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Summary 
 
Millwood Designer Homes commissioned Wessex Archaeology, to carry out an 
archaeological excavation on land at Stedlyn Retreat, Lynsted, Kent. Two excavation 
areas were opened which targeted archaeological features revealed during an 
archaeological evaluation undertaken at the Site in August 2004. 
 
Area 1 revealed two early to mid 17th century walls forming a right angle, which are 
the footings for what is most likely a garden wall or surrounding boundary wall.  This 
wall possibly represents the remains of structures associated with the former mansion 
of Sir Dru Drury, a Gentleman Usher at the coronation of Queen Elizabeth I, Member 
of Parliament and Lieutenant of the Tower of London. 
 
Only the foundations of this wall survive to any great extent, showing that extensive 
robbing of material has occurred, possibly when the mansion was demolished.   
 
It is however, possible that the wall was constructed following the demolition of the 
mansion, some time around 1643, and is the remains of the boundary wall of the 
property and building which replaced it. 
 
Area 2 revealed a number of Late Iron Age ditches which are probably the remains of 
field systems, associated with a small farmstead located somewhere to the north of the 
area.  No structures or other deliberately cut features associated with the Iron Age 
field systems were revealed. 
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6.3.4 Excavations along the ditch suggested there had been a long period of silting, 
with material derived from the feature’s edges combined with more water 
borne material. Pottery recovered from fills 2020, 2017 and 2010 has been 
identified as Late Prehistoric, in some cases specifically Late Iron Age.  

6.3.5 Further to natural silting events, a period of deliberate deposition of material 
occurred within the upper fills of the ditch, with charcoal-rich material, 
indicative perhaps of hearth clearances, and more general domestic waste 
identified.  

6.3.6 A second ditch group, 2039, was identified. Aligned north-south, it 
apparently cut through the extreme eastern end of 2038, although sections 
excavated to investigate this relationship proved inconclusive. Pottery 
recovered from 2039 was of similar date to that from 2038 suggesting both 
features to have fallen into disuse at the same time. 

6.3.7 A third section of ditch was identified to the north of 2038. Ditch group 2040 
was aligned east-west and also dated to the Late Iron Age. Two sections were 
excavated through it which identified significant truncated by later, probably 
relatively modern activity 

6.3.8 Several other features containing Late Iron Age material were identified. 
These included tree throws 2016, 2023 and 2031 and a possible pit, 2003.  
Tree throw 2016 truncated ditch 2038 (in the area of section 2018) whilst 
from within the fill of tree throw 2015, a rim sherd of Dressel 1A amphora 
was recovered; a type dated from the later 2nd to mid 1st century BC which 
represents is a rare find in Kent. 

6.3.9 A number of post-medieval features were also identified within Area 2. 
These comprised a group of sub-square post-holes, possibly indicative of an 
east-west orientated boundary or structure.   

6.3.10 In addition, the deliberate burial of a young goat was recorded within a small 
pit, 2006. A considerable amount of further modern disturbance and later 
truncation was identified in Area 2 with several large modern rubbish pits 
clearly visible. This truncation and the animal burial described above are 
likely to represent 20th century activity. 

7 FINDS 

7.1 Introduction 

7.1.1 A small quantity of finds was recovered during the excavation, which 
augments the assemblage previously recovered from the evaluation of the 
site (Wessex Archaeology 2004a). As for the evaluation, most of the finds 
are of later Prehistoric date, but there is also a small group of medieval and 
post-medieval material. 

