



















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































136

Table 30, The mollusc data.

FEATURE
CONTEXT
Sample
Weight

Pomanas elegans {Miiller)
Carvelium cf punimum
(Milller)

Carychium mmidenatum (Risso)
Carychium spp

Cochlicopa lubrica { Miller)
Cochlicopa lubricella (Porro)
Cochlicopa spp

Vertigo pyemaea (Draparnaud)
Vertigo antroertigo
{Draparnaud)

Vertigo spp

Pupilla muscorum {Linnacus)
Vallonta costata (Muller)
Vallonta pulchella { Miller)
Vallonia excemrica Sterki
Vallowia spp

Acanthinula acwleara (Miller)
Ena montana (Draparnaud)
Era obscura (Miller)
Puncrum pugmaeum
{Draparnaud)

Discus rotandatus (Miller)
Vitring pellucida (Miiller)
Vitrea comtracta (Westerlund)
Vitrea erystalling (Milller)
Vitrea spp

Nesovitrea kammeonia (Strom)
Aegopimella pura (Alder)
Aegopimella nitidila
(Draparnaud)

Oxychifus cellarius (Miller)
Limacidae

Cethordes acicula (Miller)
Cochloding laminata (Montagu)
Clawsilia bidentata (Stroém)
Candidula intersecta (Poriet)
Candidula pigaxy (Pledfer)
Cemuella virpata (da Costa)
Helicella itala (Linnaeus)
Helicidae

Trickia smolata (C Pleiffer)
Trickia kispida (Linnasus)
Ananta arbustorim (Linnaeus)
Heltcygona lapicida (Linnaeus)
Capaga/Ananta spp
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Phases 8-10. Middle Iron Age — Medieval (rertiary
fills of 1017, 1810B, and 176A)

The tertiary deposits of all these features produced a
restricted taxa, almost exclusively of open country
preference, and, with the exception of the Intro-
duced Helicellids, undifferentiatable from the
assemblages recovered from the Middle Bronze Age
and later fills. Thus the open downland suggested
above can be seen as present in the Medieval period.

Conclusion

In the later MNeolithic contexts analysed, environ-
mental interpretation is made more complex by the
pit micro-habitat contributing to the molluscan
faunas. However, it 15 clear that a deciduous
woodland was probably cleared for the pit, though
there is no evidence that this clearance was long
standing. Shady conditions prevailed soon after con-
struction of the pit. Although there is no environ-
mental evidence for the Early Bronze Age, it is clear
that the Middle Bronze Age linear ditches were cut
into a well established, pre-existing, open downland
environment. It is therefore likely that the secondary
woodland/shrubland was extensivelv cleared in the
Early Bronze Age. The arable and short grazed
pastural grassland agronomy suggested by the mollu-

scan evidence is attested by Maltby's faunal analysis
and Monk's plant remains. Open downland pre-
vailed throughout later prehistory and the Medieyq)
period until very recent times.

Table 31, Summary of environmental conclusions

Phase Period Environment  Activity

L. Meolithic

2. Late Neolithic Deciduous Limired
woodland clearance
Regeneration

Open woodland

i Early Bronze Age Open Extensive
woodland? clearance?

4. Middle Bronze Age Open Arable and
downland Pastural

activities
5. Late Bronze Age |

6. Early Iron Age 1
7. Early Middie Iron | |
Age

8 Middle Iron Age

9. Late Iron Age

Early Roman
10. Late Saxon and
Medieval
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Chapter 5

Discussion

The Sampling Programme

The excavation of the Easton Laneé site was an
cxercise designed to see whether an area which
appeared 10 contain almost no archaeological
jeatures was really as sterile as it seemed. The
programme was designed to enable the project to
expand if archaeological features were encountered.
The sampling fraction of 10% was chosen on
gconomic grounds. A 10% sample could be exam-
ined within the budget while leaving sufficient
resources to excavate small additional areas. A
system of parallel transects, randomly selected from
within zones of comparable width, was the most
convenient sampling system to use (Figs 2 and 4).
The width of the transects was determined by the
width of the machine used; the transects could be
easily selected and located on the ground. The 33
transects revealed 363 features; eight transects con-
tained no archaeological features. The features by
type were: 223 post-holes, 35 natural features, 32
dirches, 28 pits, 14 gullies, 14 scoops, nine stake-
heles, three slots, two floors, one gquarry, one burial
and one hollow.

A computer-based analysis of the data from the
transects was undertaken after the excavation was
completed to see if comparison could be made
between a computed prediction of the distribution of
archacological features by data and feature type and
the final archaeological record as excavated, thereby
confirming objectively the intuitive process by which
the excavation was expanded from the sample.

However, the high variation in the data, including
transects with no features and large numbers of
ﬁ':_llu_n.—s in tight clusters, militated for a more dis-
Cruminating test, or 4 larger sample than was prac-
tically available, both in terms of cost of sample size
and robustness of statistical test . A stratified random
sample of 10% can be seen as a practical response
and it has been suggested that a simple visual plot of
results is perhaps more useful than further statistical
tests (Samels 1986),

The Phase Sequence

huumm“g to establish a reasonable chronological
equence which related sensibly to the archaeological
eatures has proved a worrying experience. The
ichacological features were generally widely scat-

tered, there was no h!nl[i.f.tl:upllj.'. there was no sCope
for topsoil investigation above known feature groups
\lcature groups were only located by machine-
|.-_x|;.-u-u_1.;.;i transects), and there were remarkably few
finds from the post-hole groups. All of these factors
were unhelpful. Once ploted, the distribution of
diagnostic pottery proved to be the most useful toal
in establishing a phased sequence. As at Winnall
Down, Medieval pottery occurred in most feature
groups, but prehistoric and Roman pottery of all
types produced relatively discrete groups. Excep-
tions included the fills of many of the ditches, which
showed long sequences of activity. Indeed, the upper
fills contained molluscs of Medieval date, as did
feature group 653 with associated C5 3918. A more
secure date for that feature would have been most
helpful. The distributions of pottery have been
displayed throughout this report, as they form the
entire basis of the chronological sequence [or Easton
Lane.

The excavations of Winnall Down in 1976/7 and
Easton Lane in 1982/3 have produced an episodi
account of settlement, ceremonial and agricultural
activites from the middle of the fourth millennium
BC until the Norman Conquest and a little alter.

The phasing of the two sites is summarized in
Table 32.

Table 32. Phase sequewces for Easton Lane and Wi
Dongn.

