






































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Chapter 7

Archaeological Investigation Methods
and Retrospective

Introduction

In March 1990 Wessex Archaeology was asked to
prepare a strategy to assess the ‘full archaeological
potential of the proposed route of the M3 extension
between Bar End and Compton, with a particular
emphasis to be placed on the evaluation of the
(known) archaeological remains on Twyford and
Hockley Downs' (Wessex Archaeology 1990a; b). The
area under consideration was a corridor approx
imately 4.5km long and 100m wide (Fig 49). The
selection of appropriate survey techniques had to take
into account the finite financial and time resources
available, as well as the known archacological poten-
tial, local topography, existing landuse, and access,
The aim was to integrate the survey techniques to
obtain maximum information regarding the location,
extent, and quality of archaeological sites and features.
As a result of legal processes, the fieldwork had to be
carried out in two stages. It was undertaken between
April-May 1990 and November-December 1990
Following the evaluation survey discussed below, an
excavation strategy was proposed for the threatened
areas of this central part of the route {Wessex
Archaeology 1991b). This reflected the archaeclogical
potential of the various areas as revealed during the
course of the evaluation. The methods employed in
the subsequent excavations and the validity of their
results are discussed below.

As a corollary of the planning process, the pre-
viously known archaeclogy of the proposed route had
been cellated and summarised (Whinney 1985;
Morgan-Evans 1987). Probable areas of high
archaeological potential had been indicated, based on
sources generally employed by archaeological con-
tractors undertaking ‘desktop studies”: that is, the
County 5Sites and Monuments Record (SMR},
Scheduled Monument listings, aerial photographs,
and published excavation reports. The information
obtained by the desktop study is summarised in
Chapter 1.

The survey methods applied during the evaluation
had previously successfully been employed in ad-
vance of the construction of other sections of the M3
(Fasham and Whinney 1991, 79-96). The two
Scheduled Monuments within the proposed road cor-
ridor were the subject of Monument Clearance and

were given particular consideration when the evalua-
tions were designed.

Evaluation Methods

The evaluation methods employed were designed
to be part of a staged approach whereby inform
produced from the different surveys would com-
plement each other and direct further work (Figs 50-
3). In fact, although this happened in some cases,
various external considerations adversely affected the
order and timing of some elements of the evaluations,
particularly work in the area of the Dongas, Methods
employed during the evaluation were:;

-
FRiatei ]

» geophysical survey — magnetometer survey to detect
magneticanomalies was undertaken by Geophysical Sur-
VEYS, Bradford:

* artefact collection by surface survey (feldwalking) was
employed over the available arable lancd;

*  auger survey was undertaken mainly to provide general
soil depth and profile information, additionally aug
samples were takenin the [ichen valley forenvironme
E'l"::]'l'*:'l"-{"‘-\.;

*  hand excavated, 1x1m test pits were sited at designated
intervals aligned off the centre line of the proposed route,
where fieldwalking
information was required regarding soil depths et

L] machine r:\'n\_‘hug wsing a tracked excavator with ¢ am
wide toothless ditching bucket. The trenches were sited
following examination of the resulls of the previous sur
ey I'I'II."t!";I.hih_ Or In IL'l.'l_-~-|_|.,II,"I_"' areas not -\.:IE'["I'L"|'|-|IJ:‘-: 18 I'-?""

was not possible, or where exira

infrusive techniques;

*  measured contour survey (using a Sokdkisha total ¢
electronic distance measurer (EDM) and a data
was restricted to earthworks, including the barrow on
Twyford Down, the Dongas (Plate 30), and part of the
Hockley Down lynchets

R liegl

One area where archaeological survival was likely
to be limited was identified in advance of field evalua-
tion. The most northerly block of the route, close to Bar
End, lay within the boundaries of a sewage treatment
works and had been subject to considerable Lllstl_lrt‘
ance prior to the proposed road scheme. In view of the
limited potential and pa riicular health and safety con-
siderations because of the possibility of soil con

ou
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Plate 30. Section through one of the trackways in
the ‘Dongas’

tamination, it was decided to investigate this area
during the main construction phase of works,

The road corridor from south of the sewage works
to the A333 had already been established as an area of
high archaeological potential, containing as it did the
line of a possible Roman road (roughly defined by the
modern Morestead Road), parts of the series of well
defined and prolific interconnecting hollow-ways
(Fig 50) known locally as the Dongas (SM 543), and the
Hockley Down (SM 273) and Twyford Down com-
plexes. Followi ing the establishment of a grid over the
Twyford arable field, using the central line of the
pr['.-pu-xmt road, a series of wn ey methods was
applied to this area (Figs 51 and 5

e At the initial evaluation stage, an objection by the
guardians of the 5551 precluded the use of sub-surface
investigations within the area of the Dongas (SU 4890
2735, 92m O, therefore only the EDM survey was
undertaken. This survey, together with the plans of pre-
vious surveys (supplied by the contractors), showed that
‘the majority of the hollow-ways had similar base widths
froughly 3m) but widened considerably across their top
edges as they progressed downslope to the north. It was
also apparent that a complex pattern of up o 16 shallow
hollow-ways in the south rapidly converged to form four
major hollow-ways, and or, linear erosion features in the
north’ (Wessex Archaeology 1993a)

*  Geophysical survey over the Twyford Down arable field
area (SU 4860 2710, 9%6m OD), produced results which
were difficult to interpret, with a general lack of mag-
netically enhanced deposits and a relatively low level of
magnetic anomalies indicated (Fig 52). A number of

sub-soil features were, however, indicated by linear *

anomalies in the north-eastern section of the field and by
clusters of anomalies in the south-western area. A num-
ber of apparently blank areas were also indicated. [t was
suggested that this may have been caused by poor pre-
servation of archaeological features because of the effects
of ploughing, or by the masking of deposits by overlying
material. The results of the peophysical survey were,
therefore, of necessity tested by trial '.n_-r'.uhfn:.; [sop
below),

The feld H\'.‘IL\'I.'.J exercise undertaken
on Twyford Down produced a numi
['h".-maux Archasology 1990B). T
Bronze Age pottery, and lange quantities «
worked flint, wene nec wered fron
proposed road corridor at the north-eastern end «
field. This spread of material coincided with the
tions of the round barrow and feld systery
identified from aerial photographs and th
survey (Fig 52). Similarly, the Romano-British po
nﬁ._.;\\tn{l in similar amounts to that of the Bronze Age
material, led to caution in attributing a Bronze Age date
o all the sub-surface features. This caution was later
justified in part by the excavation results.

