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QUADRAT SURVEY

A P Survey | Documentary

: i
Surface Geophysical Woodland
collection scan survey

Test-pit
digging

' J

? Detail
survey

? Detail
collection

Synt hesis

Comparison
|

ROUTEWORK

A P Study Documentary

Geophysical Woodland

Surface Test-pit

collection scan survey digging
Detail Detail
collection survey

= (Geochemical assimilation

Blank /site specific excavation designs (multiple)

Implementation (multiple)

= Site post-excavation research designs——=intergration of

General review

common components from all sites
into post-excavation research design
Implementation (multiple)
Publication

Assimilation

Fig 62. A possible, but very simplified, scheme of works for a route survey and a complimentary area

survey based on quadrats.

be considered as a technigue to be used in woodland.
but only if the sample fraction of the total surface
area can be set at a reasonably large scale (Shennan

QN5 Ag - o . [ aceicty 3 .
1985). As a means of assisting in the assessment of

broad distributions of artefact types (Shott 19851
and assisting in the understanding of levels of back-
ground noise of matenial types in area SUrveys, a
good case can be made for test-pit digging.

Geophysics

Geophysical surveys do locate new sites and musl
lorm part of the overall prospecting package. On the
route, the scanning technique does scem 1o be valid
and should be used. supported by g minimum 10%
sample of detailed survey. It would be Casier 1o
e o -:iu;-ll ._ i.ll}ﬂ'l: on 4 regular basis
but a o (K I Imdy DC omore appropriate.
I'he dewiled sample would hopefully provide some

ST th o
Organmisc il the >k [ THHL

information on the blank areas. At this stage there
would be no general requirement for detailed survey
tor enhancement of known sites, In the quadrat par
of the survey it would not be cost-effective 1o survey
all the sites known from aerial photography, but
surveys of concentrations of artefacts from surface
collection and some air photographic sites would be
required to obrain some idea of site plan and mor
phology. Areas subsequently considered to be
devoid of archacological features, including
woodland, should be sampled by intensive survey A
comparable 10% sample would be preferable, but
the sheer size of the area involved and the amount 1©
be surveved would stretch the available geophysical
resources in the country.

Mo other remote sensing techniques seem e Lo be
suliiciently  cost-effective to use lor fhe o
discovery of sites in the first stage of the survey. The
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he matched with images from an established
could Lk' f archacological features may lead, in the
s h:mii~lt:||‘:l future, (o new and exciting prospects
Laz. logical reconnaissance. The French have
{ with images from satellite SPOT in

not 100
jor archa
experimented
pnnection with th ntl
v IOLOTWAY but 1t 15 (o0 early to assess the

e recently constructed Grenoble

Valence 1T 1 i
results Vicherd pers comim,).
=

Phosphate survey

and duration ol even fast forms ol
phosphates preclude the use ol the
rechnique as an integral and efhcient L_11L-lhud of
[ocating nEW cites. The best use for this form of
qnalysis is as a Site enhancement |11u-h_'h;::unm as
suggested above. This is the clear conclusion reached
by Craddock et al 1985 after ten years work dealing
with twenty thousand samples. Field recording for
magnetic susceptibility may be an equally fruitful

The cost
analysis of soil

;g;mimr-.l;.lgh to adopt.

Woodland survey

Woodland will almost certainly be present not
onlv on the route but also in the quadrat areas.
Ancient woodland and even fairly recent wo wdland
may conlain major archacological remains in the
form of earthworks and even if all above ground
iraces have disappeared there is every reason 1o
anticipate the presence of buried archaeology. The
main problem of woodland survey 1s the lack of
apportunity for surface collection. One way ol tack-
ling the problem has been the use of test pits, but
although there have been positive advocates
Krakker et al 1983) of this approach, it does nol
seem 1o be cost-effective on anything other than a
verv localised programme (Shennan 1985). Various
evaluation investigations by the Trust for Wessex
Archacology have employed test pits in pasture or
I and zones. As part of the development of the

heat
Wytch Farm OQil Field, the Trust for Wessex
Archaeology was commissioned by BP to undertake
a variety of survey, excavation and watching briel
work. One commission was on a fowline through
R IR and 1m* test-pits were dug for every 400m?
to be covered by the pipeline. From the 132 test pits
there were finds in 25 and archaeological features in
including a previously unknown Medieval
h’-'—ihll'.ng and shell-midden. Very few of the pits, only
1-2%, were located on geophysical anomalies. Gen-
"r“!l" ‘}1'1“ was because, on the heathlands, the
archacological deposits equate with enhanced soil
build-up which masks all but the most magnetically
fesponsive features such as ash-filled ditches or
kilns. 1t is worth noting that there were no traces of
J'_‘-!l“'*-"'_"-:\ in the 52 test pits dug in a plantation
:‘Llll .Iim.:'-:ul_-tls.:“.dl 1987}. At the Norden roundabout,
ear Lorle Castle, a smaller sample of test pit
= t_"”*"-'-"-"d a geophysical survey, with some
':-::;z lxlit_ld r.l..!.ll'.'.L'\|:|.'_.',fL' specific anomalies. Ten

