggests some deliberate producuon 
selection for the ceremony; unfortunately cht _gn~-e 
goods cannot be associated with lhe flint waste in e 
feature. The reties from pit 6091 demonsmuc c]uc 
scrapers were also expendable. These "?"· 
specialised roofs can be made easily and producclOII 
~as undoubtedly high. The presence of large llaki! 
tn this retouched, tool-dominated assemblage_ , 
been used to suggest lhat unretoucbed flake tUlf'S, 
which are impossible t0 rccOgnise with certainty, art 
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hstal end, althOl!gb U::-• 
,ne double end''"'"" "' 
f .scrapers and the P~i 
ung flake demonstrates lilr 
>Sable. They could i,, m.dt 
:e required. The sa, . 
akc (Fig_ 98.9) wa, = 
sc near ns place o( oi,,.,.; 
ted with its flake in a,_: 
la tionship of domestic aanu, 
ltas also btto d<lllOIISllzol 
pit at Dean Bottom 00 11, 
(Harding 1986a) coatlinoi 

ich could be rtfitted to &b,, 
ics of kruipping debris, i,di,I. 
eh chill$ were also prtstr1, 

>m Easton Lane are i...11! 
I provide intcrestuig coc:;,r· 
:hnology and function, fm. 
is abscni but sm,U-scole"" 
specialised Hake pn>dm 
1I 2752. This contmU Iii 
flake production idclltilicdbi 
lucts and cort tool m.mufx· 
,. This specialised lbkt tt<l, 
a small componcn1 d • 

.longs:ide non•speci>I~ I"' 
~ntcd in the pit bysingkml 
;. Core tool productioo "' 
r of industrial centttS, . 
1 for the function of r.,,lcl 
nial context, as ~vc -~ 
,mestic artefacts Ill PI~ 
lbcsegroupsal~~~ 
0 the expcndabili~ 
1rbcd and tanged_ ~ 
een made irnmed~t~d 
rave but the refitting . ..., 

' rodu<U'I"' :ne deliberate P tJ,t I"" 
,ony; unfortunately ;,,ii< 
atcd with the Jlu>_~~u 11> 
,m pit 6091 d-- -

expendable, 'fl,e,< ~ 
.: made casi!Y •nd P ,-. 
,. The presence of !%3'jjg< i,, 

a)-dominated ,sse ~,..;,. 
that unretou~ccrtiin<Y,~ 

:o rccog~wirn 
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present. Tools of this type undoubtedly dominate 
ftinl assemblages but go largely unrecognised. Table IS. Tiu distribution of Slone a,r,f<uts by pltau. 
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The following flints arc illusU'lncd (Figs 95 and 98): 

Fis 9S. 
I, 8,ub(d •nd uinged o.rr~'head. SF24 in inhu.rnation 27SZ in 

pii 1017, Ara B • 
z. Btrbcd and tanged arrvwhead with broken b-.1.rb. SF2S in 

i,nhutnatioa 27SZ in pil 1017, Area B. 
J. Ebtbtd and t.angcd aJTO'Wbead. SF26 in inhum,tion 27S2 in 

pit 1017, Area 8. 
"· Barbed and 1angC'd arrowhead. SF27 in inluunation 27$2: in 

pit 1017, Arc2 B. 
s. Barbed and tangl?d anowh~d. SF28 in inhvcnation 27S2 in 

pit 1017, Arca B. 
6, Barbed and tmgtd mowhcad. S F154 i:n inhu.mation 27S2 LQ 

pit 1017, Arca B. 
7. Cortical &kc. SFIS6 in inhuma1,0n 2752 in pit 1017, 

An-aB. 
S.. Cortkll flake. SFIS? in inbum:.nion 2752 in pit 1017, 

Area B. 
9. Rttooched fbkc. SFIS9 in inhumation 2752 in pit 1017, 

Arca 8. 
to.. T•-o rtfiuiog flakes. $fl60fl61 ln inhutntilion 27S2 in pit 

1017, Aua B. 
IL Blade. SflSS in inhumni()n 2752 in pit 1017, Arca 8. 
ll. Blade. St,162 in inhumati<>n 2?S2 in pit 1017, Atta 8. 
tl Natural1)' broken fb.kc with s1eppcd and scaltd ('c'touc:-h. 

SF168 iA i.nhuma1ion 2752 in pit 1017, Are:a B. 
It Fibricator. SFU0 in pit 1017, Atta 8. 
IS. Ground axe fngmen1 f<>m'l«i i.11tO gemi-dixoidal knife. 

SJ--"29 in pit J0J1, Area 8. 
F',a9S. 
L End ,craper on a flake . SF803 in pi1 6083, Atta Mc. 
l. Elld striper on • flake with <•~ted bun. SF804 ia pit 6083. 

Area Mc. 
J, Side smpcr on a Hake. SF806 io ph 600, Atc.1 Mc. 
4, Side/end scraper on a tlakc. Sl:80S in pit 60831 Arca Mc. 
S. £00 scnpcr on a flake. SF807 in pi1 608S, Atta Mc. 
6, £00 scnpt:r on a fbke. S'F809 in pit 6091, Atta Mc. 
7. EDd scraper on a &kc. SF8JO in pit 6091, Arca Mc. 
3. End scraper on a flake . SF808 in pit 6091, Am& Mc. 
9. Er,d kflpcr on preparation tlake, rdiued to a lb.kc. SFSI I 

ill pit 6091, Area Mc. 
10. Eni.1-scnper on a flake. SP-JOS in pit 60S3, A,ea Mc. 
II. ~ scrapcr on a lb.kc. Sf796 in pit 6053, Aru 1\.k. 
IZ. S!'k scraper on a Bake. SF797 in pit 60S3J Area Mc. 
B. Side scraper on a 0ake. SfSOO in pit 60Sl.1 Area Mc. 
14. Doublt end scraper on a flake. SF798 in pi1 60Sl, Arca Mc, 
IS. !:ad 1enpcr on a ftakt. SF799 i.n pit 6053, Atta Mc. 
16. Two bbde1 ttfincd 10 111 kmi-d~~idal core. Pit S4S6, 

A~F. 

Stone Objects 

Table JS summarises ,he disnibmion of stone arte­
facts by phase. 

Queros 
Saddle querns (Fig 100) 
1• Damaged addle: quern, worn. Grc:cnsaod. lSOmm 

Square. SSrom truck. SF' 134 tn Pha$t 7, Earty M.iddk 
Iron ,o\gt, pi1 409', Arca A. 

!. 

l. 

~t compkre saddle qucro, subttt1aogul»..r_. worn, 
,m .. "\:nsand. Length 323mm, width 194mm, 80mm thick. 
SF 147 in Phase 1, Early Mkldk Jroo Age, pit 409, 
Atta A. 
~lmo11 complc:cc saddk quero, tUbrtttaogu.l;i.r, worn. 

rtestsand, Lffl.gth 295mm, width 165mm, 6Smm thick.. 
N . S'f 328 in Phase 8, M.iddlc Iron A~, pit 4S61, Am. A. 

ot illustl'1:tcd. lnq,-ubr e.bipped fr11gmtru ol sartitn bou1dcr, 

Phase 
4 6 6/7 7 7/8 9 NP Tow 

Grttnsand 
Weight 
S3ddlc Quern 
Ro1ary Qutrn 
Fragments 7 

2 

2 

I 
3 
7 

Sarscn 
Weigh1 
Saddle Quern 
F ragmtnts 

Carrs1onc 
Frigmenl$ 

Oialk 
Weight 

2 

7 

8 2 6 3 19 

I 
3 

I 4 
2 22 

I 
I 
3 

3 

7 

S 45 

$~sol wear. Length 180mm, wid1h 12Snun, ZISmro thkk. SF' 
~ 1n Ph2$C 1, Eariy Middle ll'()n Ale, post,bok 358 8SSOC'.iatrd 
wuh ttturturt 228&, Area A. 

AJso not iUustnucd v.--erc a SM2.II (~;$lflcn1 of a:rccnsand saddle 
quern from Phase 6, Early lron Age, pit .342,, A.re-. A; a small 
ftagmmt o( grttmand saddle queto from Phase 7, Early Middle 
lro11 Ag<, POSl•hO~ 111, Arca A; and 1 $rtlill dlma,ed $addle 
quern o( ,-ery coarK rtd sandstOl'.'IC from Ph.a$t 4, Middk: Broou 
Age_. post-bok 15>8 associattd with $C.J'\l('turc 2315, Arca 8 . 

Rotary quems (Fig IOJ) 
•· Six fngmcnu: of lowt-r s1onc. Gttfflsa.Od. Proiwcd 

radius 185mm, depth of ~nln.l hok 35mm. Sf 13/19 in 
Phase 8, Middle 1ron Age. pit 3J6, Are2 A. 

S. Two ftagrt'tC'nts of uppers.toot o( 'btth.i\•c' t)'pt. Grttn• 
sand. WMfth 700mm, SF 60 in Phase 8, Middle lron Ap:, 
pil 317, Atta A. 

6. Five frlSfl')ttUS or an upper stone. Grttnsaod. SF 776 io 
Phast 8, Middle Iron Age. pil 311, Arc:. A. 

NOt iJ111Sl111ted were a small fragrm:-nt of • Ul"$en tot:ary qutm 
from Pha$t 7, F.arly Middle lroa A$e, post•holc 117 as.10Cia1ed 
wi1b ~1nsctutc 2404, Atta A; thr« $mall U'Dgmcms of grttnsand 
rotary qu .. "JTI$ from Phase 7, E:irly .Middle Iron Agt, pit 409, 
~ A, Ph11s,c 1, Eady M . .iddlc: Iron Age, pi1 496 and Phase 8, 
Middle l ron Age, pi1 238; and II small fragm,cni o( a dark, 
fcrruginous $andsumc ro1ary qvtn'.I (rom unphascd pit 3063, 
Al<aO. 

ln addition thtrt wctt $OOIC stooc frsgmcnts whkh CW.Id not be 
rt.adily amgocd 10 l)'pt'. 
1. A sandsaoae q ucrn, bc.1thstone, OVlll, damaged cdi"5 and 

flat worn surface .. Ma,cimum diamt1C'.r 180mm. 80mm 
LhKk. SF 183 in uoph~ pil 3063, Arc2 D. 

Not illusmucd ate ,-ery $1'1lall (ragmcnlS of ~nd from the 
following cootexl$! Phase 2, Late Nco!ithk, pi1 $0 Arca 8, and 
mixed phase pit g,oup6Sl, Area G; Pb:i.5e 4, .\Uddk Bronze Age, 
post•bo~ 381, 1S9t, JS93 and 2367 Arta B, l731 An.-a D, and 
ditchu 990 An:2 A and !Os.t Afca 8; Pb~ 7, Early Middle lroo. 
.'\gf, pits 32'9 and 496 and pos.1.-bok 83 a_..;socbtcd with srrucmre 
4020 and Pb.l$C 8, Middle Iron A~, pi1s 317. JU)(), 49ll and 
4928, all (rum Att-.1 A; aod Pba$t 9, Ear1y Ft(>fn:1.n:, ditch S042, 
Area H. 

Sm.2U .sar#ft {~ClllS wert ttro,·ettd (n,)m Phase ~• Eatly 
MidcUc Iron Age, pi1 409 Are:a A and from unphucd pt l74S, 
Arn A. 

A ' °"ry ,mall (~nt o( ·carrstonc' was rcco ... -ettd from Ptiasc-
6, Early Iron: Age, ditch )SO, Atc:a A. 

Mayen L,a,, . 
Not illustrated. ibr« smill rounded fragmirnu. SF 85 an ~ 

10, U1e ~ , ditch 6J4, Att:11 F. 
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W<i3h11 (Figs IOI and 102) 
I ff111Pllit:CU of IIMr wtip1. witb the R-- o/ M ;,._ 

---•--._...,.-•r<w•ocd 
waah1. 0.ncbury type WI Gr«ruud Proi«:ted-. --....,0-.--...,.. 10 
132.0t, S-P S4 m Pb~7. F.a1ly Middle lroo A1c.pi1 329. 
luaA 

t Wtc1n. &lfflOII complete, wnoocbly Ptckcd t llt(acc. ll 

·--• .iotly-............ "-"' 
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~ 

" 

,u 
~ 

______ ., 
- .. ~ - lop Tlric ....... ➔--- ,_.. 
100 , hahl for the! wc11h1 of the ~ ~ 

•-.---·-· ··--- 1,<oAI'• ~ ,1-tn .t)O()g. SF 290'296 1n Phnr I, Mdilt 
pit 4S67, Am A ,,_,..., 
C,,~ndncal d,&Jl< ..,p, wnh • ~ ... """' 1 tllf 
tion ud • Mftlk ptr(onhOCI ., I '°': 4S60, 
s..- ru"' """''· Middlt 1,.,. ,..., '"' ,.._. 
lrrq:ub, chalk wdia,bt wnh a 11nck ~ 4w,. 
'.Ills SI 1$4,. Pltoo<J, MMldlt lnle ~ • 
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50 50 

5451; SAMPLE 142 

50 

10 20 30 40 50 eo•mm 

LJ! !l.'G'll-1 

10 20 30 40 50 eo•mm 
8R~Al)TII 

1 5 2 5 3:5 4:5 5 5 s-s 7•,5 

8REA0nl:LfNG11 1 RATIO 

50 

2752 SAM l'LE 66 

50 

10 20 30 40 SQ eo •mm 10 20 30 40 so &O•mm 1•5 z-s 3·5 •·s 5'5 65 ,.,5 

BRE.J\OTI I :LENGill RATIO L£~GTII BREADTII 

6092.6084.61MI SAMPLE 69 

so 50 50 

• -
r 
' 10 20 30 40 so so•mm 10 20 30 40 so &o--mm 

U i!'l:GTI I ORE,,\ OTM 

1·s 2s a;s.tt·s sse:s ~s 
ORtAIYl'H:LE'<GTI I RATIO 

653 SAMPLE 119 

so 

10 20 30 40 50 6()._mm 10 20 30 40 50 60•mm 

I fNGTH ORf AOTII 

Fig 99, Easton Lane. Flint bar charts. 

1:s 2·s 3 :5 4:5 s·s e:s 1,l,c.5 

BREADTH:LENGTH RATIO 

50 

50 

50 

50 
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0 25 50 75 ,oo '! 

COR l tX 

0 25So7SIOO X 

C'ORTl X 

0 25 50 75 100 l! 

COR I EX 

0 25 50 75 100 " 

C'ORrEx 

II. Cytltld.rical dulk ,.,,,clghi with an ov1l $l."('tion lnd • &ingSe 13. 
J)t'r(oradon at the top, Wcighl 94-0g. SF 287 in ~ s. 
Middk lron Ag.c, pit ◄560. 

Cylindrical ebalk "'~;gin with a.A O\--a.l-.f('(1io11 ~ u.inttk 
perf~~ioo at dk- top. \Vdght JOSOg. s~ m IJJ Pbm 8, 
.Middle Iron Age-, Pft .fS60, 
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Fig 101, Easton Lane. Rotary quems and St.one weights. 
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IS. 

16. 

Inc ul:a.r eh:l.lk '"igb' with a ~mJJle pcrfora1ioo; \Vrigh1 
J 1s8s. SI-~ 294 fo Phase .s, M;ddJe J.rori: Age, .P11 45~· 

ma eel chalk ~~t, roughty oval form "''th a s1n,.l,c 
!:no!tion. SF 295 io Phast 8, .M.id:dlie Iron Age, pil 

~~• br chJ,lk \\'cigh1 with a trapc:1ficb.l section a!'d a m::& s,trforaOOn. lnco!"'ple,e. ~Uihly ~,ti~?~ 
cuJI)' from rwo pcr(o~uons. Weight 10 .. v6, 

Ph0$t 8, Middk Iron Age, ph 4567, • I '1.b a 
Not iJlus1n1td. Fragmrnts of a J)OJ,1,ible <Wa.l chal~ weigh W• 
single ilK'Omple1<" hole. SF 43 in Ph2sc 7 • Ea.tit Middle Iron Age, 
pit 329. 

Clay Objects (Fig 102) 
Loomwcights 
Cylindrical and trianguJar forms were prescn,. 

17. A damaged cylindrical J(l(lmwcigh I with a central perfor­
ation 2Smm diaroelcr. SF 62 in unphascd b)'ff 165. 
Arca B. • , Ph 

Noe iJlusintcd arc fra,ments from two loomwe1ghts 1rocn a5t 
2 Lue NC'Olithic pit 4n5 in Att:t B; and (ngmenu Crom • 
~ss.ibk loom,,,·cis'ht in Phase 4, Middle Broru:e Age, pos1-bok 
1718 in Atta 0 . . 
l8. A damllgN 1riangular ioomwt"igbt w1lh th.cec pcrfor• 

ations C$timatcd Iota.I vr.-eigbl 1880g. SF 9 in Phast 8, 
MiddJ~ Iron Age, pit 317, Area A, , 

Noe illuscntcd from Arca A are a small (ragmwt of loomwcipt 
from PhaSt" 7 Early Middle lron Age, pit 409; fou.r smaU 
(ragmrnts, ~ibly from a k>omwci,gbt, Crom Phase. 7, Early 
Middk Iron Age, pit 496: and a (ragmcm of loomwe1ght from 
Pbast 8, Middle lroo Agt", pit 4622. _ 

Som< small fngmems of possibl-e loomwcrg~ts ~e..rt ~ertd 
from the following ft-atlll"CS: Ph~ 2, l...a.tt Neiohth1c, ptt "7?S, 
Atta B; Phase: 5, 1..ate Bron1;t Age, ditch 3765, A.f"C'I A; ~ 8, 
Middle Cron Age, pit 4567, Area A; Pba,c 10, La1c Saxoo, di1cb 
634, Arca F; unph.2$«1pi14697, Arca A; and unphakd ph 7014. 
Arca Be. 

Spindlewhotl 
19. Complete cylindrical fonn, roughly made, with 11 ccnm.l 

pc:rfomion Smm diameicr. Height 46mm, diameter 
30mm, "''cigb1 60g. SF 282 in Phase 8, Middle Iron A.gc:. 
pit -4560, Arca A. 

Amber beads, by S J Shennan (Fig 103) 

The amber beads Crom grave 3058 at Easton lane 
place 1he burlaJ clearly in the t:radition of cwessex' 
Early Bronze Age graves from which by far the great 
majority of British prehistoric amber finds are 
known. Their co-occurrence with sha.le beads (Fig 
103.28- 30), as here, is also common. The following 
report will comment on the beads from two points of 
view: their quantity and their typology. 

Quantity 

Approximately 27 beads were found in grave 3058, 
which places it amongst the richest amber finds from 
prehisloric Britain, in number of beads if not in 
weight of amber. Only ten other finds are known to 
have had this many or more beads and nine of these 
are 'Wessex' burials: Kingston Dcverill GS (Grinscll 
1957, 218); Little Cressingham (Clarke., al 1985, 
275-6); Mold (Clarke et al 1985, 277-8); Norton 
Bavant GJ (Grinsell 1957, 185); Shrewton G5J 
(Grc-en and Rollo-Smith 1984, 273-5, 309--10); 
Upton Lovell G2e (Clarke " al 1985, 279-80); 

Wilsford cum Lake G47, 49 and 50 (GrinscJJ 1917 
198); Wimbourne St Giles G8 (Ann.able and Sim~ 
1964, 58, Grinscll 1959, 170); Wmterslow JFSS J 
(Grinsell 1957, 213); and South Chard, Tatwonh, 
Somerse1 (Gray 1966, 284). Four of these find$ 
include spacer-beads, pointing to their r_elath·dy 
frequent but dearly not umve.rsa.l connccuon with 
large numbers of beads. . . . 

Within this group of bunals, all w11hm the S3Jtlt 
tradition the contexts and associations arc variable. 
five are inhumations and six cremations. Two havt 
shale beads associated with the amber, as at Easton 
Lane. Other associations include bronze daggers or 
knife-daggers ( Little Crcssingham, Norton Bavim, 
Upton Lovell and Wimboume St Giles), faiencc 
beads (Kingston Deverill, Norton Bavant?, Tai­
worth and Wilsford cum Lake?), and gold items 
( Little Cressingham Mold, Upton Lovell and Wils­
ford cum Lake). 

Typology 
The beads Crom Easton Lane grave 3058 fall into two 
clearly defined 1ypes: small disk beads, which make 
up the majority, and small long 'o~late'. beads. 

The second of these is very rcstncred m numbers, 
occurring at only eight sites altogether in Britain, 
Six, including tbe Easton Lane cxam~les, are 
' Wessex' burials: Felmersbam, Bedfordshm: (Hall 
and Woodward 1977) ; Southwick (Corney <1 "1 
1969); Wilsford cum Lake Gl6 (Grinsdl 1957, 214); 
Wirnboume St Giles (Grinscll 1959, 170); and 
Winterslow (Grinsell 1957, 203). or these all except 
Easton Lane are cremations. 

There is a strong panern of associacion of this CYJX 
with shale beads which occur at Easton Lane, 
Felmersham, Sou:hwick, Wilsford and Winters~. 
Other associarions include Collared urns (Fd· 
mersham and Winterslow), but nothing else cxxur, 
more than once. 

Small disk beads, the more ,-ommon 1ype a, 
Easton Lane are also 1he most common 1ype gCll· 
erally in Bri,;i.n and occur in finds of all periods from 
lhc Neolithic to the Late lron Age; however, inas­

much as amber occurs predominantly in the ~ly 
and Middle Bronze Age, the majority of finds of di,k 
beads belong 10 ,.his period. 

The date of the burial 
The radiocarbon date for Ibis burial seems ra: •00 

late in the context of the amber. As already mt 
cated, amber in this quantity in buri3Js appears to 
a distinctive Early 10 Middle Bronze Age pb= 
enon on tbe basis of other finds. The disk be 
could be 1his late but lhe long beads appear •• be 
distinctive of the Early Bronze Age. Apan from~ 
'Wessex• burials listed above, the other cwo finds . 
a \•cry uncertain association from Mid-Nithsdale in 

Soo1Jand (unpublished) and a bead fro~ a Bro02,'. 
Age layer in a cave in Derbyshire, possibly """' 
a1ed with lkll Beaker sherds (Wilson nd). 

,, 
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Beads of white coral or fossil sponge (Fig 
)04) 
fi\'e t,cads were recovered from features scattered 

ro" •'c si1e however all of 1hem could be dated by 
~ w ' · 'd B ssociacion 10 1he Early or Mid le ronze Age. No 
:I.her general correlation could be made. 

I, 

L 

), 

l. 

!WA 

White coral Ot fossil $p()ngc bead, irregular sphere with 
$Una~ scr.nc.bC$ 11nd indema1ions, c 13mm diamc1cr. 
Btunt-cntkd pcrforaliOO. tt<>P$ ju$1 sh<>i1 or opposing 
fact c.i:rcular but no rillin.g Marks visiblt, 4mm diameter. 
SF '49 in Ph.ast 21 Lal<' Neolithic, pit SS I (om pit 80), 
Am.B, 
Whltc ()()nll or fossil sponge bead, small U"ttgt1br sphc~ 
with surface i.ndcntalion,s, diameter 6 .. 2mm, Single per• 
(ora1ioo, t 2mm di:1me1.er, pecked through from one side. 
SF 144 in Phase- 4, Middle Bronze Age, pos1-holc l768 
associated with M.S 4010, Aru 0. 
White cor,.l or fossil sponge bea.d, irregular notched 
s.ph,e~, 10.9mm diameter '. OPJ>OSing ~ O:~ fo(l()mplcte 
pt"rforo.1.ions, c: 4,3mm diameter. SF 151 m Phase 4, 
Middle: Bronze Age, post-bole 2992 assodatcd with CS 
4009, Atta 0. 
Wbi1t coral or fossil sponge bead, irrtgu1ar $phttc, 
U.◄mm diame1er with crudel)' pecked opposing pc1.it of 
inj,'(lmpktc pcrforaijons, < 3.8mm dio.mtte,. SF 293 io 
ditch 4744, a rccut of Phase 4, i\Uddlc Bron.tc-A3e, ditch 
972, Area A. 
White coroJ or fossil sponge bead, small irrqular sphere: 
r 3.Smm diameter vdtb three perfora1ioa holes: ooc. 
opposing pair and C)f)e liokN at rigbt-.angJes. Perforation 
diamtters 1.2mm. Sf )31 in unph,;scd post~hotc ln0~ 
Ara D. 

~o 
I 

0 2 3 ..__,.._ _ _,;C==dCffi'$ GD>< 

Fig 104. Easton Lane. Beads of coral. 

Metal Working (based on a report from P 
Wi.lthew) 

The ma1erial sem for examinalion comprised over 
100 samples of slag, irons1one, bu.mt clay, bumt 
Mone and charcoal. l)espilc lhc large number of 
samples ,he total weigh1 of material was less lhan 1kg. 

The following phases were represcn1cd: Phase 2-
La1e Neolilhic· Phases 4 and 5 - Middle and La1c 
Bron1.e Age; Phases 6 10 8 - Early, Early Middle, 
and Middle Iron Age; Phase 9 - La1c Jron Age/Early 
Roman; Phase 10 - Medieval. 