Evidence for the known Late Iron Age fearly hul**m‘
British settlement in the south-western half of
was, in terms of artefacts, less torthooming, Tt
walking areas nearest to theexpected siteof the settlement
produc ed only eight sherds of Romano-British pottery
A series of hand-dug test pits and machine-excavated
trenches was located in the Twyford Arable Feld (F
in order toassess the nature of the sub-soil featurs
had produced the linear 'L'ﬂ.‘l|.‘|‘|'~"llc<’|] ATy liess in the
north-eastern section of the held and the clust: |\. of ~|~-1
malies in the south-western area, Others were kocat ;
test apparently blank areas on the geophysical plot. Thr
trenches wene }hhlt‘izl‘l!ﬂ 18] |I1‘-1'*~11~r 1ker tlw nature of ¢
linear anomalies. Late Bronze Age lynchets (3339
3017, see Fig ) were o onfirmed in bwo of these trenches,
although stnpping of the third (3018), revealed an un-
broken surface of clay-with-flints and no evidence of
archaeological features. The trenches, therefore,
firmed the survival of elements of a prehistoric fi
system on this part of the down and indicated |
prehistoric layers survived beneath the modern plough
soil. The results alsoindicated that the geophysical survey
could not be used in isolation to indicate the presence ¢ f
archaeological features: All but one of the seven trenches
in the south-western area of the field were posit
the clay-with-flints, and all 'n.""'uwﬂﬁi"phillx“' the kno
lynchets on Hockley Down. Three of the seven trenc
produced no evidenice for archaeological features. In the
others, evidence was found for limited numbers of
archacological features, mainly in the sout
western parts of the area examined, up*h“\‘ from the
surviving feld lynchets. These did not, howey k-.n'."P%.' ar
to relate directly to the anomalies indicated by
physical plot. At least one trench, positioned where no
geophysical anomalies had been indicated, produced
evidence for features following the cleaning of the surface
of the clay-with-flints. Elu.w.-|11_-u-|1-;1["ul.1 e that the variabon
in the thickness of the layer of clay with-flints which
covened the bedrock chalk at this end of the Jv-w 1hadan
impact on the geophysical results. Features e e
demonstrated the sunvival of ancient depositsbeneath the
modemn ploughsoil at thisend of the dn.-.nn. vl suggested
achivity and settlement of more than one penod: 4
sugrestion later confirmed by excavation.

The proposed motorway route rana proNIT natelyn orth-
east to south-west across part of the Scheduled
Monument 273 (SU 4808 2680, 68-38m OD), A senes o
hand-dug ¢ :'at| its and auger holes excavate { in this area
of preserved lynchets near Hockley Golf C
immediately to the south-west of the Twyford a
held, confirmed the known status of this monu
53). The field pattern, as recorded by fieldwork in 1
wits shll visi |1L , and the major lynchet which ran
sputh alor ng i 4508 was represe bt |'.‘- a drop
over 2m from the positive to negative parts Ol the
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The southemn block of the route, comprising the
Itchen valley, Compton Down and Shawford areas
had varied topography and landuse (Fig 49). The
survey methods employed were adopted accord
ingly. As a result of the initial survey, a watching brief
of these areas was the recommended action. The re-
sults of the subsequent watching briefs are also
discussed below.

&  The land available for survey in the Compton Down/
Itchen valley was subjected to the same techniques used
in the Twyford /Hockley area (Fig 54). The River ltchen

lair rmeadows used for

sisted of wat

yweler o assess

gersurvey was undertaken

ETAZING. / 1 i
the nature and depth of alluvial deposits for environ
mental purposes. This showed that the water meadows
(SLI 4775 2655, 28m OD) were unlikely to have a long
history as they produced only a relatively short peat
sequence (maximum depth was 1.7m)

e NMagnetometer survey was undertaken in this area,
although there was some|
existing road and railway cuttings and the survey results
reflected this. With the exception of a few well defined
apparent pit-type anomalies, the results were generally
weak or unclear. A number of undated archaeological

evious disturbance caused by

features including lynchets and ditches were later
recorded along the side of the valley during the watching
brief.

o  Testpitsin the grounds of Compton House and the Knoll
(Fig 54) were supplemented by limited fieldwalking (part
of a ploughed field to the north of the Knoll) and by trial
trenches on sloping ground o the east of Compton
House, to the east and west of the main Winchester—
Southampton railway line and at Bushfield roundabonul
The results of the trenching at Compton House suggested
that any features of archaeological interest wi
have been present were unlikely to have survived the
major terracing of the garden. The limited amount of
pottery recovered during the assessment were Seen as
suggestive of “fall-off’ from the nearby Romano-British
settlernent site (Wessex .-'l..n'l'um_ﬁ_:alﬂ_x_;_x' 1991a)

*  The test pits used to evaluate in the grounds of the Knoll
identified a limited number of badly weathered and
ammal disturbed lingar archaeological features (gullies)
cut into the Coombe Rock subsoil in the south-eastern
corner of the garden. Possible post-holes were noted in
the base of a depression within one of the test pits. This
feature also contained worked flint, which may suggest
a prehistoric date, although no firm dating evidence w
obtained. Few artefacts were recovered dunng i
walking to the north

*  Test pits were also undertaken during the evaluation at
Shawford (SU 4685 2525, 61m OD), although no features
of archaeological interest and a limited number of
facts were recovered. This pattern was maintain
throughout the watching brief undertaken du

hurt stnpping

ich might

]

W later

The Excavation Programme

As a result of the comprehensive evaluation pro-
cess outlined above, propesals for the recording of
archaeclogical remains along the route of the pro-
posed motor way corridor were presented to English

TWYFORD DOWN, HAMPSHIRE: CHAPTER 7

Heritage in April 1991. The excavation research desien
(Wessex Archaeology 1991b), suggested that the

amme was to be SEEN as thie

archaeological progr
investigation of a ‘transect’ through an ar-
chaeologically-rich and historically important
landscape” and the opportunity not only to record
‘sites’ but to study the development of an important
communications corridor. The evaluation had pre
viously defined areas of archaeological remains and
resources were concentrated in those areas. Tt

pro-
2 0f
construction at s1x locations J|LJI1;.“, the route. and
intensive watching briefs at a further six locations,
with a general watching brief to be maintained along
the entire length of the new route during the topsoil
stripping.