Phase

Drescriplion Easton Lane  Winnall

Down
Neolithic 1 Y ]!F| I
Late Meolithic “ 0 .'h L
Early Bronze Age 3 Mo I1h.-. it
Middle Bronze Age 4 2a
Late Bronze Age (post Deverel- : ,
Rimbury} 2 !
Early Iron Age & TR
Early Middle Iron Age 7 No Ph:
Middle Tron Age : 4
Late Iron Age 2
Early Roman i
Lare Saxon and :
Medieval .
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Neolithic. Easton Lane Phase 1, Winnall
Down Phase 1

The lack of earlier Neolithic sites, apart from long
barrows (RCHM 1979), is a well-known aspect of the
archacology of Hampshire. The Winnall Down exca-
vation revealed a ring ditch of 16.5m external dia-
meter. Red deer antlers in the bottom of the ditch
produced radiocarbon dates which, when unijhra[cd_.
fall in the middle of the fourth millennium BC
(Fasham 1982). Features like this remain enigmatic
but may have ceremomial connections. Hampshire
may not be quite so devoid of earlier activity as the
existing archaeological record shows. It has been
argued that the demand for agricultural land in the
Iron Age and Roman period may have led to the
disappearance of monuments of standing stones
(Fasham 1980) and that the absence of causewayed
camps, henges or ‘ritual’ sites in Hampshire may be
deceptive (Schadla-Hall 1977, 17). Renfrew has sug-
gested that the large Neolithic monuments of
Wessex required a high degree of central organi-
sation (Renfrew 1973), and Barker and Webley
(1978) have argued for organised land-use over large
areas. An organised landscape has been suggested for
Sussex (Drewertt 1978). Hampshire seems, therefore,
to be a part of a different social organisation to the
rest of Wessex and Sussex, unless, of course, it is at
the centre and the causewayed enclosures and henges
are all peripheral. This is most unlikely.

The chances of discovering occupation sites of
Meolithic date are slim. Extensive field survey in the
environs of Stonehenge (Richards forthcoming) has
demonstrated just how elusive these sites are on the
dry chalkland of southern England. Surface collec-
tions of lithic material have revealed concentrations
of broadly Neolithic (rather than Late Neolithic)
date, but sample excavations have revealed few, if
any, contemporary subsurface features. Shennan
(1985) has rightly pointed out that the substantial
surface scatters collected by G W Willis in the
early twentieth century in the Basingstoke area,
with their numerous diagnostic flint implements,
may represent permanent settlements. So far, none
of those surface scatters has been re-examined in
the field or subjected to any form of sample exca-
vation. In considering the thin covering of surface
flint of Neolithic and Bronze Age date in eastern
Hampshire, Shennan (1985, 70) considers the
possibility that this might be a reflection of the
way archaeological evidence for mobile occupation
accumulares.

About a millennium before the ring ditch ar
Winnall Down was dug, there was a major episode of
clearance in the Itchen Valley at the nearby site of
Winnall Moors (Waton 1982}, To confirm this unu.
sually early clearance horizon, a further sequence of
radiocarbon dates is being processed,

The Easton Lane excavation provided  further
glimpses of Neolithic activity. It is possible that the
distribution of ceramic material at the north of Area
B, around pit 1017 and ditch 1054, reflects a
lecalized activity area of Neolithic date.

Late Neolithic. Easton Lane Phase 2, Wip.
nall Down no phase

The dating of C5 3918 is, and will remain, problemg.
tic and probably impossible to resolve. The exca.
vation and recording of the structure was Tigorous
and thus the location, both horizontally and ver;.
cally, of the pottery 15 reasonably secure. The Neoli-
thic pottery is described as ‘mainly fresh and
unworn’ (Ellison pers com} and this may indicage
that the pottery is contemporary with the infilling of
the hollow in which the structure was buili, The
worked flint from this area is not out of place in a
Late Neolithic context, and broadly contemporary
with pit 5456, 50m to the north, There were a few
undated post-holes to the east but a geophysical
survey revealed no other features comparable to
feature group 653 which contained CS 391§
Magnetic anomalies recorded in the adjacent area
were revealed to be patches of clay-with-flints when
the topsoil was stripped. C5 3918, with its ringbeam
and principal rafter construction, is of a structural
type common in the later Bronze Age in Sussex
{Drewett 1979; Burstow and Holleyman 1957) and
Dorset (Woodward forthcoming). The post-ring
provided internal roof support while the outer
boundary of the house would have coincided with
the lip of the depression. The position of pit 3802 on
the line of the post-ring seems 1o substantiate this.
Since this was a building with no contemporary
surviving structures it is not possible to speculate on
social organisation. The southeast facing entrance
would have provided reasonable light, and a number
of craft activites could have been undertaken within
its shelter, such as those suggested for Hut 3 in
compound 4 at Black Patch, Sussex (Drewett 1979,
3-10).

The major difference between this house and most
of the Bronze Age examples is that, in the latter, the
entrances face downhill whereas CS 3918, in order to
maximise the light from the southeast, has an
entrance facing upslope. The *back to front” arrange-
ment may acount for the isolation of the structure, as
the period of use may have been quite short, assum-
g the unsuitability of the aspect was soon
discovered. The south-facing slopes a few hundred
metres to the south were settled in the Bronze Age.

Evidence for flint-working was present in pit
34536, which was cut by the Late Saxon enclosure.
The flint was knapping-waste from a flake industry
using both prepared and unprepared cores. The
badly preserved pieces of red deer antlers which
were in pit 5456 may have been present for making
into antler tools or for use in fint-working.

Another small trace of occupation activity was
provided by the four small pits in Area Mc. The
Hintwork from them may represent domestic refuse.

The cone-shaped pits in Area B are an addition to
the corpus of ‘unusual’ Late Neolithic features in
Hampshire. The burial in pit 1017 can be classed
with those of male burials normally accompanied by
Beakers but which also include aceramic inhu-
mations. Despite the absence of a Beaker from
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EARLY BRONZE AGE

Easton Lane, a number of similarities exist which
cuggest that the burial may be placed with the
primary and Developed Southern Beakers. The six
Green Low arrowheads and the four antler spatulae
hoth have regular associations with these Beaker
groups

" Additional grave goods, although less diagnostic,
do mot contradict these ceramic associations. Their
sccurrence and assoctation with antler spatulae have
been used (Smith and Simpson 1966) to interpret
these burials as those of craftsmen with their “tool
kits. The possibility that spatulae are pressure
flakers reduces the likelihood that ‘tool kits' can be
ssociated with a specific (leather) trade, and sug.
gests that they represent general-purpose tools. Awls
of both metal and bone, scrapers, knives and Aint
flakes, which feature under Clarke’s (1970, 203)
‘exatic’ Primary Southern Beaker equipment, are all
common in graves of this type (Smith and Simpson
1966, Table 1). The bone awl from Green Low, also
a Primary Southern Beaker grave, was found on the
pelvis, a similar position to that of the Easton Lane
grave. The scraper from pit 1017 was recorded with
finds from the disturbed grave fill but its proximity
to the burial increases the probability that it formed
part of the original deposit. The knife and flint Aakes
were clearly selected, and formed a deliberate part of
the burial.

Negative evidence also suggests possible connec-
tons with Primary and Developed Southern
Beakers. Clarke (1970, 204) notes that, despite the
srong connections with archery, there is an absence
of stone bracers and of bronze daggers from Primary
southern Beaker graves in particular,

The Easton Lane burial rite can also be paralleled
among some Primary  Southern Beakers. This
Beaker group includes sporadic use of deep shafis
(Clarke 1970, 202) between three and six feet deep.
The Acklam Wold inhumation lay in a chalk shaft
six feet deep (Mortimer 1905, 91-2).

