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About This Publication

STRUCTURE

Following this preamble, the introduction is presented in Chapter 1 and the discussion in Chapter 2. The site narrative for
each excavation is presented separately — Bourton Way in Chapter 3 and Station Road in Chapter 4. These are followed
by detailed discussion of the artefacts (Chapter 5) and ecofacts (Chapter 6) from both sites. Appendices, e.g. pottery type
series efc., provide supplementary technical detail.

Chapters 3 and 4 each begin with an overview, accompanied by an overall plan of the middle Iron Age settlements
within the excavation areas. The text is then arranged by Site Landscape (SL number) for Bourton Way and by Land-use
Area (L number) for Station Road, e.g. domestic focus, enclosures, unenclosed activity area etc. Subsequent sections
cover the more significant Land-use Areas (L) and Groups (G number), e.g. individual buildings, structures etc. The text
is accompanied by plans, section drawings and plates. Where appropriate, significant artefactual and ecofactual informa-
tion is incorporated into these chapters.

Terminology and abbreviations
An understanding of the contextual hierarchy is fundamental to an understanding of the layout and terminology used in
this publication. It is described in more detail below (see Chapter 1: Sections IV and V).

The main elements of the contextual hierarchy comprise Phases (written in full), Site Landscape (SL prefix), Land-use
Area (L prefix) and Group (G prefix). It should be borne in mind that the two sites have overlapping numbering. In the
artefact and ecofactual sections, Group or Land-use Area numbers may have a decimal point, indicating that they repre-
sent a fill, i.e. primary fills (.1) secondary fills (.2), tertiary fills (.3), single fills (.5).

A generic fill description is provided in the introduction (Chapter 1). On site, slight variations in colour, soil matrix
and inclusions were used to distinguish between different fills. Such detail is only included in the Group text where it
aids understanding of the evidence. In general, where primary or lower fills were identified they tended to be lighter in
colour and contain fewer stones. Any significant or unusual variations are described in the Group text. All measurements
are metric.

Finally, the following terms are used throughout the publication:

Settlement: a collection of domestic foci and adjacent fields and /or enclosures.

Domestic focus: a concentration of roundhouses, post-built structures, storage pits and finds suggestive of a focus
of activity, which for convenience has been described as ‘domestic’, but which might have included other activities,
e.g. crafts, food-processing efc.

Roundhouse versus structure: the term roundhouse is used where there is sufficient evidence that one existed, even
if this solely comprises a circular ditch/gully. The term structure is used where an arrangement of postholes suggests
the presence of a building, the form of which is uncertain.

Associated bone group (ABG): articulated or associated groups of animal bones, i.e. partial skeletons.

Phases and chronological periods
The indicative date ranges for each phase, on both sites, are as follows:

Phase 1 Pre-Iron Age pre-c. 650 BC

Phase 2 Middle Iron Age c.350-100 BC

Phase 3 Medieval c. 1150-1500
Tables

Table numbering reflects the chapter number, e.g. tables in Chapter 3 (Bourton Way) are numbered 3.1,3.2,3.3, efc. The
tables provide detailed information in an easy-to-view manner. Where possible they have been standardised to allow
quick and easy comparison between chapters. Some tables, such as Table 2.1 (which summarises all roundhouses),
contain information that transcends individual chapters. These are usually presented in Chapter 2 where the first constit-
uent element is mentioned in the text.

Figures
Figures within each chapter are numbered in a unique sequence, e.g. Chapter 3 figures are numbered Fig. 3.1,3.2,3.3
etc.

Artefact illustrations are presented within the relevant specialist reports. The illustration numbers for the different
artefact types are prefixed as follows: pottery (P) and ‘other artefacts’ (OA). For pottery illustrations a catalogue is
presented below each figure.

Reconstruction drawings
This publication includes two reconstruction drawings: one for each of the two middle Iron Age settlements. Although
based where possible on the archaeological evidence, these inevitably require a degree of artistic licence to make them



ABOUT THIS PUBLICATION xi

meaningful. This has been particularly true for the Station Road/Grasmere Way settlement because only a small part of
it has been subject to open-area excavation.

Drawing conventions

Plans

Plans are only labelled with those elements of the contextual hierarchy, e.g. L or G numbers that are actually referred to
in the text. Most plans distinguish between excavated and unexcavated areas by the use of shading. Selected sections are
presented to aid both understanding of individual features and to provide an overall impression of the dimensions and
profiles of features across the sites.

Sections

Sections are shaded grey to help distinguish them within the figures. The majority are shown at a scale of 1:20 or 1:40,
although a small number of other scales have also been used. Different line types are used for ‘cuts’ and their fills. The
upper limit of a drawn section is always the level to which the site was machined, even if the section was located in
the side of the excavation area. All sections are positioned in the horizontal plane, but no OD heights are given. They
are usually either south- or west-facing; if necessary, the original drawing has been mirrored. To keep them uncluttered
section drawings are only labelled where it aids understanding of the text. Accordingly, the majority of fills are not
labelled because they are not specifically mentioned in the text.

Pottery

Standard drawing conventions have been used, with vessels shown at one-quarter size. An external view is shown on the
right with a section and internal view on the left. Illustrated vessels are sequentially numbered with a prefix P (pottery)
and are catalogued below each figure.