Three of the six locations were excavated (with four
Areas, A=, Fig 49), between April and November
1991, before the start of the main road construction
programme. The three other locations selected for
excavation following the evaluation process, had to be
investigated during the road construction pro-
gramme.

[he principal excavation sites were in the area of
arable cultivation on the flanks of Twyford Down (Fig
55). Area A was an area of nearly Zha, positioned
where fieldwalking, machine trenching and geo-
physical survey during the evaluation had strongly
indicated a degree of survival of a prehistoric field
system and of a ring-ditch. Area B (Fig 55) was an area
of ¢. 1Tha positioned adjacent to the focus of the settle
ment partly excavated in the 1930s and planned in
order to investigate the significance of features found
in the assessment trenches and to locate an early
Roman track way which was found in the 1930s to
cross the lynchet system at the western end of the
excavation area. In addition, two small areas (Areas C
and D, SU 4510 2680), on the edge of Hockley Gol
Course and adjacent to the western end of Area Bwere
planned to allow the removal of topsoil in bwo tran-
sects across the surviving lynchet system so that hand
excavation of areas of ]‘1"-.'.14"-. ed subsoil could be
undertaken

The following methods were employed to -
veshigate the excavation areas:

posals included open-area excavations in adv

: : : i
. a mechanical excavator, equipped with a tonthiess

bucket, was used under carefully monitored conditions,
to remove ploughsoil from the areas to be excavated;
. sub-soil lavers were cleaned and ha excavabed
k bednock 'n.\.l_'.-l.'\.!l.."l:.!l-.\-l

Exposed clay-with-flints and o
by hand to reveal archaeclogical features;
* features were excavated by hand to determine their

structure, function and date. Large linear features Were
sample excavated to provide sections and databie
matertal;

* all archaeological remains exposed by excavation wWere
recorded with photographic, drawn and written n*-.'u*.d*:
using the standard Wessex Archaeology recording
systemy :
soil samples were obtained from suitable deposits, d ited
by artefacts. These were sieved and assessec

provide an indication of the past environment.
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The results of the excavations of Areas A-D form
the bulk of this report. The Bronze Age Barrow on
Area A produced evidence which has added to our
knowledge of the funerary rituals of the period. In
addition, evidence was produced for Bronze Age
settlement activity on Twyford Down which had not
pr;"..'inu_nh' been known. The nature of the Late Iron
Age—early Romano-British settlement on Twyford
Down was better clarified. The environmental samp-
ling programme has also added to our understanding
of the nature and timeframe of the human impact on
the landscape. It was perhaps frustrating that the
evaluation results from the Twyford area had implied
that the preservation of features was likely to be
greater than they generally were. The Ij.-'!'n'!"u s ex-
cavated during the evaluation were in fact the best
preserved of all those subsequently investigated.

The problems encountered during excavation were
largely those of excavating large open areas which had
suffered from erosion, combined with a variable geo-
logy. Many of the negabive features were severely
truncated and positive features had been plnng;lﬁ
damaged and badly eroded. The poor quality of the

M3 road corridor: southern section, showing methods of investigation.

chalk surface and the masking effect of the patchy
clay-with-flints capping, gave a poor edge definition
to some features (Plate 31). In addition, many sou
marks and discoloration in the chalk had to be ex-
cavated to establish their identity as natural features
Dating of features and areas of the site, identityn
individual phases of activity and compansons with
other sites, have all been made more difficult by the
relative paucity and fragmentary nature of the ciag-
nostic artefacts and by the incomplete nature of the
archaeological record on Twyford Down.

External circumstances meant that the three other
proposed areas of excavation were studied only
following the commencement of the construchon pro-
gramme and after modifications to the origind
excavation research design.

VINg

Although a full series of evaluation methods
proposed, circumstances dictated that only
ground element of the initial evaluation, of |
Scheduled Monument 543 (the Dongas, SU 4890 Z752)
been undertaken. The rest of the ‘evaluation’ (1€
machine excavated tren Fl"‘f'h'-“ and

depths, artefact preservation, etc),
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lace during the construction process. In December 1992
| evaluation and full archaeological observation was
carried out in difficult circumstances at the Dongas. In the
iy part of the affected area of the monument, where
s covertng turf was being removed for species relocation,
amechanical turf lifter was employed with minimal distur-
bance to the sub-soil. Turf was lifted from all parts of the
s of the trackways and temporary sections across
were available. Hand-cut sections were excavated at
the edges of the main turf removal area, and additional
sections were excavated through areas of poor quality turf
rchaeclogical supervision. This area was fully
tandard techniques and some 60m of track-
Wway sechions were drawn. Datable material recovered was
imibed to three flint waste flakes and a 51|'|ILI||.L- r.t’-.'I;’.I‘I‘IL"ﬂf of
ceramic building material. Lack of archaeological material
from the topsoil suggested that an early date for the monu-
ment is unlikely (Wessex Archaeology 1993a). The work

L"m“:i that, as indicated on aerial photographs, the
mackiwswe S, L L
Tackways had extended to the south and west into the
arable fiald 3 o . :

00 fields and that the traces quickly became fainter

%5 the brow of the slope. No other archaeological
; es were encountered (Wessex Archaeology 1993b).
Ho ever, inthe northern part of thearea, which was largely
covered by trees and scrub, mechanical felling and the use
" bulldozers limited the quality of the archaeological
.L:.:.‘:.n,..'!.t-l.m' In addition, the soil cover was found to be
“remely limited over that area and scrub clearance of the
northerly part of the Dongas, adiacent to Morestead
-1.:'7.|;~;.E.I~.:L“!:Ti f.3|'||]r' the presence .nl" modern rubbish
- plE and disturbance, This section of the route was
r'“_"ﬂ'-"-}' the most adversely affected by external, non
.-\._':':.:T,'::I:f:";‘-’_I factors and where the staged evaluation

e "}_ : programme broke down

e 'er small scale hand excavation work was under-
during the construction programme at Hockley

st

Road
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Plate 31. Representative level of survival of ‘enclosure’ ditch features on Area B
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Traffic Lights (SU 4790 2670} where bridge foundations
were o be constructed. [t was thought that the site should
bein a prime location for early medieval settlement and that
it might preserve valuable palaeo-environmental evidence
{(Wessex Archaeology 1991b). Both the evaluation and the
intensive watching brief maintained in this area, however,
produced no additional archaeological evidence.