Each sample is identified in lhe archive and lbc 
rcsulls are discussed by phase below. ' 

Phase 2 

The samples from lhis phase included examples of 
non slag, fuel ash slag, ironstone and burnt clay. 
Fuel ash slag is produced by a reae1ion between ash 
and siUca•rich malerial such as .sand or day. h is 
ofcen associated with metalworking but can be 
formed in any sufficiently ho, fire and could, for 
example, be produced during a cremation. There is 
no evidence tha.t lhc fuel as.h slag, or the burnt day, 
from Lhis phase was or any technological signifi• 
cancc. 

lromtone is-a natural mineral which can be used as 
ore in iron smelting. However there was no evidence 
lhat the ironstone found in th.is phase, or in any of 
1he la1er phases, had been collec1ed for 1his purpose. 
It had not been roas1cd or prepw:d in any way and 
was almost ccnainly aU natural geological malerial, 

Iron slag is produced during bo1h iron smelling 
and iron smithing, but the samples from this phase, 
from pit 80, were 100 small to enable the process 
which produced them 10 be idcntiJied wilh certainty. 
It is highly probable, however, trutl 1hcy were all 
iron smithing slag, the slag which collects in a 
bl>cksmilh's hearth. Allhough a similar fayali1c slag 
is produced during copper smelting there was no 
evidence for such activi1y on the site and 1he slag was 
virtually certainly intr1.1sive material from the 1.ron 
Age or later. The feature also contained a few sherds 
of intrusive Medievi1I ponery. 

Phases 4 and S 
The majority of ,he samples were from these phases, 
bu1 they were almost aU fuel ash slag. A few 
examples of ironstone and burnt stone and one piece 
or charcoal were also present, but there was no 
evidence lhat any of tl1e mate.rial had any tcchnolog_i• 
cal significance. The commen1s abolll fuel ash slag 
and ironstone made above also apply l'O Lhe m.atenaJ 
from these phases. 

Phases <>-I 0 
The iron stag from thCSf phases was almost certainly 
iron smiihing slag, although lht individual samples 
were too small 10 be identlfied with complete ~nfi· 
deoce There is no reason to assume that the iron 
tag r~om these phases is intn.asivc, bUt as sma.11 

~uantities of iron smithing s.lag are found on most 
occupation sites of I.he Iron Age or lat.er date_, the 

rcsencc of such a small quantity does not enable any 
~nclusions to be drawn concerning the_ li.ke.ly scaJe 
of ironworking activity on or near the ~tte. .· 

There was no positive e,•idcnce for uon smeltmg 
on the site and the ironstone from th_ese phases ~':IS 
almost certainly nat-uraUy occurrwg geological 

ma1crial. d b Ahhough some of ihe fuel_ ash slag an. urn1.5to,ne 

ha c been associ3ted wnh blacks:outhmg, it "as may v . 
1 

. ., . . 
of no direct tc:chnolog1ca s.1g01nc.ancc. 
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Chapter 4 

The Environmental Evidence 

Soil Variability at Easton Lane, by P F 
Fisher 

Introduction 
This report presents data collected from the ex1en­
s:h-t open-area cxcaY8tions a1 Easton Lane, near 
Winches1er. No buried soils survived_, excep1 poss­
ibl)' in ditch fill sequences~ and so. the _tentati,,e 
conclusions are based on the 1.n1errelat1ons-hip of 1wo 
main lines of evidence: the distribution of contem­
potru')' soil types, and the nature and distribution of 
arcllaeologic.-al and periglacial feature fills. Supple• 
men1ary data include land use records, and land­
fonns. 

The report is divided into two sectioas. The lirSt 
analvses the modern soils at the site, and discusses 
1h~ with rcspec1 co ge.neral soil variability on the 
chalk, whereas ,he second is a djscussion of the 
llOlurc of the archaeological feature fills. A discuss• 
ion uincludi:S the repori. 

Setting 
The sire is loca1<-d on a hill with Upper Chalk 
ou1cropping benca1h a thin blanket covering of 
periglacial deposi1s, Coombe Rock. The upper sur• 
face of the Coombe Rock is charac1erised by linear 
s1ripes filled by sil,y clay marly malcrial. These are 
also of periglacial origin (Ellis 1981). The swathe of 
land 1hrca1ened by motorway eonmuc1ioa crossed 
!he hill oa a line approximarely north 10 south, and 
so hillslopcs with both northerly and southerly aspect 
were investigated. The two fields on 1.he hill were 
wholly arable. Site specific documentary evidence 
dating back to 1he Tythe Map of 1838 and including 
Ordnance Survey maps of 1874, I 932 and 1958, show 
fimly that the fields had been primarily in arable use 
since at leas1 1838, bur more interestingly, tha1 sub­
sidiary field boundaries had existed within 1he prcsen1 
large fields, but never in the same pos.h,ion on any two 
!"OP'· Thus lyncbcts within the modern field~ n:Sull• 
mg from recent ploughing up 10 boundaries now 
grub\xxi out were not 10 be expected. 

Modern Soils 
There arc three primary soil cypes formed on tl1e 
chalk of southern England: rendzinas, calc:iroous 
brown canbs and argillic brown eartbs. No evidence 

was found at thl$ site for day enriched Jnaterial 
which migh1 have been derived from an argillic 
horizoo, and so only the first two have been identi• 
fied here. 

The rendzina soil profile is characterised by two 
principal horizons, A and C, with an intcn•cning but 
diseoatinuous Bw. A typical proflle description is as 
follows (tcnninology after Hodgson 1974). 

Profile I (Fig 106) 
Ap Brown ( IOYR 4.5/3) very calcareous silt 

loam; medium and fine angular and subaagu• 
lar blocky; small and medium chalk frag­
ments with medium and small flints; abrupl 
and smooth on: 

Bw Brown (7.5YR 4/4) ve.ry calc.ireous silt loam; 
fine angula.r blocky; small chalk fragments; 
abrupt and smooth on: 

C Coombe Rock; vtry c•lcarcous silly clay 
loom; extremely abundant rounded medium 
and small chalk fragments. 

Overall the Ap horizon was always be1wecn 29 and 
2km thick (except where the slope angle became 
large, 6-10%, when the depth was reduced 10 17cm), 
.always lhe same coJour (+-I chroma o~ value), s~on­
iness, sll'llcturc, tit. Thus all propcrues w~e UTC• 

speclivc of aspect (Fig 106), and so, as might be 
expec1ed, the properties of 1he rendzina profiles 
$etmcd 10 have bci:n primarily rela1ed to homogcn• 
isa1ion by ploughing. 

There were two types of calcareous browa earth 
profiles at the site. The Jim is described 1hus: 

Profile 12 (Fig 106) 
Ap Brown (JOYR 4.13) 1•e.ry calc.-ar<.-ous silt loam; 

fine and coedium angular and iubangular 
blocky soil S1ruc1ure; sm_all an_d m,-dium 
chalk fragmc111s and medium Rini; abrupt 
and wnvy on: 

Bw Yellowish brown (8.75YR 516) very 
celcaroous gritty sill loam; medium and fine 
angular blocky; medium l!in1 and small 
chalk; ckar and smooth on: 

c Coombe Rock, as above. 

This profile is typical of all locacioohs _wher~ cohtnhtem: 
ra.ry and immediately past ploug ing ~ug _in: 

po lted in the accumulation of mau:nal: agamst 
::cmpornry fie.Id boundaries 10 the norih and 
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nortbwCSt of the a.tea, and in the valley bottom to the 
south (Fig 106). In other words, the soil profile was 
{he product of the accumulation of soil material as 
tht result of accelerated soil erosion due to 
ploughing. 

Th< soil profile or the second type or calcareous 
brown earth is: 

rrofile 17 (Fig 106) 
Ap Browo ( I0YR 4/3) calcareous silt loom; fine 

and medium angular and subangular blocky· 
medium and fi.n.e flint, ocusional fine chalk~ 
c.lC3r and smooth on: 

Bw Strong brown (7.SYR 5/6) calcareous silty 
clay loom; fine angular clay blocky; coarse 
and medium flint, occasional very small 
chalk; gradual and wavy on: 

C Coombe Rock, as above. 
In two importanl respects this profile is different 

from those listed above: 
i) For the first time the soil is not very caJcareous, 
and chalk fragments arc not the dominant scone 
t)'pe, rather flinl is; 
u) There is a slight textural d ifference between the 
Ap and B,\, horizons, implying an increased clay 
comp0oen1 in the latter, but possibly a rcductioo in 
disseminated carbonates. 

This profile again represents an accu.mulation of 
soil malerial, but, most signific.andy, there was no 
apparent reason io the comemporary or immediately 
post landscape for such an accumulation (no per­
manent field boundary since at least 1838) . There are 
seven] explanations which may however explain this 
occurrence. 
a) It could have been a positive (YfiCl\tl of a long 
deserted field system, bUl ir so, why was il not a 
chalky, calcareous deposit, a.s might be expected by 
analogy with lynchers elsewhere (Fowler and Evans 
1967)? 
b) This may have been the only location where the 
soi) approximated its thickness, pre.human interfcr• 
<nee (Bell 1982, Limbrey 1978), Why, however, 
should it have had such a limited occurrence, and 
why was i, not on the hilltop, rather than on the 
northern flank of the hill (Fig 106)? 
c) Most soil material on the chalk is either Late 
Devensian loess (Can 1978), or derived from 
degraded Tertiary bedrock. Differential deposition 
or preservation or these may account for t,he soil 
O~rved. However, in the first case wind direction 
would need to have l)een from the south to cause 
d_rirting on the northern hillside, but this is incon• 
S1Sten1 with the presu.med North Sea origin or the 
locss (Can 1978). In the second, erosion, either 
natural or accelerated, must have been differential, 
~ha1 is greater on lhe somh $idc, but, again, this is 
tntonsis1enl with the usuaJ interrelationship of 
assymetric hillslopes and deposits as observed by 
OIiier and Thomasson (1957) . 

ln summary, the contemporary soils at Easton 
lane were largely as might be predicted for the 
c!131kJands. Rcndzinas occur 011 the hilltop and 
SJdcsl and cakarcous brown carlhs arc present in tbe 

valley bottom and at contemporary e.rosion breaks 
such as field boundaries. A swathe across the 
northern part or thc_sitc, however, had a calcareous 
brown earth pro.file m an anomalous location. 

Feature Fills 

On the whole, _the secondary fills of archaeologic-,1 
fcatu~ at the Site had colours sllnilar 10 those or the 
rendzma Ap and Bw hori,.ons (brown IOYR 4.5/3 to 
dark brown 7.5YR 4/4) although lighrer colours such 
as dark brown (7 .5YR 514} were not uncommon . 
The fills Were generally carbonate and chalk rich· 
even an appa!enlly stoneless layer contained plcnti: 
fol chalk gn1s_. Th<; textures were generally silt 
dommated as 1s 1yp1eal of many chalkland soils. 
These secondary fills are probably due 10 accumu­
lauon by sheet wash and soil creep. lkneath the 
secondary fills, 1here are usually e~tremely chalky 
primary fiJls (up to 90% chalk fragments), created by 
direct disintegration of the chalk rock or Coombe 
Rock walls of the feature (Limbrey 1975). These 
generalisations applied 10 all the archac'Ological 
features to 1he south of lhc site, in Areas A, B, C, D 
and E, irrespective of 1J1e age of the fe.arurcs. 

ln Areas F and G, however, lhe fills were 
different. The working hollows associated with 
structure 3918 in Area G contained definable pri­
mary and secondary fills, but in the former, chalk 
fragmentS often appeared 10 be less dominant than 
might be expected, and the laner were chalk free and 
uniformly approximately brown (7.5YR 514). The 
fills or the variously dated Late Saxon, Medieval and 
Bronze Age rearures in Area F, also contained Huie 
or no chalk, dafk colours (yellowish red, 6.25YR 
516), and only slightly increased chalk content in the 
primary fills, over the secondary. 

In natural features, both treehole and periglacial 
stripes_, the two-way split or fills between the 
southern areas a11d Areas F and G was repeated. 
Treeholes or all ages were plentiful, and always 
contained highly calcareous, chalk-rich fills, often 
with vetrical stratification (chalk pinnacles) and 
irregular oudioes. Fealures or an apparcnlly similar 
origin were numerous in Areas F and G, but here, 
although the shapes remained irregular, chalk was 
often rare or absent from the fill which again had a 
generally darker appearance. Periglacial stripes in 
Areas F and G were again browo (7 .5YR 7/4) with at 
least plentiful chalk grits. 

As wi1h soil rypcs, several working hypotheses can 
be defim.-d to explain the spatial variation in re.ature 
fi lls: 
i) Chalk-free soil material, decp<!'r than elsewhere, 
would account for the darke.r, chalk-free secondary 
feature fills or the not1hern areas, but not for the 
c-halkless sLale of primary fi.Us and m:choles; 
ii) A local dccalcifying soil regime may account for 
both the chalk free secondary and primary fi lls, but 
1he rate of decaJci6cation required io such an expla• 
,union is in excess of the generally accepred rate, ~uc 
not beyond that suggested on other archaeolog1cal 
evidence (Fisher 19$3). 
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The site as a whole can be divided into two areas. 
One includes most of the areas covered by 1he 
rendzina and Type I calcareous brown earth soil 
profiles. Here feature filJs were largely calcareous, 
chalky and exactly as might be expec1ed by analogy 
with other chalkand sites. In contnst, the feature 
6Us in Areas P and G were anomalous, containing 
little chalk, and had generally darker colours. Eilher 
by coincidence or for similar reasons, Arca F was 
directly associated wilh the o«urreoce of Type ll 
calcareous brown ea.rth, and Area G was the nearest 
Olhcr excavated location. Feature filJ variations were 
irrespective of age_, that is, features of aU ages in each 
area had similar fills. The difference in propenies of 
feature fil ls must either ha,,c been due to differing 
depositional or post-de.posidonaJ conditions in the 
two areas. An e.\:planation based on soil acidification, 
after deposition of the fearure 6JJs, however, is 
consistent with the observed sediment properties. 

The Human Bones, by 
Janet D Henderson and Alison Cameron 

Introduction 

The human bone from this site was examined and 
recorded in the first instance at the University of 
Bradford by Alison Cameron. Further examination, 
in particular of the paleopathogical evidence, was 
undcr1aken at the Ancient Monuments Laboratory 
by 1be first-named author. The rcpon WllS also 
substamially written in the Laboratory. 

Obscn'ations were made for demography (age and 
sex), anthropology (metrical and morphological vari­
ables) aad pa1hology (including dental and skeletal 
pathology and stature). The results for each individual 
are given in the rrucro6che catalogue (19-38), together 
with details of lhc methods (or references) used in 
each case a.ad tables of the a.n1hropological results. 

Bone Preservation 

A total of ten cremation and 19 inhu.mation sampJes 
were examined. The cremation samples were aJl 
small and in 1hrce eases (Cremations 4683 and 6099 
and layer 1334 in po5t-hole l69) it was not eve~ 
possible 10 state positively chat Lhe bone was human 
and not animal. Among the inhumalion.s bone 
preservation was variable, with five recorded as 
being poorly .P~rved, 1hrce '!'odcrately-wcll pre­
SC(VCd and e.1gh1 m good <'Ond1tion. Although this 
might be_ taken to ~ndicate a bia$ towards good 
prescrvauoo overall, ll should be noted that half of 
the well-prcse!ved skeletons were only partially 
represented. 1 here w·as no apparent difference in 
bone preservation by period. 

Demography 

The. results for sex, age and s1a1ure for the inhu­
mauons and for sex, age and sample weigb1 for chc 

cremations are given in Tables )6 and 17. There is 
very little lhat can be said about these results owing 
10 the extremely small sample sizes both of inhumed 
and cremated bone. For the laner, the situation is 
reflected in the sample weights. The 3\'eragc crema. 
1ion has been cited as weighing 1.6kg and weighis or 
up 10 3.6kg have been recorded (Evans 1963). As 
with bone preservation, there were no Ob\•ious 
differences by period. Wilh so much data missing ii 
was not possible to assc5s whether there had bttn 
any variatjons be1wccn cremated and inhumcd indj. 
viduals. 

Anthropology 

Ln all cases the sample sizes were 100 small for any 
analysis to be justifiable. A complere m:otd of 1hc 
individual results is given in the catalogue (set 
microfiche). 

Dental Pathology 

Various categories of dental pathology wer, 
observed, including; ame--mortem tooth loss, caries, 
abscesses, periodontal disease, calculus and enamel 
hypoplasia. Only one individual had anie-mortem 
tooth loss (Burial 2752), unusually, perhaps, of all 
the ma\:marv incisors. Five bad carious lesions 
(Burials 4978, 5263 and 5264 and pit deposi1s 1017 
and 5027) and on lhree of them (4978, 5027 aoo 
5264) more than one toolh had been affected. Only 
one individual had an abscess (5027) and in this case 
there were two. It was sugges1ed that both of 1h,s, 
were associated with caries. There was cvidenc.e for 
p<:riodonral disease on six individuals, for calculus 
on SC\'Cn and enamel hypoplasia on eight. Owing 10 
lhe separation of these individuals by period (hence 
small sample si7.es) it w3S not though1 worthwhile 10 
do more than make a record of. for example, the 
i<x:ation and size of caries by 100th. 

Skeletal Pathology 

Comment on the frequency or any panicular class- of 
skelc1al pathology could not be justified owing 10 lb< 
small sample sizes. However, it may be noted that, 
as migh1 be expected, changes linked to joint disca:,c 
were the most common, followed by tNtuma and 
infection. Evidence for joint disease was gcneml.ly 
con_fined to cbanges whfoh may be associated wi1h 
agemg changes in the skeleton. Thus, in 1hc seven 
individuals affected (Burials 2752, 3058, 3695, 4978 
and 5264, ditch deposit 354 and pit dcposi1 5027), ~II 
showed degeneration of the vertebral column and LO 
none of them was there any indication of a more 
spe<:ific arlhropathy. Bony response to infection wilS 
ao_1ed in two individua.ls (Burials 1035 aad 4978), In 
nenher of them could i, be described as other 1han 
noo-specific. Two individuals had fractured bones: 
5027 (skull) and 5264 (vertebra). Cause was • 01 

apparent in either case. Other pathology ._,f note was 
~• on 2752 (an unusually-shaped firs, righ1 pro~· 
•ma! phalanx of the foot) and 4978 (spondylolith<SIS 
affecting the founh and fifrh lumbar \1e.r1ebrae, ste 
microfiche). 
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f!UMAN BONES 

Toblt /6. Rtwl1s for ux. age and umu~ - tht i1th11matioru. 

fdtUfC S<x 

Late Neolithic 

La)« l(M9 in pit 1017, Arca 8 
Jluri,l 27S2 in pil 1017, Ar<a 8 M.alc 

ir,,ti• Bronze Ag< 

Buri>! 595, Arca F 
1.a)"d S97 in pit 596, Area F 

?Female 

Early/Mi-Odle Brooze Age 

Bumi 1708, Area D -
Buri>I 3058, Area D Fcm:,.1c 

Middle 8ro111.t Age 

Burial 3695, Area D Female 

Iron Age 

Burial in layer 3S4 ditch l76, Arca A female 
D(J)O<i1 in layer 354 dil<h 176, Area A ?Male 
Burial I03S in ditch 990, Arca A 
Layer 1327 in p()St•holc 907, Arca A 
Layer 2192 fo pit 409, Atta A 
Burial 4978 [n di1ch 1810, Area D Male 
Layer 1027 in pit 4983, A,<2 A Female 

Lale lroo Agc/(farly Roman 

Burial 1263 in pit Sl07, Arca H ?Male 
Burial 5264 in pil 5103, Arca H ?Female 
l...a)-cr 5337 in d.i1ch 5295, Area H 
Buri>I S424A in pil 5338, Arca H Female 
Bunal S-i241l in pi, Sll8, Ar.-a H 

Tobl.t 17. RtJUils for stx, age a,id uvigh1 - 1.ht (ftmations. 

Fc:11utt 

Early Bronze Age 

Cremation 507, Ar~ F 
CrClll21ion 598, Atta p 

Early/Middle Bronze Age 

Cremation 1700, Area D 
Crtmation 1705, Arca D 
Cremation 1729, Arci D 
Crtm.tion 173S, Am D 
Cremation l 744, Arca O 

,IUddlc Bron,,e Age 

Cremation 4683, Area A 
Cremation 6099, Arca Be 

Iron Age 

l.:a:)'tr 1334 in post--hole 169, Area A 

?Male 

Age 
(in yws) 

Adult 
35-45 

Old Aduh 
Aduh 

16-20 
35-45 

2>-3S 

Aduh 
Aduh 
1-3 

Mull 
Aduh 
35-4S 
35-4S 

Old Aduh 
35-45 

Birth +I-
17-21 

Birth +I-

Age 
(inyW$) 

Aduh 
Aduh (?young) 

IZJ 

Sta1ure 
Mttric 

(Imperial) 

-
1.62 m +I- .0327 (r S'4") 

-1.64 m +/- .0366 (, S'S") 

Weigh1 
in g 

81 
33 

149 
3,129 

34 
SS 
84 
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The Animal Bones, by J M Maltby 

lmroduction 
The animal bones '"'ere identified using the mcxlcrn 
comparative reference collections al the FaunaJ 
Remains Unk. Universily of Southampton . AIJ the 
bones from phased dep<>sits were computeMerord~ 
and I.he individuaJ records arc stored at the Un1t. 
C.opies of summary archives of the data have ~en 
placed wilb the exca\!Utor and at the Faunal Remains 
Un_it. 

Normal esca\•atioo produced 41089 animal bone 
fragme.nts from phased deposils. ln addition_, over 
1,800 fragments were derived from water-sieved 
samples (fable 18). 

Although the history of the site could be divided 
into ten broad cht0noJogicaJ pbascsl the nature of 
the daling evidence meant ,hat not all the bones 
could be assigned to a single phase and many could 
only be dated to within two or more phases. The 
bo.ocs were therefore initially subdivided imo 18 
groups on the oosis of the phasing evidence (fable 
18). 

Tablt /8. Animal bent fragmen,s rta,vertd from Eo1,rot1 
/An,. 

Phase 

I 
2 

2-3 
2--l 

2/10 
3 
4 
s 

4-7 
5 

5-6 
6 

6-7 
7 

7-8 
8 
9 

10 

Total 

Key to Phases 

I Neoti1hic 
2 Ute Ncolith.ic 

Unsicved 

99 
202 

17 
158 
73 
74 

131 
37 
48 
22 
38 
70 

254 
674 
216 
444 

1,532 

4,089 

3 Early Bronze Age 
4 Middle Bronze Age 
5 La1t Bronze Age 
6 Early Iron Age 

Sieved 

34 
106 
s 

10 
51 

220 
60 

37 

24 

100 
890 
249 

3 
• 

1,789 

7 Early Middle Iron Age 
8 Mtddlc Iron Age 
9 Late Iron l\t,d Early Romano-British 

10 Medieval 

Total 

m 
.308 

22 
168 
124 
294 
191 
37 
85 
22 
62 
70 

354 
1,564 

4{>5 
447 

1,532 

S,878 

• bones f.rom sit'\·ed samJ)les not «>mputcr-rttordcd. 

The remainder of this report will be divided imo 
four pans. The first three wilJ examine the ma1crial 
from the following broad chronological grouping$: 

a) Neolithic and Bronze Age contexts (Phases 1- 5)· 
b) Iron Age and Romano-British contexts (Pha~ 

6-9); 
c) Medie\'al contexts (Phase 10) . 

In each case there will be a detailed, eonte<1-bostd 
analysis, paying particular atte~tion lO variabilhy of 
spt.-oies and elemem represent,mon caused by prescr• 
va1ion conditions, disposal strategies and retrieval 
methods. The concluding section will examine the 
evidence for changes in the exploitation of animals in 
the light of the evidence obtained from these exca­
vations and the earlier excavations at WinnaJJ Do\l/0 
(Fasham 1985). This will incorporate ageing, 
butchery and metrical data and will attempt to place 
the resuhs in a broader r'--gional framework, particu~ 
larly with regard 10 tbe Iron Age and Romano­
British material. 

Animal bones from Neolithic and Bronze 
Age contexts 
Although the excavations produced evidence for 1he 
use of lhe area at various times in the Neolithic and 
Bronze Age periods, the faunal evidence from con• 
texts of this date was disappointing. No bones were 
recovered from Phase l, Nt..-olilhic, features and only 
860 fragments were obtained by normal retrieval 
methods from other Ncolith.ie and Bronze Age con­
lCXlS. These were supplememed by 523 frogmeJlls 
recovered from sieved samples, bm most of those 
consisted of small pieces of bone unidentifiable 10 
species (fable 20). 

Phase 2. Lare Ncolith.ic 
Seven features produced 133 fragments including 34 
from sieved samples (Table 18). A sample of n 
fragments was obtained using normal reco\•cry te.ch• 
niqucs from five pits (80, 852, 3256, 4775 and 6091). 
Twenty-seven fragments were found in ditch 511. 
The bones were poorly preserved and badly fra_g. 
mented. Eighty-six of the 99 unsieved bones dis• 
played erosion and 83 were unidentifiable to species 
(fable 19}. Nine of the ten cattle fragments were 
recovered from pit 80 context 512 and consist(-d 
mainly of carpals, tarsals and phalanges. Tbesc 
bones were not eroded and the three carpals and cv.'O 
tarsals each forrnc-d aniculated groups. The good 
preservation of these bones suggests either that •~'Y 
were more recent imrusions or that they were buncd 
more quickly and deeply than the remainder of the 
bones from these deposits. Pit 3256 context 3257 and 
pit 4775 context 4792 were the only layers in which 
sheep/goat bones were identi6c-d. Pig bones were 
found in pit 80 context 5 12 and pit 3256 cootc.<t 
3257. A tooth of a red deer (Ccrvus claphus) w,s 
identified in pit 80 context 82. . 