7.1.2 All finds have been quantified by material type within each context, and this 
information is presented in Table 1. 
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Table 1: All finds by context (number / weight in grammes) 
 

CBM = ceramic building material; Cu = copper alloy; Fe = iron; Pb = lead; PM = post-
medieval 
LAYER Animal 

Bone 
CBM Fired  

Clay 
Prehist 
Pottery 

Med/Pmed 
pottery 

Metal Other 
Finds 

1001 6/2028 5/2367   13/207 1 Cu; 10 
Fe 

1 stone; 2 
glass 

1017 1/39 2/860    1 Fe  
1024  3/801      
1025 3/150 6/1222     1 shell 
1027  5/1122      
1034     1/21 2 Fe  
2004    2/10    
2005 4/5  2/14 17/102   3 flint;  

1 burnt 
flint 

2007 159/368   1/9    
2008 105/358 5/58 1/5   3 Fe  
2011 13/218   1/10   1 slag 
2014  3/52  1/6    
2015 7/43 4/63  6/106 1/13  1 flint 
2017 111/687   288/3071   1 burnt 

flint 
2020    4/70    
2021 38/492 1/18  12/319   1 shell 
2022    1/42    
2024 3/71 2/31   2/14   
2027    6/58    
2030  1/35 7/21 4/105    
2033 1/12 2/26 2/17 8/203 1/4  1 flint 
2034 11/30 3/53  21/287    
2036 2/13 2/33  1/25   1 burnt 

flint 
Tr 1 U/S      1 Cu; 1 Pb  
TOTAL 464/4514 44/6741 12/57 373/4423 18/259 2 Cu; 1 

Pb; 16 Fe 
 

 
7.2 Pottery 

7.2.1 The majority of the pottery assemblage is of later prehistoric date, with a 
smaller quantity of medieval and post-medieval material.  

7.2.2 Later prehistoric pottery was confined to Area 2, the largest group coming 
from 2017 the fill of ditch section 2018 (group 2038).  Fabrics and forms 
echo those seen in the evaluation assemblage and dated as Middle to Late 
Iron Age – beaded and everted rim vessels (some cordoned) in flint-
tempered, grog-tempered and glauconitic sandy fabrics with external surfaces 
frequently textured by combing, brushing or scoring. One rim sherd from a 
Dressel 1A amphora came from 2015 (fill of tree throw 2016); this is a type 
dating from to later 2nd to mid 1st century BC, and is a rare find in Kent, most 
known findspots being confined to central southern England (Fitzpatrick 
2003, fig. 2).  
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7.2.3 Later pottery comprises a few sherds in sandy fabrics, mainly finewares of 
Tyler Hill (Canterbury) type, with a small group of post-medieval redwares 
from  1001, the subsoil of Area 1. 

7.3 Ceramic Building Material 

7.3.1 All of the ceramic building material is of post-medieval date. This includes 
fragments of bricks, all unfrogged types, some of them with vitrified surfaces 
and one (from subsoil 1001) distorted – either resulting from initial firing 
faults, or from use involving subjection to high temperatures (for example, in 
kiln structure). The other fragments are from roof tiles of medieval or, more 
likely, post-medieval date. 

7.4 Animal Bone 

Condition and preservation 
7.4.1 In total, 464 animal bone fragments were recovered, and were dated by 

ceramic association to the later Prehistoric and the medieval/post-medieval 
period. Four bones were not dated, from two contexts comprising the 
landscaped open area. These include the heavily gnawed distal epiphysis of 
an immature large cattle femur, and the chopped remains of a large mammal 
pelvis, and these bones are not discussed further. 

Table 2: Condition of bone fragments (number)  
 

* one goat skeleton in 264 fragments in contexts 2007 and 2008. 
 Phase/Condition Poor Fair Good Excellent Total 
Later Prehistoric 35 140 8  183 
Medieval/Post-

medieval 
3  2* 2 7 

Undated 2 1   3 
Total 40 141 10 2 193 

 
7.4.2 Bone survived in a generally in fair condition, with the goat skeleton very 

well preserved. Gnawing was uncommon and seen on only 9 bones overall, 
with the most extensive marks on the undated bones, while butchery marks 
were visible on 17 bones. 11 loose teeth were identified, most from ditch fill 
2017, indicating that this deposit had suffered some reworking, and root 
disturbance had affected some of the bones but not enough to significantly 
impact on the bone surface. The bones are therefore unlikely to have been 
differentially preserved through chemical erosion but those more desirable to 
scavengers (e.g. proximal humerus, distal femur) could be under-represented 
(Stallibrass 1984). 