re used 1o sample the rest of the area,

maxar ey = &
Tum size 0.7 hectares, and none |\]'UL11:\L:-.[
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archacological results (Cox 1986). Although test
:il.y,;;m}_: may seem to be disappointing it is 1}:- 11“-
way of looking at or indeed under the mrl; 1'-:“_'-
woodland and must be employed along withLﬁ ‘m
physical and earthwork surveys. The scal -!-'L“-
\\:Llud]u!ui in southern Britain, '.l]-.'l.'!t’E from :1:;: l:\ f“-
Forest, 15 such that total survev can be the u‘;;:
sensible approach and there can really be no il.-|51 i
IL_c:itlnn for establishing a probabilistic survey in such
circumstances (Alexander 1983). B s

Survey Integration

T'he suggested approaches w survev outlined
above are really nothing more than an jn-x'u:,ﬂgu[mn
of the topsoil in support of the archaeology of the
plough zone, a term which conjurs up ﬁ{:inu]hmg
much more than the 0.3-0.5m deep maximum
covering of the chalk in southern England. There
can be no doubt that, to maximize the archaeological
record on sites that are to be totally destroyed, all
possible survey techniques need to be used. They are
complementary and not exclusive and should be
used to produce some of the data on which the
research  design for any subsequent excavation
should be based.

Excavation

Site specific

Although each excavation posed different prob-
lems. there were similar approaches adopted for
certain types of site. Pressure of time and the
necessity o maintain a viable year round programme
within a tight budget sometimes meant that none of
the topsoil investigations or the generalised ideas
outlined above could be implemented. Linear
features were usually sectioned, sometimes in several
places, and for sites under arable management the
topsoil was usually removed by machine. The tactics
for each site varied after the topsoil was removed and
different programmes ol environmental work were
established. In retrospect a more thorough examin-
ation of the topsoil, adopting many of the techniques
outlined above, could have provided more archaco-
logical data than was obtained. Rigorous excavation
and research designs could have been developed lor
individual sites, perhaps with even greater emphasis
on artefact retrieval as a means ol examining spatial
marters, and on the capture of environmental data.
The Sutton Hoo projec design is a good -:x._ml.pl':
huilt on inital survey and assessment work (Carver
1986). The strategy for each excavation was lor-
mulated before work started, but was not in the [orm
1gn as was later used for the
Easton Lane adventure | Fasham et al 1989, 1-0). In
the 1970°s, every archaeologist -.».ou_‘_i have
approached the excavauon of each site differently
and ten vears on 1, like everyvonc else, would nol
tackle those excavations in the same way.

of a written research des
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Without any further data, particularly from the
topsoil, it would be presumptuous 1o suggest how
each excavation could have been treated differently.
but now is the moment 1o make a couple of general-
isations. The need for greater investigation of the
topsoil evidence has already been suggested; it would
probably also be useful to see lengths of linear
features excavaied — the Roman track at Burntwood
Farm showed the value of this approach (Fasham
1980b%, and the Winchester to Silchester Roman
road and some of the features in Micheldever Wood
would have made interesting subjects; finer record-
ing of spatial attributes would allow for more rigor-
ous testing of intra-site activities (Berry er al 1984).

Looking at the blanks

If it is not feasible to reconsider in detail the
approach to specific sites, it is certainly possible to
reconsider the attitude to the blank areas. The initial
design by Biddle and Emery (1973} was quite clear
on the need to arrive at the totality of archaeological
activity on the route, by advance purchase and
extensive stripping for archaeological purposes. In
the end this target (? dream) was not attainable and
the watching brief provided the only chance to make
any assessment. The shortcomings of the watching
brief for observing the total archaeological record
have already been discussed, and that does not take
into account the evidence that is preserved only in
the topsoil.

On the assumption that the detailed and intensive
survey reveals a few areas where there are no traces
of past human activity, an investigative programme
would need to be arranged. Policies adopted by
County Councils and approved by the Secretary of
State seek a clear statement about the archacology of
areas subject to planning applications, even where
those areas contain little or no archaeclogical remains
but are deemed to have potential, as for example
with the Berkshire Environmental Policy EN26
(Royal County of Berkshire Planning Department
1989). Archaeological assessments or evaluations are
now put out to tender and numerous organisations
have been commissioned by developers to provide
archacological data which gives planning committees
the opportunity for the fullest possible consideration
of the treatment of the archaeological evidence,
Sometimes evaluations have looked at areas con-
sidered to be of low archaeological potential, bur in
those cases usually no more than 1% has been
sampled. These evaluation exercises have different
aims to a motorway project but do highlight the
necessity to comment on archaeological blanks.