Twenty of the Fragments recovered from stc"ed 
~mples were from pit 6091 context 6092 and 
mcluded two bones or an unidentified rodent and an 
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Tablt /9. Animal bones in Ntt>Ji.t.hi<. and Bron.u Agefunures 
(wui""d). 

pi,,,. 

Sp«:iCS 2 2-3 2-4 2110 3 4 4-S 4-7 s ~ 

Ca,ltlc: 10 24 s 16 14 13 18 4 4 s 
Shecp.'(;oal 3 s - 321 22' s 13 I s 6 
Pfg 2 19 I s 6 2 s I 
Hon< - I s - 8 4 s 2 

Do5 31' - - - -
fttd l)ret 12 - l 2 

Ut1id Largr 
Mammal 47 62 6 21 13 26 28 21 IS s 

Sbcq,-$i1.cd 
Mama\3.1 IS 2? I 16 10 13 10 3 9 l 

Unid t.\atnmal 21 Sl 3 s 4 12 s 4 s 2 
Vn.l Bud - - - t 
f'W: ,\brtco - 2 - - -
MOU5Cspccie$ - - 38' -
Unii.i rodcru - 3 - - -
F!05 - 3 -
Teed - - -
Vn.tc.md - - w - - - - - -
TOTAL 99 202 17 !SS 71 74 131 37 48 22 

! includes 8 fr.1.gmcnts identified lO sheep 
• iodudes articulated bone$ 

Toblt 20. Animal bonn in Nwlitlric and 8rotiuAgt/totu.rts 
(ntt<d), 

Phase 
Species 2 2-3 i-4 2/10 l 4 4-S s 
Cattle I - I - 2 
Sb<tp/Goot 2 - 3 2 3 
Pig 4 -
Red Detr - - -
Unid Large 

Mammal 2 2 - 2 2 6 4 
Sbttp-siud 

.llammal 6 14 l - 17 15 9 I 
Utud Mammal 22 56 4 9 26 158 41 22 
Unid Bird I I - -
Pinc Marten I 
Water Vole I - -
Sbon-tailtd Vole 
Mouse species l 3 
Utud Rodent 2 4 - 32 -
MoJe (inlrusivc?) l -
Frog 9 
Toad 7 - - -
frog/Toad 5 - I 4 
Fish 3 - -
TOTAL 34 106 5 10 51 220 60 37 

amphibian bone (Table 20). Other samples 1hat 
produced animal bones were rrom pits 80, 852 and 
l2S6. A sample from post•hole 3829 produced thr':" 
fragments. Only one funher fragment was 1dc.11u• 

~abl~ to species - a worked antler tine of a red deer 
m pu 80 context 869. 

Phase 2-3. Late Neolithic - Early Bron.ze Age 
Apart from three fragments recovered from a sieved 
sample from pit 6085, all the bones in this group 
came from layc,s in pits 1017 and 5456. Two 
hundred and cwo fragmen(S were recovered from 
normal excavation, 700/4 of wbich were unidemifi-ablc 
to species. Most of 1he bones deposited in pit 1017 
were from the upper fills. The 1op two layers, 1018 
and 1019, produced 61 and 43 or the fragments 
respectively. The high proportion or bones loeucd 
near the ground surface therefore explains the high 
percentage of heavily eroded bones in the sample. 
~cw bones of the major food species were recovered 
m 1.he lower fills, where prescrvalion would have 
been bener. Bones or cattle, sheep/goat, pig and red 
deer were idemified (Table 19). The majoricy or 
fragments, particularly in the upper layers, were 
l<>O$e teeth - sturdy elements that can withstand poor 
preservation conditions better than other parts of the 
skeleton (see tables in microfiche). The red deer 
fragments consisted of aotJc.r spatulae and an antler, 
shed wi1h bez and trez worn down probably narur• 
ally, all rrom layer 1049 associated wi1h burial 2752. 
Amphibian bones were r«..'C0vcrcd from the sieved 
samples in context 1049 (Table 20). They were 
probably the remains of pitfall victims. Bones of the 
shon-tailed vole (Microtus agrtsris) were also found in 
samples taken for molluscs in this layer. Pi, 5456 
supplied 58 fragments from normal recovery and 52 
from sic\'cd samples; these ioduded a tibia of an 
aurochs (Bos primigeniu,) from context 5458. The 
same layer produced five antler fragm~nts of red 
deer. 

Phase 2-4. Late Neoli1hic - Middle Bronze Age 
Only 22 fragments were reoovercd from ditch 1054, 
whose fills contained a mix1ure of Lale Neolithic and 
Bronze Age pottery. The seven identifiable frag­
ments did include the earliest evidence for horse (3 
tooth in context 3204). Bones of cattle and pig were 
also identilied. 

Phase 2-10. Late Neolithic - Medieval (mixed, not 
securely dated dep<>sits) . . 

This group consisted or material from pu 546J in 

Area F and pit group 653 in Area G. In both _ea"':s 
the bone came from layers insecurely dated; m p~t 
group 653 t11e asoociated_ponery ranged from Neoli· 
thic to Medieval; and p11 5461 cut the Late Sax~n 
structure in Arca F bu! was thou~ht t,? . <:on taut 
earlier matcriaJ. Given us u.ncertam ong.ms, the 
informal.ion gained from the animal ~n~ asse~­
bla.gcs is of ,,ery limited value 10 the specialist but 1t 
was hoped that the dating or tbc features would be 
assisted, One hundred and si,,1y•e~h1 fragmentS 
were recovered including 10 from sieved samples 
(Tables 19-20). One hundred and seven or these 
were found in pit 5461 a.nd included 23 bones from 
an i.nunature corvid skeleton and 31 bones from an 
immature dog (see table in microfiche) , These bones 
belonged to a stocky animal and ilS d1mcns1ons 
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would sugges, rhat ir was likely 10 have been. or 
MedievaJ orig.in. lndeed) most of the rcmammg 
nurcrial in this pi1, which included 27 of lhe sheep/ 
goa1 bones and all five or !he pig fragments, pos­
sessed characteristics more. likely to be er.countered 
in u,c Medieval period lhan in lhc Neolithic. The 
majority or lhe idemifiable bones from pi, group 653 
belonged 10 canle bur rhe sample was 100 small to 
invcst.ig:.nc in more detail. 

Phase 3. Early Bronze Age 
Eight dated features produced 124 fragments, SI 
from sieved samples. Most of the bones were 
obtained from pit 6053 (43 rrngmenrs from normal 
recovery, and 20 from sieved samples). The other 
features (cremations 507, 598 and 1705; pits 1498 
and 4924; post-holes 3721 and 6055; and ditch 1310) 
each produced only a handful of fragments. Twenty­
one of lhc 23 identified sheeplgoa, fragments, 
including three from sic\·ed samples, were from pil 
6053 and included IS bones from the skeleton of• 
juvenile animal (see table in microfiche). The same 
post-hole produced two bones of a pine marten 
(MoM morcer) and four fragments each identified to 
cattle and pig. In the other features lhe bones of 
cattle and pig were identified more frequently than 
those of sheep/goal. The cattle bones were of a si1,: 
comparable with domestic stock. Two worked bone 
fragmenrs, bolh from pi, 6053, could be identified 10 
species. They were a bone needle from a sheep/goat 
metatarsus and an awl nude from a pig fibula. The 
pit also contained a red deer ulna fragment. This was 
!he only post-cranial element of !his species identi­
fied in uny of 1he phases. 

GeneraUy, the bones were poorly preserved and 
79% of the bones recovered from normal cxca\ra1ion 
were eroded. Once againt the sample was too small 
to det·erm.inc clear trends in animal cxploiuuion at 
this time. 

Phase 4. Middle Bronze Age 
Two hundred and 1wenty of the 294 fragments in 
rhis phase were obtained from sieved samples 
mainly from post-holes that fonned a number of 
s,ructures of this date. Most of these consisted of 
smal_l fragments unidcntifiabk to species (Table 20). 
S1evtng produced only three fragments identifiable 
co the major domestic species and mos1 of the 
identifiable bones belonged to small mammals. 
Warer .vole (Arvitow tmes1ris), mouse (AJ>(ldcmus sp) 
and pme manen (Morr,; mams) were idenlilied. 
Mos., of the rod.em bones were associated with the 
cremation burial in 1735. The mole (Ta/po ,urop,a) 
bone':" posi:hole 538? may have been a more recent 
intrusion. S1cvmg did produce evidence of fish. 
Three fragments were recovered in post-holes 5416 
5453. and 5583, all in Area D. Unfortunately rhe; 
~ns1!tcd of small fragments and were not rurtber 
identifiable. 

Only. 74 fragments were recovered from normal 
excavauon procedures and 70% '--.'ere unjdenti.fiable 
and nearly cvc~y ~ne was eroded, often severely. 
Poor preserv~uon LS to be expected in shallow 
features or this son. Fourteen bo11cs (twelve from 

sieved samples) were charred. Bones of cattle, sheep/ 
goat, pig and a horse toolh were identified. Two 
antler fragmc.ntS of red deer were al.so recovered, 

Phase 4-5. Middle - Late Bron,.e Age 
Of lhe 191 teeorded fragments, 60 were from sieved 
samples. All but twelve of the fragments obtained 
from normal recovery were found in various ditches 
mainly in Arc~ A (972, 990, 1493, 18IO, 1929, 2663 
and 3765). Stxty-two fragments from ditch 1810 
included 38 b<)nes of a mouse skeleton. Of the other 
ditch sections, only 990, 972 and 3765 prcxlucoo 
more lhan rco fragmeo1s. Pits 3740 and 3743 and 
lhrce post-holes from CS 2341 produced a handful or 
bones. ln general, t.he preservation of bones in thtst 
features wa~ slightly beuer than in earlier phases and 
62% were recorded as eroded. The proportion of 
unidenlilied fragments decreased 10 SI%. 

Cattle and $heeplgoat fragments were lhc ll106t 
commonly identified species but there were also 
eight fragments or horse, perhaps indicating that this 
species was being exploited more frequently from 
this time. 

Forty or the sieved fragments were from samples 
taken from various post-holes from CS 2341. As 
usual most or this material could not be identified. 
Three sheep/goat fragmentS and one amphibian 
bone were the only ones that could be assigned 10 
species. 

Phase 4-7. Middle Bronze Age - Early/Middle Iron 
Age 
This group was derived from three ditches, 176, 729 
and 4847 a reru1 of 972, au of which coniained 
pottery of various phases within their fills. Onlv 37 
fragments of bone were recorded from them ·and 
nine were identifiable to species (cattle, sheep/goo! 
and horse). Of lhe fragments, 32 were found in ditch 
176 and most of these may have been of Iron Age 
origin. Nearly all the bones were eroded. 

Phase 5. Late Bron1,e Age 
The 85 re-corded fragments from !his phase included 
37 from sieved samples taken mainly from post-holes 
lhat formed structure 2159. Bones retrieved during 
nonnal excavation were oblained from the post-hoJcs 
of structure 2159, post-hole 2309 and ditches 3200, 
3274 and 3692. Only 14 fragments of 1he major 
species were identified, including five of horse. 
However, the two horse phalanges in 3200 (3201) 
belonged to large animals and these may have bc-<n 
more recent intrusions into cbe depooits. Caule and 
sheep/goat fragments were also identified; 29 of the 
fragments were eroded. 

The sieved samples produced lhc only identili,-d 
fragment of pig from !hi$ phase, a< well as fragments 
of caule, shon-tailed vole (Mim,11,s ot'Ttstis) and 
amphibian bones, but 27 of 1he fragments could not 
be identified (Table 20). 

Phase 5-4. Late Bron1,e Age - Early Iron Age 
Twenty-two fragments rrom ditch 928 were 
recorded. eleven of 1hesc were eroded and a few 
frag"?cnts of cattle, sbcep/goot, pig and horse '"'"' 
1den11fied (Tobie 19). 
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ANIMAL BONES 
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Animal bones from Iron Age and Romano­
British contexts 
The Iron Age and early Romano-Bri,ish fauna! 
assemblages (Phases 6-9) also produced relatively 
small samples compared lO some come:mporary sites 
in Himpshirc. Howevcr,_their main \raluc lies in the 
fact that !hey can be dlJ'cctly compared with the 
more substantial assemblage,; obtained from the 
Winnall Down excavations. 

Phase 6. Early Iron Age 
This phase was contemporary with the Phase 3 
deposits at Winnall Down. Four pits, 342, 1147 
21S4 and 4577, produced 62 fragments i.ncluding 24 
(all unidentifiable) from sieved samples. Canle 
sheep/goat, horse and dog were identified (Table 21)'. 
EigJueen fragments were eroded. 

Tablt 2/, Animol 8011ts i,i Iron Age ond Rmmmo--BritiJh 
f,.,.,., (U,.,;evtd). 

Sp,cics 6 

c.a,~. 8 
Sh«p/Goat 7 
1'18 
Hone 3 
Dog I 

Uoid Large Mammal 7 
Sb<tp,sized Mammal 6 
Unid Mammal 6 

Pinc Marlen 
Weasel 
Water Volt 
Short-tailed Vole 
Mouse species 
Unid Rodent 
Frog 
Toad 
Frogffoa4 

c.mmoo Buzzard 

TOTAL 38 
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• includes articulated bones 
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11 
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14 
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3 35 
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8 9 

45 120 
so 68 
8 14 

16 30 
7 3 

26 172 
41 19 
II 18 

I 
2 

2 
7 

216 444 

3 

Phase 6-7. Early Iron Age - Early Middle Iron Age 
~vcnty fragments were recorded from gull)' 237 CS 
408, three POSt-holes of CS 2404 and ditches 971 

(:: JOI I. Most of !his sample was obtained Crom 237 
ragments). In Lhis phase 60% of the bones were 

":'Jded. Fragments of sheep/goat, bon;e, caule and 
~•& were idcmified in that order of frequent-y (Table 
I). The horse fragments included four lower inci• TI1 (probably of the same mandible) in post-holo 

. • Loose teeth were the mos, commonly recorded 
1dcnufiab_le elements, rcflectiag the rel3livcly p001· 

PrtSCrvauon of the sample (sec tables in microfiche). 

~!tase 7. Early Middle Iron Age 

0
r~e. ;.turcs from Arca A to the cas1 and northeas1 

c mn-all Down excavations pl"()duced potter • 
f•t w.;,s earlier in date than the materul from Phas~ 
~ at mnall. Down. Animal bones were obtained 
i'°m seven pits, 329, 407, 409, 496, 707, 982 and 

2
!~• ;nd from POSt-holes and gullies of structures 

• _406, 5602 and 5634. The 354 recorded frag. 
ments included 100 from sieved samples (Table 18). 

Two hundred and sixteen of che fra.g:mcms recov• 
ered_ from normal exca\'3tion procedures were 
obtatncd from the pits. Pit 496 produced 87 frag­
ments tncludmg 17 of horse, 14 of cattle and 13 of 
sheep/goat. In this pit, horse, cattle and unidentified 
large mammal comribu1cd 34 of the 41 fragments in 
the topmoot layer, 1188. 1n eomrast, laycr 1053 
towards the bouom of the pit, included only 12 such 
fragments whereas sheep/goat and sheep-sized frag­
me~ts pro,•1dcd 22 o_f the 41 fragments in that layer. 
This m.ay r:Rect variable preservation conditions for 
bones m different parts of !he pit, although hoth 
contexts were similar, resuhing in the uodcr­
represeJ_ltation of t~c more fragile sheep/goal and 
S~CCJ>:Sl7~d bones in the upper layer. There were 
nuic avoried and one eroded hone in layer 1053 
compared to 23 eroded bones in layer 1188. The 
presence of ivoricd bone usually indicates good 
preservation. h is also possible that the contrast 
reflects the differential disposal of carcasses of large 
and sheep-sized mammals. There were marked con­
trasts in the distribution of caule and horse bones 
and those of sheep/goat and pig at Winnall Down 
(Mal1by 1985, 137). 

Pit 329 produced only 17 bones, but IS of these 
belonged 10 cattle and included the rcmaii!S of four 
substantially complete skulls in layer 1012. One 
skull bore chop marks, made when both its horn 
cores were removed. Although these skulls we.re weJI 
preserv~-d, the absence of many of the teeth from the 
maxillae perhaps indicates that they were 001 buried 
immediately after slaughter and butchery. Their 
deposition may nevertheless have had SQme ritual 
significance. 

In the small samples from olhcr pits, shs-cp/goa1 
fragments wc:re usually the most commonly identi­
fied. From all the pits, 42 cattle, 40 sheep/goat, 25 
horse bill only two pig fragments were idcn1ified 
leaving 49% of the assemblage as unidentifiable. 

Only 38 bones from normal recovery came from 
str1.1cmrcs. These included nine bones of goat, prob• 
ably from the same animal in !)OSl•holc 4573 CS 
5602. Although goat hones were rarely encountered 
from the Winnall l)owo excavation, both the Early 
and Middle Iron Age phases there produced evi• 
dencc for its presence in small numbers. 

From all contexts, 123 (48%) fragments were 
eroded 16 were ivoricd and 2.? showed evidcnCJe of 
canid 8nawing. This re.laLi"ely high incidence of 
gnawing indic.a1cs 1hat many of the . bo~es were 
accessible to scavengers bc(orc bur1aJ 1n lhe$C 
fc31urcs. 

The sieved ,ampks included 70 fragmentS from 
MS 2406. The only identiJioble rragmcnts c<Jnst5ted 



126 CHAPTE• 4, THE ENVIRONMENTAi. EVIDENCE E.,STON LANE ~ • 

of a sheep/goa, 1001h fragmen1, a frogmen, of h?rse 
ilium and two bones of a frog/1.oad. In addmon, 
post-bole 420 layer 2142 produced a vertebra of a 
small fish of indc1crmina1e bm probably freshwa1cr 
species. Another unidentifiable 6sh vertebra was 
found in post-hole 4604 layer 4605, and a 100th, 
possibly of a pike (Esox t,,ci,,,) was remevcd from 
posi-hole 4S81 layer 4S82 . Therefore, ah~ough siev­
ing did not produce much in Lhe way of 1dcoufiablc 
material, it djd show th3t fish may have been occa­
sionally exploited. 

Phase 7-8. Early Middle Iron Age-Middle Iron Age 
This group of features produced lhe larges1 sample 
from any of 1he prehistoric phases, 1,564 fragments. 
This 1010! was infla ted by the presence of large 
numbers of small mammal and amphibian bones 
amongst the sieved sample (Table 22). 

Tobl.e 22. A11imal l,o,u,s in l rori Age and R()m(l,w..8ri1is!, 
,,.,,,,., (,i,.,.J}. 

Pha>c 
Spc<ics 6 7 7-8 8 9 

Ca.nit l 
ShcepiG<ia1 15 15 
Pig 3 
Horse 

Unjd Large Mamm.aJ 3 3 
Sheep-sized Mammal 4 55 59 
Unid Mammal 24 86 230 94 3 

Pine Mmen 2 
Water Vole 54 
Shon-1ailod Vole - 393 6 
Mouse Species 2 I 
Common Shren• 2 
Unid Rodent 3 24 60 
Frog 10 3 
Toad 10 
Frog/Toad 2 85 6 
Fish 3 2 

TOTAL 24 100 890 249 3 

Sheep 

Si., hundred and forty-one of lhe 674 fragmc01s 
obtained by normal re1ricval methods c.i:me from. 
eig\u pi1s, 238,316,317, 4S60,4S67, 4622, 4886 and 
4993 and one ditch, 350. Thr.-c pi1s produced over 
JOO fragments. 

Sixty-five of 1he 260 fragments in pi1 4S67 were 
smalJ mammal and amphibian bones from layer 
4724. These included 23 bones of a weasel (Mustda 
>riva/is). These animals were probably piifall victims. 
Layer 4580 included lhe ulna of a buzzard (B111eo 
butto). Amongsi 1hc domestic species, fragment, of 
sheep/goat, 63, were consistently found in greater 
numbers 1han cauJc, 20, througbout the pit. lnd<."Cd, 
ten of 1he Callie fragments consisted of lhe bones of 
1he lower hindlimb of one animal in layer 4881 (sec 

table in microfiche). Six pig fragmen15 and one 
fragment each of horse and dog comple1cd lhe lis1 of 
identified bones. The bias towards sht-cp/goat in ibis 
pit is also rcRected amongst the unidentifiable trull'tr~ 
ial, of which 77 fragments were assigned 10 1he 
sheep-sized category compared 10 only 13 large 
mammaJ fragments. 

Pit 4560 produced 118 fragmen1s. Although 
sheeplgoa1 fragments, 35, were again the best repre­
sented cattle, 25, and horse, 13, formed a high(r 
propo;tion of the assemblage lhan in mosi of the piis 
excavated at Easton Lane or at WionaU Down 
(Maltby 198S, I03). Si., of the horse bones from 
layer 4561 consisted of the metatarsals and three 
tarsals of the ankle joim affec1ed by spavin. Pig, 
rcprcsc.nlCd by six fragments, was the onl>• other 
species identified. The skeleton of a pine marten in 
layer 741 accoumed for 82 of lhe 113 fragmcn1s in pi1 
317. This pi1 also produced a large number of small 
mammal bones amongst the sieved samples (see 
below) bm cootained only seven fragments, six 
sheep/goat and one pig, idemifiable 10 lhe mJljor food 
species. 

From all 1he pits, excluding aniculated bones, 
sheep/goat provided 63% of the ide01i6abl~ frag­
mems of lhe major food species, cattle 24%, p,g 9%, 
and horse 5%. Such figures indicate lhat sheep/goa1 
frsgments were bener represented over~U than in the 
Early and Middle Iron Age pits at Winnall Down. 
However !his sample was relatively small and !he 
results reflect, mainly, the unusually h.igh prop0rtion 
of sheep/goal fragments in lhe one pit, 4S67. . 

The 38 fragments recovered by normal re1r1:1·al 
methods from the s1rucrnres included some 13 limb 
bones of lhe panial skeleton of an adult sheep in 
post-hole 4632 (see rablc in microfiche). Five frag­
ments were recovered from ditch 350. 

The preservation of the bones in these feamrcs 
was better than in any of lhe previous phas~, si~cc 
more of the bones were buried more deeply m pus. 
Excluding small mammal aod amphibian bones, 
only 24% of lhc bones were eroded, whereas 27% 
were ivoried. Gnawing was recorded on ) 3% or the 
bones, indicating tha.1 much or the sample was 1he 
,-ubjcct or secondary deposition and many_ boocs 
must have been destroyed entirely. Th!S was 
rc6cc1ed mainly in lhe sheep/goal sample, which was 
biased towards denser fragmcnrs such as loose tct!h 
and shaf1 fragments or tibia and radius (see table "r 
micro6che). The SmJl!ler and more fragile bones 0 

sheep/goat were more susceptible to dcstrucuo~ by 
scavengers than chose of cattle, particularly s~nce 
more of them belonged 10 immarurc animals. Fifty• 
SC\1en per cent of che cauJc major limb bones 
(scapula, humerus, radius, Cemur, libia and mec3p0-
dia) possessed articular surfaces, compared m only 
33% of lhe sheep/goal limb bones (excluding hones 
from partial skeletons). 

The sieved bones included S91 fragments from 
samples in pit 317. Layer 731 included tllc d,-a~ 
as.semblage of ai leas, 14 short-tailed voles and lay< 
732 con1ained the skclcrons of a1 lea.SI eight mo:,, 
plus at least lhree water-voles. It is possjblc chat 1 15 
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•t remained open for some time while these pitfall 
~clims accumulated. Pi, 316 produced 62 bones 
from sieved S3Jtlplcs, mostly or frog and toad from 
lavcr 751. The 128 sieved fragmenlS recorded from 
pose-hole 4632 may all have been associated wi1h the 
pGrtial shc-cp skeleion discussed above. Sieving also 
produced bones of pine marten (probably from !he 
skeleton discussed above)> mouse and common 
shrew (Sorex aroneus). Two fish bones were 
r,c0rded. Pos1-hole I 193 comained a venebra prot,.. 
ablv or a freshwater species (<[ Cyprinidae), and a 
rr2gJllent of an indeterminate species was found in a 
sample from pit 4622. 

Phase 8. Middle Iron Age 
The 465 fragments were from features contemporary 
with Phase 4 at Winnall Down. Only 216 fragments 
wrrt obtained from normal retrieval. One frJgmem 
(a sheep/goat t0oth) came from ditch 975, the 
remainder from seven pies, 17, 1100, 4620, 4921, 
4928, 4951 and 4983. The densi1y or bones in these 
piis was generally low compared 10 those from 
WinnaJJ Down. The two largest samples produced 
more canle 1han sheep/goal frngmen1s (pit 17 - 79 
(ragmen1s; pit 4921 - 43 fragments). Overall, 
amongst 1he bones identified 10 the major food 
species, sheep/goat provided 42% or 1he 119 frag­
ments, cattle 38"/4, pig 7% and horse 13%. Th.is 
compares wirh figures of 52% sheep/goat, 19% can le, 
10% pig and 9% horse from Phase 4 pils at WinnaU 
Down. The pits at Easton Lane, 1herefore, con­
tained a higher propOrtion of large mammal frag­
men1s 1han the much larger samples from Winnall 
Down. Since bo1h samples seem 10 have been rela­
ti\·ely wclJ preserved, the differences in species 
representation cannot be explained by factors of 
differential preservation. Seventeen percent or the 
(ragmems from 1hese excavations were eroded} 
compared to 15% from 1he pirs a, Winnall Down. 
The discrepancy may simply be due 10 the fact that 
1he small sample rrom Easton Lane produced unre­
uable figures. It is also p0ssible, however, that a 
greater proportion of 1he large mammal carcasses 
may have been bu1ehercd away from the main focus 
of the settlement at that time, resulting in the better 
representation of ca11le and horse bones in the fills of 
the pits in this peripheral area. The 34 fragmenlS 
with C\'idence or goawlng may ind.ica.le that most of 
•his 1ru11erial was probably or secondary dep0sicion. 
E:i<ttptions to th.is may have been the complete horse 
felll<ira and tibia found in pit 17. Twenry-four per 
etnt of the bones were ivoried. 