Later Prehistoric 
7.4.3 This material is mainly derived from ditch fills, although some was found in 

tree throws. 30% was identified to species, the majority being of cattle, with 
smaller numbers of sheep/goat and pig (Table 3). Fourteen bones could be 
aged, and most were skeletally mature or young adults at prime meat weight, 
although one very old sheep was indicated by a mandible with heavy tooth 
wear. A smaller number could be measured, consisting predominantly of the 
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small slender animals typical of Iron Age Britain (Maltby 1986). Remains 
from a female pig and possibly castrated sheep were recovered. Trauma may 
have resulted in the slight exostosis and porosity on the anterior margin of a 
large mammal rib, while a very enlarged foramen in a large mammal lumbar 
vertebra could have been a physiological change caused by heavy labour.  

Table 3: Numbers and species proportions of later prehistoric animal 
bones. 

 
Context Cattle Sheep/ 

Goat 
Pig Unidentified Total Gnawed Butchery Measure Age 

NISP 35 12 5 129 183 6 15 5 14 
% 19 7 3 70 100 3 8 3 8 

 
7.4.4 Butchery marks were frequently seen, and on cattle, included cut marks from 

decapitation, skinning and disarticulation, and chop marks from portioning 
meat-bearing bones and removal of the horn core. Sheep and pig bones 
displayed similar marks, although cut marks were relatively more common, 
and some helical fractures from breakage of fresh bone were recorded. No 
bones had been burnt.  

7.4.5 Some differences in bone element were seen between the upper and lower 
fills of the ditch. The lower ditch fill contained a greater proportion of ‘waste 
bones’ such as skull and foot bone that contain relatively little meat, although 
some ribs and long bone fragments were present. The upper ditch fills 
contained a mixture of meat-bearing and ‘waste’ bones, but with a greater 
emphasis on the former, with scapulae from two individuals, femora and 
vertebrae as well as skull and lower limb bones. This could indicate different 
activities resulting in the two deposits, with the lower fill indicative of 
primary butchery waste and the upper with more of a mixture of meat and 
waste bones. However, the majority of bones in both were cattle, which are 
more likely to have been filleted than cooked on the bone, than smaller 
animals. In addition the bones from smaller animals were entirely ‘waste’ 
elements, so it is possible that the ditch served as a convenient repository for 
undesirable butchery waste, away from the main habitation area, as 
suggested by various authors (e.g. Wilson 1996; Maltby 1985). 

Medieval/Post-Medieval 
7.4.6 A single articulated goat had been buried in feature 2006. This individual 

was in good condition and most parts of the skeleton were present, with the 
exception of some very fragile or small bones (parts of the skull and third 
phalanges for example). The individual was approximately 63cm at the 
shoulder, and the bones were slender, typical of a female animal. Both bone 
fusion and tooth wear aged the animal to between two and a half and three 
years, using modern figures. Despite not being fully skeletally mature, 
pathological conditions had affected several bones, including a slightly 
swollen metatarsal shaft, ossification of tendon on the proximal metacarpal 
and crowded mandibular teeth. The long bones were very thin walled, and 
this may indicate nutritional stress. This animal was stratigraphically dated to 
the post-medieval period, and is very well preserved, and it is possible that 
this may be the remains of a relatively modern farm casualty.  
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7.4.7 Other bone dated to this period was scarce, consisting only of a cattle pelvis 
and two proximal metatarsals from two sheep, and a pig incisor with groove 
across the crown that may indicate a period of illness or vitamin deficiency in 
this individual’s life. 

7.5 Other Finds 

7.5.1 Other finds comprise prehistoric worked flint (cores and flakes, residual in 
later contexts), burnt, unworked flint (uncertain date), a piece of worked 
limestone, possibly part of an ashlar, cockle and oyster shell, modern vessel 
glass, iron objects (nails, probably post-medieval). 