The evaluation in the former garden of the Knoll (SU
4705 2537) had indicated the presence of a sub-soil con-
taining flint artefacts. Further test pitting was carried out
but on the inspection of a larger exposed area of natural
sub-soil it could be seen that the possible features encoun-
tered previously were of natural origin. The watching brief
undertaken during demolition and levelling operations
produced no observations of archaeclogical significance,

The Watching Briefs

The construction areas for road, auxiliary works
and temporary offices and yards were visited on 54
occasions between 16 October 1992 and 1 April 1993,
During each visit the areas of known new work were
inspected and a general assessment of the work in
progress was made. Any leatures of potential
archaeological significance were ptmrngrﬂphwd, part-
excavated and recorded in accordance with standard
Wessex Archaeology procedures. Planning was
undertaken by reference to either surviving
pre-existing field boundaries or to the construction
engineer’s chainage grid. i

The Resident Engineer and the E:anm:_'um-ntal
Consultant had been made aware of the prionty areas
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for archaeological watching briefs and com-
munications between them and Wessex Archaeclogy
was generally good, given that the initial construction
period suffered continuous interruption from the
weather and the activities of the road protesters. Site
visits were also made at random tocheck progress and
meet sub-contractors,

The results of the watching brief did not add
substantially to the archaeological record. Only al
Shawford was more material collected than had been
expected but even there, although the quantities of
flint work were considerable, no features were en-
countered. In the Itchen valley the picture of
agricultural use gained from the evaluations in 1990
was fleshed-out but not altered. On Twyford Down
the focal areas of archaeological interest had been
removed by excavabion in 1991 and the watching brief
served to check for the presence of outlying isolated
features which, in the event, were not encountered
The combination of poor preservation of features and
crude earthmoving techniques may have enhanced
the apparent lack of archaeological evidence in this

area but, in general, it would seem that no significant
archaeological remains were present.

Post-Excavation Methods

Following the conclusion of the field work, a post-
excavation methods strategy was employed '-\'f'-l*-_'h
has now become standard for large projects. A detail-
ed assessmentdocument (over 80 pages in length) was
pr-:;.mm.l. The objectives of the assessment corres
I_‘lundvd with those laid out in the guideline document
Management of Archaeological Projects (English Heritage
1991), namely to produce:

*  afactual summary, characterising the quantity and per
ceived quality of the data contained in the site archive;

*=  astatement of the archaeological potential of the cata
contained in the site archive, and

. recommendations on the storage and curation ot t?1-.--.1:|'.:l
contained in the site archive and the timescale on which
this should be achieved
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INVESTIGATION METHODS & RETROSPE

[he assessment document concluded with a

tion outlining the aims and objectives of the post-
sECLIoE : : 0

. vation programime. [he document had identified
prcavel 5 ; : T
he potential of the information recover ed and pro-
the po : g : - :
weded to define three major and two minor thematic
(eeud
alms.

[he major aims were:

to explain the role and nature of funerary ntual in the

: context of a rural Bronze Age settlement;

- icler the pattern of landscape use throughout the
period between the later prehistoric and early Romano-
British periods;

i .‘nJ\w‘.\-‘- the validity of and arrive at an idealised package

-aluating chalkland areas within the context of road
o Assessments.

Fiw

The minor aims were:

s toconsider the relationships and developments bebween
Bronze Age settdements and their resource landscapes;

¢ o encapsulate the nature and character of Late Iron
Ape—early Romano-British rural chalkland settlements.

It was suggested that the thematic approach to the
synthesis of the post-excavation analyses would result
in a three part discussion. Parts 1 and 2 to be divided
chronologically into the Bronze and Iron Ages, with

Part 3 concentrating on the later prehistoric landscape.
Under the Bronze Age section there was tobe a discus-
sion of the Bronze Age barrow as a focus of funerary
ritual and this would be followed by a study of its
nship tothe local Bronze Age settlement pattern
and structure. The study of Late Iron Age—early
Romano-British site within the context of later pre-
historic rural chalkland settlements would introduce
the later discussion about the exploitation of the natur-
al resources and development of the landscape.

ICH

Summary

: The completion of the M3 extension between Bar
End and Compton involved some 45ha of primarily
ygpncultural and amenity land, Wessex Archaeology’'s
ement began with the evaluation programune
which comprised the following elements:

. Phiysical survey of 2.4ha;
. 2 1:I act collection by surface survey (fieldwalking) over
: Ber survey comprising 85 points;
. avated, 1x1 m test pits to a total of 100;
:‘ }'1:: excavated trenches which totalled 1130m in
enrth;
L] Yoo =
measured contour survey of 1.5ha.
3 ]HL~ led to the complete excavation of around 3ha
!

: and prior to the start of the construction pro-
:{I.mmh'\' In all some 18 months passed between the
it of the evaluation programme and the end of the

CTIVE 171
excavation programme. Within th
accumulating information was assimilated and
assessed to provide a flexible response, The gq_-m'-rnnua
tnlmr. npd money package allotted to the excavation
process, coupled with a continuous monitoring
system, enabled a high degree of on-site vari muﬁ
otherwise unavailable to more moedest mhcmu-\r

| H_w post-excavahion assessment stage unﬂ.{rﬁ'cl a
cooling-off’ period and helped to provide an oppor-
tunity to consider the initial results with a detached
view. The proposals put forward for the form and
content of the final publication, while serving to focus
the work undertaken, turmed out in the end to be
over-elaborate, :

at time the

Retrospective

The potential pit-falls for the unwary or over-
optimistic when interpreting evaluation results, or
indeed when formulating the initial proposals for
post-excavation interpretation, have been starkly
underlined by the Twyford Down project. i

The existence of a developed, and well-known
lynchet system in this area had provided, until rela-
tively recently, surviving caches of artefacts. These
artefacts were still being incorporated and dispersed
into the contemporary ploughsoil at the time of the
evaluation. The resultant artefact distributions, how-
ever, owe as much to the sequence of lynchet erosion
as to any original settlement pattern. The survival of
artefacts, especially pottery, taken in conjunction with
the apparent survival of earthworks within the
ploughed land at the time of the evaluations, led the
excavator to believe that a reasonable good level of
survival of features could be expected.