Short of the complete removal of the topsoil under
archacological supervision after its thorough investi-
gation, the only sensible approach is to sample. A
sample fraction of say 1% as in some commercial
evaluations for planning purposes is too small. The
10% sample of Easton Lane seems to have worked,
at icu.\'_t it certainly found the archaeclogy, and a
figure in the order of 10% would |'"|Ft'lh:;1hj_‘!;' give an
adequate reflection of any hidden remains, The

nature of the archacology recorded in the sample
transects at Easton Lane was such that j Yiria
difficult to use the data to project total populations of
different feature types by period. That would not
matter, however, as any discovery in the sample
framework would need to be further and fully
investigated. ;

A quadrat sample for sites may be more effective
than a transect, even if presenting slightly maore
problems of execution. The easement of a motorway
line is in the order of 60-100m wide. A 10m by 10m
square hole would be a convenient size to employ.
The areas between known sites, concentrations of
features, or however it can be defined, could he
divided nto 10m by 10m squares; those st raddling
the line of the easement would have to be examined
as whole units, and the 10% sample randomly sejec-
ted from the total population available. Within each
square, ten lm by Im square units could be selecred
randomly for manual excavation 1o examine topsoil
and the remaining 90 squares could then have the
topsoil removed by machine. Thus one percent of
the total blank areas would be investigated by hand.
This 15 an awful lot of hand digging but is suggested.
despite reservations expressed about test pit digging
(Krakker e al 1983, Shotr 1985).

Since the landscape contains archaeological
features, both nucleated and dispersed, and areas
without archaeology, the main problem for estab-
lishing the sample of the blank areas is the definition
of the limit of the archaeological feature groups. The
fundamental question still remains of what is a site
and what are its limits, a problem which the presence
of an enclosure ditch does not completely resolve, as
has been seen at Gussage All Saints (Wainwright
1979} where it is suggested that the area immediately
outside the entrance had a special role; or as at
Easton Lane (Fasham er al 1989) where there was
extensive settlement outside the enclosure, where
indeed the settlement focus was highly mobile. The
problem of archaeological inference and definition of
a ‘site’ by surface collection has been discussed by
Haselgrove (1985). Assuming that the limits of a
concentration of archaeological data can  be
determined, then it might be worth considering a
sample in excess of 10% in the immediate neighbour-
hood. Perhaps a sample of 20%, including 2%
manual, in the first 100m linear of the route reducing
to 10% for the remainder of the blank area might
provide some insight into the possibilities of recover-
ing data about fall-off distributions away from the
main concentrations, or indeed about off-site
activities,

Post-excavation

The diagram in Fig 62 rouches briefly on post-
excavation. The essential elements for rapid produc-
tion of archaeological reports include a well-
organised and clean field record, a research design
which is rational and attainable within the likely

available resources, the proper use of thost
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POST-EXCAVATION

ility to concentratc on the
This section on |1mt-|.-}.'|:'.1-;_ltinn 1% *-j]‘llr!'l
process should be relatively straight-

g series of logical steps, usually

fenl 0N ONE another. Savings of u.ulc_u;m be
depencc? sroject where a pumber of excavations are
made 01 :,5.1.[:- in a relatively short space of time. The
R inds. especially pottery, and environ-
1al data, can be done on a project wide base
e han on a site by site hase, while each site will
rather l1|.!‘l1 have its ;!.[\_'l;l"ll;_'i1|li?g'il,:':|:| account.
~ h designs for topics, supported
rom the beginning by relevant
chould enable report writing to
The publication of the results

and an abl

resUl CESs
sroject-
hecause the :
jorward and involves

EOMEE
yment of I

[red

grill need

Guitable researc
where applicable 1
computer !
peedy Process.

acilities,

beas s et ;

wld be a problem. The fascicule concept can
L.I I“L L a - . 4 ¥
require ._-umjdu.'mhlt‘ cross referencing and work by
(=8 LERS -

the reader to enable artefact types to be placed back
into an understandable archaeological context. It
may be possible 1o |‘|l'nd_u.:u: pottery and environ-
mental reports for an entire rural project; certainly
the pottery {rom the _,‘hi?; wis lr_l:-.u-:d as though 1rn:'fn'|
a single project even if it was _xul] pl._thl:s.hcl_l on a site
specific basts. Assuming project wide topic reports
can be suitably constructed, then the published, as
opposed to the archive, material for :.'a_-:]: site ca_u_tld
he limited and treated in a very selective way. The
archacological, as compared to the artefactual or
environmental, element of a report 1s usually fairly
restricted and perhaps equally tight constraints need
to be imposed on all parts of a report.