7.6 Recommendations for the whole finds assemblage 

7.6.1 Potential for gaining a clearer understanding of animal husbandry on the Site 
or the nature of the late prehistoric occupation on the Site through further 
analysis of the animal bone, pottery or other artefacts recovered during the 
evaluation and excavation phases, is limited by the relatively small size of 
the assemblage. 

7.6.2 No further primary analysis is therefore recommended, but the characteristics 
of the assemblage noted in this report should be included in any publication 
with full references and parallels.  

8 ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

8.1 Aims   

8.1.1 A small suite of samples were taken and assessed to indicate their potential to 
help interpret the Site’s activities, economy and landscape. 

8.2 Samples taken and palaeo-environmental evidence 

8.2.1 A series of seven bulk samples of generally 10 litres, but varying between 9 
and 12 litres, were taken from Late Iron Age ditches. These were processed 
for the recovery and assessment of charred plant remains and charcoal. 
Categories of palaeo-environmental evidence: 

• charred plant remains 
• charcoal 

 
8.3 Assessment Results; methods and data 

Introduction 
8.3.1 The bulk samples were processed by standard flotation methods; the flot 

retained on a 0.5 mm mesh and the residues fractionated into 5.6 mm, 2 mm 
and 1 mm fractions and dried. The coarse fractions (>5.6 mm) were sorted, 
weighed and discarded. 
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8.3.2 The flots were scanned under a x10 - x30 stereo-binocular microscope and 
presence of charred remains quantified (Table E1.) to record the preservation 
and nature of the charred plant and charcoal remains. 

8.3.3 The flots were all fairly small with high amounts of roots and modern seeds, 
indicating that the contexts were in close proximity to the active soil horizon 
and so may contain intrusive material. 

Charred plant remains    
8.3.4 Only three of the samples contained charred remains and in all cases these 

were only a few fragments of carbonised grain. That from ditch 2038 had a 
single grain of barley and one of wheat. The remaining two grains from ditch 
2038 and 2039 both resembled free-threshing wheat (Triticum aestivum sl) 
although both were badly degraded. No other charred plant remains were 
recovered. While both wheat and barley are known from many Iron Age sites 
in Britain, free-threshing wheat is generally rare and only becomes dominant 
in the Saxon and medieval periods (Greig 1991). Given the low density of 
charred material and high density of roots and modern seeds it is possible 
that these few grains are intrusive from later activity on the site. Charred 
cereal remains are usually indicative of general domestic activities related to 
farming settlements. The absence of such material may then indicate that 
such activities were located at some distance from these features. 

Charcoal 
8.3.5 Charcoal was noted from the flots of the bulk samples and is recorded in 

Table 4. Like charred plant remains, charcoal was generally sparse in the 
samples. Along with a few fragments of wood charcoal were occasional 
small fragments of material resembling coal and again is likely to be 
intrusive. 

Land molluscs 
8.3.6 Although no samples were taken specifically for snails, shells were well 

preserved and present in all flots (Table 4). Despite preservation here their 
palaeoenvironmental potential is low as these in general open country is 
likely to have been established at this time. Although sequences of samples 
through well-dated ditch sequences have the potential to examine the local 
land use (arable vs. pasture vs. grazed) and regeneration/abandonment 
phased, this level of information was not consider valid during excavation. 

8.4 Potential 

Charred plant remains and Charcoal      
8.4.1 The charred plant remains may represent intrusive material, and as such they 

have no further potential to reveal anything concerning the nature of 
activities upon the Site. The lack of charred remains tends to suggest that the 
excavated ditches were away from the foci of domestic activity and disposal 
of burnt domestic waste.  

Land snails 
8.4.2 The value of analysis of this small assemblage would be very limited. 
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8.5 Palaeo-environmental Summary 

8.5.1 The lack of preservation of charred remains negates any further analysis, but 
does tend to indicate that the samples features lie away from the main foci of 
domestic activity. 

Proposals          
8.5.2 No further work is recommended on either the charred plant remains, the 

charcoal or the land snails. 