In fact, much of the apparent survival of vestigial
earthworks resolved itself during the excavation into
variable survival of the underlying chalk. In the
barrow, the area of the expected mound coincided
with a surviving higher section of natural chalk; on
Area B, a north-south lynchet first noted as surviving
in the arable field in 1976 (Fasham 1980b, Fig 34) was
found to consist of a raised ridge of chalk and a
resiclual negative lynchet. In both cases it may be that
the original topography had in some way survived as
a muted reflection in the surface of the chalk because
of differential protection of the chalk by variations in
the original overlying soil cover. _ .

The proportion of features of archm:a:mlugmal i'll'l,":'{lf'l
surviving in the area of the excavahons was du.-.
appointingly low; and much time and energy was
expended in the investigation of features fr_:iuui":
proved to be of natural origin a nd in variations in ﬂ‘n.i
natural geology. Overall, the level of .1n'l1.3f:t?'|*_‘§”“_1'_
data surviving in a rc'trivx'a_hiu state across ‘rhlh.
exposed chalk ridge was limltmd: Only the barrow
confounded the general picture of a du;.;_]'aI:iL'tI lﬂr_m{-
scape with its unexpected wealth {,‘f mm{mlatm:‘f
surviving below the ploughzone. The 5:__mr_uu.~:
allocation of time and money for these investigations
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gave the programme the necessary element of flexi
bility. It should be noted that inherent flexibility
within any excavation programme is of prime im-
portance. While evaluation stages, as in this case,
provided a reasonable quantity of accurate informa
tion on which to build an interim interpretation; that
interpretation is heavily reliant on past experience and
educated guesswork — evaluation is not an exact
science! Every excavation programne should, there-
fore, have the flexibility to reallocate resources, as was
possible in this case, in order to deal with the un-
expected — after all, it is the element of the unknown
that makes field archaeology such a richly rewarding
experience.

During the j*r;'limlnnn' stages of the post-
excavation process a number of factors served to com-
plicate the issue. The combination of quantity and
quality of information gained from previous
excavations in the immediate area led to under-
standably high expectations for the completion, or at
least advancement, of period and landscape-based
studies. These ideals influenced the ‘themes’ pro-
posed for the final publication.

The results of the painstaking analysis of the
material recovered served to underline the basic
strengths and weaknesses of archaeological data. The
combination of well-preserved deposits containing

TWYFORD DOWN, HAMPSHIRE: CHAPTER 7

LS Of
'-"-""L.l-:l."\.“;';."n .wllﬂpl}.' did not survive, or indeed “U_I“_I.
over much of Twyford Down. A coherent and readily
understandable synthetic history of the Down cannot.
therefore, be constructed. However, where material

has survived and been recovered, the data was of

ranges Of materials from successive period

uniformly high standard and often provided in-
triguingly novel information. '

Three new discoveries stand out: firstly, the un-
expectedly late start for large-scale land clearance and
occupation on Twyford Down during the Bronze Age.
secondly, the recovery of a single intensively utilised
and well-dated, barrow with a wealth of infor
on cremation practice; and thirdly, the change in over
all use of the Down edge during the later stages of the
Bronze Age from primarily a focus for burial activie,
to mixed settlement and burial activity. The abiding
impression gained from consideration of the results i

mation

toto, is not one of continuity of use and development
but of succeeding waves of activity leaving their mark
on this kilometre stretch of Down edge. The general
centre of activity for this Down may well have re
mained to one side of the exposed spine excavated
prior to road construction, and with luck survives
better-preserved beneath the farmland and golf
course to the south and east.
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Tiaremation ::"l:r'h'IlH Ij?

umations,/ graves 85, 128
v

ichets 142 148

te Bronze Age17.33.93 148
o 08 t Age-Romano-Britisk 3 i
n py .~I.|.'"'I‘~.r 16,112, 118, 118, 124

181
radioe .1||\|_sn.|-,r|“.| 16 118,118 19119

arcular structures 53 Pl ] o
clay-with- flints 4 4, 38 :1 IrI: gl-:;xl,. r]lr-:-_.-ll s JIIH‘I
clearance s woodland cle ArANCe
coins (Victorian farthing) 45
Colbury (M  Bronze Ape pottery) 71 72
Collared Urns 17, 72 ' H
in barrow ditch 56
for cremation 10, 12, 18 20,50, 54
in Deverel-Rimbur v ..*m--l. I

. 25, 90

eries 70

fabric 47, 56
colluvium 145, 154, 154
molluscs 121, 153, 155, 156
Compton Common EE],.«H .-|.--'.‘-|'|.1'.v!'~:ln‘i dry valley

Compton Down
barrows and ring-ditches 1
ditches 156 7. 157
field systems 3
lynchet (Romano-British) 153
molluscs 121, 153, 155-7 |1_......
peat 156, 157
sediments 154
tree hollow 155, 156, 157
watching brief 167

Compton | [nw = 167, 168

C ompton Way, Hampshire (Middle Bronze Age pottery
fi "‘["IL'\.I i |

Coney Garth, N Yorkshire (cremation without bone) 22

Coneygre Farm, Thurgarton, Nottinghamshire
Bronze Age cremation cemetery 102
cremated bone weight 115 '
single cremations 117

contour survey (EDM) B, 161, 163,172

Coombe Rock 4. 5, 167

copper alloy /bronze
awls

(?)Bronze Age 17, 18, 20, 43, 44, 44
bracelets |,Hr<1r1x-. Age) 17, 43-4, 44
brooches
lron Age/Iron Age-Romano-British 36, 43, 44-5,
44
buckle (post-medieval) 45
button (post-medieval) 44, 45
finger ring 45
fragments in pyre debris 117
inlay 45
knife-dagger 18
pin (post- medieval) 45
rings (Bronze Age) 17,
rods 43
sheet 43
strap-end (Saxon) 44, 45, 165
Victorian farthing 45

cores (flint) 75-9, 79, 80, 166

cremabed human bone 52, 93
analysis 9410
archive 100
coloured staining 117
preservation 1001
size 116
see also pyre debris

cremation (process) 93, 102

cremation burials (Bronze «"l

f 7
o mlllulj Llllh, 17, 20-1, 97-9, 100, 101-2, 102, 106; 108,
114, 115, 116, 117 _
foetus /neonate 99, 100, 101, 114, 115
infant 97-9, 100, 101, 102, 114, 116

juvenile 97-9, 100, 101, 114

. 1546, 154, 156, 159

13, 44, 44

112, 114-15

o) 10-18, 16, 20




subadult 21, 98-9, 100, 101, 117
and animal bones 97-9, 117, 1354
in barrow ditch 7, 10,90, 117, 124, 128, 129, 142
in barrow enclosure 7, 86, 89-90, 128, 129
in barrow 10, 12, 15-16, 18, 50, 54, 70,90, 115