Sieving produced 249 fragments with 15 frag­
rn<nts or sheep/goa1 and 1wo of cattle being the only 
major food species identified. These resuhs imply 
that sheep/goal bones were more likely 10 be over• 
looked during normal excavation, particularly thc1.r 
smaller bones such us the carpals, smalJ lec.t.h and 
PhaL1ngc-s (see table in microfiche). As usual, how­
ever, rnost of the identifiable bones from 1he samples 
belonged to small mammals and amphibians. There 
Wtre no large concentrarions or such species, bul Pll 
4983 produced 47 bones of such pitfall vic1ims. 

Phase 9. Late Iron Age / Early Romano-British 
Eleven features from Arca H produced 447 frag­
ments, aU bul three of 1bem from unsiev(d samplts. 
The ditch sections which produced animal bones 
5007, 5039, 5042, 5293, 5295, 5302 and 5623; 
belonged to the southern part of the series of enc.Jos .. 
ures investigated in the Winnall Down exca\'alions 
(Fasham 1985, 31- 7). All ,he material 1hcreforc is 
contemp0rary with 1he bones from Phases 5 and 6 of 
those excavations (Mahby 1985, 107-112). 
. A to1al or 387 fragments was rccovc.red from the 

ditches. The larges, sample was ob1aincd from wtch 
5293 (I 5 I fragments). The olhcr sections each pro­
duced less 1han 100 fragments. Only 57 [r.igmenis 
were recovered from Lhc pits dated to Lhi.s phasc

1 
5327, 5347, 5349 and 5361. Of these, 44 were from 
pi, 5347. 

The cattle assemblage included 14 ribs and vertc­
brnc of 1he same animal in di1ch 5295 and three 
articulating cervical \'Crtebrae in ditch ~293. ln 
addition, canle and other la_rge mammal fragments 
were well represented in most features. Ditch 5293 
produced 1he majority of sheep/goat fragmenlS (37) 
but they were nor we.II represented elsewhere. This 
may have been due to the slightly bener preservation 
of bones in lhai feamre. Overall, 61% of the bones 
were eroded whfoh compares closely with the Win• 
nail Down Phase 6 ditches, where 62% were eroded. 
OnJy two bones were ivoried and 26 were gnawed. 
The sample was 1berefore less \,.·eU preserved than 
the earlier Iron Age phases. Horse fragments again 
outnumbered those of pigs. Only three dog bones 
were identified. No goat or domestic fowl bones were 
recorded. 

Table 23 compares the percentages of frngmen(S of 
the major food species represemed al Eas1on Lane 
with those from 1he Phase 6 ditches a, Winnall 
Down (Maltby I 985, 109). In the much smaller 
sample from Easton Lane, canle fragments w~~c 4% 
higher and sheep/goo, 4% lower than at Wmnall 
Down. In both samples, however, caulc fragments 
oumumbercd those of sheep/goat. The sample from 
the pit's at Bas-ton Lane was 100 small to be of much 
value. 

Toblt 23. Rtlariw fJ<.t'u,uagts of ma}or food spuits or Cos1()tl 
Lt,m.• Plras.t 9 a,ul Wwnall DtnJtn Phase 6. 

Easton Lane Ditches 
Winn.all Down Dhc.hes 
Total Ditches 
Easton Lane Pits 
Wi.onall Down Pits 
Total Pi1s 
To1al Eas1on Lant 
Total 'X'innall Dowo" 
Combined Total 

Total 
Canle Horse Sheep/ Pig Frig· 

Goat menls 

47.0 12.4 33.5 7.0 185 
43.0 12.8 37.6 6.7 1,439 
43.4 12.7 37.1 6.7 1,624 

(57.6)(21.2)(18.2) (3.0) 33 
27.2 10.0 56.0 6.8 191 
31.7 11 .6 50.4 6.3 224 
48.6 13.8 31.Z 6.4 218 
41.2 11.3 41.2 6.4 2,0.18 
41.9 JJ.5 40.2 6.4 2,2:J6 

,.. also includes bOlles from .SCOOJ)$. hollows and quarries. 
Totals excJude articubnnt bones. 
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The decrease in the proport.ion of sh~-eplgoat 
fragment1' in Phase 9 may be misleading ~in~ ~: 
poorer preservation of bonl'S may have biase ~ 
sample in favour or cattle. Twcnry-Lhrcc bones 
(34%) of the sheep/goat sample consisted of loose 
teeth and the sample was more heavily bias~ 
Lowards smrdy fragments such as these, the mandi­
ble and tibia. 

Animal bones from Medieval contexts 

Phase 10. Late Saxon and Medieval 
Normal excavation methods produc~d . J ,532 frag­
ments from rhese deposils. The ma,onty of these 
belonged 10 skeletons of various species in sc."cral of 
the pi1s (Table 24). The largest accumulauon was 
found in pit 5265, which produced 605 bones from 
eight largely complete sheep skeletons, mosrJy of 
adult ewes bUI there ,.,·as also a partial skeleton or an 
immature ~aJc, ln addition, at least Cour foe1al or 
newborn lambs were represented by 32 bones. 
Although it was not possible to separate all the bo~es 
of the skeletons, it is clear tha1 these were buried 
together without skinning or butchery. 

Table Z4. Sp,tt;a rtpresenred in Mtdieual contats(unsiet>td). 

Species 5265 537 600 634 654 5103Other To1al 

Cattle 
Sheep/Goat 
Pig 
Hor,c 
Dog 

Urud Larg, 
Mammal 

Sheep-sized 
Mammal 

Unid Mammal 
Unid Bird 

Frog 
Fish 
Domestic fowl 
Corvid spccies 

TOTAL 

Shecp 

- 1s1• 3 20 2 -
643' - 35 98 39• 71 • 

I S 2 -
- 74~ 10~ l -

I 2 -

- 12 37 :; -
- - 21 91 38 -

5 17 4 -- - -
- - - I -- - -
- - - 7• -
- - - 17· -

644 151 ISI 279 118 71 

637• - 2 4 9· 11--

• includes articul-atcd bones. 

9 
38 
s 
I 

27 

30 
6 
I 

118 

3 

185 
924 

13 
86 
3 

81 

180 
33 

I 

I 
I 
7 

17 

1,532 

726 

The reason for their burial remains something of a 
m)'stery. Probably ,hese were animals that died of 
naluraJ causes, either through disease or during 
severe weather conditions. No evidence of disease 
was found on the bones apart from the usual dental 
pa,hology associated with older sheep. The presence 
of the foetal or newborn lambs suggests that the 
disaster occurred during the winter or early spring. 
The age and sex or the animals suggests that this was 
pan of a flock composed mainly of breeding ewes. 

Measurements were taken where possible and these 
revealed that the skeletons belonged 10 small sheq, 
of a restricted size range. Estimates of Withers 
heights (see table in microfiche) showed that the 
lengths of the metapodia consistently gave higher 
estimaies than those from the upper limb bones 
when TeichC!t'S (1975) conversion factors wen, 
applied. The results suggested that the sheep may 
have had withers heights of between 50-55cm. 
These si:ees and other measurements are typical of 
Medieval sheep in the area. They were generally 
slightly smaller 1han the sheep represented in the 
Iron Age and Romaoo•8ritish levels at EaS1on Lane 
and Winnall Down. The immature skeleton did, 
however, belong 10 a larger male animal. 

Pit 5103 produced 71 bones of a much larger 
sheep. This gave estimated withers beightS ol 
6 l-65cm. Four bones from 1he forelimb of a lamb 
were recovered from pit 654. See microfiche for the 
list of articulated bones recovered from these skel• 
erons. 

Pit 537 produced 151 bones of a cattle burial, 
probably of an adult steer (see table in microfiche). 
Three of the cervical aod cwo of lhc thoracic \'Crte• 
brae bad pathological deformations of their articular 
surfaces. Pit 600 contained 74 bones of a horse, 
mostly consisting of vertebrae and ribs and display• 
ing se,·cre pathology of several thoracic and lumbar 
venebrac. Several vertebrae had developed cx0<1oses 
and had fused together. Although this condition. is 
commonly found oo thoracic vertebrae of older wdd 
and domestic horses, rhe presence of such pathology 
on the lumbar vertebrae was more probably caused 
by being ridden. Pit 634 included eight bones from 
the ribs and vcnebral column of another adult horse. 
Pit 654 produced 1hree partial bird skeletons. Layer 
3378 coniaincd at least 17 bones of two young buds 
of the crow family (Corvidae) and layer 694 con• 
tained seven bones of a young domestic fowl. 

The fact that the Medieval assemblages were 
dominated by bones of burials is indicati"c o( 1he 
practice of burying only those carcasses not desuned 
for consumption. To leave lhese lO rot may h.a,•t 
been considered a health ha1.ard or could have 
attracted scavengers. \'<'aste from carcass processing 
and cooking may have been less of a problem 
and the bones associated with these processes ma)' 
have been left on the surface to rot or have been 
scanered on the fields. At an_y rate, disarriculat~d 
bones from MedievaJ contexts were not found m 
grea, numbers. 

Sieving produced little new information from t~ 
Medieval deposits, apart from rhe rccovc')'. ~ 
several fish bones in pit 654. These were examin 
by Jennie Coy. Some of the bones appear 10 h•~ 
been chewed and the material may have come from 
cess deposit. Common eel (Anguilla anguil/a) was 

d (WO represented by at least four vertebrae, an. ri-
vcnebrae of herring (Cl11pe11 Jrarengus) wert idea 
fied. Bones of freshwater species included .6: 
inferior pharyngeals of small dace or chub (l,i,pttst 
,p) and a premaxillary, possibly of a perch (</ "" 
ftutJiatilis). 
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Discussion 
1"hc Easton Lane animal bone assemblage was quhe 
small, bul its study provides an opportunity to 
reassess 1he conclusions obrainc-d from the Winnall 
.l)own excavations in the ljghl of this evidence and 
data from other n.-ccnl excavatious in the area. 

Species Representation 
The samples from 1hc Neolith.ic and Bronze Age 
dcpOSits were too small to derive many conclusions. 
Tentath·cJy, we can suggest that pigS were exploited 
rclathicly more frequently in these periods thao in 
the Iron Age. This rends to support the evidence 
obtained from the land mollusca, wbich indicate that 
there was more woodJand in the area during the 
Neolithic and Early Bronze Age. This was clea.red 10 
produce open, dry grassland by the Middle Brol\1,e 
Age, by wh.ich Lime the proportion of pig bones in 
the assemblage had decreased. No red deer bones 
.-ere iden1ified in deposits later 1han Middle Bronze 
Age date. However, since aU but two of their 
fragmenlS consisted of aniler, they may have been 
rarely explo.ited for meat even jn the earlier periods . 
It is, of course, possible that the carcasses of hunted 
animals were butchered ar the kiU site and their 
bones not brought 10 this site. There is no firm 
<videncc that horses were exploited until the Middle 
Bronze Age. One aurocbs bone was found in a Late 
Neolithic context. 

The analysis of rhe Iron Age and Romano-British 
samples ar \Vinnall Down demonstrated that 
cha.nges in species representation were often 
determined by conrext variabilicy. Generally, 
although ~he1:p and cattle wen: the dominant s])Cl:ies 
exploited, their relative importance was difficult to 
gauge because of thest variations. The Easton Lane 
samples produced further evidence of such contex­
tual \•ariability. 

Gi\'en the differential preservation of sheep/goat 
and cattle bones, a better reflection of lheir compara­
til'c abundance may be obtained by comparison of 
only those bones which survive well in both species. 
The analysis of the Owslebury samples (Maltby nd I) 
mdicaied that comparisons of the number of tibia 
f!3iffic.nts may provide a better guide to their rcla­
uvc abundance lhan counts of all their idenllfied 
fragments. Tibia fragments are usually abundam in 
shc,p/goat samples. Although articular surfaces are 
often destroyed by scavengers, their shaft fragmen1s 
arc quire dense and survive reasonablv well. 

Table 25 shows the number of cattle and sheep/ 
goat tibia fragments recorded in ,he Iron Age and 
Romano-British deposirs at Easton Lane and Win• 
1t1ll Down. Sheep/goal usually provided 66-71% of 
the total frngmems, although ,here were s1ill notable 
contex,uaJ variations between the Earlv Iron Age 
pits and other con1cmporary features ·a, Wionall 
Down. The small sample from the Phase 9 deposits 
from Easton Lane contained a high percentage o( 
shcep/goa,, but this had rclativclv linle effect on 1he 
O\'crall total when it was added cO the conrempomry 
Phase 6 assemblage from Winnall Down. The results 
show lha1 at least 1wicc as many sb<.~p as canle were 

Tab/4! 25. Cotti~ attd shuplgo,.u 11bia fragrnm.tr in lrt.m Agt 
and Romam>-Brituh dtposiis ar EaJ.ron la11t und Winnafl 
Down. 

Silt C2ule Sheep/ 
Goo, 

%Sheep/ 
Gao, 

Winnall Down Phak 3 Pits 9 31 78 
Olher 26 3S S7 
Total 35 67 66 

£.ston Lane Prui,e 6 I 
Eas1on Lane Prui,e 6-7 3 

Easton Lane Pbasc 7 4 7 
Eas,oo Lan<e Phase 7-8 8 27 71 
EaSton Lane Phase 8 3 3 
Winrulll Down Ph>sc 4 SS ll2 66 

Winnall Down Phase 6 38 80 68 
Eas:1on Lane Phase 9 2 14 
To1al La,e Iron Age/ RB 40 94 70 

Totals exclude bones: from articulated groups and sic\'ed 
samples. 

represen1cd in the deposits throughout these phases. 
This figure reflects lhe number of carcasses, not the 
relative number of live animals kept. The figures are 
still subject to some bias resulting from differential 
preservation, fragmentation and disposal strategics. 
They may, however, indicate little change in the 
relative abundance of these species during these 
phases. 

By 1be Iron Age, pigs appear 10 have fonned a 
relatively insignificant part of the diet o( the inhab­
itants of these settlements. Table 26 compares the 
number of sheep/goat and pig fragmen,s only from 
Easroo Lane and \Vinnall Down. In general the 
Easton Lane samples produced relatively fewer pig 
fragmcots ,han the Winnall Down excavations and 

Table 26. Shuplgoa1 and pig fragmcnu i,1 Jro,1 Age and 
Roma111.>-Bri1ith deposits at lias1q,1 Lane and Winn.all Dtrd/.,i, 

Site Sheep/ Pig 3/,Pjg 
Go,i 

Winnall Down Phase 3 Pits 314 61 16 
Ditch l05 31 23 
Other 170 31 IS 
1"otaJ 589 123 17 

Easton Lane Phase 6 1 
Easton Lane Phase 6-7 12 5 

Eas1on Lane Phase 7 47 3 (6) 

Eas1on Lane Phase 7-8 14) 19 II 

Easton Lane Phase 8 50 8 (14) 
Winoall Down Pha~ 4 13-07 2S9 17 

Win..U Down Ph>sc 6 831 129 13 

Caston L.:ane Phase 9 68 14 17 

Total Late Iron Agel RB 899 143 14 

Totals exclude- bones from anicuhued tt'(IUJ>S ind sie\·ed 
samples. 
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gencrallly ,hey fonned less than 20% of the asscm• 
blagc. These were lower figures than 1hose obtained 
from contemporary dcpesi1s from the 1'\iehelde\'er 
Wood Banjo enclosure (Coy nd) and from Owsle• 
bury (Maltby nd I). The low percentage of pig in the 
ea.rly Romano-British period is very intcrestiog in 
the light of results obtained from the town of 
Winchester. The relati\'cly small early Romano­
British sample (rom excavations on the Staple Gar­
dens site produced a figure of 42% pig fragments 
when identical calcula1ions were made (Mallby nd 
2). The results from this and other si1es in Winches• 
tcr suggest that pork may have been a more impor· 
tant element in the dfot there than al Win.nall Down, 
where the meat diet may have conrinucd along the 
~nes esiablished during the Iron Age. 

Horse was well represe.med at Easton Lane and 
Winnall Down, compared to other Iron Age sites in 
the area. Horse fragments outnumbered those of pig 
in many of the Iron Age con1cxts. Comparing the 
number of caule and horse fragments only (Table 
27), hone contributed at least 17% of the fragments 
in the various phases at the two sites. They were 
particularly well represen1ed in the Easton Lane Iron 

Table 27. Coll/t and ltoru.. fragments in Iron Age and 
Rom,mo-Bn"rislt d.eposiu at Eas1011 la,u and W1'nnafl Down. 

She Cude Horse %Horse 

Winnall Down Phase 3 Total 699 165 19 
E .. ,on Lane Phase 6 8 3 
Easron Lllne Phase fr.7 7 9 
Easton Lane Phase 7 44 26 (37) 
Easton Lane Phase 7-8 62 13 (17) 
Easton lane Phase 8 4S 16 (26) 
WinnaU Down Phase 4 838 244 23 
Winnall Down Phase 6 831 227 21 
f.aston Lane Phase 9 120 30 20 
Total Lat< Iron Agel RB 9SI 2S7 21 

Totals cxdude bones from articulated groups and sie\·td 
samples. 

Age depesits. Similar calculations from Owslebury 
produced figures usually of 10--20% horse in bo1h the 
lron Age and Romano-British deposits (Mahby 
ndl). Consequently, the exploitation of horse may 
have ~n m~rc important for the inhabitants associ• 
ated wnh this setdc":cnt c~mplcx. Again, there is a 
mar~cd contrast wuh th1S percentage of horse 
obta_mcd from the Late Iron Age and Romano-
8nush dcpesus a, Easton Lane (20--21%) with the 
urban assemblages from Winchester where zno's1 
samples produced less than 10% horse ;nd this figure 
often fell below S%. The greater imponance of cattle 
as a producer of meat probably accounts for this 
discrepMcy. .The demands for l><.-.,f from the 
p<>pul3tJ?n at \'lmchestcr acted as a stimulus for the 
''!"portauon of more caule to the town. The inha. 
bttants o~ the Roman town ~Y also hove had a 
preference for beef, whereas the mhabitants <>f esusb-

lished rural sculemcnts tikc Winnall Down and 
Owslebury rnay have continued 10 exploit horses for 
,heir meal as well as for their transport qualities 

The excavations at Easton Lane lent suppon. lo 
the suggestion that domestic fowl were not .kcpl 
during the Iron Age 01 . this sc1t!emem comp!,., 
Indeed, the only domesuc fowl bones encoumer«i 
were of Medieval date. Although most of the shc,p1 
goat bones that could be 1denulicd to a particular 
species belonged to sh<-cp, the partial skeleton or a 
goat was reco,•ercd from an Early/Middle Iron Age 
pos1-holc. (',oat bones were also found in small 
numbers at Winnall Down in Iron Age contexts and 
rather more frequently in some Middle Iron Age 
features at Owslebury (Mallby nd I). Although 1here 
was abundant evidence of their scavenging, dogs 
were poorly represented in the Easton Lane deJ)OS, 
its. The sieviog programme did provide evidence 
that 6sh were occasionally exploitc-d during the Iron 
Age. 

Unfortunately, 1he small samples from Easton 
Lane produced comparatively linle ageing evidence 
10 add 10 the results from Winnall Down. Only eight 
cattle mandibles bore tooth eruption evidence. Both 
specimens from Phase 8 had fully erupted tooth'°""' 
and belonged to animals probably over five years old. 
The two mandibles from Phases 7-8 belonged to 
younger cattle. 1n one case the second molar llad DOI 
erupted; in the other Lhe founh permanent premolar 
was DOI in wear. Two of the Phase 9 mandibles had 
fully erupted toothrows while two 01hers belonged to 
unmature cau..lc. The evidence from WinnaJI Down 
sugges1ed that the usual practice was to keep canle 
until maturity and these results do not significantly 
al(er that impression. 

Nineteen sheep/goal mandibles from Iron Age and 
Romano-British deposils provided 100th eruption 
data. Most of the specimens from Phases 7-8 and 8 
either had fuUy erupted toothrows, three cascsi or 
belonged to lambs which only had the deciduous 
premolars and firs1 mola.r in wear, six examples. 
There ,vas also one mandible of a foetal or newborn 
lamb. This pattern fits tJ,e one observed in the Phase 
4 deposits a1 Winnall Down, where most of the 
sheep mandibles from the pits belonged ci1her to 
animals under a year old or to relatively old animals 
(Mahby l98S, 106). The lack of mandible$ 
belonging 10 sheep killed at the prime age for meat 
Production is a feature of mos I of the Iron Age 
~mpl~ examined from Hampshire chalkland si1cs, 
mcludmg Dane bury (Grant J 984). Meal produciion 
a~y have been more important at Owslcbury and 
Micheldcver Wood, where mandibles of sheep culled 
at this age were found rather more frequtndy 
(Maltby ndl). Three of t11e six mandibles from !he 
Phase. 9 deposits were at that stage of de,,elopmcnt 
(M2 m wear, M3 not in wear); the others had 
completed their tooth eruptfon sequence. 

Three pig mandibles of Iron Age date bore too<h 
eruption daia. Two (one from Phase 7-8, one from 
Phase 8) had the third molar in early weur and wttc 
probably over two years of age. AJI four ageable 
Specimens from Phase 9 belonged 10 younger 
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animals, None of 1hem possessed fully erupted 
s,eond molars and one 01\ly had the deciduous 
premolars in wear. This would have belonged lo a 

ig under six months old. 
P Apart from the Medieval sheep skeletons already 
discussed, metrical data from Easton La.nc was 
limited by lhe fragmentary nature of much of lhe 
m31erial. All the measurements from the Iron Age 
phases fell within the ranges of those obtained from 
Winnall Down, confirming that all the domestic 
'10Ck were of comparatively small types. There was 
00 C\1idcnce for lhe presence or much larger st0t:k 
prior 10 ,he Romano-British period. Even then moss 
of the measurements were no larger than lhosc 
obtained from Iron Age contexts. 

Analysis of butchery data com.inued 10 demon­
strate that most of the carcass processing in the Iron 
Age was performed wilh implements which pro­
duced fine knife cuts on the bones. These included 
the ulna of a dog in pit 17, which had cuts made 
during disarticulation of the elbow joint. Several 
horse bones also bore cutmarks confirming that their 
carcasses were often butchered for meat. A canle 
scapula from a Phase 9, Late Iron Age/Early Roman, 
context had had its lateral spine chopped off during 
removal of the flesh. Such distinctive butche.ry was 
also encountered at Owslebury, mainly in deposits of 
Romano-British date (Maltby ndl). However, the 
butchery techniques at both these sites were in 
marked contrast to those introduced to Winchester 
at this time. There, c.auJe car<:asses in particular 
we:re subjected to much more intensive butchery, 
usually employing cleavers. This resulted in qw1e 
differeni patterns of butchery marks and fri!gmen­
tation. This is yet another example of how the fauna! 
remains from Romano-British urban and rural 
s,ulemeots display significant differences from each 
Other, It is only by the comparison of samples on a 
regional basis that such variability can be monitored 
and a beucr understanding of animal exploitation 
achieved. 

The Carbonised Plant Remains, by W J 
Carruthers 

Soil samples of 8-10 litres were subjected to on-site 
manual flotatioo with the flats being collected in a 
sieve of mesh 250 microns. The re:su1ts are summar• 
ised in Table 28. Ao appendix in microfiche contains 
the list of samples examined for plant reroains. 

Identification 

Many of the Rots contained fibrous roots and modern 
seeds, and the small amount of carbonised grain 
recovered from these Bots was ofren badly eroded. It 
is possible lhat some of these samples may ha1•c been 
comaminated with modem carbonised seeds but oo 
anachroniSlic ta.~a were recorded. 
Wheat 
Almos, all of the identifaible glume bases recovered 
were Spelt (1'ritu;11m spelta L). Only one glumc base 

could be de6nitely identified as belonging 10 emmcr 
(Tri,icum ditoce11m Sehiibl) oo the basis of the 
presence of both primary and secondary veins and 
~~ ab$en~e of distinct intermediate veins. However, 
it JS possible that some of the indcte.nninau: glume 
bases were emmer, since in many cases, insufficient 
amounts we.re preserved to be able to distinguish 
between cmmcr and the rather similar glume bases 
of lhc terminal spikelets of spell. Measurements of 
the glumc ba$C widths (Fig 107) showed that as 
many as 14% fall below she width range obtained by 
Helbaek (1953) for spelt from Fifield Bavant. A 
small percentage of thcs, may be emmer gJume 
bases, but lherc are also likely to be seve.ral terminal 
spikelets of spell amongst lhem which could not be 
identified as such due 10 the state of prcsc(Vation. 

The few caryopses of wheat tec:overcd can only te:nta• 
ti,•ely be identified to species level, as grain morphology 
alone is not a sufficient basis for identification. 

20 

'1.TOTAL N•239 

10 
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Values Jt\'ta by Hdbadt C 195l) 

Fig 107. Easton Lane. Glume base widths. 