 
Table 4 Assessment of the charred plant remains and charcoal 
 
       Flot    Residue  
Group/ 
Feature 
no 

Context Sample size 
litres 

flot size 
ml 

Grain Chaff

W
ee

d 
 

un
ch

ar
re

d 

Se
ed

s 
ch

ar
re

d 

C
ha

rc
oa

l 
>5

.6
m

m
 

Other 

C
ha

rc
oa

l 
>5

.6
m

m
 

analysis 

Late Iron Age Ditches  
2038      
2009 

2010 5 10 10 80 - - a - - Moll 
(B) 

-  

2038      
2009 

2011 7 10 20 80 - - a - - Moll 
(A) 

-  

2038      
2019 

2020 6 9 10 70 C - a - - Moll 
(A) 

-  

2038      
2018 

2017 1 10 15 3 C - a - B Moll 
(B) 

-  
 

2039      
2032 

2033 4 12 50 100 C - a - - Moll 
(B) 

-  

2040      
2035 

2034 2 11 10 80 - - a - - Moll 
(B) 

-  

2040      
2037 

2036 3 10 15 50 - - a - C Moll 
(C) 

-  

 
KEY:  A** = exceptional, A* = 30+ items, A = ≥10 items, B = 9 - 5 items, C = < 5 items, (h) 
= hazelnuts, smb = small mammal bones; Moll-t = terrestrial molluscs Moll-f = freshwater 
molluscs; Analysis, C = charcoal, P = plant, M = molluscs  
NOTE: 1flot is total,  but flot in superscript = ml of rooty material. 2Unburnt seed in lower case to distinguish from 
charred remains 

 

9 DISCUSSION 

9.1.1 The excavations at Lynsted, as suggested by the previously undertaken 
evaluation, identified Late Iron Age occupation of part of the Site, although 
this appears to have been relatively smallscale and very tightly focussed, as 
no peripheral features were identified. 

9.1.2 The ditches are likely to represent a land/field boundary, close to a small 
settlement or farmstead, as attested to by the quantities of material recovered 
from them which clearly relates to domestic activity, and can be regarded as 
fairly typical of this type of settlement in the Late Iron Age through into the 
early part of the Romano-British period. The evidence suggests that the 
settlement ‘proper’ lies some way to the north of the excavation, although no 
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trace of it was identified either in the evaluation or in a watching brief 
undertaken on the excavation of a cable trench subsequent to the completion 
of the excavations. This lack of evidence is almost certainly the result of 
recent truncation through levelling of the Site, rather than being indicative of 
an absence of activity. 

9.1.3 Evidence for continued use of the Site into the Romano-British period was 
not identified. The sherd of amphora described above is certainly dateable 
between the 1st and 2nd century AD, however, in isolation it is difficult to 
draw any significant conclusions. 

9.1.4 The function of the brick walls identified in Area 1 is not entirely clear, 
although it is likely that they were probably the foundations of a boundary or 
garden wall. The western end of the east-west orientated wall, although 
appearing to terminate cleanly, in reality is likely to be due to relatively 
recent truncation, as traces of mortar and a probable construction cut could 
be seen extending from the western extent. It is likely that the wall continued 
right up to the edge of The Street, representing a completely enclosed 
property. 

9.1.5 Local tradition identified the Site as having been in the possession of Sir Dru 
Drury in the 16th century, and it is believed that the original house was 
demolished sometime in the middle of the 17th century, with the material 
being reused for the expansion of a local Tudor timber-framed house, 
Beaugill. 

9.1.6 It is therefore not clear whether the walls excavated represent the property 
boundary or garden wall of Drury’s demolished house, or a garden wall or 
property boundary associated with a later building constructed on the Site 
adjacent to The Street, possibly incorporating material which remained 
following the demolition. 