hanging rites 22

dental disease 97-9, 103, 104, 105
rbance 90, 92, 94, 101, 115
grave goods 17, 43, 44, 83, B4, 94
Late Bronze Age 22
morphological variations 110, 110-11
multiple 20-1, 115, 116-17
numbers 10, 12, 97-9, 100, 101, 102
pathology 97-9, 103, 106, 107, 1078, 108, 110, 110
phasing 12-13, 102, 118
in pits 43, 84
in barrow centre 54
in barrow ditch 90, 92, 129
in barrow enclosure 54, 89-90, 91, 129
at Easton Down 18
Late Bronze Age 17, 21
and stake-hole 16
outside barrow 17, 21, 92
plant remains 128-9, 129, 150
in pottery vessels (urned) 18
in barrow ditch 13, 15, 20, 50, 90, 92, 114
15,20, 50, 90, 91

clish

in barrow enclosure
bone size 116
central 10, 12, 15, 18, 50, 90
Late Bronze Age 17
marphological variations 111
multiple 20-1, 116
putside barrow 18, 92
plant remains 129
pyre debris 115
weight of bone 115
secondary 18, 81
sex 100, 102, 117
fernale 97-9, 101, 102, 106, 107, 116
male 97, 99, 101, 102, 1086, 107
unurned 44
animal bones (unburnt) 135
in barrow ditch 15, 20, 90, 92,114
in barrow enclosure 15, 940, 91
bone size 116
central 18
morphological variations 111
outlying /isolated 17, 18,92
pyre debris 115
in stake-hole 92
weight of bone 97-9, 100, 115
see ilso cremated hurnan bone, pyre debris

cremation-related features/pits (Bronze Age, with little or no
bone) 19, 21, 22, 51, 92-3, 117, 148, 149, 150; s alwo pyre

debris

cultivalion se arable cultivation

Danebury, Hampshire
birds (Iron Age) 136
bone points (Iron Age) 84
loomweights (Iron Age) 81
oven plates 81
pits (Iron Age) 36
pottery (Early Iron Age) 74
querns 50
Daneshill, Basingstoke, Hampshire
Deverel-Rimbury cemetery 21
Middle Bronze Age pottery 71, 72
daub 35, 81

Dean Bottom, Wiltshire
Bronze Age badger 136
calf burial 33
Middle Bronze Age dew pond 39
Deeping St Nicholas, Lincolnshire (bamow with burials) 20
dental disease 95-9, 1035, 1045, 106, 109
desktop stucy 161
Deverel-Rimbury
cemeteries 21, 41, 70
cremation burials 18, 20
settlements 21, 41
see also pottery (Middle Bronze Age/Deverel-
Rimbury)
dew ponds 39, 60, 61, 7, 82
ditches
Bronze Age (at Compton Down} 156-7,
of Bronze Age barrows (ring-ditches) &
animal bones 17, 90, 132, 135-6
diameter 8
disturbance 10, 12
fills 9, 10, 124
fired clay beads 81-2, &
geophysical survey 7-8
metalwork in pyre debris 43
molluscs 121, 123-4, 1247, 125-8, 142
no burials present 18
perforated pebble 81
plant remains 128, 129, 130, 130
ploughsoil removed 8 -
pottery 17, 41, 49-50, 439-51, 51,
P s I

profile 8, 9

']
i

]

sections 7, 9,11
segments rf
silting 10, 13
single causeway (penannular) 8, 18
stake-holes 16
worked bone 83, 54
worked flint 78=9, 78, 80
se alse cremation burials, flint and ash deposit
rI-.n‘.nc:dx-.lr-:ln.-pusat.1|'|hl.lrmtiunhu:l.‘l|:~. pyre
debris
Iron Aze-Romano-British
animal bones 150, 153
of enclosures 37-8, 38-9, 41, 46, §2
loomweight 81
nt remains 148-9, 149, 150
wigh damage 38
pottery 38, 59-60, 61, 69, 74,
querns sl
tiles and brick 82
of track 39, 39
worked flint 79, 80
Romano-British (Compton Down) 156-7, 157
dog see animal bones
the Dongas

75, 767

contour survey 161

evaluation 161, 169=70

hollow -ways 3, 163

location 2, 162

trackways 163, 170

watching brief 164
Down Farm, Cranbome Chase, Dorset

Early Bronze Age pond barrow 18

Middle Bronze Age cemetery 18, 20 .
Down Farm, Woodcutts, Dorset (Bronze Age badger) 156
downland

Meolithic 159, 160

Bronze Age 127, 128, 142, 147, 160
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s (Bronze Age) 18, 125

Easton Lane, Hampshire
boundaries {Late Bronze Age) 72

losures

Middle Bronze Age 72
Fomano-British 41
environment 127

excavation 3

al remains 123

nations (Bronze Age) 83
snails (Weolithic) 139
linear gullies 5

{Iron .1'.'.;l.":- 16

23
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12U

1t remains ;
pottery
Beaker 47
Middle Bronze Age 70, 71
Late Bronze .-"1._5:1.' 72,73
[ron Age-Roman 62, 65
% (Bronze Age) 40
wiood 58, 159
Ebbesboumne Wake, Wilshire (Middle Bronze Age hoard) 44
Idon's Seat, Dorset (Bronze Age bone points) 54
ures (enclosed areas)
nZe Age 40

or

Middle B i ."'|._-.LL"' 72

Middle Iron Age 1

Age-Romano-British 35, 38-9, 38, 41, 42, 46, 82
dritish 41

1 landscape 158-60, 169

Meolithic 159

pre-Bronze Age 138-9, 140-1

nze Age 17, 123-32, 137-8, 142-5, 146-50, 157, 159
| Age~Romano-British 148, 150, 153, 159
British 154, 156, 157
molluscs, plant remains, woodland
shon 161-7