Barley . 
Most of lhe caryopscs were identifiable as hulled 
barley, since in many cases adhc!mg fragments of 
lemma were visible and Lhc. grams were an~~ar. 
Where twisted grains or rachtS were prc.-scnt tt was 
possible 10 be certain that six-rowed hulkd barley 
(Hordeum .,u/gar, L emend) was ":presented. The 
single bevelled lemma base and fairly long . rach,s 
internodes art charaeteristic of th-e lax vaner)' of 
barley, but neither of these characters are compl~t~ly 
reliable and Jones (1978) suggests that the d1v1s,on 
into gcncticaU)' distinct lax and dense eared forms 
may not yet have occurred by the Iron Age. 

Oats ~ f th 
The absence of any 03t lcmin:.1 v.ise_s ~m e 
samples makes ii impossible to det~rmme wl~cthcr 
the few o:.iti recovered were of a wild or culuvatcd 
species. 
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Tobie 2$, conti11ued. Planl remains from Easum Lane. 

FJ:;\'rURES 
Pi, 

5456 
Pour 
pilS 

Tm, Eight Thrc< 
gr.wa pbs pi1s 

Pii Pit Seven Total 
4928 4983 pi!$ 27 

A.1tlM"'is totulo L (stinking DAd, h 
mayw,oo) 

cmywnilinnum (ox....cyc G 
""'""'hemwn L daisy) 
E/t«/san"s $Ubg PaJusttes(spikc rush) M 
Corn sp (s«lge) MG 

TOTAL 2 

HABITAT TYPES: 
A • a.riblc 
H = h<3dt 
W = woodland 

D = cuJtivated/disturbcd land 
M • marsh, Jxmd margins ~tc. 
a = prdctt.n-ce (or acidic -soils 

Discussion 
Of the 72 samples examined only 44 produced 
mboniscd plant remains, and of these, only the 
samples from two Mjddle Iron Age pits contained 
enoU&h ma1erial 10 merit a dc1ailed discussion. Plan! 
rtmains from the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age 
and Bronze Age periods are grouped into these broad 
divisions, as litde environmental information could 
be extr.1cted from the small number of samples 
examined. 

Phases 2 and 3. Neolithic and Bronze Age 
The La1c Neolithic/Early Bronze Age pits in Area 
Mc we.re notable only in the unjformity of the plant 
remains reco\fered. Almost all of the samples exam• 
ined contained a number of small fragment.S of 
carbonised hazel nu1 shell and a few eroded cereals. 
The total number of nuts represented is probably 
only about 20, but the ubiquitous nature of the 
fragrnems sugges1s their probable use as a food 
source. 

S.mples from the Bronze Age pi1s, post-holes and 
graves produced a few poorly preserved cereals with 
hulloo six-row barley being the only recognisable 
species. A few rommon weeds of arable and dis­
turbed land were also present. 

Phase 8. Middle lroo Age 
The wider r:1.nge of carbonised plant remains rccov• 
,.ftd f!"m two Middle lron Age pits was of more 
"'i lue tn providing econorok information, panicu• 
arly as a comparison could be made with ma.terial 
from rhe previosly excavated site at \Vinnnll Down 
(Monk and Fasham 1980, Fasham 1985) . The pits lie 
10 the nonhwest of the site excavated in 197617 and 
maf be associated with its Phase 4, Middle Iron Age, 
P<nod of occupation. 
W Tbe_a~mblages from 1he [WO beeruve-shapcd pilS 
ere s1m1lar lo each or.her in character although pit ::~! contained greater quantities of ma'teria1 than pit 

• ln both pits mos1 of the plan! remains were 

295 10 

G • grassland 
S = $Crub/hedgc-rows 
d = damp soils 

15 

7 

4 
12 

7U. 104 

h • heavy soils 

0 

recov~red from the primary pit fil ls. They consisted 
prmc,pally of the chaff components of speh and 
barlc~, and seeds of a varie1y of weed species. 
R~lauvcly few ce~al grains were recovered, the ral:io 
be~g 1 :6.85 gram to chaff fragments a.nd I: 1.87 
gram 10.weed seeds for the primary pi1 fill of 4928. 
These high ratios suggest that the assemblage repre­
sents prtmary crop-processing debris. 

Similar assemblages were recovered by Monk 
(1985) from Middle Iron Age pits at the adjacent 
Winnall Down site, although in some pits the grain 
to weed seed taLios indicated the presence of stored 
grains as opposed 10 crop processing debris. Fun!1er 
evid~nce for the use of pits for grain storage was 
provided by Jones (1984) as the result of a det.ailed 
examination of a carbonised deposit from Danebur)'. 
The extent of caryopsis germination ar different 
levels in 1he deposii followed the proposed pauern 
given by Reynolds {1967, 1974) for cereals store'() in 
pits. ii is possible that pits found 10 contain debris 
had also previously functioned as grain storage pils., 
but that they had not b<.-cn subjected to sterilisation 
by fire (as described by Reynolds 1974) prior 10 
being used for 1he disposal of rubbish. Thus, any 
uncarboniscd grain remaining at the base of the pit 
would have left no arcbaeologic:ol record. 

The concentration of crop processing debris in the 
primary fills of pits of ,his type and this period 
suggests that the presence of this material is not 
merely due ,o lhc casual deposition or domestic 
refuse. It migh1 be explained by the quote from 
Pliny given by Monk (1985) conccming the storage 
of grain in pits; 'and before all things care is taken to 
make them in dry soils and then to floor them with 
cbafr. Pcrhapo, as Monk (1985) suggestS, these 
remains 3re the rcsuh of burning such a pit lining. 
Further ethnographic and historical evidence from 
Europe and beyond shows that straw was ofre.n usc..-d 
10 line and sc~I grain s1oroge pi1S (Fenton 1983). 

From Hillman's (1981 ) model, based on elhnogra­
phic parallels, the carbonised assemblages in the two 
pits most resemble burnt waste from stage l2 o( the 
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processing, that is, from lhe. lhi~d sicv.iog usin~ a 
mesh size similar to that of L.he gr:un., which removes 
small weed seeds and heavy chaff fragments such as 
glumc bases and rachis segmems. This was,e "':o~Jd 
seem ,o have been less suitable than srraw for limng 
pits but perhaps the straw was vaJued for other uses, 
such as for thatching, bedding or fodder. 

The Weed Flora 
Most of the weed species repre..,nted arc typical 
weeds of arable or disturbed land. Pie 4928 also 
contained a number of seeds of gra5""s, grassland 
weeds, the marshlaod plant spike rush (Ele0<haris 
subg PaluSU'es) and sedges (Carex. sp), ~any of 
which colonise marshy ground. Th,s may 1nd1ca1e 
the use of wener land bordering the River ltche.n 
some 800m away for grazing or hay making. Wasce 
bedding or animal dung may ha,•e been burnt and 
deposited as refuse in the pit. Altcrnauvcly, the 
seeds may have OOen harvested with the crop from 
damp 6eld margins. The arable weed, stinking may• 
weed (Anthemi, cotula L), prefer, heavier, damp soils 
(Kay 1971) and on lighter soils it is usually replaced 
by scentless maywced (Tripleurospennum maritimum 
ssp inodorum). Examination of the weed flora of the 
Winnall Down pits, and Easton Lane pit 4928 
showed chat, in pits where there was a predominance 
of barley, of the cwo species it was almost always 
scemless mayweed that was presenc, whereas pre-­
dominantly wheat pits usually contained srink.ing 
mayweed. This apparent relationship may be due to 
the fact that barley is better suited to growing on a 
free-draining calcareous soil like that on which the 
site is located, whilst wheat grows better on heavier 
soils and may have been cultivated on the heavfor 
alluvial soils in the river valley. Pit 4928 contained 
predominancly wheat chaff and, of the two species, 
only stinking maywccd was present. 

Other differences in the weed floras of wheat­
dominated and barlcy"ominated pits can be seen. 
Chess (Bromus sect Bromus) is said to be a common 
Wt.-cd of speh and was found to occur in much greater 
numbel'S in pits comainjng predominantly wheat. 
However, it would also appear 10 have been a weed 
of barley on this site, as Monk (1985) recovered a 
number of chess caryopses from an otherwise rela­
tively clean deposit of barley. Cleavers (Galium 
aparine L) was also particularly abundant in wheat­
dominated pits, as it was in pi1 4928, and Lhis is 
probably due t.O its association with winter-sown 
crops. 

Othet weed species of note arc lamb's fenuce 
(Valerionel/a det11a1a L Poll) and all-se.:d (Chenopo­
dium cf poi,spennum L) . Jones (1978) noted that 
tQgethet with stinking mayweed, their occurrence i~ 
lron Age .samples at Abingdon was interesting since 
Godwin ( 1975) lud considered them to be pr~babk 
Roman introductions. All th.rce species occurred in 
pit 4928, and lamb's lernicc and stinking mayweed 
were recovered from the WinnaU Down samples. 

A fragment of carbonised bracken (Pteridium 
aquili11um L Kuhn) frond was recovered from pil 

4928. Brack~n is characteriscically a plant of light, 
acid soils which frequently colon,ses areas of recently 
cleared woodland. The local calcareous soils may no, 
have provided favourable conditions for growth but 
it is currently fouod on nearby areas of clay~wi1h .. 
Hints and may have been collected for use as 
bedding. 

The presence of grass culm hases aod roots may t,, 
due to the pulling up of grasses for fodder and 
bedding, the weeding of crops, or uprooting along 
with 1he crop du.ring harvesting. 

One notable difference between the weed 0oras of 
the two sites is the small number of leguminous 
seeds in these pits when compared with the large 
numbers recovered from some of the Winnall Down 
pits. ln addition, no cullivated legumes were found 
in the two pits. 

Tile precise relationship of the 1wo Middle Iron 
Age pits with the Win.nail Down settlement is 
uncertain, but similarities in the carbonised plant 
assemblages are apparent. Although the majority of 
the pits examined by Monk (1985) showed a 
predominance of barley over wheat, the situation 
was said to be reversed in the area of the Middle Iron 
Age circular buildings to the west of the site. The 
two pits examined here were positioned to the 
northwest of the circular buildings and showed a 
predominance of wheat over barley. Whether th< 
relationship between wheat-dominated and barley• 
dominated pits represents spatial or temporal 
differences in the site is uncertain. 

The assemblages are generaUy typical of the 
period. By the Mjddle ll'Qn l\ge, !he Cl!llivalion of 
spelt predominated and cmmer was only of second­
ary importance in Wessex (Green 1981). The domi­
nance of wheat over barley may have wried mor(: 
from site to site, being more closely reJated to soil 
suitabiliry and specialisation of use. It is uncertain 
whether the few oat caryopses recovered from thcs< 
pits and the pits examined by Monk (198S) reprcsen1 
a minor crop or weed contamination. 

Land Snails, by M J Allen 

Samples were analysed for mollusca from ditch and 
pit sections which have alJowed an almost complete 
site environment ro be reconstructed. This data, 
when reviewed with Mason's (1982, 1985) mollusc 
work ac both Winn.all Down and Easton Down and 
Waton's (1982) palynologlcal evidence from Winnall 
Moor provide a basis for evaluating the landscape 
history or the Easton Lane site and its environs. 
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lb< . ..i brinf ,ooked and 
... ~ (fl,O,) ,,id w. 
P low lmtn and 0.51 :.:s ~titicd and qua 

1.1t'~, Thtrc 
~ (lkU.bitd as • piercer 
~ ,oMJtOditUK ,fo~ the C 

~ Jtdifllettl d(S('npl:IOM I 
qiocnKdb'f lhcllUlhor~t~U 
~ (197◄), ,pp<ndix "' 
- o( di,ch ,..i;.,,n t (prin 
..ii,.tlJ1Evsns(1972, 3ll­

Tht mutes of mollusc al\: 
~y., bls,ogram, a("' 

d:dl caeb species is pie 
:.,..iu,1s c,dudmg m, bur 
~ , $pcrics C«ilici<: 
~ over and abo\•e the 
~ tnentioocJ above WCI 

s....,-1>«w«n5.6rnm 
t.5aa Tixsc dau provide 
llfl':tihtring JOd chc rate of sec 
f\Wlion af the soitabi1ity a 
.... 
The Mollusca 
Amc 2. Late Neolithic, 
'fkplt, wilich was in ex 
dwntttr,containcd at it: 
•bxh was overlain by 
pinwy fill above whicl 
Tht tertiary deposits se, 
brand were probably 

~lol!usca from pits a 1 

~vironmental re, 
my include faunas wh 
lliao-habilllt or which h: 
lliro"8fi which lhe pit 
Sbactky 1976). These 
qllltc unmixed and molh 
wi!liin ,.eh context. 

The ba3.I deposit refte, 
...i contained high mo 
~lo~iog =mblage 
<Ainit lridtntatum, assocu 
of lhc Pfcdatorv ., • • 'd ~ • £.<IDJ[l 

1,,.~pestraf Species Ac. 
••4 also occurred 

lltatbtrs. The high me 
::her.or ta<a Present 
<tll'i,o "PISode of Stability 
l!!ctti llnlent cs P<lrtia!Jv 
111d ;bge, Cal)~hiw, 1',;, 
~ • Predatory Zoniti 

t the Presence of 
~-. Funh~nnorc, 
<lllntni,o l • •Ptc•cs of olc 
•bt:. m ~ Neolithic an 
"""1t (~ hUlllan interf 
7,;,.1,, /rj •rncy 1968). -rt 
dot, oc 'P•da which alt 
lltr,; cur in SUeh in tllc 
"'"' •gton Walls (E I .,... occu . •ans I 

I'$ ID Open WO()d 
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1c1cristicall 
uly coloni~s !:•1f •f ligb,, 
local calcareous SOib "<tou, 
,le conditions for ~IIOI 
,n nearby are;,s or cl !'<II 
been collected 1 'Y·'11b. 

or Ill< -
, culm bases and roou 
? or grasses for f~t. 
of crops, or uprooting .~ 
1arvcstmg. ~ 

.ce between the weed llcra, 
mall number of ~ 
,en compared with th, lar 
m ,;ome or the Winnall o.i:: 
uluva1ed legumts wor. f.,.od 

.ship or the rwo Middlt 1~ 
~i_nna!I Down sc1~cmc01 is 
1ues m ,be carbonised p1am 
!!It. Although the roaioriiv II' 
>y Monk (1985) sho.-id , 
ey over wheat, lhe sit1.1a1>JQ 
in the area of the Middk ~ 

I 10 the WCSl of the silt. Th, 
,ere were positioned lO 11>< 

ular buildings and showed 1 

31 over barley. Wbctbcr lit 
wbca1-domina1cd and baztoi­
:esents spatial or 1cmpool 
is uncertain. 
ire generally typical of Ii>< 
c Iron Age, the cultivatioo ol 
,d emmer was only of sccood· 
ssex (Green 1981). Thcdm 
barley mav have ,-ancd nm 
1g more closely related lO ll>il 
lisation or use. h is •­
aryopses recovered from d>ac 
ined by Monk (1985) r,pmcot 
contamination. 

l J Allen 

I for mollusca from cliic~a! 
·e allowed an almOSI ~ 
be reconstructed- TM "' 
\iason's (1982, 1985) n,Oil: 
Down and Easton 0o;i,inll 

,logical evidence fJOJl1 ~ 
1 for evaluatin~ the ~­
Lane site and us en• 

Phas,s Fc>""' l1l" 
,tes ---------=-- ~ 
144 2 Pit 
3-119 \ o,id> 
;26 4-, p;,<b 
73 4-7 ~ 
SI0 : Di~ 

~ 

l.ANDSNAllS 
135 

.11...i,o,l<>lo<Y 

n,e aictbods o( mollusc ao:tl}'$is-cmplo)'td foll<>w«I Evans (1972 
~;); S()l) t:,dng ~ktd and ditaggrc~tcd in water ond hydro-• 
,en pcroxidt (H1O1) and ~bed 1.hrough a oest of sic,~ ur 
Hmm 1mm. Imm and 0.5mm o)(Sh apr.rlu~. Mollusca '-''tre 
c~~' idcnli6cd al)(.! quaotitkd u~i.ng -a :d0 to x30 ~lCrtO­
bin«ubr oiicro$OOl)C, The rC$iduc:s were then ¥.'cigh«I aDd the 
fr,,:tilWI calc.uJ:ucd as a percentage of the lDitial .sample wcight. 

Tbt OOfflCDCb tt1re for lht mollusca foUows Waktco (1976) and 
tb< scdimcot dC$Criplions provid1.-d by lhe c-.xeavator were 
, ug111cn1ed b)' the au1hor'.s q_ullnt!t111ti\'c dtkriptiOl_ls which follow 
1-1-0dp)a (197-1), appendix m nucroficbc. The tnpartite clauifi~ 
cuion or ditch ~ Jimt,01 (primary, secondary and tcniary) l$ 1ha1 
"211in<d by £,-.ns (1972, ll1- J28) and Limbr<y (1975, 290-300). 
~ rt$lllts or molJUS( 1n;1)y$CS are $bown in Ttble 30 and 

anpllital.l)" as histog".2m~ o( rebth·c u buncbncc ( Figs 1 Otl anc,1109) 
81 which each spectes 1s ploucd as a pcrcen1.a3c of the 1otal 
mdh·idw.ls, e,:dudiog the burrowing, and thus P',ilaeoecologkall)' 
snsig11ific2n1, siiec.ks Cr.<.i/ioida dtitula, which is rcwrdcd ai a 
pcrttn1• O\"t,r :md abo~ the rm of lhe assemblage. The sle,'tJ 
(n,;tions mentionc-d above were: grouped into panidt'S larger than 
5.6mm. lhOSt bciw«n S.6Cl'lm and 0.5mm and 1h<)$C sma.lJer than 
05mm. Tbdt dua pro\•idt a cru<k index to the exte:01 of 
wtatbe-ring and the one of sc:dimc:.ntation, and thus .:-nable somc: 
n'Wation or the suit3bilit)' or conditions to mollusc life 11 lbe 
..... 
The Mollusca 
Phase 2. Late Neolithic, Pit 1017 
The pit, which was in excess of 2m deep and c 3m in 
diamecer, contained at its base, a fine calcareous mud 
which was overlain by a coarse vacuous rubbly 
primacy fill above which was burial 2752 (Fig 16). 
The tertiary deposits scaiing the burial were much 
finer and were probably ploughwash. 

Mollusca from pits are not, generally, ideal for 
palaeoenvironmemal recons1ruc1ion because they 
may include faunas which enjoyed the shady pit 
micro-habitat or which had eroded from ancient soils 
through which the pit was cut (Thomas 1977a, 
Shackley 1976). These dep<>sits, however, seem 
qune unmLxed and molluscan preservation uniform 
within C3Ch context. 

The basal dcp<>sit rc8ccts the pre-pit em,ironment 
and contained high mollusc numbers, 437. The 
shade-loving assemblage was dominated by Cary­
d11um tndtntatum, associa1ed with high proportions 
o( the predalory Zonitids, Pu11ttum pygmaeum and 
~e _rupestral species Acamhinula aculeat.a. Trichia 
lri,p,d,i also occurred in comparntively high 
numbers. The rugh mollusc numbers and large 
nu_mber _or taxa present in the basal fill indicate a 
bn,f episode of s1abili1y. Although the pit micro• 
en\•ironmem is partiaJly reflected in the mollusc 
assemblage) Ca,;.1ch£11m lride111ar14.m, Disc11s ro1u11da1us 
and the predatory Zoniuds indicate leaf liuer and 
suggest the presence of a broadlcafed deciduous 
WOOd.land. Furthermore, the ptt.'Sencc of Ena ,,um~ 
rana, today a SpCCics of old woodland, is surprisingly 
<ommon in Neolithic and Bronze Age woodland 
whtre much human interference was clearly already 
~"A°t (~erney 1968}. This might account for both 
~ 10 hup,ida which, although rare in woodland, 

~ur m such in the pre•henge cnvironmc.nt at 
l)hiurrmgton Walls (Evans 1971), and Vallonia costaca 
w eh occurs in open woodland. The overlying Jayer 

~i~plars .a similar ~ mblagc, but a significant 
in~rease m Pomatias tl~gans might rcAcct clearance. 

\I'e coarse rubbly primary fills contained very few 
~nJi0

11
~ •,fpro_babl~ due 10 the rapid weathering and 

1 1 mg o this unn, 
The finer secondary 611 at c 1.38-J .48m comainc-d 

an assemblage do,nmated by Trichia hispida but 
otherwise not dissimilar from the basal fills.' The 
~bscnce of man.Y rupestral species and ,he reduction 
m Ca-o•duum tndnuatum indicalc bolh a reduclion in 
shade and le,f litter. 

A sequential series of samples through the tertiary 
fiUs shows a gradua.l mcrease in open conditions. The 
""'1al/ decrease in shade-loving species (Fig I08) is 
not.due to a~ actual reduction in these species> but to 
an mcrease m open COUnlry species and individuals 
such as Pupi/la muscorum, Vo/lq11ia costala and Htti• 
eel/a ita/a. Two faclors contribute to this crcnd: 
firstly, the increasing effect of the open country 
habitat on the fauna; and s«ondly, the reduction of 
the shady pit micro-habitat by infilling. The 
uppennost contex-t comaincd a very open country 
assemblJ!ge dominated by Pupil/a muscorum, Vallo­
nia and HeliceWds and contained lhc Introduced 
Heliccllids Canllidula intenecta and Cemuel/a virgata, 
indicating the onset of Kerney's (1977) mollusc 
biozonc lf', that is, the Medieval period. The open 
country conditions that prevailed from at leaSl the 
Middle Bronze Age (see below) are slightly obscured 
and retarded by the pit micro-habitat affording 
shade. 

Phases 4-7. Middle Bronze Age - Early Middle Iron 
Age dil~h~ !8108 and 176A (Fig 109) 
Two ditch sections and the primary fills of 1wo 
further ditches were analysed (Allen 1985). The 
ditches, although constructed in the Middle and 
Late Bronze Ages, were visible and perhaps still 
panially open in the Early Middle Iron Age. 

None of the coarse, basal 611s displayed any 
evidence of a uoglophile mollusc fauDll, char­
acterised by Oxydiilus, Vi1rta and Discus, typical of 
rock-rubble habitats (Evans and Jones 1973). Nor 
was any evidence for Evan's (1972, 331} ·t>unctum 
group• (Puntwm pygmati,m, Em,mulus fufous, 
Neswitrea ltamm.onis and Virrina pellucid.a) typical of 
early stages of ditch colonisation by plants, recog­
nised. All the assemblages show very linle ecological 
variation up profile and all represent a typicaJ very 
open dry grassland dominated thr~ughout by Heli­
cella itala Vallonio txcemrita, Pupil/a muswrum and 
Trichia 1,kpida (Fig 109). The assemblage is a fairly 
specialised one, being consistent wlth field boundary 
ditch and colluvial deposits recorded at the B,sh­
opstone lynchet (Thomas 1977b}, valley fills at Kiln 
Coombe, hford and Cbalton (Bell 1983), and field 
boundary ditches at Cuckoo Bottom (Allen and 
Fenncmore 1984} and Wharram Percy (Allen 1984), 
which arc all interprc,ed as resulung ~rom arable and 
pastur.tl regimes. These land sn:111 assemblages 
rcprescn1 continuous, Slable, dry open downlan? 
and suggest that limited short-grazed grassland epi­
sodes were interrupted by arable actJ\!H)'· 
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Tobi~ 30. TM mollusc data. JO ,..nnllM. Tlrl m, 
f,1/t ' 

FEATURE 1017 1017 
Ff.lTVRE 

CONTEXT 3231 2798 2763 2763 2763 2763 2763 3233 1042 1019 1019 1019 1018 1018 ~T 
Sample 4Sl 450 449 448 447 446 44S 444 125 123 122 121 120 119 s,a,plt 
Wdght 2000g 2000g2000g2000g 2000g 2000g 2000g 2000g 2000g 1000g 1000g 1000g 1000g 1000g faghl 

P""'4rios eltt1•ns (MOUcr) 10 s + + + 12 8 7 9 6 2 4 
p;,,.,, ,~ !"I Oller) 

Ca1>dium cf minimum 5 I c;,r,.liP c/ 111t11tmum 

(MOller) )l~lff) (Ri 
CO¥)dium lridtna11tm (Risso) 131 18 9 40 24 22 12 c,,,,i""' r,iJmaOlffl S$< 

Caryd,ium spp 2S 9 13 9 7 14 r,,,Ji..,..spp 
Cocltlia,pa Mrica (Muller) 3 I 2 1 

c,,}J,tof4 tubrita (Muller)_ 

Cochli<opa lubnulla (Porro) I r,,,J/IIIJP" /uhrittl/a (Porro. 