All the basic reports from the M3 have been
published by the Hampshire Field Club and
Archaeological Society either in the Proceedings or in
the monograph series, and only two more general
articles have been published nationally (Fasham and
Ross 1978, Monk and Fasham 1980). All the reports
were reprinted in separate covers and numbered so
that it has been possible to collect all the offprints in
a single series, with the monographs as extra 1ems.
There was not much demand for the numbered
SETICS,

The whole business of post-excavation and publi-
cation would have been easier if the programme had
been shorter; the fieldwork eventually continued for
almost a decade, and the post-excavation could have
5!"'-‘1'L'ft'lrc have been crisper. It is no one’s fault that
the project ran for so long. It is impossible to plan
""h'-‘lf- construction dates are continually moving but
not by a consistent amount. Initially, construction
was about eighteen months to two years away and,
although the start date kept slipping, there were
tmes when it was only six months away, yet within a
‘ew months the start date would again be two years
fl"' . E'“_‘ ward planning in such circumstances is not
Id‘:“u¢[n|1l':]|:1l 1|h|_' credit of the Department of the

1980 bug :11-| 11L1d.l_i.]?+7'\' wound up the programme in

done when o COptan that the final work could be

The fina] lu:”ﬁ“'llkllh.ﬂlT actually started 1n _I“)Hi.

been built and 1]‘“ITJLE‘I1:H_U1 the route have still not

iwaited. the reaction of English Herntage 1s

.'Hl:.di r &
st an uncertain background, it was almost
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;.[11!-mthu: to plan for post-cxcavation. [f all the
fieldwork had been completed in two vears then a
very powerful post-excavation strategy could have
been implemented. e

Some Thoughts

he M3 project has undoubtedly enhanced under-
Sanding of he achaesogy of cenal Hampsive
a3 ¥ ated basis, there have been
the excavations _-:t two  prehistoric  settlement
complexes, part of the Medieval village of Popham,
and thu:. totally unexpected, albeit long-hoped for,
Anglo-Saxon m:ulca_n::m at Abbots Worthy. One
burial mound and lour ring-ditches can be counted
among the excavations and several tracks and roads,
almu_{ with their preceeding, contemporary and suc-
ceeding landscapes have been investigated. There
was an attempt to understand the archaeology of the
countryside, with selected excavations to investigate
the nature and means of representation of soil and
cropmarks. Of concern to all involved in rural
archaeology must be the investigation of soil marks
west of Micheldever Wood where the archaeological
features survived to varving depths in the chalk. In
some places, they no longer survived as features in
the subsoil and had somehow been fixed in the
ploughsoil by a mechanism which is not understood.
The rate of degradation of the chalk by ploughing is
not known exactly, although various estimates have
been made (eg Groube and Bowden 1982, 16-18).
The awareness of the disappearing archaeology was a
major item.

Interpretation of crop and soil marks was assisted
by the excavations at Bridget's and Burntwood
Farms where crucial elements of the landscape were
investigated; elements described by Collin Bowen 1n
frequent conversations as the grammar and syntax of
rural and landscape archaeology. Broad linear
spreads of soil were confirmed as the bottom ol
negative lynchets with traces of plough marks, and
once again it must be accepted that some of these

the ploughsoil. The

features were suspended in |
linear soil marks as

correct understanding of other
tracks was established when the major soil mark at
Bridget's and Burntwood Farms was found to be the
infill of a sunken route, complete with rut marks, of
a heavily-used track of Roman date. A notable bonus
from a landscape viewpoint Wwas the discovery,
recording and selective investigation of the prehis-
toric and Roman landscapes fossilised under the
trees of Micheldever, remains so slight they would
not have survived a single pln_:ug_hin;:. i
The project was 10 benefit from cuntcu_lp:r_ m
developments in environmental archaeology i Csct®
plines where archaeological value was l‘ll_‘ll.'l.?.!.l'li'li..'lri
fully realised. John Evans had already been involve
on the Wessex chalklands, interpreting the cm'lrsin-
mental sequence through the study of land n.“.'-"?hfj
and he welcomed the opportunity to xt_!punml'.] the
wide-ranging programmc of ?-.{mrrlmg Jf*f !!u]_ l.lh:-*;
which the project offered. The study ol ik




remains moved from the producton of species lists
to problems such as herd curation, animal speciali-
sation and variations between contemporary rural
and urban assemblages. As far as the M3 project was
concerned, this work was pioneered at the Faunal
Remains Unit which was sponsored by the Depart-
ment of the Environment (now English Heritage) at
the University of Southampton. The same institu-
tion was one of the few universitics where palaco-
botanical research was done in the 1970's. This work
was organised firstly by Peter Murphy and then by
Mick Monk, and its impact, especially where con-
cerned with rigorous experimentation with fotation
procedures, was felt by all involved with the M3,

Post-excavation analyses and the preparation of an
archive was greatly assisted from 1974 onwards by
the development of a computing facility that was
made available to the project by Hampshire County
Council. The preparation of the data base, which
now seems quite long-winded and unnecessarily
cumbersome, was a great improvement over manual
systems of the time and provided a number of useful
lessons for later projects.