_Pit 1017 was excavated in a small local clearance, a
Situation similar to the contemporary feature, a
possible  stone alignment on Burntwood and
Bridge’s Farm (Fasham 1979). One km north of
Easton Lane, the Bronze Age ring ditch in Easton
Down cut through an earlier, probably Late Neoli-
I:]':Lc. feature. The mollusca indicated that the feature
had been set in open, grazed downland. Woodland
fegenerates, but by the time the Middle Bronze Age
itch system was formed, open grassland was well
tstablished. However, clearance will be localized and
Woodland must still have been a most important
clement of both the landscape and daily activites.
“Benerated woodland was present at Bridget’s
arm 4km 1o the north in the first millennium BC
(Fasham 1979y
. The cone-shaped pits 80 and 1017 were 36m apart.
“"f"." small pits formed an arc which is tangential to a
h"“Eht line between pits 80 and 1017. The five pits
i‘;ﬁh-l-i.ctﬂlc:iﬁl.!d f]“b and .u;_pn[;;i_nq:r_l -II'||_'. 1‘0{?}_1\'-'1‘“3
Lo A amlbrl and a Medieval sherd in pit 372; and
I...Il.k{:r or I_‘.::'Ir]!." Bronze Age sherd and another
Wedieval sherd in pit 368,
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The burial of an ; /- in pi
RS qu..m arrow-maker or archer in pit 1017
v rrangement of the arc of pits with pit 80

05 at an area of special importance; an are;
perhaps indicated ip ; 2l fashion.
il Ps ndicated in an almost monumental fashion,
Imt- d‘ttm_ls the case, the special area does not seem 1o

._1"' “en scparated by a physical barrier or 3 great
duft_ancc from more ordinary areas.

The cluster of pits in Area Mc, with their more
everyday contexts, were only 125-150m to the south-
WesL, .

The non-long barrow, ceremonial aspects of the
Neolithic in Hampshire remain obscure. Even if at
Easton Lane a small ceremonial area has been
recorded, and even if the holes at Burntwood Farm
rca!lg.l' t_lad contained stones (Fasham 1979 the
Neolithic of Hampshire is still different 1o neigh-
bouring areas.

EalrI}r Bronze Age. Easton Lane Phase 3
Winnall Down no phase

X

TI'II.'. ':.Ij.ﬁ'[r:ihllti.ul'.l '-'.|1. ]:,.d_rl:ﬁ" HT‘”HZL‘ "“Ef pOLLCTY across
the site suggests activity over a wide area. In certain
areas continuity with later phases is suggested by
residual Early Bronze Age potlery occurring i
Middle Bronze Age and later ditches, such as 1054
and 3765,

The two cemeteries, one to the north in Area F
and the other in the south in Area D), provide the
most interest; both are mixed cremation and inhu-
maton groups.

The northern cemetery, disturbed by Late Saxon
and Medieval activity, comprised at least two crema-
tions and one inhumation. One cremation, with a
bronze awl, was in an inverted Collared urn, and the
second cremation may also have been in an urn. The
former cremation was partly destroyed by the dig-
ging of Medieval pit 600 in which there were frag-
ments of a different Collared urn. Inhumation 595
was in a shallow grave and the deepest cremation pit
was only 0.25m in depth. The shallowness of these
burial features, if not a consequence of soil erosion,
is perhaps an indication that the burials were in an
unditched barrow. The cremations contained very
little human bone and, although it can be argued that
507 with its urn was a burial, the 33g of cremated
human bone in 598 may represent the ad hoc disposal
of the pyre remains.

There is no evidence to suggest that the southern
cemetery was originally in a barrow. It was of
triangular shape with the two inhumations forming
the base line and the double Biconical urn cremation
the apex. There was one other inurned cremation.
During excavation, three other pits with burnt
material and burnt flints were recorded as crema-
tions and are o described in Chapter 2. In these
three features there were 34g, 55g and 84g only of
burnt human bone compared to the 3,129g from the
double biconical urn and 149g from the other inur-
ned cremation. It is conceivable that the three holes
were filled with the residues and rubbish !n.m;_
funeral pyres and are not, 10 any sense, cremations o
neeEo Sodteidiate The mixed burial ntes are
specific individua
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Ellison (1978) proposed that the later settlement ar
fiford Hill in Suw_:x could 1_":: SCEN a5 im:urpnr;u:ing a
eandard range of domestic and auxiliary units of
SHUCTURES. Drewett’s interpretation of compound 4
at Black Patch (Drewett 1979) proposes a structural
hierarchy involving five huts. The interpretation
uses several classes of information which include a
comparison of size ?nd d.L‘_E:,TEL‘ tr_f terracing for each
gructure, distributions of artefacts and the rela-
tionship of the huts 1o the fenced areas and ponds.
This level of information was not available at Easton
Lane but it should be noted that the structural
groups in areas B, D and H were of comparative size
and complexity to the post-hole ground plans of the
compounds at Black Patch. If the terrace contours
and the ponds on the established plan of compound 4
are disregarded, then the remaining features are
circular structures (huts 1, 2 and 3) and 3 number of
fence lines and irregular groups of post-holes (see
Fig 1100. This highlights the problem of interpreta-
gon and even recognition of auxiliary structures.
Hut 5 in compound 4 would be extremely difficult to
pick out without the boundaries of its terrace,
although it is perhaps the same class of structure as
MS 5654 or 5657 from Easton Lane. Around and
inside many of the circular structures at Easton Lane
are recognisable, paired post-holes, which presu-
mably represent contemporary activity, though not
necessarily structural features. It would therefore
seem more informative to illustrate and consider
post-hole clusters and groups of clusters in tote than
10 over-concentrate on the more easily recognisable
svmmetrical post-hole rings.
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Finally, it should
(1983) report on the T
house (a large, 12.5m

be noted that in Reynold’s
Ec_nnx.trm;:;un of the Pimperne
el Qiameter, [ron Age structure),
s ot By el o

: ne ob the posts or stakes used would
penetrate significantly into the underlying chalk, so
It could be assumed that many of our apparu:;t.l-.-
vlu::u_::_.:ml traces of round-houses represent the tip of
L ::. ;;;m;ﬁa::;]ut'.lljrrmit -]u:: E-lrf..-hal.':ig.- surrounded
g In.n i ol slighter construction which

M0 trace in the bedrock.

f"il'lhaug]_-L It 15 not possible to prove that all the
structures in this phase were exactly contemporary,
and indeed structures 2373 and 2375 could not have
been, it is possible to consider some of the structures
as turm_mg discrete groups. The best example of this
occurs in Area H where a circular structure, 5636,
formed a small self-contained group with RS 5637
and MS 5652, potentially a house with artached
tence, animal pens (MS 5652) and a four-post struc-
ture (RS 5637, granary 2). In Area B, the sizeable
circular structure 2341 could well have controlled
the nearby possible animal pens MS$ 5654 and MS
5657.