10 OBJECTIVES OF ANALYSIS AND REPORT PREPARATION 

10.1 Introduction 

10.1.1 The objectives of the report preparation stage of the project are as follows: 

to produce a short, integrated and synthesised report on the excavation 
results obtained from Lynsted, and to interpret the Site’s development 
through study and analysis of the data in order that the results may be 
disseminated in an appropriate form. In order that this may be achieved, it 
is proposed that the principal archaeological, artefactual and ecofactual 
aspects of the Site be synthesised by period and theme into a fully 
integrated document to be submitted for inclusion in an appropriate 
regional journal. 

• 

• to ensure the project archive is fully ordered and indexed, and is of a 
satisfactory standard for deposition with the appropriate museum. 
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10.1.2 Within the report, primary description and discussion will focus on: 

describing in a succinct and cost-effective manner, the archaeological 
features and deposits recorded during the excavation, along with the 
artefactual and ecofactual material. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

correlating the stratigraphic, structural and ceramic data in order to best 
address and interpret the overall development and chronological sequence 
of past activity on the Site. 

assessing the range of activities taking place on the Site, and its importance 
within the local archaeological landscape.  

11 PROPOSED REPORTING 

11.1.1 As outlined above, it is proposed that the published report comprise a short 
paper which draws together and synthesises all aspects of the archaeological, 
artefactual, ecofactual and documentary evidence by period, rather than 
adopting a segregated approach for each of the aforementioned elements. 
This will allow for a more integrated style of publication, whilst still 
retaining the academic integrity of the analysis. 

11.1.2 It is currently proposed to submit the final report for publication in 
Archaeologia Cantiana. The final report will examine, to a level consistent 
with the available evidence, the Late Iron Age occupation and subsequent 
use of the Site. The report will include appropriate illustrations and 
photographs in support of the text. 

12 MANAGEMENT STRUCTURE AND QUALITY ASSURANCE 

12.1 Project Team 

12.1.1 Wessex Archaeology operates a project management system. The Project 
Manager functions as Team Leader for the entire project, taking 
responsibility for the project achieving its stated aims and performance 
targets, whether budgetary, academic or timetable related. 

12.1.2 The Project Manager will achieve these targets in part, by the delegation of 
responsibility for aspects of the project to Key Staff (see below) who will 
both manage others, and have direct input into the final report. 

12.1.3 The work of all Project Managers is monitored by their relevant Section 
Head and ultimately by Wessex Archaeology’s Operations Director. 

12.1.4 The project’s Key Staff are as follows: 

Project Officer who ensures the deadlines and targets set by the Project 
Manager are met 
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Finds Manager who has responsibility for co-ordinating artefact recording 
and analysis, and ensuring that targets in this area are met 

• 

• Environmental Manager who has responsibility for all ecofactual and 
palaeo-environmental aspects of the Project 

12.1.5 Communication between all team members will be facilitated by team 
meetings at key points during the project. The Project manager will arrange 
these meetings and ensure they are attended by team members relevant to 
each particular meeting. 

13 PROJECT TASKS 

13.1 Introduction 

13.1.1 In order to complete the project within its stated parameters, a series of 
project tasks has been identified. Table 5 lists the main tasks and states the 
allotted personnel. 

13.2 Key to Staff Grades: 

OD Operations Director 
HoS Head of Section 
PM Project Manager 
FM Finds Manager 
RM Reports Manager 
EM Environmental Manager 
PO Project Officer 
PS Project Supervisor 
PI Project Illustrator 
AS Archive Supervisor 
ES External Specialist 
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Table 5: List of tasks to complete project 
 
Task No. Task Staff Name Staff Grade Days 

1 Begin Project (milestone)   
1.1 Project Management & liaison R. Greatorex PM 0.25 
1.2 Monitoring J. Nowell HoS 0.25 
2 Pre-analysis Tasks - Finds   