The entire cost of the project was funded by
public money but the amount of information that
was readily available for the general public was not
overwhelming. There were, of course, the usual
lectures 1o as many local societies as were prepared to
have the same speaker almost annually. Annual
summary reports were produced with the intention
of them being popular accounts of the work. In fact
they were not even annual and were published for
1974 (Fasham 1974), 1975 (Fasham 1975) and jointly
for 1976 and 1977 (Fasham 1977). A small booklet
was produced about the Easton Lane excavations
(Fasham and Whinney 1985), but this was not as
successful as some other popular versions of exca-
vatons (Fasham and Hawkes 1983, 1986). There
were two exhibitions in Winchester Museum and
various accounts were broadcast on both local radio
and TV. The BBC made part of a schools educatio-
nal programme about the project. It was impossible
to organise open days for two reasons. On the one
hand, there was the reluctance of the landowners and
tenants to have sites publicised, with large numbers
of people visiting their property and perhaps tramp-
ling over sensitive crops. On the other hand, even if
access was available, there was always the problem of
where to park cars on an extremely busy and fast
road or on the narrow lanes which would become
blocked.

Most end of term reports have sentences SUEEEst-
ing that things could be better in certain subjects,
This report is no exception. In the case of the M3
there are two very uht'ml.lh areas where Ereater
resources would have led to something berter, apart
from the intensification of research into the topsoil,
The whole programme never really settled into a
framework which would enable all the work. or at
least most of it, to be seen in a broader perspective,
There can be few counties, and certainly none of the
other Wessex counties, where there have been more
investigations into the Iron Age than in Hampshire,
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with the Danebury project to the fore (Cunliffe
1984). And yel, as some reviewers have pointed oy
there has been hittle integration of the many and
diverse excavations of Iron Age sites in Hampshire
over the last twenty vears (Collis 1985, 1986: Hasel-
grove 1986). This was partly discussed a d-:-;aldu;:gu
by some of the concerned participants (various con-
tributions in Collis 1977).

Initially, it was felt that the valleys of the Fivers
[tchen and Dever formed suitable topographic enti-
ties to provide scope to compare and CORITas
settlement patterns in two areas (Fig 45), but in fact
there is not sufficient distinction between these
gentle valleys for valid comparison. The band of
Clay-with-Flints that sweeps from the head of the
Drever valley at Micheldever and eastwards through
East Stratton to the head of the Candover stream
may represent a valid division in the settlement
pattern. There certainly seems to be a difference in
the settlement pattern between the two geological
entities. As work progressed, it seemed that archaeo-
logical sites north of the Itchen were related o a
series of gentle ridges which run east-west from the
Candover valley and dissipate in the Dever valley on
the west. Micheldever Wood is on one such ridge
and the main concentrations of archaeological
features run along the top of the ridge or on the
south facing slope. Very few sites were recorded on
the north facing slopes of any ridge. The north side

of the Itchen valley has an interchanging pattern of

settlement from the Iron Age to the Late Saxon or
even as far as the modern settlement pattern Figs 63
and 64).

In the Iron Age, the west end of the valley
immediately upstream from the right-angled bend in
the river is dominated by an enclosure of 3.25
hectares defined by a ditch some seven metres wide
at the ground surface. A little over one kilometre east
are two *banjo’ enclosures, Bridget’s Farm A and B,
and another site is located almost one kilometre to
the east. Two smaller, ?subsiduary or dependent,
sites lie just to the northeast of the latter. Another
extensive complex lies one kilometre to the east, but
on the slopes overlooking the Candover valley, the
probable Iron Age sites appear to be smaller than
those overlooking the Itchen valley. This band of
large sites is one to one and a hall kilometres away
from the River Itchen, towards the top of the gentle
side of the valley, a distribution similar to that
suggested for sites in the Danebury region (Cunliffe
1984). The next band of sites to the north are all
sited on the next south-facing slopes.

The westernmost Iron Ape site continued in use
on a similar scale into the Roman period, but with a
very dilferent arrangement which included streets,
buildings and enclosures — a large village. The
sequence has been deduced from unpublished exca-
vations. There does not seem to have been a Roman
establishment near the site of the Bridget’s Farm
‘banjo’ enclosures but there is a substantial Roman
structure, complete with mosaic floors, a kilometre
to the east (Collicr 1878, 1879). A [urther possible
Roman site oceurs abour the same distance again 0

-




wiEl
__M-l_. .fr' f ) |

CROP MARRKS

'|

N
g
]
ey
P
.,
o

i [ ' I -
' \ \ \ o
T X B 1 : N

oy | \ ¥
EH::_ I . | ..._ ! = I| "!..l.-. \_._II_,"_l'{f— - -

ol 1 :"’f . -*' a8 i r..g‘;--h_ o './-f’—"* - ; - ;
N o ot~ K
IW-- | 4 [ - _:Y S\ -1“\‘ . -, \
e (=, ~/ N\ _Y \(]
| | ' S =)