Again, in Area D, the closeness of structures 4008,
4009, 5653 and 4010 suggests that their physical rela-
tionship mirrored a social relationship. M5 4010 wasa
major structure of unusual form and would certainly
have provided the focal point of this group, while
structures 4008 and 4009 (if they were used as houses)
could have housed dependants tied by blood or
social links. Structure 5653 was less well represented
on the ground and may have provided auxiliary,
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covered working space. A joint family group could
be postulated if all these structures were contem-
porary. However, structure 4010 represents a
distinct deviarion from the accepted norm for
Middle Bronze Age houses and so could indicate a
similar unusual social group, or activity in the area.
Structure 4010 was a round-ended, rectangular
building with symmetry abourt its short axis. The
rounded ends and lack of symmetry about the long
axis could suggest that it was not a variation on a
long house but an early experiment in semi-detached
residences of two circular houses.

The only other broadly contemporary structure in
Wessex, which is of a comparable form, was exca-
vated at Down Farm, Dorset (Bradley and Green
pers com). It was about twice as long as the Easton
Lane example and seems to have more in common
with European types. However, a rectangular building
17m by 6m excavated in 1967 at Nijnsel in Holland
had one rounded end and a complex arrangement of
internal posts (Beex and Hulst 1968). The excavators
regarded the structure as a long house in the true
sense with a living area and a byre under one
continuous roof. A French example of a rectangular
post-built structure with one rounded end was
recently excavated at Bucy-le-Long in Picardy by

Mlle Pommepuy. The ground plan was 17,5m by
Sm and showed symmetry about its short axis iFig
1113 The rounded end was C‘l?‘l'l?iidl:flld o be a
strengthening device to counteract the effects of the
prevailing wind (Massy 1983, 231-61).

Various combinations of structure groups can be
proposed for Area D, none of which are mutually
exclusive (Fig 53). )

Combination 3 repeats several similarities with the
enclosure at Down Farm where a pair of circular
buildings were replaced and enclosed within a fenced
and partly ditched area, within which a sequence of
circular and rectangular buildings is proposed (Brad-
ley and Green pers com). Combination 3 has the
rectangular building facing west into a vard in which
stands circular structure 4009, A fence line ran north
and south from the rectangular building to enclose a
quarter of a circle against either fence lines or
lynchets at the south and ditch 1810 in the west,
Circular structures 4008 and 5653 were outside that
enclosure. Within the enclosure were a range of two-
and four-post structures and another fence. This
could be regarded as a single domestic unit, similar
to those proposed by Ellison (1978}, developing
adjacent to the slightly earlier cemetery.

Combination 1 was an arrangement of three arcs of

BUCY-LE-LONG
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posts again delimiting the quadrant defined by ditch
1810 and fence/lynchet in the south. Possible entran-
ces in the inner arc were lined up with a funnel
entrance through its outer arc leading to the south of
the cemetery. This arrangement obviously hints at a
ceremonial function. Associated with it could have
teen circular structures 4008 and 5653,

The I-..-_“;,,-jhjc uumhmatmn_ﬁ__nr structures makes
interpretation of Area D difficult. The cemetery
wems 1o be slightly earlier than the structures and so
1 possible ceremonial arrangement of structures may
have come first, to be supported by more domestic
considerations, although, of course, a ceremonial
function may have continued right through.
Equally, domestic function may have been contem.
porary with the cemetery.

Srructure 2159 stood apart from the rest of the
Bronze Age structures both in form and location. It
occurred in @ corner of the Middle Bronze Age ditch
system and consisted of an oval of sixteen large,
closely-spaced post-holes. It was similar to Buur-
man's temporary crop storage structures (Buurman
1979, Fig 1, type ¢) and its position in a field corner
is perhaps apposite. The smaller, similar but later
structures B and C at Winnall Down (Fasham 1985,
13 and 127) were also suggested as grain storage
facilities akin to the Scottish byre (Dunbar 1932;
Monk and Fasham 1980). Unfortunately further
evidence of cereal crop processing or storage was not
recovered and so the parallel cannot be pursued
further,

C3 3918 at the north of the site has been reported
# Late Neolithic, If, however, it was contemporary
with the Middle Bronze Age occupation its awkward
isolation on the north-facing slope may represent a
social element, perhaps a punishment or isolation
because of disease, physical or mental.

The relationship of structures to ditches was
complex. There was only one physical relationship,
where the post-hole ring from CS 4009 could have
intersected Ditch 1810 in Area D. The apparent
absence of post-holes from the upper fill of the ditch
does not necessarily mean that the structure pre-
dated the ditch as it could have been built between
rectts of the ditch. The structures were on the
hillside and related to the contours, while the ditch
systems strike against the contours, and thus it may
be that the structures are earlier. However, ditch
1810 originally stopped on the southern limit of Area

and indicates a contemporaneity with one phase of
&ty in that area. If the structures in Areas B, C
ad E are taken as one group and Area D as another
#toup then the Middle Bronze Age structures can be
;""f““ a5 moderate-sized units comparable with both
ord Hill (Burstow and Holleyman 1957) and Black
XCh (Drewett 1979), and called small farmsteads
SUTOUD A sites) by Ellison (1981). At Black Patch the
*ttlement units, of which the excavated site is but
z:':*t“'ﬁfﬁ scattered over an area but linked to one
I'““iﬂ'r within the contemporary ficld system by
icks. At Rowden in Dorset the huts were not

o, i :
#10Uped as in the Sussex examples but were isolated,
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even :E_]Lnkcd by lynchet tracks (Woodward forth-
coming). The Easton Lane structures do not appear
:;: ]1Iii‘-'ﬂ been integrated into the field system, I'ﬂ;l;,r.
L4} unulhl-r m't:rda / '-']1_:‘ b 20! cme I_ucalinn
The Middl. & nut:n r of years or centuries.
ronze Age occupation, when the pits
from Winnall Industrial FEstate are included
fﬂawkceg If.Hi'S*L does extend over 3 large area and. in
E;;;’é?b of size, faJt_n. into Ellison’s Group B (Ellison
) of large defended enclosures. Faston Lane is
large but undefended. The size of the site, rather
than the display of its defensive (or delimiting)
boundary may be more important. In her discussion
of settlement and regional exchange, Ellison has
examined the relationship between the small (Group
ﬁt_] an_d large (Group B) sites and the regional dis-
}r_lh:mfm of pottery and metalwork (Ellison 1980),
The _i:asmn Lane site lies close to the theoretical
junction of three of the large distribution centres at
Ram’s Hill, Martin Down and Highdown Hill;
between the distribution of Type 1 and Type 11
globular urns; on the edge of the distributions af
Wessex everyday ware; not far from the junction of
Rowlands’ hoard clusters 1 and 2 (Rowlands 1976);
and in the centre of the distribution of Class 4
palstaves (Figs 112 and 113). Rowlands (1976)
argued for the development of bronze working
industries on the south coast and there is a cluster of
various bronze types in the general area of the Solent
and the Itchen valley. Assuming that the settlement
is not a small mobile farmstead, then its size and
location suggests that, in the Middle Bronze Age, the
settlement at Easton Lane may have been an impor-
tant element in the distribution networks of Wessex,
The site 15 in a commanding position above the River
Iichen and could easily have controlled trade into the
hinterland. The area around Winchester 15 a pre-
ferred location during the Iron Age which included
both the hillfort ar St Catherine’s Hill {Hawkes et al
1930 and the extensive enclosure under Winchester,
and during the Roman period with the establishment
of a possible fort (Biddle 1984) and a town. There is
no reason why earlier in prehistory the trading and
communication advantages of the Winchester gap
should not have been recognised.