C<J<lui<opa spp 15 2 3 2 r,,,J/1(,pa IPI' 
Vutigo pygmaea (Draparnaud) 10 r.,,,. /!>~"! (Draparna, 
V trllgo a,uromigo ,...,. .. ..,,,.,. 
(Dni po.rnaud) ~ ) 
Vmigo spp 16 3 + 1'"'1!"'PP 
Pupilla mwC'OnOn (Linnaeus) I 1 1 5 5 12 14 22 P,pi1, ""'""""' (Linnaeu, 
Vallmri.a c.ostala (Moller) 10 2 2 2 4 6 10 17 21 27 f.ir.,,i, """" (MOiler) 
Vallunia pulchtlllz (Muller) l',t/k,,d pulcllll/a (Muller} 
Vallonia exctn:rito Sterki 3 9 10 l'M111.ttffllrica Sterki 
Vollonia spp I 6 f.a.,i,spp 
Atontliinula aculeata (MUiier) 26 8 s 2 2 ,b,rbtJa aadtaia (Molle 
Eno '11Q1Uana (Dnparoaud) I 1 t., ..,,,,,., (0...parrutud) 
Eno obS<UTa (MOllcr) I 2 i:,,,1..,, (Molles} 
Punaum pygmaeum 26 10 4 ,-,.,.pypwum 
(Onpamaud) D,,:mnaud} 
Discus rosandarus (MOiler) 13 5 18 13 9 3 /Jin,n1<11Nia1NJ (MOiier) 
Vilrina p,Uucida (MOiler) 2 I r-p,11,.,id• (Muller) 
Vi1reit ctmlTaclD (Westerlund) IS 2 2 12 7 3 3 l'n eo111raaa (Wcslttlunc 
Vi,r,a aysrallina (MOiier) 10 I r.,,. ay,rollina (MiiJJer) 
Vitrta spp 1 2 l'""''l'P Nuwi'1rea liammonia (Strom) 2 x,.,,,;;,., .laMmonia (Strorr 
Att1cpin,l/a pwa (Alder) 25 1 4 II 3 5 ~II• p,,,a (Alder) Aq,,pin,1/a widul4 16 9 5 20 13 II .~IID •itidllla (Orapo.rnaud) 

,Dni,an,.ud) OX><hil"' c,1/arius {MOiier) + 6 3 s O:,d,lt,, ullanus (M Oller) Limacidae 
Ceilioides ocia,/4 (MOiier) I I I U!Olddat 

3 41 67 51 96 153 151 Co!,,i4,, aticula (MOller) C«Jtl<>di'n.o larnina1a {Montagu) I I !.'«Mo.!i,., /amina10 (Mon1> Clausi/ia bul,n1ata (Strom) 4 
Condidula irum«l4 (Poriet) J I ~~"'"''• (Strom) 
Candidula gigt<:<ii (Pfeiffer) 2 7 9 ll 

C"'1to! "''"''"" (Poriet) 
Crmuel/a virgota (da Cos1a) 

I I 
ia ri,a,ii (Pfeiffer) 

H~IU:.tlla iralo (Linnaeus) ~.""rata (da Costa) 
Helicidac 8 3 7 i::.•sala (Lin .. eus) 
Tn't.Jtia ,rn·olata (C Pfeiffer) 4 16 
Tn'citia ltispida (LiMaCus) 60 

2 3 I Titi,i , 
4 + I 4 60 21 4 4 9 3 r...., U1io/4,lti,pi4a· a (C Pfeiffer) 

Arian.ta arbw1orum (Linnaeus} I + + + hii.t., (Lmoaeus) 
Helicig(m() lap,ieida (Linnaeus) + + 
Capau/Arianta spp I + H,r,,;,:."""°"!m (Linnaeu 

+ + 4 I + r.,.,.,¾.laf>l<id4 (Linnaeu 
""PP MOLLUSCA TOTAL 437 85 + 4 8 123 168 !OS --MOLLUSCA TAXA 111 75 121 64 MOLLUSC,\ TOT AL 2S 19 3 4 IS 18 19 IS 21 II u 

liOLLUSCA TAXA 
+ = non-apical (ragmcot ,.-aoo . 
Tora!$ exclude Ceilioths ocitula (MOUa-). t.,. -.Pt<>l fragment 

adudc Ctilwdes acitl 
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T-" JO, --' n, • .,,11,,,, '•"'· 

!2 1019 1019 IOlt I lit) tl:.ATURI! 176A 176A 11108 1810B<J90A 990A 971 • 123 122 121 011 l co:-,'TBXT 808 427 427 411 JS2 JS2 182S 1824 1823 1822 1822 2120 2120 2121 
IOa lOOOg 1000g 1000. ::.i. 119 s,mplc 61 69 70 71 72 7J S20 S21 Sll SU U4 509 SIO Sl7 .. ....,, I 000g I 000g I 000g I 000g I 03)& 11 S0g I 000s I 000s I 000s I 000s 1200a I CJOOa l<JOOs l<JOOs 

7 9 6 I-. ,,_ ,,,,.., (Mlllkr) 6 .. 4 ♦ ♦ • • ♦ + ~-,,-·-
24 ll II ,Mulkr) 
9 7 14 

c,,,y,.,_ ,,.,__, (RISoo) 
2 - I ~•rP I C«"- /,,lml• CMiilkr) l 2 
l I C«ll/wopll t.lmttlla (Pom,) 

4 C«,,,,,.,,. 11'1' 3 
1',n,p M"""" <lmpemlud) 2 
Vm,p•-
~ud) 

s s II 
.. .,,,.....,., 

IS 9 10 S2 29 41 s II ll P>p,11,, .. .,,.,.,. (l..mnocus) 7 19 9 2 u 6 10 17 II ll 1•-. ....,,. (M!Wtt) II I 7 3 7 I 4 IS 
1•.- t•ld,dla (MIWtr) 3 3 3 II 3 6 2 I 2 

l 9 ll V""'""1 ,.,,.,,,,. S1<tlu 23 IJ 6 4S 52 37 9 • - 26 3 32 

2 2 ' 
,,...,"PP 
,w,,rbaol, """"1,. (MOiier) 
£., _,. .. (Dnpunaud) 
£a,-~ (MOiier) . . _,,_ 

9 l 
-~ud) 
~ --,.,., (MOiier) l 

I ,,.,_ ptllwou (M!Wtt) 
l 7 3 3 11.,.. ,_.,., (W<Stcriuodl 

- - . 1•,_ ,,,....n- (Millier) 
l'IIIN spp 
•"'-""' •-(Su&nl 

3 s - I ~,.,. (Alda) 

u - II ~'·•··'"'· ( llnpomauJ) 

3 s °'9,W., ttllan., (M!Wtt) 
2 2 I I i..-idx I I 

Ctv.>.ln ""'""' (M!Wtt) 22 45 56 IOI 40 17' II 24 • 99 61 25 IS 
67 SI 96 m " e«-.. ,a.,.,..., (MDft....,) I 

I O..W.. hd,,wro (Strom) I 
~ """"''" (Pone,) 6 3 IJ 3 3 

2 7 ' ll 
c..i.i.,. f11UU Cl'iaffci) I 
Cmt.dla -1# (da Co<ia) 3 3 s 

I Htbttllo ••la (Linnaeus) 17 2 7 II 2J 10 s l4 6 s IJ 3 3 • • 3 ; Hdocbc 
Tncloa unola111 (C P(riJT<r) I 2 I 

I Tnc.w lnsp,do (l.inMCUJ) s s 8 12 2l 3 4 3 ♦ 7 
?I 4 4 9 ) 

--(l..uln><us) + ♦ II,,,,_ la,.,.,. (l.mna<ut) 
c.-"-spp -+ -+ 3 r • I - ,\IOLLUSCA TOTAL 39 IS4 138 Ill 7 74 25 II 88 17 8 7S 

II! 87 37 
12 7 s 16 6 3 6 7S 121 " MOLLUSCA TAXA 10 9 8 12 9 12 3 I 111 LI 

19 IS ll II ♦ -•p,cal frogm<nl j 
Touls ax:lud< Cn/w,da °"""" (MOUer). 
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Phases S--10. Middle Iron Age - Medieval (tertiary 
fills of 1017, 18IOB, and 176A) 
The tertiary deposirs of all these features produced a 
restricted raxa. almos1 exclusively or open country 
preference, and, wilh Lhc exception or the Intro­
duced Helicellids, undiffereotiatablc from tlie 
assemblages recovered from the Middle Bronze Age 
and larer fills. Thus the open downland suggesred 
above can be seen as present in rhe Medieval period. 

Conclusion 
lo the later Neolithic concexts analysed, environ• 
mental interpretation is made more complex by the 
pit micro-habitat contributing to the moUuscan 
faunas. However, it is clear that a deciduous 
woodland was probably cleared for the pit, though 
there is no evidence tha1 this clearance was lo.og 
standing. Shady conditions prevailed soon after con• 
struction of the pit. Ah.hough there is no environ­
memal evidence for the Early Bronze Age, it is clear 
that the Middle Bronze Age linear ditches were cut 
into a welJ established, pre-existing, open downland 
environment. It is therefore likely that the secondary 
woodland/shrubland was extensively cleared in lhc 
Early Bronze Age. The arable and short grazed 
pastural grassland agronomy suggested by ,be mollu-

scan evidence is attested by Maltby's fauna! analysis 
and Monk's plant remains. Open downland pre• 
vailcd throughout larer prebistory and the Medieval 
period until very recent times. 

Tobie JI. Summary of environmental «melusi.on,, 

Phase P•riod En\l'ironmcnt Ac,ivity 

1. Neolithic 
2. Lare Neolithic Deciduous Limited 
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woodland? clearance? 
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s. Late Bronze Age ! I 
6. Early Iron Age ! ! 
7. Early Middle Iron I ! 

Age 
8. Middle Iron Age ! ! 
9. Late Iron Age/ 
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Chapter 5 

Discussion 

The Sampling Programme 

The excavation of the Easton La.ne site was an 
rx<1Cise designed to see whether an area which 
appea.red to contain almost no archaeological 
fco1ures was really as sterile as it seemed. The 
prognimme was designed to enable the projcc1 10 
expand if archaeological features were encountered. 
The sampling fraction of IO% was chosen on 
economic grounds. A I 0% sample could be exam­
ined wichin the budget while leaving sufficient 
resources co excavate small additional areas. A 
sys1em of parallel transects, randomly selected from 
within zones of comparable width, was the most 
convenient sampling system 10 use (Figs 2 and 4). 
The width of the transec1s wa.< de1ermincd by the 
,jdth of the machine used; 1he 1ransec1s could be 
easily selected and located on the ground. The 33 
transects revealed 363 features; eigh1 1ransec1s con-
1aincd no archaeological features. The feamres by 
1ypc were: 223 post-holes, 35 natural features, 32 
ditches, 28 pi1s, 14 gullies, 14 scoops, nine s1ake­
holes, three slots, two floors, one quarry, one burial 
aod one hollow. 

A computer-based analysis of the data from l11e 
tr.lnsects was undertaken after the excavation was 
completed 10 see ir comparison could be made 
b<tween a computed predic1ion of the dis1ribution of 
archaoological features by data and feature type and 
the final archaeological record as excava1ed, the~by 
confirming objectively 1he intuitive process by which 
the exm•ation was expanded from the sample. 

Howe\,er, the high va_riatfon in the data, including 
trinsct1s with no features and large numbers of 
features in tight clusters, militated for a more dis­
~iminating test, or a larger sample than was prac• 
tically available, both in tenns of cos, of sample size 
and robustness of statistical test. A s1ra1i6ed random 
sample of 10% can be seen as a practical response 
aod i1 has been sugges1ed that a simple visual plot of 
rtSUlts is perhaps more useful than further statistical 
t<su (Samcls 1986). 

The Phase Sequence 

Attempting to establish a reasonable chronological 
~uence which related sensibly 10 the archaeological 
cat um has proved a worrying experience, The 

arehaeol0gical features were gcnerJlly widely seat-

tcred, there was no stratigraphy> there was no scope 
for topsoil investigation above known feature groups 
(feature groups were only located by machine­
ex.cavated rransects), and there were rcm.arkably few 
finds from the pose-hole groups. All of these factors 
were unhelpful. Once ploued, 1he distribmiQn of 
diagnostic pottery provt-d 10 be 1he mos, useful tool 
in es1ablishing a phased sequence. As at Winnall 
Down, Medieval pOttcry occurred in most feature 
groups, but prehi.!toric and Roman pollcry of all 
types produced relatively discrete groups. F.xcep­
tions included the 6.lls of many of the di1ches, which 
showed long scque.nces of activity. Indeed, the upper 
fiUs conrained molluscs of Medieval date, as did 
feature group 653 with associated CS 3918. A more 
secure dale for that rea,ure would have: been most 
helpM. The dis1ribmions of poucry have been 
displayed throughout 1his repon, as they form the 
entire basis of the chronological sequence for Eas1on 
L3ne. 

The excava1ions o( Winnall Do,vn in 197617 and 
Easton unc in 1982/3 have produced an episodic 
account of settlement, ceremonial and agriculruraJ 
ac1ivi1cs from the middle of the fourth milleMium 
BC until 1he Nonnan Conquest and a little after. 

The phasing of the two sites is summarized in 
Table 32. 

Tab/, 32, f'lta.u uquenut /(It" Easton la,Je and U7mnall 
Down. 

Description 

Neolithic 
Late Neolithic 
Early Bronze Age 
Middle Bronze Age 
Late Bronze Age (pos.t Deverd­
Rimbury) 
Early Iron Age 
Early Middle Iron Age 
Middle Iron Age 
Late Iron Agt 
Early Rom-n.n 
La1t $a.xo1i o..nd 
Medieval 

Pha~ 
Easton Lane- WinnaU 

Down 

I 
2 
3 
4 

s 
6 
7 
8 
9 
t 
10 
I 

I 
No Ph>S< 
No Pha&t 

2a 

2b 
3 

No PhasC' 
4 
s 
6 

7 
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Neolithic . Easton Lane Phase I, Winnall 
Down Phase I 
The lack of earlier Neolithic sites, apart from long 
barrows (RCHM 1979), is a well-known aspect of the 
archaeology of Hampshire. The Wi.nnaU Down tx':4-
va1ion revealed a ring ditch of 16.Sm ex1_ernal dia· 
rne1er. Red deer anders in the bottom of the ditch 
produced radiocarbon dares which, when calibraced, 
fall in the middle of the fourth millenniwn BC 
(Fasham 1982). Features like thi.s remain enigmatic 
but may have ceremonial connections. HampShirc 
may not be quite so devoid of earlier activiry as the 
existing archaeological record shows. It has been 
argued !hat the demand for agricultural land in the 
1.ron Age and Roman pe.riod may have led to the 
disappearance of monuments of standing s1oncs 
(Fasham 1980) and that the absence of causewayed 
camps, henges or 'rituaJ' sites in Hampshire may be 
deceptive (Schadla-Hall 1977, 17) . Renfrew has sug­
gested 1ha1 the large Neolilhic monuments of 
Wessex required a high degree of eentral organi• 
sation (Renfrew 1973), and Barker and Webley 
(1978) have argued for organised land-use over large 
areas. An organised landscape has been suggested for 
Sussex (Drewen 1978). Hampshire seems, the.refore, 
to be a part of a different social organisation to the 
res1 of\'(/esscx and Sussex, unless, of course, it is at 
the centre and the causewayed enclosures and henges 
are all peripheral. This is most unlikely. 

The chances of discovering occupation sites or 
Neolithic date are slim. Extensive field sun1ey in the 
environs of Stonehenge (Richards forthcoming) has 
dcmonstrJlcd just how elusive these sites arc on the 
dry chalkland of southern England. Surface collec­
tions of lithic mat.erial have revealed concentrations 
of broadly Neolithic (rather than Late Neolithic) 
date, but samp)e excavations have revealed few, if 
any, contemporary subsurface features. Shcnnan 
(1985) has rightly pointed out !hat the substantial 
surface seauers collected by G W Willis in the 
early twentieth century in ,,he Basingstoke area, 
with their numerous diagnostic flint implements, 
may represent permanent sertlements. So far, none 
of lhose surface scatters has been re-examined in 
the field or subjected to any form of sample exca­
vation. ln considering the thin covering of surface 
flint of Neolilhic and Bronae Age date in eastem 
Hampshire, Shennan (1985, 70) considers the 
possibility lhat this might be a reffcction of the 
way archaeological evidence for m.obile occupalion 
accumulates. 

About a millennium before lhe ring ditch at 
WinnaU Down was dug, there was a major episode of 
ekarancc in lhe l tchen Valley Qt the nearby site of 
W1nnall Moors (Waton 1982). To confirm this unu­
sually early clearance horizon, a further sequence of 
radiocarbon dates is being processed. 

The Easton Lane excavation provided further 
glimpS<.-s of Neolithic activity. It is possible that the 
distribution of ceramic materiaJ a, the north of Arca 
8 , around pit 1017 and ditch 1054, reflects a 
locali1.ed activity area of Ncolithjc da,c. 

Late Neolithic. Easron Lane Phase 2, Win­
nail Down no phase 
The dating of CS 3918 is, and will remain, problema­
tic and probably impossible 10 resolve. The exca­
vation and rC<.."Ording of t..hc structure was rigorous 
and thus the location, both horizomaUy and verti• 
cally, of the pottery is reasonably secure. The Neoli­
lhic pottery is described as 'mainly fresh and 
unworn' (Ellison pcrs corn) and this may indicate 
!hat the pouery is contemporary with the infilling of 
lhe hollow in which the structure was built. The 
worked flint from this area is not out of place in a 
Late Neolithic context, and broodly contemporary 
wilh pit 5456, 50m to lhe nonh. There were a few 
undated post-boles to lhe cast but a geophysical 
survey revealed no other feature$ comparable to 
feature group 653 which contained CS 3918. 
Magnetic anomalies recorded in the adjacent area 
were revealed to be patches of day-with-ftints when 
lhe topsoil was stripped. CS 3918, with its ringbeam 
and principal rafte.r construction, is of a s,ructuraJ 
type common in the later Bro02e Age in Sussex 
(Drewett 1979; Burstow and Holleyman 1957) and 
Dorset (Woodward fonhcoming). The post-ring 
provided internal roof support while lhe outer 
boundary of the house would have coincided with 
the lip of lhe depression. The position of pit 3802 on 
the line of the post•ring seems to substantiate this. 
Since this was a building with no contemporary 
surviving Slnlctures it is not possible co speculate on 
social organisation. The southeast facing entrance 
would have provided reasonable light, and a number 
of craft activites could have been undenake.n within 
its shelter, such as those suggested for Hut 3 in 
compound 4 at Black Patch, Sussex (Drewett 1979, 
9--10). 

The major difference between this house and most 
of the Bronze Age examples is that, in the latter, the 
entrances face downhill whereas CS 3918, in order to 
maximise the light from the southe-ast, has an 
entrance facing upslope. The ' back to front' arransc• 
meot may acount for the isolation of the Slrucmrc, as 
~c period of use may have been quite short_, assum• 
mg lhe unsuitability of lhe aspect was soon 
disco,•ered. The south-facing slopes a few hundred 
metres to lhe south were settled in the Bronze Age. 

Evidence for flim-working was presen1 in pil 
5456, which was cut by lhc Late Saxon enclosure. 
The flint was knapping-was1e from a flake industry 
using bolh prepared and unprepared cores. The 
badly preserved pieces of red deer anders which 
~•re in pit 5456 may have been present for making 
into antler tools or for use in flint4 ~•orking. 

Another small trace of occupation acli\li(}' was 
provided by the four small pits i1) Area Mc. The 
Hintwork from them may represent domestic refust. 

The cone-shaped pits in Area Bare an addition !0 
the corpus of •unusual' Lafc Neolithic features m 
H_ampShire. The burial in pit JO 17 can be cl,sS<.-d 
w,lh !hose of male burials normally accompanied by 
Beakers but which also iodude aceramic lnhu 4 
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EARLY 8RONZE AGE 

F.asion Lane, a number of similarities exist which 
suggest ,hat the burial may be placed with the 
PrimarY al)d Developed Southern Beakers. The six 
Green Low arrowheads and the four amler spatulae 
both have regular associations with 1bcse Beaker 
groups . 

Addilional grnve goods, although less diagnostic, 
do not contradict these ceramic associations. Their 
~currencc and association with antler spatulac have 
t,cen used (Smith and Simpson I 966) 10 interpret 
these burials 3S chose of craftsmen with their •tool 
kilS', Tbe possibility that spatulac are prcssu.rc 
Jbkers reduces the likelihood !hat 'tool kits' can be 
a,sncia1ed with a specific (leather) trade, and sug• 
gesu !hat they represent general-purpose tools. Awls 
or both metal and bone, scrapers, knives and flint 
llakes which feature under Clarke's (J 970, 203) 
'exoti;' Primary Southern Beaker equipment, arc all 
oommon in grnves of Ibis 1ype (Smi1h and Simpson 
1966, Table I). The bone awl from Green Low, also 
a Primary Southern Beaker grave, was found on the 
pelvis, a similar pOSition to that of the Easton Lane 
grave. The scraper from pit 1017 was recorded with 
finds from the diS1u.rbed grave fill but its proximity 
co lhe burial increases the probability lhac it formed 
port of the original deposit. The knife and Hint flakes 
wrrt dearly selected, and formed a deliberate part of 
the burial. 

Neg•tive evidence also suggests possible connec­
tions with Primary and Developed Southern 
Be.km. Clarke (1970, 204) notes that, despite the 
suong connections wilh archery, the.re is an absence 
of scone bracer,; and of bronze dagger,; from Primary 
Sou,~rn Beaker grave$ io particular, 

Toe Easton Lane burial rite can also be parallekd 
among some Primary Southern Beakers. Th.is 
Beaker group includes sporadic use of deep shafts 
(Clarke 1970, 202) between three and six fee, deep. 
The Acklam Wold inhumation lay in a chalk shaft 
six feet deep (Mortimer 1905, 91- 2). 

Pi, 1017 was excavated in a small local clearance, a 
situation similar to the contemporary feature, a 
J)()Mible stone alignment on Burnrwood and 
Bridget's Farm (Fasham 1979). One km north of 
Easton Lane, the Bronze Age ring ditch in .Easton 
Down cut through an earlier, probably Late Ncoli• 
th,c, fearure. The mollusca i.ndicated lhat the feature 
h>d been set in open, gra1.ed downland. Woodland 
regcnera1es, but by the time the Middle Bronze Age 
ditch system was formed, open grassland was well 
establtshed. However, clearnnce will be localized and 
Woodland must still have been a most important 
element of both the landscape and daily ac1ivi1es. 
Regenerated woodJand was present ot Bridget's 
;;mi 4km co the north in 1.be fim millennium BC 
1•·11Sbam 1979). 
p·Thecone-shaped pits 80 and l017 were 36m apart. 
iv: small pits formed an arc which is tangential to a 

;::aight line between pits 80 and I O 17, The five ~its 
6,, d decalc,fied fills and contained the following 
a tan antler and a Mcdieva.1 sherd in pit 372; and 
M . ker or Early Bronze Age sherd and another 

edicvaJ shcrd in pit 368. 

143 

The burial of an arrow•makerorarchcr in pit 1017 
~ the arrangement of tb_c arc of pits with pit 80 
- r.s at. an_ area of special 1mportancc; an area 
perhaps tnd.icatc:.-d in an almost monumental rashion 
lf that is t.he case, the special area docs not seem t~ 
have been sepa1111ed by a physical barrier or a great 
distance from more ordinary areas. • 

1

The cluster of pits in Area Mc, with their more 
e,eryday contexts, were only 125-1 SOm to the sou1h­
west. 

The ?O?·long barrow, ceremonial aspects of the 
Neolithic m Hampshire remain obscure. fa•cn if at 
Easton Lane a small ceremonial area has been 
recorded, and even if the holes at Burntwood Farm 
real!~ had contained stones (Fasham 1979), the 
Neobthic of Hampshire is still different 10 neigh­
bouring areas. 

Early Bronze Age. Easton Lane Phase 3, 
Win.nail Down no phase 
The distribution of Early Bronze Age Pottery across 
the site suggests activity over a wide arc.a. In certain 
areas continuity with later phases is suggested by 
residual Early Bronze Age panery occurring in 
Middle Bronze Age and later ditches, such as 10S4 
and 376S. 

The two cemeteries, one to the nonh in Area F 
and the olher in the south in Area 0, provide the 
most interest; both are: mixed cremation and inhu• 
mation groups. 

The northern ccme1ery, disturbed by Late Saxon 
and Medieval activity, comprised at least two crema­
tions and one inhumation. One cremation, "~lh a 
bronze awl, was in an inverted Collared urn, and lhe 
second cremation may also have been in an urn. The 
former cremation was partly dcStroyed by the dig­
ging of Medie\ial pit 600 in which there we~e frag­
ments of a different Collared urn. lnhumauon S9S 
was jn a shaUow grave and the deepest cremation pil 
was only 0.2Sm in depth. The shallowness of chese 
burial features, if not a cons,equence of soil erosion, 
is perhaps an indication that the burials were in an 
unditched ba.rrow. The cremations contained very 
little human bone and, although it can bea.rgued that 
507 with its urn was a burial, lhe 33g of cremaced 
human bone in 598 may represent the ad hoe dispasal 
of 1he pyre remains. 

There is no evidence to suggest that lhc southern 
cemete.ry was originally in a. barrow.- It was. of 
triangular shape with the two 1nhumations fonn!ng 
the base Jinc and che double Bico~cal um crema!1on 
the apex. There was one other mur_ncd c_remauon. 
During exc.avation, three other pns with burnt 
material and burnt Hinrs ,vere rC(.-Orded as crenia• 
lions and are so described in Chapter 2. In these 
three features there were 34g, S5g and 84g only of 
burnt human bone compared 10 the 3,129g fro~ the 
double biconical urn and 149g from the other ,nur• 
ned cremation. his conceivable that the c~ree ~oles 

filled with ihc residues and rubbish. ,rom 
~~=ral pyres and are not, i,n any sense, ~rcro~uons or 
specific individuals. The mi..~cd burial ntcs arc 
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commoopl~c 10 barrow group., but et:mctcracs 
ttmo,cc (rom blnows ■re unusual The l\\"O 
ccmc-1a"IQ Jrr unusual an c:on11ining both mhu• 
mall(•ns anJ ,n:mauon burials bu1 Jack,na a bom>" 
or a J11cb or any substan,,.J marker. Pehaps Ibey an: 
lSOb1cd forcru= of !he la1cr Bronze Age um6dd 
«m..1<ncs The K1mp1on cnnc1cry mvoh-.d lbc use 
ohbbbcdpots(D1aranJ Ellison 1981). The we of 
lb• 1wo Eas1on Lane burial grounJs seem 10 rcllre 10 
1he ~bk tnl<rNI social group,ng suggested by 
Elb«>n 1981). 