# Urwimgi

s iz | \ . = ' ( ;
a1 | MODERN \ | :
.‘L — e — . - _.|!r NI — ._-\.._1

E-Hn"-' _ — = i =
Conisuis im metres 0.0

jmer '
RON AGE BITES ROMAN SITES EARLY SANON SITES

y e s | _

MODERN |

e
aller selilemant P Fouery .- Oular ¥
driveway

s Tl L N [ Age nite B

i I=
“’- H Banjo enclosuns 'I Villa with H P e
TR, WG |

asd tessalaied pavemant

yographic marks based on

lot of ac rial P‘h\-
location ol

of Winchester, showing the p
Service Archacology >echon and the

n valley upstrcam
supplied by Winchester Museums

gt B | modern roads and villages before the motorway Was bualt

|
I T Iw I { lron Ag ive is a valid indicator of influence, then LK

“w - pred 1 1‘. i _. 'I'. | :. i 0 ol arge site A ¥ eSSl O LEN WeERER -l
, i mportant rolk i both the Tron Age and H":-Ii.ll--'

v Wl YR

Fﬂ‘:_l J 1 .". '. i) LR} |'|.| i : 1 k 1% F
o ; . - . i o II\ | commercial centre for Uik

il v ol W orseDury

|
| Ao T e Gr (e g ot
| N — e ()]t Huall, distance Al X and

VLA TR 4 tanding as i utR |
nd S Lathet




ARCHAEOLOGY AND T

B @

IRON AGE SITES

¥ -.__I"' -~
ROMAN SITES
.'llr; :
.Kr.
ﬁ —
B o s e
— - ‘\:/

EARLY SAXON SITES

The Iichen valley upstream of Wing
and Early Anglo-Saxon sites

For key

SIDERATHONS

HE M3 CHAFTER %: COB

/ A
e, [ /
3 "
4
=
|
]
|
]
|
’m |
— 1
5,
.
; .
Sy b |

. |

hester showing the distribution of Iron Age, Romano-Britsh

see Fig 63

s

& =N

—
F
e |

oy rry,

o



CONCLUSIONS

F“-‘f”"""h" In the Roman period, It s
ring [0 SCE the large complex as a rural clearing
i"“"?“f + produce belore i1 transmission to markets
hous® .|..| ]\.tur or further afield. The site is less than
"'_“ "nfn]:uc”,‘- from the Roman road joining Win-
hall @ Sl It Silchester. Perhaps grain was i‘lrln.-.-.ﬂw;_w_l
chester W 1:;,‘.[;- for export to Gaul or other parts of
sk e, A corn drying oven was uncovered in
the BMPY: | 5 awcavations of 1971 and 1972. It
. |“-||:'|'|_||_1|I.!H.1'ILI.1 excavaton: : )
wkes o imagination to draw boundaries for the
:‘::J__u“l_,_\ herween the sites 10 ﬂi{nc ]‘H:de\._ Lo
I--I.:J.ua.' land holdings with rn'l:rﬁl_'.il: land and l}_uht
J:-.blu: chalklands with some h_l.‘;h'lt:r areas ol [.l'.!.}.'-
--..:'.I|-E"l'.11'2-"~ ceveral pockets of the latter ~'.11'|1-|:1'i.l~.'!;11
+cocit are known but are oo small to plot. Such
rerritories are typical of the p'.l._lh:]'nll.'x|‘lc|.'1u:l.1 from
chalk valleys. In ihe Roman period, there seem 1O be
fewer seltlements, but this probably 1s a function ol
cecopnikion. identification and interpretation of the
jence with the emaller outlying components of
the Roman agricult ural system proving to be :_;iu.kiu'u.
although a larger-scale, more organised farming pat-
jern may account for the apparent reduction in

kilometres I%s

and pac k'—kl

numbers.

It is mot so easy [o resolve the nature of the
Anelo-Saxon settlement, as the occurrence of finds 15
imited and none of the sites recorded from air
photographs can be interpreted as Anglo-5axon. The
evidence north of the Itchen consists of two
cemeteries and one settlement, all much closer to the
river than any of the earlier sites, while on the south
there is a scatter of :'II'_I;'JHiL‘-lt‘lll[‘Wl'kal pottery from
et east of Faston and a cemetery less than one
Wilometre to the southeast. The cemetery is located
in an area where a series ol earthworks south of the
river have been regarded as of post-Roman date. The
Saxon estate of Chilcomb may have emerged out of a
Late Roman holding with some form of centralised
control still operating out of Winchester (Biddle
1972). Such a development may not be (00 clear
from the Early Anglo-Saxon evidence, but the Late
Saxon sertlement which includes Martyr Worthy,
Chilland. Trchen Abbas and Itchen Stoke on the
!1-1:i'.'| ank, with Ovington and Easton on the south
bank, may well reflect clear estate boundaries. The
pattern of the modern nucleated settlement, as
opposed to some of the ribbon development along
the road on the north of the river, is very similar 1o
the Late Saxon sertlement.