Late Bronze Age. Easton Lane Phase 5,
Winnall Down Phase 2b

The ditch systems continued in use, with the ditches
being recut or replaced. On the Easton Lane part of
the site no structures can definitely be placed in the
Late Bronze Age, On Winnall Down there was the
small cluster of four houses, almost certainly not
contemporary, and a fence assoctated with pest-
Deverel-Rimbury pottery. The settlement could
have been continued by further buildings. in the
unexcavated area immediately west of Winnall
Down which remains archaeologically intact. ol

The later Bronze Age settlement seems l_n. h:h:
been more restricted than s M_:ddlu -B.nm.ﬂ.'. f p.a..
predecessor. [t was sel amongst field ditch systems
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ig 113. Easton Lane and the distribution of
Bronze Age metalwork along the analysis
line of Fig 112 (after Ellison 1980 and
with the addition of finds made since,
notably Hughes and Champion 1982)

which were still in use and, although the evidence for
structures was confined to one area, this does not
mean that the related activity was so reduced.

At Easton Lane there was a period early in the last
millennium BC for which there 18 no evidence, or for
which the evidence, mainly pottery, has sull not
teen wdentified.

At Old Down Farm, Andover, there was an
occupation during the ‘earliest” Iron Age (Davies
181), and on Easton Down there seems to be activity
of this period (Fasham 1982). Elsewhere in Wessex,
particularly in Wiltshire, this earliest Iron Age phase
s well represented, perhaps most interestingly at the
midden side of Potterne (Gingell forthcoming).

E.E.l_rl-"' Iron Age. Easton Lane Phase 6,
Winnall Down Phase 3

-"'ﬂ‘-huugh Early Iron Age pottery was recovered from
“a5ton Lane, mainly in Area A, no further struc-
tures were added to the Winnall Down resulis, For
the first time in at least a millennium of activity, the
Prnciple settlement was enclosed by a bank and
ditch, The internal area of the enclosure was 0.4
hectares which, it has been argued, was divided into
*Parate areas for living., weaving, grain storage and
Perhiaps bone working. In the enclosure there was
::*nc gully-buily i.'i]'l_'LlJ:.!r structure, seven pnﬂ-lmi]t
Hrcular buildings and various auxiliary structures.
_I.""' _“Ihl"lf enclosure formed a relatively self-
“Mained unit, although it is possible that the
il e ditch and bank were breached in the
"orthwest corner during this period.

EARLY MIDDLE IROMN AGE
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E.H.l‘l!!’_ Middle Iron Age. Easton Lane
7, Winnall Down no phase
There was always doubt about
activity at Winnall Down from the Early Iron Age to
Il_H: Middle Tron Age. The pattern of discontinuity
"-;-;:Ik :::;1 1.uli.}1' |.-rx[.t|1p.-r;:e.|= in the Winnall 1‘_Jm-.-|1 prusi

e discovery of Iron Age occupation features
associated with early vegetable-tempered (Fabric B3
saucepans fills a gap in the occupation sequence
known from Winnall Down. The Early Middle Tron
Age occupation recorded at Easton Lane to the west
am! northwest of the Winnall Down enclosure was
dr;[]m.'{d by the existence of the Middle-Late Bronze
Age ditch systems, with ditches 176, 729 and 1810 in
the west, ditch 1493 in the north and ditch 3692 in
the south. Ditch 928 divided the excavated part of
this settlement into northern and southern elements.
I'he zone of occupation mav extend into the unexca-
vated land west of Winnall Down.

The Early Middle Iron Age occupation included
nineteen gully and post-built circular structures. In
the southern area, south of ditch 928, there was
insufficient space between ditch 1810 and the east of
the excavations to observe any east-west spatial
patterning of features. A possible north-south
arrangement could be idenufied. CS 5602 in the
southwest corner may have been a discrete element
with an auxiliary structure, 5632, attached. Circular
structure 5634 might have been a focal point for
circular structures 5633 and 5638 and four-post
structures 2158 and 5659, It is possible that these
structures were all to the west of a north-south path.
The northern part showed clear evidence for internal
organisation. The structures were grouped on either
side of a central north-south path or road which
probably entered this part of the site between fences
LS 5645 and LS 5646. The north of the area was
defined by ditch 1493, and the evidence suggests that
there was an open space, or certainly no gully-built
houses, in a six metre wide band south of the ditch
To the east of the path, structure 2408 appeared as a
principle building with the mia-:c]tl:mrnu.w_ struciure
2410 perhaps being used as animal pens. The semi-
circular gully structures 2160 and 5612 were prob-
ably successive. Ii.hl._"_\' sEEm [0 work .i'l-;.‘.ﬁ! as shelters
for working in or behind. _.-"L :cim_:l:tr patiern ”[_
principle building, 2404, with a:nul]ur_v SEUCTUreS
was present west of the path and along ditch 176, ]:‘
this group are 4 Series of -]m_rl, straight post -'”_?’“.E':n'
ments. There was a range of structures west of ditch
176 which may be contemporary. ;

Four of the structures assigned to the Early
Middle Iron Age, 5634, 2404, 2288 and 3_41».. werc
of standard form, with l"fﬂ~"f_]‘“!*“ gullies |.|1 H_'!'-‘"m-l'f
degrees of completeness. i IIU:T- L“Ilm'LI“l.[l.r;le
rings of post-holes were apparent, alt “1.1”? il I lan .
not always possible to suggest duj_umc: internal p |r=_\,
The indications were that the |nln.'rn.||_f“'|'z5“ ‘:"\"I
quite slight, thereby making it less hkcl; |J1.|lF |d [I:,Iﬂ.l.‘
floor could have been 51'_F"P"”""‘| o st hlm_'r'nll}l‘j IF, ia
surmounting the post-ring. ]"._'j-hﬂ_[h 1|]|.:\ n. Lln_L :-:.L[
desire to minimise on timber Use in an arca of open
downland (sce Allen, above 134).