2.1 None    
3 Pre-analysis Tasks - Environmental   

3.1 None   
4 Pre-analysis Tasks - Stratigraphic   

4.1 Stratigraphic Analysis/Preparation of Phase Plans TBA PO 1 
5 Prepare Briefs   

5.1 Prepare briefs for stratigraphic report R. Greatorex PM 0.25 
6 Finds analysis   

6.1 All finds – no further work required    
7 Environmental reports   

7.1 Animal Bone – no further work required    
8 Structural Report   

8.1 Body text TBA PO 1 
8.2 Edit Structural Report R. Greatorex PM 0.25 
9 Illustration   

9.1 Structural illustrations K. Nichols PI 0.5 
10 Editing   

10.1 Academic editing & copy editing J. Gardiner RM 0.25 
11 Report Submission (milestone)   
12 Archive   

12.1 Order Archive TBA PO 0.25 
12.2 Check & prepare archive for microfilming L. Mepham AS 0.25 
12.3 Microfilm archive  ES  
12.4 Deposit archive  AS 0.25 
13 End Project (milestone)   

 
 

14 PROGRAMME FOR POST EXCAVATION ANALYSIS 

14.1 Programme 

14.1.1 It is anticipated that the principal elements of reporting could be completed 
within a three month period. 

15 ARCHIVE STORAGE AND CURATION 

15.1 Museum 

15.1.1 Deposition of the archive will be agreed with Kent County Council. 
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15.2 Storage 

15.2.1 The finds are currently stored in perforated polythene bags in 18 cardboard 
or airtight plastic boxes, ordered by material type, following nationally 
recommended guidelines (Walker 1990). 

15.3 Discard Policy 

15.3.1 Wessex Archaeology follows the guidelines set out in Selection, Retention 
and Dispersal (Society of Museum Archaeologists 1993), which allows for 
the discard of selected artefact categories which are not considered to warrant 
any future analysis. In this instance, any further discard could target the 
undiagnostic stone building material. The discarding of any artefacts will be 
carried out only with the complete agreement of the Principal Archaeological 
Officer for Kent.  

15.4 Copyright 

15.4.1 The full copyright of the written/illustrative archive relating to the Site will 
be retained by the Trust for Wessex Archaeology Ltd under the Copyright, 
Designs and Patents Act 1988 with all rights reserved. The recipient 
museum, however, will be granted an exclusive licence for the use of the 
archive for educational purposes, including academic research, providing that 
such use shall be non-profitmaking.  

15.5 Security Copy 

15.5.1 In line with current best practice, on completion of the project a security 
copy of the paper records will be prepared, in the form of microfilm. The 
master jackets and one diazo copy of the microfilm will be submitted to the 
National Archaeological Record (English Heritage), a second diazo copy will 
be deposited with the paper records, and a third diazo copy will be retained 
by Wessex Archaeology. 
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APPENDIX 1: Area Summaries 
 
Area 1 
 
Context Type Description 
1000 Topsoil Current Turf and Topsoil, mid –dark brown silty clay 
1001 Subsoil Light brown silty clay 
1002 Natural Light grey yellow silty clay with common patches of chalk and large flint 

nodules. 
1003 Wall Component of Group 1036. 
1004 Wall Outer facing of Wall Group 1038 
1005 Wall Core Wall core associated with 1004, component of Group of 1038. 
1006 VOID VOID 
1007 Layer Single course of broken peg tile, at base of cut 1037, levelling for wall 

1003 
1008 Wall Component of Group 1036 
1009 Wall Component of Group 1035 
1010 Cut Modern Post-Hole 
1011 Fill Fill of Modern Post-Hole 1010 
1012 Cut Cut of Modern Post-Hole 
1013 Fill Fill of Modern Post-Hole 1012 
1014 Cut Cut of Post-Hole 
1015 Fill Fill of Post-Hole 1014, contained 17th century brickwork 
1016 Wall Component of Group 1036 
1017 Layer Large scale levelling and landscaping deposit which was partially cut 

through for construction of walls 1035 and 1036, and acted as foundation 
deposit. (Equal to 1034,1025,1018,1043,1027 