33,39, 162

3, 245,33, 39,40, 162
.30 40 162

, 39,40, 162

Ton Age-Romano-British 10
- 50 field systems, lvnchets
n, B .
ms
dronze Age 335, 41, 42
iddle Bronze Age 73

giibield, Berkshire (cremated bone weight) 115

I syt

Late Bronze Age 73,159

Early Iron Age 7

Iron Age-Romano-British 39 40

Romano-Brifish 73 :

reused in Roman period 41

Hockley Lynchets 3

r.q.-rnll'-.!rl.l by aerial photography 3, 33, 163

SEE (TS0 |:q.'|'|i']'.{'lr~
Aeldwalking (surface collection) 5,163, 165-6, 172

the Knoll 167 : A

ploughshare 46

post-medieval

buckle 45

pottery 52, 53, 56, 163, 166

worked flint 79-80, 163, 166
finger ning (copper alloy) 45
fired clay 36

beads 51-2, 83

oven plate fragments 81,

se¢ i1l=0 ceramic, pottery
Firtree Field, Cranbome Chase (animal bones) 137
ish bones 98, 1334, 136-7, 152
Fishboume, Sussex pottery) 63, 65, 74, 75
flakes (flint) 18, 78-9, 79, 80, 166, 170
flax seed 128, 129
flint

g2

and ash deposit (in barrow ditch) 112
agricultural soil above 50, 80
animal bones 17, 134, 136, 137
and cremation burials 49, 90
cut by cremation pit 90
fired ¢ 'l.1_~.' beads 81
human bone 89
pottery 16, 49, 49-50, 50, 52, 54, 78
radiocarbon dating 72
of secondary cremations 10, 16
worked fAint 78, 78, 79

nodule deposit (in barrow ditch) 14, 113
above burials 10, 85, 88, 112
animal bones 17
copper alloy ring 44
and cremation burials 49, 114
of grave marker cairns 16
human bone 20, 101
pottery 49, 49
and pyre debris 14, 112, 113,124
stone object 81
in terminals 10
worked flint 78, 78, 79

nodules of trackway 34

see alzo burnt flint

flint (worked) 17, 20, 33, 43, 78-80, 789

in Bronze Age pit 93

burnt 166

cores 78-9, 79, 80, 166

at the Dongas 170

flakes 18, 78-9, 79, 80, 166, 170

from fieldwalking (surface collection

at the Knoll 167

refitting flakes 78, 79

foetus/neonate 15, 86, 10X, see

tion burials i

Fordington Farm, Dorset (cremated bone weight) 115

(Br Age) 23, 267, 27,40, 52, 33
four-post structures (Bronze Age) 23, 264, &5,

} 7980, 163, 160

qle cremation burials, inhuma-

forx see animal bones

Callibury Down, lsle of Wight {pollen .I-L‘|.1|f~'.\'-l:i:}._],:‘?'
Carton, Humberside (cremation W ithout bone) 22

geoclogy 4, 169, 172




prophysical survey 5,7, 161, 163, 165-6

globular ums see pottery (Middle Bronze Age/Deverel-
Rimbury)

goat see animal bones

grave
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172

wods (Bronze Age) 12, 17,18, 20,43, 44,79, B3, §

50 pyme poods

graves (of Bronze Age barrow) 87
animal bones 1 4 1378
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intercutting 16
markers 16, 20, 10
in primary silts 10

pyre debris 20, 112

shallow 100, 101

and stake-holes 16
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ies (Bronze Age) 29

ower [lI round barrow, Gloucestershire 114

hand-axes {Lower Palacolithic) 1
v Barrow 24, Dorset
onze Age cremation cemetery 102
lared Urn in Deverel-Rimbury cemetery 70
ile Bronze Age pottery fabrics 71
Hartshill Barrow, West On -."'.'.[I.'!l‘:_ Wiltshire
cemetery) 130
hazel m 1l 129,130, 130, 150
Hemp Enoll, Wiltshire
hillforts (Early Iron Ag
hobnails (iron) 43
Golf Course 4,
Hockley Lynichs
Hockley Traf
1on 17
ing br 17
. Hanford, Dorset (strap-

remation

downland)

(Late Bronze Age pottery) 7

ow-ways (at the Dor
Hook, Warsash, Hampsk
horse see animal bones
Horslip, Wilkshire (MNeolithic down
hurman bone 89, 90, 93

d) 159

archive 100

radiocarbon -‘._".|'.'l}'|l."~ 118

rodent gnawing 20, 101, 101
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ated human bone, cremation burials,
inhumation burials
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infant 100, 101

101, 104, 112
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juvenile 95
subadult 2
animal bones 956
in barrow ditch 85-9, 86-9, 118-19
| 85-8, 118, 119

disturbance 101
and flint nodules 10, 85, 88, 112
intercut 101
molluscs 142
phasing 118, 119
plant remains 128, 12

southern concer
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flexed 575, 3%
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secondary 18
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04, 106, 107, 107

male 95, 97 101,102, 103, 108, 106
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Itchen Valley
ancient woodland 127
augering 121-3, 161
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land snail sampling 121
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survival of molluscs 160

watching brief 167
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overlay Bronze Age fields 42

P ry 4, 60, 77 :
sediments 144-5
worked flint 758-9

i ']I_q”-”-‘ (at Compton Down) 153, 154-6, 154
130D iy . LS bl A

185

n evaluation 169
on Hockley Down 16 |
Hockley | ynchets 3,
survival 122172
Maiden Castle, | dorset
lron Age loomweights 81
Neolithic downland 159
oven plate fra
quérns 81
medheval
hollow-ways 3
moated site 3
pottery 154
structures of 5t Catherine’s Hill 4
Meon Hill, Hampshire (Early [ron A
Micheldever Wood, Hampshire .
Iron Age loomweights 81
Iron Age-Roman pottery 62, 63, 74
plant remains 150
Minden Way, | lampsi
71
molluses (land snails) 123-8, 138-42, 1401, 144-7. 145-8
analysis 120, 123 . :
ancient woodland indicator 158, 159

in buried soils 159

» 163

1635

ments $1

Ee pottery) 74

re{ Middle Bronze .-'5._!:’1_' pottery tabrics)

in colluvium 121, 153, 155, 156
comparison with other sites 121, 125, 139, 158
Compton Down 121, 153, 155-6, 1567
in lynchets 120, 121, 142, 1447, 145-8
in pre-barrow contexts 124, 125, 138-9. 140-1
in ring-ditch 123-8, 124-7, 142
sampling strategy 121
at Shawford dry valley 154, 155-6, 156
survival today 160
mounds (of Bronze Age barrows) 7, 8, 10, 18, 20, 118, 127, 128
172
mudstone
trapezoidal object 81
whetstone 81
nails (iron) 43
MNettleton Top, Lincolnshire {cremated bone weight) 115
MNursling, Hampshire (pottery) 63, 65, 73

cats 42, 149, 159
Old Down Farm, Andover, Hampshire

Early Iron Age pottery 74

querns 81 -
Old Down Farm 2, Hampshire (Late Bronze Age pottery) /3
old ground surface (of barrow, truncated) 112
old land surface (Roman, at Shawford) 153, 154, 154
Oliver's Battery, Hampshire (Deverel-Rimbury cemetery) 21
onion couch grass 17, 128,129, 130, 131, 150
Oram’s Arbour (Middle Iron Age enclosure) 42
oven plate fragments 81, 82
Oncted, Surrey (land snails) 139