Phase

the continuity of




150 EASTON LANE CHAPTER 5: DISCUSSION

(ziven that the size and extent of the inner post-
rings is unclear, it is difficult to assess the position of
the outer wall. The question arises with penannular
gullies as to whether they were foundation trenches
or drainage gullies. Certainly Pryor has cogently
argued that the gully around Structure 1, Newark
Road subsite, Area I'V (Pryor 19807, functioned as an
eavesdrip drain which fed inte a drove ditch, thereby
making it likely that the outer wall occurred some-
where between the gullv and the internal post-ring.
On the other hand, in Phase 4 of Winnall Down
(Fasham 1985), post-settings were recorded within
the penannular hut gullies, as they were in CS 2408
at Easton Lane. The reconstruction of the Conder-
ton house allowed Reynolds (1983) o observe that
the predicted drip gully below the ecave did not
occur, indeed the sheltered area encouraged the
growth of grass which in turn protected the ground.
It would seem likely therefore that, where gullies
relate 1o drainage, they are deliberately created
rather than the effect of erosion. At Easton Lane it 1s
difficult 1o see how the penannular gullies could have
worked as drains, and so they have been considered
as foundation wenches or perhaps as prepared
ground for stake emplacement, although direct evi-
dence for post-settings within gullies occurred only
with the gully around CS 2408,

A number of secondary structures were recorded
amongst the gully-built structures, eg 4019, 4020,
2410, 5633 and 2406. These were initially recognised
merely as discrete clusters of post-holes. In some it
was possible to suggest the presence of a post-ring, eg
5633, 4019 and 4020, and therefore that the struc-
tures could have been roofed. In others, £ 2406 and
5656, only recurrent patterns of post-hole arcs were
discernible, and roofed structures could not be pos-
ited. This type of arc was also recognised within
gully-built structures 2404 and 2408, and MS 2410
and MS 4019. Four-post structures and four-post
lines were also recognised.

From this it will be seen thar a variety of different
structures, which presumably fulfilled a variety of
different functions, coexisted. In the absence of
anything other than minimal recovery of artefacts
specific to structures, it is difficult to speculare
further as to the functional division of buildings.
However, the general arrangement of the structures
would seem to suggest that the four main gully-built
structures represent living space for four family-
sized units. Structures 5622 and 5602 may represent
accomodation for dependant relative groups while
the rest of the structures provided additional work-
ing and storage space. The overall lavoutr of the
structures would suggest thar most were CONTem-
porary. The division into northern and southern
arcas by the enigmatic curved ditch 928 may repre-
sentl a change of status rather than one of time. and
indeed both groups retain the same alignment on the
old Bronze Age ditch line.

The settlement in this period was as organised as
in both the carlier enclosed phase and the later,
perhaps larger, open settlement period 1o the east
However, only eight pits were of this phase and no

environmental data are available from them. When
the scarceness of the pits is compared with the
numerous Middle Iron Age pits, it is apparent that
cither further pits st remain undiscovered or that
a different form of storage served the settlemens
during this phase. Possibly _thu: small ovoid post-hole
groups discovered both inside and outside the main
structures were the result of a form of above groungd
SIOTAge.

Middle Iron Age. Easton Lane Phase §
Winnall Down Phase 4

The Middle Iron Age activity was restricted 1o
sixteen pits among and on the eastern fringe of the
Early Middle Iron Age settlement, but west of the
contemporary settlement at Winnall Down. The
Middle Iron Age settlement excavated in 19767 was
very clearly defined. A group of about 70 pits were in
i broad band running north-south. West of the pits
were circular gully and post-built structures, some
perhaps with pits in them, and two or three pits 1o
the west of the huts. The Easton Lane pits had one
distinct difference from the Middle Iron Age pits in
the east of the sentlement. Maltby (1985, 105) sug-
gested in his report on Winnall Down that the
animal bone evidence for pit 6595, the most western
pit excavated in 1976-7, contained the butchery
waste of large mammals. A similar phenomenon has
been observed on Easton Lane and Maltby has
suggested that large mammal carcasses may have
been butchered on the periphery of the site away
from the main settlement focus.

Horse remains are an important element in the
animal bone assemblages. Fish was still exploited
and the seed evidence suggests that the wetter land
of the Itchen valley may have been exploited for
grazing or hay-making. Bracken may have been
exploited for bedding; it was certainly used in the
‘banjo’ enclosure in Micheldever Wood (Fasham
I987) but care has 10 be taken to prevent bracken-
poisoning of livestock (Evans 1976).

The Iron Age sequence has revealed a picture of
settlement  mobility moving from an  enclosed
settlement adjacent to its Late Bronze Age pre-
decessor, to the edge of a ditch system laid out in the
Bronze Age and presumably sull visible, and then
back as an open (without a ditch or bank) settlement
on the site of the earlier enclosure. The west side of
the enclosure having been levelled o enable houses
to be built across the ditch, the east side must have
remained visible, as it was il'll.'UTE'H}th:d inte the
conquest period and later enclosure system.

5

Late Iron Age — Early Roman. Easton
IIG,:-,mt Phase 9, Winnall Down Phases 5 and

The complete plan of the small, first century AD
enclosure has not been revealed. The ecastern
portions of enclosures D and E lay astride the
excavation area, as did the presumed continuation of
the track along the eastern side of the system. The
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LATE SAXON AND MEDIEVAL

gputhern additions to the sequence did not seem to
he as complex as the northern enclosures and related
1w enclosure stages I and I11 of Winnall Down with,
an the excavated evidence, little subsequent refine-
ment of the system. The right-angled, two-sided
post-built structure, MS 5630, in Enclosure E has
heen assigned to this phase and is the most convine-
ings :fincump]cw‘_ structure of the first century AD,
The burial of five individuals suggested to be of this
date lay on the west edge of the enclosures.

Late Saxon and Medieval. Easton Lane
Phase 10, Winnall Down Phase 7

One of the underlying themes behind the design of
the project was the prospect of locating an Anglo-
Saxon settlement of perhaps sixth-eighth century
AD on the gentle ridge along which Easton Lane
ran. There was no such settlement. There was,
however, the Late Saxon complex in Area F. The
ditched enclosure was 40m by 16.5m with an
entrance to the east. It has always been interpreted
g5 an enclosure although it could, of course, have
been & building. However, its overall dimensions
and lack of post or plank settings, either within the
ditch or cut into the surrounding chalk, suggest
ctherwise. Dimensions such as 12.5m by 6.7m for
513 from Portchester (Cunliffe 1976, 34-39) or
ranges of about 17m by 6m for the larger eleventh-
twelfth century structures at Brighton Hill South,
Basingstoke (Fasham and Keevil forthcoming), are
common for post-in-slot construction buildings,
while the post-pit forms present at Cheddar (Rahtz
1979) were only slightly larger (¢ 17m by 8.5m for
west halls [-II1). Even structures of grear social
impertance such as the Middle Saxon timber hall at
Northampton (Williams 1985} measured only 29.7m
by 8.6m and hall A3 from Yeavering (Hope-Taylor
1977) 30m by 9.9m. Inboth cases these were main
halls with subsidiary annexes, not single con-
SIFUCTiOnS.