Middle Bronze Age. Easton Lane Phase 4, 
Winnall Down Phase 2 
The ro:ullllelr d11ch $)'>1cm ,.., J.,J ou1 1n Iha 
pha,c, 101,n,cung a, lbc toulh w11h • Jong taSl·,...,t 
lvncht1 whi<h defines lbe soulb <idc of 1he complex 
in Arca D. The phy<ical evidence for lbe J11cbcs was 
sl11h1 and only d11eh 1810 ,. .. , subsan1 .. 1 cnou3h 10 
be viJ1ble on acr,.J pho1ographs. The amngancnt L> 

analosous ,.,lb lbc coo1trnporary suet II f'enptc 
Pryor 1980). Thc Wessex linear ditch system wu • 

cause for inltrCSI half a ccn1ury ago wbco II ,..., 
related 10 rancJuna (Hawkes 1939). In lbe la1e 1960s 
and lbe 1970,, Bowen dtrnonStralcd tha1 the bncar 
d11ch ,,-.icm wu far more extcnsi,·e lban originally 
pcrctl\-.d 1197Sa, 197Sb, 1978) and, wi1h E,•ans and 
R..:t, turned to 1n\·tsUga.1e the- environIDC'nt of IOOX 
o( 1hcsc rcmarkabl• land boundancs (Bowen tt al 
1978). The cn>crgcncc ,n the Wessex r,gion o( lhe 
c,rly components or lbc Jmnr dnch ,,-.,.,. as a 
,...~ 10 <ocial ,,,.... in the Middle Broni:c Age 
h"' b«o suggested by Bradley (1960). At ~on 
Lane, the ,i,1cm seems 10 be planned bu1 IS noi 

rclarcJ 10 ••"''"' llndscapc rca,urc, such as 
1,,,rrw., The rcLmonwp be,,.ccn the dii,.:hcs and 
1hc ,c-111tial 1ra..-cs or anc,cn1 foclJs ,is,bJc on aerial 
rhotogr•phy " no, clear. The only poss,l>Jc rcla 
t14.,n,hip w.1, in Arca D. wbtrc a hncar d11ch and a 
,cf'\· loni h'nthc-1 intcn.cctai There was, howC\'tr, 
no '-lrat1g-F'a.ph1"' rda1ion1.h.1p. Sub,ect.i\·dy, the 
Jyu.;hcr sccmcJ 10 be earlier, bu1 this wos noi 
dcmon,1rablc. 

AlthouaJ, 1he ditches s,cm 10 have been formed ,n 
an open downland, the proponion or pig bone 
pcrhap, \UB&C>IS thal !here were 11ill copses tnd 
r,.1,hc, or woodbnd lndttd, there were many 
funu ... •• lbc south or Arca B lhat ca.n only be 
dcscnbcJ as na1ural, bur "hKh may ho•·• been tree 
holes. The pracna, of fish bone, in a poo1-holc 1n 
Ara D ,ugg..,,. thar the natural rcsoun:u or lbc 
Rl\·cr Jr.:ben were cxrloi1cd II "'OUld be ,urpris_,. 
,t hcnh "-t'rt not taktn 10 the ri,~cr. ~ hntar dnch 
,r,1cm 1n11ially "oppcd (or <1aned) 11 lbe toulhcm 
edge or lhc a..muics ID Arca D. The di1eh SfSltrn 
ICffllJ 10 rui,,. been la1cr 1han both 1hc Bronxe Age 
c."aDCttr"lft buc CODCffllJ')Ont)' with 1ht: J.atc-r activ1u« 
o( rcn..n, rcctangula, buildings anJ cin:uJ.ir SII\IC• 
1uru ,n Arca D EJsc,.hcrc, 1hc ttla11onslup between 
1he Bronze Age s1ru.1urcs and lbc ditches ,. not 
,lcu. 

Etiton Lane re-rhap,. prm ides an msigh1 in Lo an 

infra•l!ruc1urc or 1hc •y>1<m wblch will only be fully 
,...ttkd when ~ area - avaabbk foe in,-.a,. 
p1ion 

The con1empor1ry oc.:upo1ion cxt<nds o,·,r ao 
ara of IS h«ures 17 acrnl. Tiu. 1nduJa •he r,u 
wilh Globular urns and saddle quern, discovered 
undtt the Wmnall Industrial Estaic, v.bcoc p01111011 
,s sho\<n on Figure I (Ha.,kcs 1969) and cxcludts 
CS 3918, which is regarded as La1c Ncolilbic. Th, 
Rru<tures be 1,ro.un the 60m anJ 6Sm con1oun ,a 
a broad band on 1ht south .. de or the slight ndg, 
,..bJch rao across the si1c. 

Th,s may lust be an example of an early form o( 
i,c11lemcn1 wuh dispersed houses, a sculcmcnt type 
whi<ch ,rugh1 accouni for the appuct11Jy nobi,d 
ch•nc< finds at Chal1on (Cunt,Oc 1970) or Wm 
Mcon (J...c:wis and Walker 1977). Paru or 1bt 
sc1tkmcn1 can be coasick-rcd as JrOUP' IDd mui 
sinular charac1ensucs to 1he ~closed si1es or llford 
Hill (Bursto"' and Holleyman 19S7), Black 1'11ch 
(Drcwcu 1919,, • ·hose uucnw orprus:auoo miii,, 
be similar, and 10 Down Farm which also ha, similar 
SUUCIUTC lypcs ( Bradky pen com). II Im bca, 
susgn1ed that the enclosed sues m Wnscx •= 
perhaps used for ccmrali:ted (ood storage (Barren 
and Bradley 1980;. An alttmau~ cxpbnouoo 10 th< 
1gricuhural base for the sc11Jcmcnt is 1h11 the site 
wu also pen or a (ar-rcacni.ng exchange ~•work. 

The ma,on1y of lbc Middle Bro,,u Arc posi-bwlt 
S1ruc1urcs (uJfill the criteria for 'axial-line symmc1ry' 
suggttled by Gudbcn, and so ~,e 1h, 
'dcs1gn<0nciousncss' or 1hcir bu,Jdcn \Gutlbcrt 
1983). CS S636 in Arca H ruts a posr-hole, S2«, a1 ill 
central pain,, and b)· runnU13 a hnc thn>ugh th< 
cn1rancc m such a "·•y 1ha1 11 cuis pos1-holcs Sl« 
and SSS6, a rcuonably symmcuical arrangcmcn1 
bcaimcs 1ppattn1. In fact, the re<ulan1 po11cru 
allows u, 10 posrulorc a mis<1ng J'O"l•holc mid-way 
bct•un pos1-hoks 52-18 anJ S271, ""ha considm 
blc degree or confid~cc (Gudben's example of Pl7 
from Moel y Gaer, 1983). Given our occcp1ancc or 
I.be hypothesis I hat the ou1er walls or lbcsc ru,,aurc, 
lay beyond lbc posr-holc nngo, a number ~r wcl!• 
bu,h, subS12ntiaJ •trucrurcs were prcscn1 dun111 dm 
rlwc. Fkmin, 1979, 117-118 makes an m•~· 
ing comrarison between the living spac.-c wnhm 
prehisrorK 'hu1-cin:la. on Oanmoor 1ulh tlu1 
Within lhe UPPtt holvn, or bv1ng-qU2n<n, of .\led,. 
c,·1l long.houSC\, in order to rc<,•aluatc thcfr status. 
The ..... co,ercd OlC3 o( SltUCtUttS II US,OG 
Lane during rhe Middle Bron,e Age (sec Table 33J 
compare, wdl w,lb 1ha1 of Medieval lolljl•houscs, 
anJ as FlcminJ ,uggni., byres <>)Q)J be ....,m,d 10 
cx1,1 as i.cpcratc buiJdin,gs, perhaps rc1>rcscn1cd hc:rc 
a, those dusicr, of Po\l•hole> ,.hic:h II.ad Jt.s casilv 
ckhnablc, or ~b,Jy.,f'OC\'<l, ground plans. Som<, 
such as MS S650, were regular in pl•n bur apJJ"r• 
cnlly in.'Offlplcte, while olbcn. su.h u MS S657, 
.,ere dis..rc1c groups of pos1-holcs ""hour rcadolv 
diM:e:rojblc Stf'Uttural 1>l11ns. These irrcguJ11r srruc• 
lure, arc rcg;mkd lhttc(on- .. bcin, animal pcm. 
>Orne J)OS'lble roofod. although d,rc,;1 evidence for 
•heir funuion ,; lack.in1. 
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MIODLE BRONZE AGE 

Ellison ( 1978) proposed lha1 the lat~r se11leme_n1 a, 
ltfotd Hill in Sussex c-ould be seen as 1ncorporattng 3 
slindard range of ~oi_nestic and. auxiliary units of 
structures. Drewett s mterprctat1on of compound 4 
1 Black Patch (Drewett 1979) proposes a structural 

:icrarchy involving 6~e huts . . The i!lterpretation 
uses several cl.asses of mfonnauon wb.1cb mclude a 
,-omparison of size and degree of terracing for each 
structure, distribU1ions of artefacts and the rela. 
,iooship of the huts 10 the fcnct-d areas and ponds. 
Thi> Ie,-cl of information was not available at Eas<0n 
Lane bu1 ii should be noted lhat the sll'Uctural 
groups in areas B, D and H were of comparative size 
and complexity to the post-hole ground plans of ,he 
compounds at Black Parch. If the terrace contours 
and the ponds on the established plan of compound 4 
art disregarded, then the remaining features are 
circular structures (huts I, 2 amd 3) and a number of 
fence lines and irregular groups of post-holes (see 
Fig 110). This highlights the problem of interpreta­
tion and even recognirion of auxiliary structures. 
Hu, 5 in compound 4 would be extremely difficult 10 
pick out without the boundaries of its terrace, 
although it is perhaps the same class of structure as 
MS 5654 or 5657 from Easton Lane. Around and 
inside many of the circular structures at Easton Lane 
ai, recognisable, paired post-holes, which prcsu• 
mably represent contemporary activicy, though not 
necessarily structural features. h would therefore 
seem more informative ro illustrate and consider 
post-hole clusters and groups of clusters in to10 than 
to o,,cr--conccmrate on the more easily recognisable 
symmetrical post-hole rings. 

BLACK PATCH 
MIDDLE BRONZE AGE STRUCTURES 
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Finally• it should be noted tha, in Reynold's 
( 1983) rePOri on the reconstruction of the Pimpcme 
house _(a large) 12.Sm ~iameter, Iron Age structure), 
he Pouns out that, given a topsoil depth of some 
0.30m, none of lhe POS-ts or stakes used would 
penetrate signi6c.antly int·o the underlying chalk, so 
11 C?u_ld be assumed thar many of our apparently 
vcst~gtal traces of round-houses represent the tip of 
the 1ce~rg a.ad lha1 most were probably surrounded 
by a~bary structures of slighter construcLion which 
left lmle or no trace in the bedrock. 

Although it is 001 possible to prove that all the 
Slnl~turcs in this phase were exactly comemporary, 
and mdeed sll'Ucturcs 2373 and 2375 could no, ha,-c 
been, it is possible ro consider some Qf the structures 
as fonning discrete groups. The best example of this 
occurs in Area H where. a circular structure, 5.636, 
formed a smaU self-contained group with RS 5637 
and MS 5652, potentially a house with auached 
fence, animal pens (MS 5652) and a four•POst struc­
ture (RS 5637, granary ?) . In Area B, the sizeable 
circular structure 2341 could well have controlled 
the nearby possible animal pens MS 5654 and MS 
5657. 

Again, jn Area D, che closeness of structures 4008, 
4009, 5653 and 4010 suggests lhat their ph)'sical rchl­
tionship mirrored a social relationship. MS4010wasa 
major structure of unusual form and would cerrainly 
have provided the focal poim of this group, while 
Structures 4008 and 4009 (if they were used as houses) 
could have housed dependants ried by blood or 
social links. Structure 5653 was less well represented 
on the ground and may have provided auxiliary, 
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. w rk evidence removed (after Drewett 1979). 
Fig 110. Black J'atch, Sussex: plan of pOSt-holes wllh carth 0 
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covered working space. A join1 family group could 
be postulated if aU l.hcse structures were contem• 
porary. However, structure 4010 represents a 
distinct dcviarion from the accepted oonn for 
Middle Bronze Age houses and so could indicate a 
similar unusual social group, or activity in 1he area. 
Structure 4010 was a round-ended, rectangular 
building with symmetry about its shon axis. The 
rounded cods and lack of symmetry about the long 
axis could suggesr that it was not a variacfon oo a 
long house but an early experiment in semi-detached 
residences of rwo circular houses. 

The only other broadly contemporary strucrure in 
Wessex, which is of a comparable form, was cxca• 
vated at Down Farm, Dorset (Bradley and Green 
pers com). ll was about twice as Jong as the Easton 
Lane example and seems to have more in common 
with European types, Howe,•er, a ra:rangular building 
17m by 6m excavated in 1967 at Nijnscl in Holland 
had one rounded cad and a complex arrangement of 
internal posts (Beex and Hulst 1968). The cxa1va1ors 
regarded lhc structure as a long house in lhe true 
sense with a living area and a byre under one 
continuous roof. A French example of a rectangular 
post-built structure with one rounded end was 
reeenrly excava1cd at Bucy-le-Long in Picardy by 

BUCY-LE-LONG 
BRONZE AGE STRUCTURE 

-· • • • .. 
•• 
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Mlle Pommepuy. The ground plan was 17.5m by 
5m and showed symmetry about its shon axis (Fig 
111). The rounded end was considered to be a 
strengthening device to counteract the effects of the 
prevailing wind (Massy 1983, 231~1). 

Various combinations of strucmre groups can be 
proposed for Area D, none of which are mutually 
exclusive (Fig 53). 

Combination 3 repeats several similarities with lhc 
encl,osure at Down Farm where a pair of circular 
buildings were replaced and enclosed within a fenced 
and partly ditched a,rea, wilhin which a sequence of 
circular and rectangular buildings is proposed (Brad­
ley and Green pers corn). Combination 3 has the 
rectangular building facing west into a yard in which 
stands circular structure 4009. A fence line ran north 
and souib from 1he rectangular building 10 enclose a 
quarter of a circJe against either fence lines or 
lynchets at the ,outh and ditch 1810 in the west. 
Circular s1roc1ures 4008 and 5653 were ou1side that 
enclosure. Within the enc.losurc were a range of tv,ro.. 
a.nd four-pOst structures and another fence. This 
could be regarded as a single domestic uni1, similar 
to those proposed by Ellison (I 978), developing 
adjacent 10 the slightly earlier cemetery. 

Combination l was an arrange.ment of three arcs of 
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Fig 111. Bucy-le-Long, France: simplified plan or Bronze Age siructurc for comparison with M.S 4010 in 
Arca D (after Massy 1983, Fig 1, 232). ' 
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15 again delimiting the quadrani defined by ditch 
\'s:o and fence/lyncbei in the_ south. PosJible ennan­
tt.S in the inner arc were lmed up wnh a funnel 
aatrancc through its ouler arc leading to lhe south of 
the: cemetery. Th_is arrangc1'!1ent ob~lo~sly hints at a 
cercm-0nial funcuon. Associatc-d wuh 1t could have 
1,een circular structures ~8 and 5653. 

The possible combmauon~ of stru~mrcs makes 
inie,prctaiion of Artll D difficult. 1 he cemciery 
,cems to be slightly earlier than the structures and so 
s possible cel'CmOnial arrangement of structures may 
l,.t\'C come firsl, to be supported by more domestic 
considerations, ahhough, of CQurse, a ceremonial 
function may have continued right through. 
Equally, domestic function may have been contem­
porary with lhe cemetery. 

Struc1ure 2159 s1ood apan from the rest of the 
Bronze Age structures both in form and location. h 
oc,,urrcd in a corner of th.e Middle Bronze Age di1ch 
5)'Stem and consisted of an oval of sixteen large, 
closcly-spaced post-holes. h was sinlilar to Buur­
man's 1emporary crop storage structures (Buunnan 
1979, Fig I, type e) and its position in a field comer 
is perhaps apposite. The smaller, similar but later 
structures Band Cat Winnall Down (Fasham 1985, 
13 and 127) were also suggested as grain storage 
facilities akin 10 the Scottish byre (Dunbar 1932; 
Monk and Fasham 1980). Unforrunatcly funher 
mdencc of cereal crop processing or storage was not 
rec<>vtred and so the parallel cannot be pursued 
funher. 

CS 3918 at lhe north of the siie has been reponed 
11 Late Neoli1hic, U, however, i1 was comemporary 
wilh the Middle Bronze Age occupation ilS awkward 
isolation on the north-facing slope may represent a 
social element, perbaps a punishment or isolation 
bt<ause of disease, physical or mental. 

The relationship of structures to ditches was 
complex. There was only one physical relationship, 
wlltre the post-hole ring from CS 4009 could have 
intersected Ditch 1810 in Artll D. The apparent 
absence of post-holes from the upper fill of the ditch 
does no1 necessarily mean tha1 the structure pre­
dated 1he ditch as it could have been built be1ween 
rceuts of 1he ditch. The structures were on the 
hilbide and related to the con1ours, while the di1ch 
S)'Stcms strike against the contours, and thus it may 
be that the struc.tures arc earlier. However, ditch 
1810 originally stopped on the southern limil of A~ 
Dand indicates a coniemporaneiiy with one phase of 
activhy in that area . If the structures in Areas B, C 
and E are taken as one group and Area Das ano1ber 
IP1>Up lhen the Middle Bron1,e Age structures can be 
seen as moderale-sizcd units comparable with both 
ltford Hill (Bumow and Holleyman 1957) and Black 
Paich CDrcweu 1979}, and called small farmSteads 
(Group A sites} by Ellison ( 1981). At Black Patch the 
stttJemcnt units, of which the cxcavaled site is but 
one, were scaucred over an area but linkt.-d 10 one 
ilDOther within the contemporary field system by 
•rncks. A1 Rowden in Dorset the buts were not 
ll'Ouped as in the Sussex examples but were isolated, 
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~veo_ if lioked by lynehet tracks (Woodward forth­
ommg). Thc_Ea51on Lane structures do not appear 

to have been mtegra1ed into <he fie ld system. They 
~ay actu~Uy rcp~nt n~thing more than the mobil­
ity of a smgle fanuly unit 010\'ing from one location 
10 anothe_r over a number o( _years or centuries. 

The Mi_ddle Bron7.e Age occupation, when lhe pilS 
from WmnaJJ Industrial Esiate arc included 
(Hawkes 1969), does ex1end O\'er a large area and in 
terms of Stze, falls into Ellison's Group B (EUi:On 
1981) of large defended enclosures. Easton Lane is 
large but undefended. The size of the sire ra1her 
lhan lhe display of its defensive (or delimiting) 
boundary may be more imporiant. Jn her discussion 
of se!liement and. regional exchange, Ellison has 
exammed lhe rclauonship belween lhe small (Group 
A? an? large (Group B) sites and 1he regional dis­
tnbuuon of ponery and metalwork (Ellison 1980). 
The Easton Lane site lies close 10 the theoretical 
junction or three of the large distribution centres ar 
Ram's Hill, Manin Down and Highdown Hill; 
between the distribution of Type I and Type 11 
globular urns; on the edge of lhe distributions of 
Wessex everyday ware; not far from the junc.lion of 
Rowlands' board clusters I and 2 (Rowlands 1976); 
and in lhe cemre of lhe dist.ribution of Class 4 
palstaves (Figs 112 and 113}. Rowlands (1976) 
arguc-d for lhe development of bronze working 
industries on the south ooas.t and there is a cluster of 
various bronze cypes in the general area of lhe Solen1 
and 1he .ltchen valley. Assuming that 1he settlemenl 
is not a smaH mobile farmstead, then its size and 
location suggesis lha1, in the MiddJe Bronze Age, lhc 
5etllement at &s1on Lane may have been an impor, 
tanr elemem in lhe distribution networks of Wessex. 
The site is in a commanding position above the Ri\•cr 
ltchen and could easily have controlled irade in10 ,he 
hinterland. The area around Winchester is a pre­
ferred l=tion during lhe Iron Age which included 
both lhc hillfort ai St Catherine's Hill (Hawkes <I al 
1930) and lhe excensive en~losu~e under Win~hcster, 
and during 1he Roman penod w,th the establishment 
of a possible fort (Biddle 1984) and a town. There IS 
no rtllson why earlier in prehis1ory th~ tn1dmg and 
communication ad\'antages of the Wmchestcr gap 
should not have been recognised. 

Late Bronze Age. Easton Lane Phase 5, 
Winnall Down Phase 2b 
Toe ditch systems continued in use, with the ditches 
being reeu1 or replaced. On lhc Eas1on Lane ~•rt of 
the site 00 st.rUctures can definitely be placed 1n the 
Late Bron1.e Age. On Winnall Down there _was the 
small cluster of four houses, alm?St ccrt~1nJy no1 
contemp<>rary, end a fence associated with post­
Deverel-Rimbury pottery. The sc1dcroen1 . coul~ 
h been continued by funher bmldmgs t~ ihc 

ave • d' I •est of Wmnall u.nexcavatcd area ,mme .iate Y . " . 
Down which remains archaeolog1caJly tntact. h 

The later Bronze Age scnlemcnt seems to ave 
n more reStriered than i1s Middle _Bronze Age 

~ecessor. It was se1 amongs1 field ditch systems 
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Fig 113. Easton Lane and the distribution of 
Bronze Age metalwork a long the analysis 
line of Fig I 12 (after Ellison 1980 and 
with the addition of finds made since, 
notably Hughes and Champion 1982) 

whk-h we.re still in use and, although the evidence for 
structures was confined to one area, this docs not 
mean that the related activity was so reduced . 

At Easton Lane there was a period early in the last 
milltnnium BC for which llicrc is no evidence or for 
which the evidence, mainly pottery, has s[m nOl 
bttn identified. 

At Old Down Farm, Andover, there was an 
occupation during the 'earliest' Iron Age (Davie$ 
1981), and on Easton Down there seems 10 be activi1y 
ollhis period (Fasham 1982). Elsewhere in Wessex, 
partieuwly in Wiltshire, this earliest Iron Age phase 
"~•II represented, perhaps most interestingly at the 
lllldden side of Poneme (Gingell forthcoming). 

Eady Iron Age. Easton Lane Phase 6, 
Wmnall Down Phase 3 
~~ough Early lron Age pouery was recovered from 
~on Lane, mainly in Area A, no further srruc­
t:"s were added to the Winnall Down results. For 
1 ~ fi~t time in at least a millennium of activity, the 
Pnnc,ple scnlcment was enclosed by a bank and 
ditch 'fh • bet • e _mtcrnal area of the enclosure was 0.4 

tares which, it has been argued, was djvided inm 
!epa,ah te areas for living, weaving, grain storage and 
PCr aPS bone working. Jn the enclosure there was 
~ gully-~uih circular structure, seven post-built 
~n:Jar btuldings and various auxiliary st.rUctu.rcs. 

_whole enclosure formed a relaLivcly self• 
:rmed u_nit, although it is possible tha1 the 
~ure ditch and bank were breached in the 

West corne,r during this period. 

EarlY_ Middle Iron Age. Easton Lane Phase 
7, Wmnall Down no phase 
There was always d b bo 
:~~•r::rd~IWtnalAgl o:~ tfr~m ~e tr;fr~~u~ic ~! 

e ron e. he pattern of discontinuity 
wTahs not fully explored in lhc Winnall Down repon 

e discovery of lron A • • . . · ge OCCUJX)Uon rcaturcs 
associated wnh early vegetable-tempered ( Fabric 83) 
saucepans fills . a gap in the occupation sequence 
t~wn from. Wmnall Down. The Early Middle lron 

g occupauon recorded at Easlon Lane to the wes1 
and nonhwcst of the Winnall Down entlo,;urc W1IS 

defined by the c.xistence of the Middle-Late Bronze 
Aged11ch systems, with ditches J76, 729 and J8IO in 
the west , ditch 1493 in the north and ditch 3692 in 
the south. Ditch 928 divided the excavated pan of 
lhLS settlement into ~onhern and southern elements. 
Tbc 1.one or occupanon may extend into Lhe uncxca­
va1ed land west of Winnall Down . 