1018 Layer Equal to 1017 
1019 Layer Deliberate deposition of chalk, overlies 1027 (equal to 1018), levelling 

layer. 
1020 Layer Thin layer of chalk, which overlies 1025 
1021 Layer Thin layer of chalk which overlies 1025 
1022 Layer  Layer of re-worked natural which overlies 1002 below 1034 
1023 Wall Component of Group 1036 
1024 Wall Component of Group 1036 
1025 Layer Equal to 1017 
1026 Layer Area of levelling that overlies 1019. 
1027 Layer Equal to 1017 
1028 Wall Component of Group 1035 
1029 VOID VOID 
1030 Cut Cut of Post-Hole adjacent to wall 1028, possible evidence of earlier 

alignment 
1031 Fill Fill of Post-Hole 1030 
1032 VOID VOID 
1033 Cut Cut of foundation trench for wall 1028 (component of 1035) 
1034 Layer Equal to 1017 
1035 Group for 

Wall 
North-South aligned wall, composed of 1009 and 1028 

1036 Group for 
Wall 

East-West aligned wall, composed of 1003, 1016, 1023, 1024, 1008. 

1037 Cut Cut of foundation trench for wall 1003 (component of 1036) 
1038 Group for 

Wall 
East-West aligned Wall, composed of 1004 and 1005 

1039 Cut Cut of foundation trench for wall 1016 (component of 1036) 
1040 Cut Cut of foundation trench for wall 1023 (component of 1036) 
1041 Cut Cut of foundation trench for wall 1024 (component of 1036) 
1042 Cut Cut of foundation trench for wall 1008 (component of 1036) 

 19



1043 Layer Equal to 1017 
1044 Cut Cut of foundation trench for wall 1009 (component of 1035) 
 
Area 2 
 
Context Type Description 
2001 Layer Disturbed modern overburden, lay directly upon archaeology 
2002 Natural Silty clay, with decayed chalk patches, and areas of compact chalk 
2003 Cut Cut of tree throw or possible pit 
2004 Fill Lower fill of 2003 
2005 Fill Upper fill of 2003 
2006 Cut Cut of pit for goat burial 
2007 Animal 

Skeleton 
Goat 

2008 Fill Backfill material over 2007, material derived from fill of 2003 
2009 Cut Cut of E-W orientated late Iron Age ditch component of Group 2038 
2010 Fill Possible primary fill of 2009 
2011 Fill Fill of 2009 
2012 Cut Cut of Post-Medieval Post-Hole 
2013 Fill Fill of 2012 
2014 Fill Fill of 2012 
2015 Fill Fill of 2016 
2016 Cut Cut of tree throw cuts through ditch 2018 
2017 Fill Fill of ditch 2018 
2018 Cut Cut of E-W orientated late Iron Age ditch component of Group 2038 
2019 Cut Cut of E-W orientated Iron Age ditch component of Group 2038 
2020 Fill Lower fill of 2019 
2021 Fill Upper fill of 2019 
2022 Fill Fill of 2023 
2023 Cut Cut of tree throw 
2024 Fill  Fill of 2025 
2025 Cut Cut of pit or post-hole 
2026 Cut Cut of N-S orientated late Iron Age ditch component of Group 2039 
2027 Fill  Fill of 2026 
2028 Cut Cut of E-W orientated late Iron Age ditch component of Group 2038 

(Unexcavated) 
2029 Fill Fill of 2028 (Unexcavated) 
2030 Fill Fill of 2031 
2031 Cut Cut of tree throw 
2032 Cut Cut of N-S orientated late Iron Age ditch component of Group 2039 
2033 Fill  Fill of 2032 
2034 Fill Fill of ditch terminus Group 2040 
2035 Cut Cut of terminus of roughly E-W orientated late Iron Age ditch component 

of Group 2040 
2036 Fill  Fill of 2037 
2037 Cut Cut of roughly E-W orientated late Iron Age ditch component of Group 

2040 
2038 Group of 

Ditch 
E-W aligned ditch, composed of 2009, 2018, 2019 and 2028 

2039 Group of 
Ditch 

N-S aligned ditch, composed of 2026 and 2032 

2040 Group of 
Ditch 

Roughly E-W aligned ditch, composed of 2035 and 2037 
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