General Considerations

In the report on the 1976-7 excavations of Winnall
Down it was noted that the site was part of a comples
of contiguous settlements, fields and tracks spread
over 600 hectares of the Hampshire countryside
Fasham 1985, 134). In 1982/3 a further ten hectares
of that landscape was investigated, and produced
important evidence for an additional phase to the
lron Age, a phase of activity that was missing from
the Winnall Down excavations. Greater chrono-
logical depth was given to the whole landscape,
especially for various activities in the second millen-
num B,

"lh-.'_ known sequence in this landscape started in
e middle of the fourth millennium BC with con-
Siction of the interrupted ring ditch, which
TCMANs an unusual phenomenon in the archacology
o Hampshire in this period. Activity restarted about
2000 BC with the inhumation in the pit, the possible

¢ of pits immediately south and the hints elsewhere
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in the excavated ar
of fint-working.
I_I:n- precise nature, form and inte
dur:r_a;.: the second millennium RBC
Site Investigations record several
represented by huts and oth
and field boundaries,
cient 1o claim a contis
millennium BC,
hect

ea of domestic activity, or at least

nsity of activity
15 not clear. The
areas of activiry
€L structures, cemeteries
hl_n the evidence 15 not suffi-
ontinuity of activity in the second
- The excavation has examined ten
ares out of a prehistoric landscape of 600 hec-
tares and, if settlement generally was mobile during
the Bronze Age, then it is unlikely that a relatively
S.Tl'l"d.“ \:FCﬂ'n'ﬂ!.ll.]n would or could produce '-."r'itl.k'l'li.';.'
for continuous activity during that period. It is more
likely that the excavation has recorded AR
clements of that mobility as and when the focus of
achuvity l..'h'.rcnlill.:d i]][u the areas under iﬂ‘i'l—'.‘\li.ili,i‘.il.'l]l.
I'lt:-'l.l.'.{:'l.'l.'l' !II'I1l_"r|1'|.'|;_‘lid:l_i1 as several elements of a srmall
mobile f:ll'l'li.]f.' unit Or a5 a |.'1!"_E;_-|: 'Ir;Ldi[]g |:|;1|]'|E1|¢;.;1 the
precise evidence for Bronze Age activity is valid and
will always be a subject for reinterpretation. The
chalkland of southern England in the Bronze Age
seems to have supported a series of homesteads in
fields with occasional larger sites and defended
enclosures, supplanted by the linear ditch systems
indicative of a different agricultural regime but not
necessarily disturbing the patterns of settlement.
Four houses associated with post-Deverel-
Rimbury pottery were recorded in the Winnall
Down excavation but the next evidence for occupa-
tion was the furrowed bowls in the ditch of the
D-shaped enclosure. Once again settlement ad
moved out of the area of the mvestigation, although
within the broader landscape, there is evidence from
Easton Down (Fasham 1982) for activity in this
period. From the introduction of furrowed bowls to
the end of the first century AD, with the possible
exception of the time of the earliest saucepans, a
continuous sequence of occupation has  been
recorded and there is clear structural patterning and
shifts in focal centres of the occupation. It has been
necessary to impose crude chronological divisions in
what might be gradual shifts from the enclosed
settlement to the open settlement to the west and
open settlement back on the site of the enclosure.
Perhaps settlement mobility should be perceived as a
continuous movement rather than episodic phases
The episodic nature of this movement may account
for the changing relative frequencies of pottery [ypes
in primary positions in features or residual material.
The relationship of the second Winnall enclosure,
assuming it to be Iron Age, has not been considered,
but as with the earlier phases, only a part of the Iron
Age landscape has been investigated. TN
“There scems to be a hiarus at the _L'ud of the first
century BC when pottery {ul. that ]?_cl'm-c.l was r.\n.'.\ml.
but not in primary positions in features and 111ux.
there seem to be no substantial features. T-:r'- ”“.
conguest, however, the features and |_hl1: [Hlllh-l '-dl;'-l
present in abundance. The enclosures are o lij. i
really convincing contemporary Structures J-"." I]'i1 "\
hard o understand the nature of the u:l:mﬁ. . l-|1
the ditches of the enclosure system are filled with
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pottery. The pentagonal cropmark enclosure with an
internal rectangular feature about 400m east of the
excavations may be a Romano-British temple, but
ather components of the Roman landscape, includ-
ing the settlement foci, are not obvious.

I'he Lare Saxon enclosure on the north of the site
was a surprising discovery and was presumably used
lor agricultural purposes.

In the Winnall Down report attempts were made
o guess population size from a combination of foor
areas of huts and grain storage capacity. The data
{rom the Easton Lane excavations are insufficient to
extend that exercise, but it 15 worth just considening
the floor arca of the structures (Table 33). The
principle structure through all the scttlement stages
was the circular house; a simple post-ring initially,
but eventually incorporating a foundation gully of
some form. Most of the Bronze Age circular struc-
tures were of relatively elegant and well-designed
forms with fairly regular spacing of posts and
elements of symmetry, although some showed con-
siderable lack of co-ordination, There was only the
one terraced structure and, despite all efforts and
arguments, its date remains uncertain. The emerg-
ence of the gully form of foundation seems to occur,
as an experiment, in the Early Iron Age and is
subsequently developed later in the Iron Age. At
Little Waltham the gully-built structures dated 1o ¢
mid-third to late-second centuries BC (Drury 1978).
Even when allowing for the outer walls of post-ring
structures being outside the post-hole ring, the size
of the average structure per period increases
smoothly through time, as Table 33 shows.

lable 33. Winnall Down and Easton Lane structure sizes.

Period Average structure size
expressed as covered area
imn |:|::|'l"
Middle Bronye Age 33
Late Bronze Age 50
Early Iron Age 71
Early Middle Iron Age 106
Middle Iron Age O3

In considering the Iron Age houses in a little more
detail, if we take five structures, 2288, 2404, 2408,
3002 and 5634, as the maximum number of houses
likely to have been standing at any one time during
the Early Middle Iron Age, the resulting combined
surface area, taking the outer house walls to rest on
the penannular gullies, is 624.5m*®, At Winnall
Down, during the Early Iron Age and Middle Iron
Age. the maximum number of contemporary houses
and combined surface areas were six and 315m? and
six and 650m* respectively. This would seem 1o
reflect the expansion from the restricted area of the
Early Iron Age enclosure 1o the apen settlements of
the Early Middle Iron Age and Middle Iron Age.

Expansion, contraction and movement seem 1o he
the key elements that have been faced in understandg.
ing the landscape evidence as revealed by the exca.
valon.

In Conclusion

The project design for the investigation of the fifieen
hectares was based on a programme of 10% sampling
by transects followed by excavation of extended
areas. The first three transects ominously contained
no archaeological features, yet an area of ten hectares
eventually was cleared of topsml and .Ln'hauslugx;ﬂ
features recorded therein. The value of a sampling
strategy, as urged by Cherry, Gamble and Shennan
(1978), was demonstrated in this instance. The
archaeological results are exciting and much new datg
have been produced for several periods, both prehis-
toric and historic. In comparison with Winnall Down,
the paucity of artefacts from the site does not allow an
extension of the discussions of spatial and functional
considerations of features and feature groups.