. The Early Middle lron Age occupation included 
nmctcen gully and post-built circular structurt;,. In 
the southern a«-a, south of ditch 928 there was 
insufficient space between ditch 1810 and 1he east of 
the ex~vations to obsen·e any east-west spatial 
paucmrng of features. A possible north-south 
arrangcmen1 could be identified. CS 5602 in the 
southwcst corner ma}' have been a discrete ele.me.nt 
with an auxilial)• structure, 5632, auaehcd. Circular 
structure 5634 might have been a focal point for 
circulllr structures 5633 and 5638 and four-post 
structures 2158 aod 5659. It is possible that these 
structures were alJ to the west of a north-south pa1h. 
The northern part showed dear e\•idence for internal 
organisation. The strucmres were grouped on cilher 
side of a central north-soulh path or rood which 
probably entered this pan of the site between fences 
LS 5645 and LS 5646. The north of the area was 
defined by ditch 1493, and the evidence suggests thai 
there was an open space, or certainly no gully-built 
houses, in a six mctn: wide band south of the ditch. 
To the east of lhe path, strncture 2408 appeared a., a 
principle building with the miscellaneous struC'lUte 
24 JO perhaps being used as animal pens. The semi­
circular gully structures 2160 and 5622 were prob­
ably successive. They seem to work best as shelters 
for working in or behind. A simiJar pattern of 
principle building, 2404, with anciUary stuc1ures 
was pl'C$ent west of the patb and along ditch 176. In 
this group a.re a series of short, straight post nrra:~gc­
n,ents. There \\'as a range of s1ruc1urcs west of d1tch 
176 wh.ich may be contcmpora.l)', 

Four of lhe sm1ctures assigned to lhe Early 
Mjddlc Iron Age, 5634, 2404, 2288 and l408, were 
of standard form with pcoannuhlr gullies lO \,a.ryu~g 
degrees of comilcteness. Within lhcsc, oonc_enmc 
rings of pOSt•holcs were apparent,. al~hough it was 
not always possible 10 suggest dc~nue uner.nal plans. 
The indications were tba1 the mternal nngs wcn­
quite sligh1, thereby making it less likelr dun a firs'. 
floor could have been supponed on a ho(•tontal plate 
surmouncing the post•r.ing. Perhaps this reflected a 
desire to minimise on umber use ,n an area of open 
downland (see Allen, above 134). 
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Given lhat the si?.e and exec.at or the inner post­
rings is unclear, it is difficult to assess the position of 
the outer wall. The question arises with penannular 
guJlies as to whether they were foundation rrenc-hes 
or drainage gullies. Cenainly Pryor has cogently 
argued that the gully around Structure I, Newark 
Road subsite, Area IV (Pryor 1980), functioned as an 
cavcsdrip drain which fed into a drove ditch, thereby 
making it likely that the outer wall occuned some• 
where between the gully ood the imemal post-ring. 
On the other hand, in Phase 4 of Winnall Down 
(Fasham I 985), po,;t•seuings were recorded within 
the penannular hut gullies, as they we,e in CS 2408 
at Easton Lane. The reconstruction of the Conder­
ton house allowed Reynolds ( 1983) to observe that 
the predicted drip gully below the eave did not 
occur, indeed the shehered area encouraged the 
growth of grass which in tum protected the ground. 
It would seem likely therefore that, where gullies 
relate to drainage, they are deliberately created 
rat.her than the effect of erosion. At East0n Lane it is 
difficult to sec how the pcnannular gullies could ha\1e 
worked as drains, and so they have been considered 
as foundation trenches or perhaps as prepared 
ground for stake emplacement, although direct e,;. 
dencc for po,;t-settings within gullies occurred only 
with the gully around CS 2408. 

A number of secondary s1rucmres we.re recorded 
amongst the gully-built structures, eg 4019, 4020, 
2410, 5633 and 2406. These were initially recognised 
merely as discrete clusters of po,;t-holes. In some it 
was possible to suggest the presence of a post-ring, eg 
5633, 4019 and 4020, and therefore that the struc­
tures could have been roofed. In other.;, eg 2406 and 
5656, only recurrent patterns of post-hole arcs were 
discernible, and roofed structures could not be pos­
ited. This type of arc was also recognised with.in 
gully-built structures 2404 and 2408, and MS 24IO 
and MS 4019. Four-post structures and four-post 
lines ,,·ere also recognised. 

From I.his it will be seen lb.at a variety of different 
structures, which presumably fui6Ued a variety of 
different functions, coexisted. In the absence of 
anything other than minimal recovery of artefacts 
specific to structures, il is difficult to speculate 
further as to the functional division of buildings. 
Howe,•er, the general arrangement of the structure$ 
would seem to suggest that the four main gully-built 
s~ructur~ represent living space for four family­
sized units. Structures 5622 and 5602 may represent 
acoomcxlatfon for dependant relati"e groups while 
the rest of 1he structures provided additional work­
ing aod storage space. The overall layout of the 
structures wQuld suggest that most were comcrn­
porary. The division into northern and sou them 
area$ by the cnig.matk curved ditch 928 may repre­
sent a change of status rather than one of time, and 
indeed both g.roupS retain the same alignment on the 
old Bronze Age ditch line. 

The settlement ln this period was as org-,miscd as 
in both the earlier enclosed ph3Sc and the later 
perhaps larger, open settlement period lo the cast: 
Howcv,•r, only eight pits were Qf thls phase and no 

environmcocaJ dara are available from them. When 
the se3rceness of the pits is compared with the 
numerous .Middle Iron Age pies, it is apparent thal 
either funher pits must remain undiSCO\'ered or that 
a different form of s1orage served the seulcment 
during this phase. Possibly the small ovoid post-hole 
groups discovered both inside and outside lhe main 
su·uctures were the result of a form o( above ground 
storage. 

Middle Iron Age. Easton Lane Phase 8, 
Winnall Down Phase 4 
The Middle Iron Age activity was restricted to 
sixteen pits among and on the eastern fringe of the 
Early Middle Iron Age settlement, but west of the 
contemporary settlement at WinnaU Down. The 
Middle Iron Age settlement excavated in 1976-7 was 
very clearly defined. A group of about 70 pits were in 
a broad band running north-south. West of the pits 
were circular gully and post~built structures, some 
perhaps with pits in them, and two or three pits to 
the west of the huts. The Easton Lane pits had one 
distinct difference from the Middle Iron Age pits in 
the cast of r.be settlement. Maltby (1985, 105) sug• 
gested in his report on Winnall Down ,bat the 
animal bone C\•idcnce for pit 6S95, the most western 
pit excavated in 1976-7, contained the butchery 
waste of large mammals. A similar phenomenon has 
been observed on Easton Lane and Maltby has 
suggested that large mammal carcasses may have 
bcc.n butchered on the periphery of the site away 
from the main setdeme.nt focus. 

Horse remains arc an important element ln 1he 
animal bone assemblages. Fish was still exploited 
and the seed evidence suggests that the wetter land 
of the ltchcn valley may have been exploited for 
grazing or hay-making. Bracken may have been 
exploited for bedding; it was certainly used in rhe 
'banjo' enclosure in Micheldever Wood (Fasham 
1987) but care has to be taken to prevcm brack-en• 
poisoning of livestock (Evans 1976). 

The Iron Age sequence has revealed a picture of 
senlcment mobility moving from an enclosed 
settlement adjacent co its Late Bronze A_gc pre• 
deccssor, to the edge of a ditch system laid out in the 
Bronze Age and presumably still visible, and then 
back as an open (without a ditch or bank) settlement 
on the site or the earlier enclosure. The west side of 
the enclosure having been leveUcd to enable houses 
to be buih across the ditch, the east side mu$l have 
remained visible, as i, was incorporated into the 
conquest period and later enclosure system. 

Late Iron Age - Early Roman. Easton 
Lane Phase 9, Winna!J Down Phases 5 and 
6. 
The complete plan of the small, 6rst century AD 
enclosure has not been revealed. The: eastern 
portions of enclosures D and E Jay astride the 
cx<.,avation area, as did the presumed condnuatfon of 
1hc track along the eastern side of the system. The 
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SoUthcrn additions to the sequence did not seem to 
be as complex as the northern enclosures and rclaced 

enclosure st11ges 11 and Ill of Winnall Down with, 
to the excavated evidence, little subsequent rcfine­
:cot of !he system. The right-angled, two-sided 
post-built structure, MS 5630, Ill Enclosure E has 
t,een assigned 10 this phase and is the most convinc­
ing if incomplete, suucture of the first century AD. 
T~ burial of five individuals suggested to be of this 
d2l< Jay on the west edge of the enclosures. 

Late Saxon and Medieval. Easton Lane 
Phase 10, Winnall Down Phase 7 
One of the underlying themes behind_ the design of 
the project was the prospect of Jocattng an Anglo­
Saxon senlement of perhaps sixtb-<ighth century 
AD on the gentle ridge along which Easton Lane 
ran. There was no such settlement. There was, 
bowel'er the Late Saxon complex in Arca F. The 
di1ched 'enclosure was 40m by 16.Sm with an 
tntrance to the easl. It has always been interpreted 
as an enclosure although it could, of course, have 
bttn a buiJding. However, its overall dimensions 
and Jack of post or plank settings, either within the 
ditch or cut into t.he surrounding chalk, suggest 
01h<rwise. Dimensions such as 12.Sm by 6.7m for 
Sl3 from Portchester (Cunliffe 1976, 34-39) or 
ranges of about 17m by 6m for the larger elevemh-
1welfth century structures at Brighton Hill South, 
Basingstoke (Fasham and Kccvil forthcoming), arc 
common for post-in-slot construction buildings, 
while the pos1-pit forms present at Cheddar (Rahtz 
1979) were only slightly large.r (< 17m by 8.Sm for 
west halls 1-111). Even structures of great social 
importance such as the Middle Saxon timber hall at 
Northampton (Williams 1985) measured only 29.7m 
by 8.6m and hall A3 from Yeavcring (Hope-Taylor 
19n) 30m by 9.9m. lnboth cases these were main 
ha1Js with subsidiary annexes, 1not single con­
s.uuctions. 

General Considerations 

In the report on the 1976-7 excavations of Winnall 
Down it was noted tha1 the site was part of a complex 
or contiguous settlements, fields and tracks spread 
o,·er 600 hectares of the Hampshire countryside 
(Fasbam 1985, 134). In 1982/3 a further ten hecwcs 
?1 that landscape was investigated, and produced 
unportant evidence for an additional phase to the 
Iron Age, a phase of activity that was missing from 
the Winnall Down excavations. Greater chrono­
l0gieaJ depth was given 10 the whole lands?'pc• 
espccialJy for various activities in the second millen­
nium BC. 

The known sequence in this Jandsc-•pe started in 
the middle of the fourth millennium BC 1vith con• 
struction of 1he interrupted ri.ng ditch, which 
remains an unusual phenomenon in the archaeology 
of Hampshire in this period. Activity restarted •~ut 
2000 BC with the inhumation in the pit, the poss,b)e 
m of pits immediately south and the hints elsewhere 

in U!e excava_ted area of domestic activity, or at Jeasl 
of film-worktng. 

~he precise nature, form and intensity or act.ivitv 
d_un~g 1hc_ second millennium BC is DOI clear. The 
site invcsugauons record SC\'Cra.1 areas of activity 
rcprescmed by bu~ and other structures, cemeteries 
and field boundaries, bUl the evidence is not suffi­
ci~nt to. claim a continu.ity of activity in the soo:md 
millennium BC. The exc~w.ition bas examintd ten 
hectares out of a prehistoric landscape of 600 hec­
tares and, if settlement gencralJy was mobiJc during 
the Bronze Age, then it is unlikely that a relatively 
small excavation would or could produce evidence 
for continuous activity du.ring that period. IL is more 
likely that the excavotion has recorded some 
elements of 1ha1 mobility as and when the focus of 
activity extended imo the areas under in,•estigation. 
Howevc.r interpreted, as severaJ elements of a small 
mobile family unit or as a larger trading complex, the 
precise evidence for Bronze Age activity is valid and 
will always be a subject for reintcrpreta1ion. The 
chalkJand of southern England in 1he Bronze Age 
seems to have supported a series of homesteads in 
fields with occasional larger sites and defended 
enclosures, supplanted by t.he linear dll·ch systems 
indicative of a different agricultural regime but not 
necessarily disturbing the patterns of settlement. 

Four houses associated with pos1-Oe\'crel­
Rimbury ponery were recorded in the Winnall 
Down excavation but lhe next evidence for OCCUP3• 

tion was the furrowed bowls in the ditch of the 
D-shaped e.nclosure. Once again setdement \ad 
moved out of the area of the investigation, although 
within lhc broader landscape, there is evidence from 
Easton Down (Fasham 1982) for activity in this 
period. From the introduction of furrowed bowls to 
the end of the firs1 century AO, with the possible 
exception of the time of the earlie!t saucepans, a 
continuous sequence of occupauon ha~ been 
recorded and there is clear stnictural pattcrmng and 
shifts in focal centres of the occupation. h ha_s been 
necessary 10 imp0se crude chrooological divisions in 

what might be gradual shif1s from the enclosed 
sculemeot ro the open sc-tt.lemem to the west and 
opeo serllemcnt back on the site of ihe e:~closuri!. 
Perhaps scL~ement mobility should be _J>Cr<;<1vcd as• 
continuous movemen1 rather than episodic phases. 
The episodic nature of thi-s- movement may account 
for the changing relative frequencies o_f pottery types 
• • ••ary positions in features or rcs1.dual materlal. 
ID pnm w· all ,----·-The relar..ionship of the set.-ond mn . enc. v:s ....... , 
assuming it to be Iron Age, has not tx..--en considered, 
bUI as wilh the c.arlier pb~ses, ?nly a P3rl of the Iron 
Age landscape bas been U1vcsugatcd. fi 
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poltery. The pentagonal cropmarkendosurc with an 
internaJ rectangular feature about 400m cast of the 
excavations may be a Rornano-British temple, bm 
othe.r coinponcms of the Roman landscape, includ­
ing the settlement foci, are not obvious. 

The Late Saxon enclosure on the north of the site 
was a surprising discovery and was presumably used 
for agricultural purposes. 

In the \V'innall Down report attemp1s were made 
to guess population size from a (.'Ombinatjon of floor 
areas of huls and grain storage c.apacity. The data 
from the Easton Lane excava1ions are insufficient IO 
extend tha1 exercise, but it is worth just considering 
the floor nrca of the structure$ (fable 33). The 
principle strucrure through all the settlement stages 
was the circular house; a simple post-ring initially, 
but eventually incorporating a foundation gully of 
~me form. Most of the Bronze Age cin:u)ar s1ruc-
1ures were of relatively elegant and well-designed 
forms with fairly regular spacing of posts and 
elements of sYnunclf)', although some showed con­
siderable lack of co-ordination. There was only the 
one terraced srn1cmre and, despite all efforts and 
arguments_, its date remains uncertain. The cmerg .. 
cncc of the gully form of foundation seems 10 occur, 
as an experiment, in 1he Early Iron Age and ls 
subSc-quendy developed later in the Iron Age. At 
Liule Waltham the gully-built structures dated 10 c 
mid-third 10 late-second centuries SC (Drury 1978). 
Even when allowing for the outer walls of post-ring 
structures being outside the pos1•bole ring, the size 
of the average suuccure per period increases 
smoothly through time, as Table 33 shows. 

Tablt 33. Wi,mall Dov.rn IJnd Eas1qn I.Ant llnltturc size,:. 

Ptriod 

Middle BronY..c Age 
Late Bronze Age 
Early Iron Age 
Early Middle Iron Ane 
Mkldlc Iron A&c: 

Average structure size 
{expressed as covered area 

in ml) 

33 
59 
71 

106 
98 

In considering the Iron Age houses in a little more 
detail, if we take five structures, 2288, 2404, 2408, 
5602 and 5634, as the maximum number of houses 
likely to hav~ been standing at any 011e time during 
the Early Middle Iron Age, the re,;ulting combined 
surface area, taking the outer house waUs to rest on 
the pcnannular gullies, is 624.5m2. At Winnall 
Down, during the Early Iron Age and Middle Iron 
Age, the maximum number of contemporary houses 
and combined surface areas were six and 31Srn2 and 
six and 6S0m1 respectively. This would seem to 
rcOcct the expansion from the reslricted area of the 
Early Iron Age cnc-losute to the open settlements of 
the Early Middle Iron Age and Middle Iron Age. 

Expansion, contraction and movement seem to be 
the key elements that have been faced in understand­
ing the land$eapc evidence as revealed by the exca­
valion. 

I.n Conclusion 

The project design for the investigation of the fifteen 
hectares was based on a programme of 10% sampling 
by transects foUowed by excavation of extended 
areas. The first 1hree transects ominously contained 
no archaeological features, yet an area of ten hectares 
evenrually was c.leared of topsoil and archaeological 
features recorded therein. The value of a sampling 
Strategy, as urged by Cherry, Gamble and Shennan 
(1978), was demonstrated in this instance. The 
archaeological results are exciting and much new ct.ua 
have been produced for sevcrnl periods, both prehis­
toric and historic. In comparison with Winnall Down 
L.he paucity of artefacts from rhe site docs not allow a~ 
extension of 1he discussions of spatial and functional 
considerations of features aod feature groups. 

One of the implicit problems of chalkland 
archaeology and the study of scttlemen1 on the chalk 
is that of the site-specific approach. It is perfectly 
understandable as the only record Illa! is preserved is 
on a site by site basis rather than in Lerms of areas. 
The wholesale extraction of gravel in river valleys, 
particularly the Thames, has Jong enabled the per• 
ccp1ion of seulement mobility through time 10 be 
developed. A1 Appleford in Oxfordshire salvage and 
excavation work over 20 hectares of gra\lel re\'C3led 
features relating to the Late Bronze Age, lron Age 
and Romano-British periods (Hinchcliffe and 
Thomas 1980). The excavation at Farmoor showed 
seulemcm mobility possibly contemporary and 
related to seasonal water levels, on the banks of the 
Thames (Lambrick and Robinson 1979). On the 
chalk, howe\1er, investigation into settlements has 
usually been site-specific: a site has been selected 
because of its basic morphology. Hence Litdc 
Woodbury was excavated for the Prehistoric Society 
(Bcrsu I 940) and Gussagc All Saints was selected as a 
modern version of Liule Woodbury (Wainwright 
1979). At Old Down Farm tJ1cre was a long 
sequence, interrupted in the Roman period and 
completed with Anglo-S3J<on sunken-0oored 
buildmgs (Davies 1980 and 1981). 

One of the objectives of the progrnmme at 
Brighton Hill South was the examination of the 
diachronic and spatial relationship of four apparent 
prehistoric and/or Roman enclosures set in 100 
hectare,; (Fasham and Kccvil forthcoming). The 
relationship proved quite dramatic because, of the 
Lhrce enclosures invesliga1cd, two were Iron Age and 
Roman and one was Medie\ral. Easton Lane pro-­
duced the opportunit}' l<> iovcstiga1c a large area of 
chalk and observe the movements and shifts of 
settlements and activities. There arc times in the last 
two millennia BC when, even with the large area 
excavaLed, there is no evidence for human ac1h1ity. 
For instan<.-e, what happened between the Lale 
NCQlithic and the earlier Bronu Age., betwee,n Lhc 
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Chapter 6 

The Microfiche and Archive 

The Microfiche 

A microfiche is included at the back of this volume. 
h contains interpretative plans of pOSt-hole struc­
tures and appendices for the metal-working debris, 
human bone, animal bone, carbonised plant remains 
and land snail reports. Detailed contents are pro­
vided below. 

Contents of Microfiche 

Additional plans 2-11 

Fig 114. Pbn of overlapping Middle Bronze Age 3 
$trUctun:s 2373 and 237S. 

F~ Ill. Plan of M..iddlc Bronu Age Mructu.re 4010, 
annot21ed \'e.rsion. 

4 

F~ II~ Man of Middle Bronu Age Mruetutt 4010, s 
showing jdetliud s:ynuneoy. 

·~ 117. Early Mjddlc Iron Age scru,crutt 2404, 6 
in1ernal post•bolc llJ'CS. 

Fig 118. wty Middle Iron hgc ruuaurc 4019, 7 
post-ring (blacked-in symbols), post-hole 

F',g 119. 
tt(:S wd p,jn (open symlx>J$). 
F.atly MiddJc I ron Age structure 2408, 
c:cmral po,s1-bole and pos1-ring (blacked-in 

8 

J)'fflboh), IWO llta of po$t•h,olcs {optn 

F',g 120. 
S)'Rlbols). 
F.arly Middle lron Age srnaoetutt 2406. 9 

f',i lll. 
thtct post-boJc .u«. 
Early Middle Iron Age s(mctu~ 2288, 10 

Fe 122. 
ime-mal posMing (blacked-in symbols), 
Ear-J)' Middk Iron Age SUUC'lu.rC 4020. II 

Fig Ill. 
possible s1.ruetural pos1-ring. 
Early Middle fron hgt Structu.re 2410, II 

F~ 11,. 
po,sibit rceta.ngular And cireufar omlincs. 
Early MiddJe Iron A~ wuctu.rt' S6l3, n 

F~ IIS. 
possible .SUUC'IUtal post-ring. 
Detailed plao of r~tures in tnll)$0CIS 3, 21 
and 24. 

14 

Appendix to the Metal Working Debris 
report, by P Wilthew 15- 18 

List of sample idtn1ifK11.t.ion, pran of Aodcnt Monument$ Labor.a· 
1ary Rcpon No ◄n8. 

Appendix 10 the Human Bone report, by J 
D Henderson and A Cameron 19-38 

The Catalogue, part of Ancient Monuments Labora• 
tory Report No 4636. 
1ndudcs the following tables: 
Table 34 Skull Metrics 31 
Table 35 Mandible Metrics 32 

Table lo 
Table 37 
Table 38 
Table 39 
Table 40 
Table 41 

Table 42 

Cranial M.orphology 
Mandible Morphology 
Upper Extremity Metrics 
Femoral Melrics 
Lower Extremity Metrics 
Axial nnd Upper Extremity Mor­
phology 
Lower Extremity Morphology 

33 
34 
35 
36 
lo 
37 

38 

Appendix to the Animal Bone report, by 
Mark Maltby 39-48 

Tabl<O 

Table4,4 

Tablc4S 

Table 46 

Table 47 

Table 49 

T:ablt SO 

Table 51 

Fragrnenu of ca1dc in Neolillur, and 40 
Broru:c ~ (c:atul't$. 
Fragments of .sh«pl'goaJ in Neolithic and 41 
Bronie A3f fc-~tures. 
Fragments of other major species in Ncoli- 42 
th,c aod Brontt A_gc: fcatum, 
Fragments or e21de in Jron Age mi 4J 
Roolaoc,..British ft:11urtS. 
Fragments of sbcepr,!pt in Iron ,~ and 44 
R0mlJlo-8ciM~ dcPo$1>, 
Fngmcrus of pig in lroo AjJt and 4S 
Romaoo-8ritiib dtpositi. 
Fragments Qf horse in lto11 Age atid 46 
Romano-British dtpo.\its, 
Lt:ogths and escitn1.1td with<"rS bc:ishts of 41 
shttp bones lr, ph 526~. 
Fragments of D\lljor .species U'I medJC\•al 4S 
cont~.xu {uBSLCVcd). 

Appendix to the Carbonised Plant Remains 
repon, by W J Carruthers 49-51 

l.d-1 or samples aam11.cd, 

Appendix 10 the Land Snail repon, by M J 
Allen 52-54 

List of samples submitted and sediment descrip­
tions. 

The Archive 
1De context numbers which we,rc assi8'"!1-cd to layers, 
reaturcs and structures during excav:u~on and pOS:t· 
excavarion were retained if! th~ pubhshed. ';P?rr. 
Arc.hive and publication c."'()dmg. is therefore td1.:n~ 
exccpl for s1rucl.ure codes ~vh.i~h _recewcd a P 
identifying type in the pubhcauon. 
CS Circular structure 
LS Linear .strUcmre 
MS Miscellaneous .struc1ure 
RS Rcc1a11gular structure. 
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The finds, field records and the archive arc housed 
at the Hampshire County Museum Service (Acces­
sion Number A 1987 14). A copy of the microfiche is 
with the National Monuments Record. 

The archive consists of field records, field 
drawingsJ post-ex:cavation drawings and ordered files 
on Lhe differem classes of artefacts and feature types. 
All these records are on microfiche and arc listed 
below. 

Context Records 
Conttxl Finds Record 
Graphics Register 
Photographic Regist« 
Sample Register 

Archive Microfiche 
Sheet Numbers 

1-)41 
142- 158 
159-162 
163-164 
I6S-167 

Levels Register 
Site Plans and Sections 
Conte« Summary Sheei.s 
Special Finds Records 
Flint Sorting Forms 
Special Finds RcgiSter 
Special Finds by Category 
Special Finds by Feature 
Notes on Finds and Non-

strucmral Features 
Notes on Structures 
Draft of Report 
Poucry Context Record 
Feature $herd Record 
Correspondence 
Speclalist Reports 

168-171 
172- 213 
214-221 
222-228 

229 
230 
231 
232 

233-237 
238-243 
244-249 
250-261 
262-267 
268-276 
277-284 

The abbreviations u 
Bold numbers indic 

Abcn:romby, J 191: 
Addyman, P V and 

Medieva, 
AUeo, D 1981 The 

Archaeo/ 
Allen, M J 1984 La 
- - - 198S Lan, 

Easton I 
- -- 1986 Lan, 

Hampsb 
--- 1988 Ar< 

Grocnrn, 
Oxford. 

Allen, M J and Fen 
Archaeol 

Annable, F K and 
Devius . 

Anon 1886-7 untitl 
ApSimon, A M l 9S 
Ashbee, P 1957 Th 
Ashbee, P 1978 An 
Barker, G and Wet 

England 
Barrett, J and Brae 

Barrett a 
Bateman, T 1848 Ii 
Beex, G and Hulst, 

North B 
Bell, M 1982 The el 

later Pr 
8eU, M G 1983 Val 

49, 118-
Sersu, G 1940 Exca 
Biddle, M 1983 The 
. Acad 69 

Biddle, M and Emc 
Bordes, F 196 I T>•P 
Bowen, H C I 97Sa 

times, in 
197Sb Ai 
England. 

--- 1978 'Celi 
Man q,i J 

Bowe.a H C, Evans J 
Fowlc.r (, 

Bradley, R 1980 St 
Southern 
BronuA 

Bmlh_well, 0 R 198 
Burleigh R, Longwc 

Eoclosur, 
389-407. 
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