_ I'he main differences between the periods are that
n the Iron Age and Romano-British periods the
k.:r“.f'”m“l“‘ are set back from the river, and in the
Tltl\,l,,\\l-r”;h!;]hi“- seem to be fewer I_m_';il points. In
e Dl ek e
depusits 1In:u- '11-11~Lk1 -[-:11-‘[}"‘ .L rn xtun%cmcm_ ;1.m{ u_ul.l.m-u.ul
the boundar; -.H . l .l..‘ _ll.r hllf_:\. h!'ﬂ;l:‘. er they work,
% es of estates, per haps represented by the
'.II'L,i‘l"ll':‘ll_cr:']i'kfﬁ. running north from the river, may

The '.l:\_"l'['lr]u!l !"l}i’flilﬁ in 1h|i Iron Age. if not earlier.
'l"-'ff'-:nl.Jl-.iL--IT:“;H “l-..l.h'-.' W essex Iron Age has long
he level Ilij :i ?"ﬁll_ﬁldt‘.s';lh!r interest and not just at
Aot h-nk- _H]“in'l. although those mighty

5 have continued to be excavated and to

f
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be a source of fascinati i i

e \‘:-ir'lklt'hllr‘:J'I;izl]:irll‘]:‘fll_-h rli;!am'c'l'_'.' recent
liffe 1984, Balksbury (Wainwri :h[ 1tj‘é:tzchu“ it
forthcoming) and Maiden {j-;.i}t.; g]-Jmnum-m.]
1986). Many of the smaller .‘1'..‘1[!{.‘[1-1 \‘[*'IIFPF_L'-‘* i
been investigated as part of a duhh‘;‘;|'i1;”::i h.{“
policy, such as Gussage All Saims -1|g,;‘. w.-d:nh
_1‘\).'.-"}'. which followed up a l't‘m.'ur;;h ‘Irillljt.'.ngm
initiated thirty years earlier (Bersu Ilgitr.‘m?nw
Owslebury (Collis 1968 and 1970); or, more “ dlfh_]
u_'.-.d!}.'. 4% 3 rescue excavation l.:unri.ml.mg in |]1,‘_-Fi‘ljh,j&-
tion established in 1866 when i:,;,s[{ji_'n]nr “-d[.:-
revealed archaeological features --.-im_-:; :E_ .
al.‘.~."~1:I.I:Ell..'\.1, rightly, to be later than the Stone Age hrutl
u-.u'h!:r than the Roman congquest (Stevens 19345, and
coming right up 1o to the present day with 1-.&'1_11-1}; on
the Dorchester By-Pass (Woodward and Smith 1987
and the 1987-8 excavations of a terraced settlement
on the Western Link of the same road scheme
(Chowne 1987). There has been a rapid increase in
the number of excavations of the smaller, non-
hillfort, sites over the last twenty vears (Fig 65).

Iron Age Excavations in Wessex

Numbers

&

L - AR i = ==
o 2w 2w %
f f: f. E & & =1 @ ﬁ
- e S = s © e © ©
Decades

Diagram showing the number of published
excavations of smaller {non-hillfort) [ron
Age sites per decade in Wessex. Last
decade not complete as figures were col-
lected only until the end of 1987.

The smaller sites are VEIy different and show
variations in size, shape, being open OF cn-_'l_nr;t-d.
with different sizes ol ditches, apparent possesston of
buildings and so on. Some of these attributes are
summarized in Fig 66, which portrays the approxt
mate area of a site, whether it 1s open of enclosed,
and the variations of those two elements through
time. As Cunliffe (1978) has pointed out. there are
elements which seem Lo be ui'.ruuulugu;al indicators,
carly palisade ditches al _l.nth:
Woodbury (Bersu 1940} and ."rluun_}hli (Liddell
1933 and 1935) and the emergence of the mudn_:lrln:
sized enclosures around the 'I]Ii-dL{I]Il: of the last mi ._
nium BC at siies such as Little W oodbury, TL:\*:::.
All Saints, Highfield (Stevens 1934) and Lattle 50

as for example the
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Plans of various excavated Iron Age siles in Wesseyx
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Fig 69. Plan of various excavated Iron Age sites in Wessex.

likely that the development area and the number of

sites will expand in the near future,

The archaeological work on the M3 does, in many
ways, reflect most of the trends of archaeology in
England over the last two decades. The individual
excavations produced much useful data, but the
constraints on resources meant that the wider inte-
gration of those data has not been possible, even
though very desirable.