One of the implicit problems of chalkland
archacology and the study of settlement on the chalk
15 that of the site-specific approach. It is perfectly
understandable as the only record that is preserved is
on a site by site basis rather than in terms of areas.
The wholesale extraction of gravel in river valleys,
particularly the Thames, has long enabled the per-
ception of settlement mobility through time to be
developed. At Appleford in Oxfordshire salvage and
excavation work over 20 hectares of gravel revealed
features relating to the Late Bronze Age, Iron Age
and Romano-British periods (Hincheliffe and
Thomas 1980). The excavation at Farmoor showed
seftlement mobility possibly contemporary  and
related to seasonal water levels, on the banks of the
Thames (Lambrick and Robinson 1979). On the
chalk, however, investigation into settlements has
usually been site-specific: a site has been selecred
because of its basic morphology. Hence Little
Woodbury was excavated for the Prehistoric Society
(Bersu 1940) and Gussage All Saints was selected as
modern version of Little Woodbury (Wainwright
1979}, At Old Down Farm there was a long
sequence, interrupted in the Roman period and
completed  with Anglo-Saxon  sunken-flooned
buildings { Davies 1980 and 1981,

One of the objectives of the programme  al
Brighton Hill South was the examination of the
diachronic and spatial relationship of four apparent
prehistoric - and/or Roman enclosures set in 100
hectares (Fasham and Keevil forthcoming). The
relationship proved guite dramatic because, of the
three enclosures investigated, two were Iron Age and
Boman and one was Medieval, Easton Lane pro-
duced the Opportunity to investigate a large area u-l.
chalk and observe the movements and shifts of
settlements and activities, There are times in the Last
two millennia BC when, even with the large area

excavated, there is no evidence for human activity.
For nstance, what |i'=|[‘.[1§'I'IL'l.| between the Late
Neolithic and the earlier Bronze Age, berween the

I and Late Bro
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Chapter 6

The Microfiche and Archive

The Microfiche

A microfiche is included at the back of this volume.
It contains interpretative plans of post-hole struc-
tures and appendices for the metal-working debris,
human bone, animal bone, carbonised plant remains
and land snail reports. Detailed contents are pro-
vided below,

Contents of Microfiche

Additional plans 211

Fig 114 Plan of overlapping Middle Bronze Age 3
structures 2373 and 2375

Fig 115 Plan of Middle Bronze Age structure 4010, 4
annotated version

Fig 116 Plan of Middle Bronze Age structure 4010, 5
showing idealized symmetry

Fig 117 Early Middle Iron Age structure 2404, 6
internal post-hole arcs.

Fig 118 Early Middle Iron Age structure 4019,
post-ring (blacked-in symbaols), post-hole
arcs and pairs (open symbaols).

Fig 119, Early Middle Iron Age structure 2408, ]
central post-hole and post-ring (blacked-in
symbols), ™wo arcs of posi-holes [open
symbols).

iz 120 Early Middle Iron Age structure 2406, 9
three post-hole arcs

Fig 12 Early Middle Iron Age structure I238 10
internal post-ring (blacked-in symbals),

Fig 122 Early Middle Iron Age structure 4020 11
possible structural post-ring

Fig 123 Early Middle Iron Age structure 2410, 12

. possible rectangular and creular outlines
Fig 124 Early Middle lron Age structure 3633, 13
) possible structural post-ring

Fig 128 Detaibed plan of features in transects 3, 21 4
and 24

Appendix to the Metal Working Debris

report, by P Wilthew 15-18

Last ¢

f samiple idemtification, part of Ancient Monuments Labora-
oy El--::'\.nr: Mo 4778

Appendix to the Human Bone report, by J
D Henderson and A Cameron 19-38

The Catalogue, part of Ancient Monuments Labora-
tory Report No 4636,

.].Jl.'l.l.ilill.'h the follow i']|§’. tables:

Table 34 Skull Metrics 3]
Table 35 Mandible Metrics 32

Table 36 Cranial Morphology 33
Table 37 Mandible Morphology 34
Table 38  Upper Extremity Metrics 35
Table 39  Femoral Metrics 16
Table 40  Lower Extremity Metrics 36
Table 41  Axial and Upper Extremity Mor- 37
phology
Table 42 Lower Extremity Morphology i3

Appendix to the Animal Bone report, by
Mark Maltby 3945

lakble 43 of carthe wm MNeohthic and 40
=3
T'able 44 pgoat in Neolithic and 41
ire
Table 45 Fragments of other major species in Neoli- 42
thic and Bronze Age features
Tahble 46 Fragments of canle in Iron Age and 43
omano-Hritish features.
Table 47 Fragments of 159 at in Iron Age and B Sl
Romano-British deposits.
Table 45 Fr of pig in Iron Age and 45
Fable 49 b
Table 50 47
45

lable 51

Appendix to the Carbonised Plant Remains
report, by W ] Carruthers 49-51
I =1 al \,|:|_||'\-|l_- ."\..III'.!I'.I\.".I

Appendix to the Land Snail report, by M]

iyiw
Allen 5254
List of samples submitted and sediment descrip-

LOnS.

The Archive

' i ® o O
The context numbers which were assigned 1o layers,
features and structures during excavation and post
excavation were retained in the published ri.s"'\-."”:l
y 1 thare s 1l al
Archive and publication coding 15 e pefore identica

¥ s i dich T ..._l.,'.l__j il wrelix
exceptl for SIrUcture codes WlCh  FECEives I

identifving type in the publication:
C%  Circular structure

[.S Lincar structure

M5  Miscellaneous structure

RS Rectangular structure,
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The finds, field records and the archive are housed
at the Hampshire County Museum Service (Acces-
sion Number A 1987 14). A copy of the microfiche is
with the National Monuments Record.

The archive consists of field records, held
drawings, post-excavation drawings and ordered files
on the different classes of artefacts and feature types.
All these records are on microfiche and are listed
below

Archive Microfiche
Sheet Numbers

Context Records 1-141
Context Finds Record 142-158
Graphics Register 159-162
Photographic Register 163-164
Sample Register 165-167

Levels Register
Site Plans and Sections
Context Summary Sheets
Special Finds Records
Flint Sorting Forms
Special Finds Register
Special Finds by Category
Special Finds by Feature
Notes on Finds and Non-
structural Features
MNotes on Structures
Draft of Report
Pottery Context Record
Feature Sherd Record
Correspondence
Specialist Reports

168-171
172-213
214-221
222218
229
230
231
232

233-237
238243
244-249
250-261
262-267
268-276
277-284

The abbreviations u
Bold numbers indic

Abercromby, J 191
Addyman, P V and
Medieva

Allen, D 1981 The
Archaeol

Allen, M ] 1984 La
1985 Lan
Easton I

— ]1986 Lan
Hampsh

— 1988 A
Groenm:

Oxford.

Allen, M | and Fen
Archaeol

Annable, F K and
Devizes .

Anon 1886-7 unritl
ApSimon, A M 195
Ashbee, P 1957 Th
Ashbee, P 1978 An
Barker, G and Wek
England

Barrett, ] and Brac
Barrert ¢

Bateman, T 1848 1
Beex, G and Hulst,
MNorth B

Bell, M 1982 The el
Later Pr

Bell, M G 1983 Val
49, 113-

Iis_:n.u, G 1940 Exca
Biddle, M 1983 The
: Acad 69

Biddle, M and Eme
Bordes, F 1961 Tyt
Bowen, H C 1975,
times, in

———— 1975b Aj

England

= 1978 *Cel
Man on

Bowen H C, Evans |
Fowler |

Bradiey, R 1980 Si
Southern

Bronze A
Bm:h_w:.-u. DR 198
lirleigh R, Longwe
Enclosur

385407,




230
231
232

233237
238243
244249
250-261
262-267
268-276
277-284

References
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