Palaeolithic see hand-axes
pasture (Iron Age Romanc-British) 1458 :
Pasture Lodge Farm, Long Bennington, Lincolnshire
Bronze Age cremation cemetery 102
cremated bone weight 115
single cremations 117
;“\lllt -
Compton Down 156, 157
Itchen Valley 158, 158, 167
pi_.: oy animal bones
pin (copper alloy) 45
pits

Neolithic 121, 125, 139, 141




156

MNeolithic/Early Bronze Age 22
Bronze Age
animal bones 150, 151
tor amimal burials 33, 132
worked flint 79
see also cremation burials

Middle Bronze Age {(with pottery) 22, 29, 52, 53, 93
Late Bronze Age 33
boundary markers(?) 17, 92-3
cremation-related(?) 21-2. 33, 33. 51 923, 148

isolated 33

near structures 27

plant *'n:m nins 148, 150
pottery 21, 22, 29, 33, 40, 51-2, !
Iron Age 35, 36-8
lron Age-Romano-British 35-8

animal bones 36, 135, 137, 151=3

beehive 35

in enclosures 41

fired clay oven plate fragments 81

human bone 93

plant remains 148-9, 149, 150

_3, 56,93

pottery 36, 46, 47, 58, 59-60, 61, 63, 66-9, 74, 75, 75,
151
querns 35, 80
sections 36
storage /refuse 41, 42, 150
tiles and brick 82
trapezoidal object 81
worked flint 79
Pitstone, Buckinghamshire (land snails) 139
Plague Pit Valley
burial mounds (post-medieval) 3
woodland nearby 127
plant remains 7, 17, 123, 128-32, 129-30, 148-50, 149, 158, 159;

see also cereal remains
plough damage 163, 169
to a boundary(?) 17, 52
to Bronze Age settlement 27, 40
to ditches 38
to inhumations 85
to lynchets 33, 3-4, 35
to pottery 51,
ploughing [Hruﬂx-_ "u. ) 125
lynichets
ploughshare (modern) 43, 46
points (bone) £3, 84, 136
Pokesdown, Dorset (Collared Urns in flat cemetery) 70
pollen analysis 121-3, 158, 159 '
parches (of Bronze Age structures) 29, 40, 41
Portchester Castle, Hampshire | strap-end) 45
Ports Down, Hampshire
Bronze Age burial 115
cremated bone weight 115
cremation pits 21
cremation-related pit 117
post-excavabon programme 171-2
post-holes
Bronze Age 23-7, 92
animal bones 150
of circular structures 23, ._,--f-J, 27-8 31-2,41.52
of four-post structure 23, 26-7, 27, 52
pottery 52, 53
of semi-circular structure 29, 30, 52
unrelated 33
at Winnall Allotments 40
Iron Age-Romano-British 35, 41, 135
animal bones 153
pottery b, 66, 77

. 142; ser alsp arable cultivation,

Beaker 18, 20, 22, 34, 47, 48
Early Bronze Age

Bronze Age 21, 139, 163; ser also cremation

Early /Middle Bronze Age 47,
Middle
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Late Bronze Age 55

Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age
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-

worked flint 79 :ﬁi,
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pottery 154 4
see also copper alloy /bronze A
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cereal grains 29, 92, 150
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fabrics 47, 49, 58, 59-40,

from Iron Age-Romano-British features 60, 75

from settlement 52, 53

globular urns 12, 13,47, 49.50. 52 54
72 L9092

70,71,72

56,70
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mean sherd weight 51,
urns 20, 29, 47, 93, 148, 1‘“

in agricultural soil 50, 54
for cremation burial 92
decorated styles 72, 73
deposits as boundary 7
diagnostic fe ::..l.uu -".
fabrics 47-8, 51,
forms 54

from settlement 52, 53, 72

jars 56, 57

in lynchets 34, 35, 54
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A programme of evaluations and large-scale excavation on the route of the M3

from Bar End to Compton culminated in the recovery of an intimate picture of the
seitlement and use of Twyford Down from the end of the Early Bronze Age to the

early Romano-British period.

A primary cremation burial in a Collared Urn was deposited towards the end of
the Early Bronze Age and surrounded by a penannular ditch. No traces of a
mound survived but it is assumed that a barrow was constructed within the
enclosed area at some period during its use. The barrow was built in an area of
locally cleared ancient woodland. At least two main phases of funerary activity
took place in the Early-Middle Bronze Age with both inhumation and cremation
burials being placed within the enclosure and in the ditch. Some of these were
contained within Deverel-Rimbury stvle wrns. Dumps of pyre debris were
identified in the ditch suggesting that the cremation pyres had been situated close
by, possibly within the enclosed area. Some pits and other features in the general
area also produced Middle Bronze Age pottery but there was no clear evidence
for the occurrence of a Deverel-Rimbury settlement typically associated with
other barrows on the chalk Downlands. Unusually, there was little evidence for
land clearance or agriculture before or during the main period of use of the

h{”'!'ﬁh]

Land clearance for farming started relatively late on Twyford Down. Small-scale
settlement occurred during the later Bronze Age. Pits and post-holes revealed
the presence of several circular and four-post structures and a series of lynchets,
combined with molluscan evidence and plant remains, indicated intensive
agricultural use within a stable pattern of fields. A series of pits containing burnt
material may have been related to funerary activities but the barrow itself ceased
toform a focus for burial.

There appeared to have been an hiatus of activity throughout most of the Iron
Age, the local area perhaps being overshadowed by developments at St
Catherine's Hill and Oram's Arbour. A final floruit occurred during the Late Iron
Age early Romano-British periods. No evidence for any structures was recorded
but a series af ditched enclosures, u*urkn'uj s and lynchets indicate renewed
intensive agriculture on the Downs.

ISBN 0-907473-10-0