Finances

In the five vears before the project started. the
amount of funds available nationally for rescue
archaeology had increased at a tremendous rate and
it was expected that all rescue archaeology should be
funded out of the public purse. Some people were
concerned that this approach would lead to a lessen-
ing of money available for non-rescue, research.
excavations. It led to a different form of archaeology.
Even after the great increase of public funds, there
was still not enough money available for every
threatened site and selections had to be made,
usually on the regional and national importance of a
site. The idea that the developer, the destructive
agent, should be responsible for funding rescue
excavation was a long way from many people’s
thoughts and even further from being a practical
proposition,

For national road schemes, the principle of
developer pays is still not fully established, although
the Department of Transport does now make provi-
sion for archaeological investigation on rrunk roads
in England. Some local authorities pay for archaco-
logy on their road schemes. Dorset County Council

have paid for archacological investigations on at least

two road schemes. The By-Pass at Warcham went
through a Romano-British pottery producing site

(Cox and Smith in prep), and on a different part of

the Wareham By-Pass the excavation of a section of a
Roman road was also funded by the County Council.
The level of funding may not have been as high as
the field archaeologists wanted but the developer was
funding the work. On the Western Link of the
Southern Dorchester By-Pass, which was a county
road scheme, Dorset County Council provided about
half of the £60,000 required to do the archaeological
work. The rest of the Dorchester By-Pass was a
national road scheme and English Heritage will have
spent in the region of £300,000, with a contribution
from the Duchy of Cornwall across whose land the
road runs, for the archaeology of six kilomerres of
road. The archaeological response that can be made
out of a budget of that size is adequate but far from
ideal. An original estimate for the scheme, without
detailed proposals for post-excavation, was a shade
over £300,000. The Department of 'i':'un.\pur["n
annual provision to English Heritage for archacologl-
cal work on all national road schemes was raised in
1990 from £100,000 to £500,000.

The total cost since 1973 for the M3 project has
been £392,177 for 17 kilometres. This figure has not
been adjusted 1o produce a current day value for the
earlier costs, but between 1974 and 1987 government
figures show that the retail price index rose by almosi
four times. Neither the M3 nor the more recent
I)Ul't‘hl._'!i[:.‘r H_‘;-IJ'.I.w was a |_;1|]]|'|h_-[|: ]'I.i\_'[{ﬂ;.t:.'. as the
quoted costs were not always for the entire costs
including display, storage and publication nor.
necessarily, were they the costs for the ideal archaeo-
logical work. The archaecological programme Wwas
fitted 1o the resources available.

Concern lor the ;|1.;\_'[|_<“_-|'1]n_q\' ol motorways did not

T
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1. A desk-top assessment of all known sites on or
near the route, including a place-name studv.,
An aenal survey may be needed at this stage
I'he assessment can be commussioned as soon as
a corridor for the route has been selected.

2. Fieldwalking to locate and record upstanding
features of archacological mmterest, w record in
arable arecas surface scatters of archaeological
material, and to identily areas ol ]ul-:.tw::‘.'-:.:nr;
mental interest such as colluvium and peat.

3. Geophysical survey cither by detaled survey ol
the entire route, or more reasonably, by a form
of scanning with selected areas being subject o
detailed survey. Since stages 2 and 3 are non-
damaging thev can usually be done well belore
compulsory purchase

3. Test pit digging of areas indicated by the geo-

physical survey as being ol archacological inter

est, and test pits positioned at regular intervals
along the rest of the route. Engineenng surveys

also include the digging of holes for a variety ol

purposes and they are usually undertaken belore

acquisition, It seems reasonable to assume that
these could be observed and ther results incor-

;'nur.ttu:d with those from the stage 4 archacolog

cal test pits
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The arrangements for the funding of rescue
archacology in the 1970's enabled the Department of
the Environment to recognise the M3 project as ‘of
national importance’ and thus to fund the project in
its entirety. In the 1980's different attitudes to rescue
archaeology, tighter funding for an increased volume
of rescue projects, and the movement towards
developer funding would have made the single,
integrated organisation of the M3 project, as in fact
occurred, increasingly unlikely. The archaeological
work on the Dorchester By-Pass for example,
although largely financed by English Heritage and
designed as a comprehensive piece of work, bene-
fited in scope from two esrlier English Heritage
survey projects: the Dorset Ridgeway Project of
197784, and the Maiden Castle Project of 1985-6
(Woodward forthcoming, Wainwright and Cunliffe
1984). The main fieldwork and excavation pro-
gramme for the By-Pass was under way by January
1987 and, as a separate exercise, observation record
work was undertaken during the construction period
from late 1987 to 1988 (Woodward and Smith forth-
coming).

Returning to the prospect of running a 1970 style
M3 project in the 1990, it is conceivable tha with
£500,000 per annum a similar projec could he
arranged, but the altered circumstances of excavating
bodies suggest otherwise. It is Interesting to note
that the southern portion of the M3, to the eas of St
Catherine’s Hill, will be funded fully by the Depar-
ment of Transport as a cost additional to the ysyg|
allocation. English Heritage invited the Trusy for
Wessex Archacology to undertake the fieldwork
programme. The least damaging route of all those
proposed, from an archaeological viewpoint, would
have been that which used a tunnel under St Cather.
ine’s Hill, an undertaking in which the engineers
involved with the M3 project in 1973 privately
expressed interest.

The M3 project investigated a 17 kilometre long,

60m wide, strip of central Hampshire ar a cost of

£392,717, which is about 38.5 pence per square
meire. At an equivalent rate it would be possible 1o
complete the remaining 11,500 square kilometres of
the Wessex region for £4,447.135.,000.
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