‘Other artefacts’
Ilustrations are in numerical order and prefixed with OA (‘other artefact’). They are drawn at a variety of scales. The
catalogue is an integral part of the ‘other artefact’ report, so is not repeated below each figure.

Location of the archive
At the time of writing there was no archaeological archive depository in Northamptonshire but when one exists the finds
and records will be accessioned, with the landowners’ permission.
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Summary

This report presents the results of archaeological open-area excavations undertaken in 2014 by Albion Archaeology at
Bourton Way, Wellingborough and Station Road, Higham Ferrers, Northamptonshire. The investigations took place
ahead of residential developments by David Wilson Homes, who had engaged RPS Group Plc to commission and
oversee the archaeological works.

The two middle Iron Age settlements are c. 9km apart and it was felt appropriate to publish them together because
of their similar topographical locations overlooking the River Nene. In both cases the Albion Archaeology excava-
tions were situated within settlements that had previously been partially investigated. Joint publication, therefore, also
provides an opportunity to take a comparative overview of the whole of each settlement.

The Bourton Way excavation area covered c. 0.75ha of a postulated 4ha settlement. The settlement appears to have
comprised a central domestic focus — containing roundhouses, post-built structures (square and rectangular) and storage
pits — surrounded by fields. In addition, a D-shaped enclosure, defined by large ditches, was partly investigated c. 75m
to the south-west of the Bourton Way excavation area. It is on the southern periphery of the settlement and may have
been one of the last elements to be constructed (Windell 1981; Thomas and Enright 2003, 61). For convenience within
this publication the wider settlement (a reconstruction drawing of which is included as Fig. 2.2) is referred to as Bourton
Way/Wilby Way; the part of the settlement investigated by Albion Archaeology is referred to as just Bourton Way.

The Station Road excavation area covered c. 0.7ha of a postulated 3.5ha settlement. In contrast to Bourton Way/Wilby
Way it appeared to comprise a loose arrangement of domestic and non-domestic enclosures, fields and linear boundaries.
However, apart from the Station Road excavation, only two small open-area excavations have taken place within this
area, so less information is available. One of the excavations was located immediately to the south of Station Road and
was known at the time as Stanwick Road (Northamptonshire Archaeology 1998). The second was at the junction of
Grasmere Way and Hecham Way prior to the construction of the roads and houses that now occupy the land to the west
of Station Road (Smith and Muir 2009, 35-7 and fig. 3.1). There, a sub-rectangular enclosure, defined by large ditches,
was partly investigated; it may represent the south-west edge of the settlement. For convenience within this publication
the wider settlement is referred to as Station Road/Grasmere Way and a reconstruction drawing is included as Fig. 2.4;
the Albion Archaeology investigation is referred to as just Station Road.

Situated on higher ground close to the River Nene, both settlements were in prime topographic locations for a mixed
farming economy. This was dominated by the husbandry of sheep/goat and cattle, and the growing of spelt wheat and
hulled barley. As is often the case on sites of this period, meagre evidence for non-agricultural activities, such as textile-,
bone- and antler-working was recovered; there was also some evidence of small-scale metal smelting and working at
Bourton Way.

Only two possible personal items were recovered: a possible iron armlet and an antler cheekpiece, both from Bourton
Way. Burial evidence comprised one inhumation and five animal burials. Disarticulated human bone and partial animal
skeletons were also recovered; along with a small number of ‘unusual’ deposits they may be evidence for rituals under-
taken by the inhabitants of the settlements.



Chapter 1

Introduction

I. OVERVIEW

Two open-area excavations by Albion Archaeology
revealed parts of two separate middle Iron Age settlements
in Northamptonshire — Bourton Way, Wellingborough
and Station Road, Higham Ferrers. The sites are c¢. 9km
apart (Fig. 1.1). Both are situated close to the River Nene
(Plates 2 and 3) and both are large settlements that have
been partially investigated in the past.

II. PLANNING BACKGROUND TO THE
INVESTIGATIONS

Both excavations were undertaken in advance of resi-
dential development by David Wilson Homes (South
Midlands). The work was commissioned and overseen
by RPS Group Plc. At Bourton Way the development
was within an area of known archaeological sensitivity
that had been avoided by the previous residential devel-
opment in the vicinity.

III. LOCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND
GEOLOGY

The Bourton Way development area is situated on the
south-west edge of Wellingborough, centred on NGR SP
8823 6600 (Plate 2). It lies on a spur of land between
the River Nene, c¢. 1.5m to the south, and one of its
tributaries, Swanspool Brook, to the north. The natural
ground surface is at 85-90m OD. The development area
is bounded on three sides by housing, with the Priory PH
and car park to the north-west. The underlying geology
is of the Blisworth Limestone and Rutland Formation —
Mudstone, with quaternary deposits of Boulder Clay and
morainic drift.

To the north-east, along the A45, lies Station Road,
Higham Ferrers (Plate 3). The development area, centred
on NGR SP 9606 6979, is situated on the northern edge
of the town, bounded to the east by the A6 and to the west
by Station Road. It is situated on a slight north-facing
slope overlooking the River Nene, which is presently
just 0.4km to the north. The land within the development
area slopes down gradually from the south, ranging in
height from 55m to 45m OD. The underlying geology
comprises Northampton Sand, Estuarine Clays and Great
Oolite Limestone.

IV.ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

Both developments were located in areas of known
archaeological potential, revealed by previous work in
the vicinity — geophysical survey (Northamptonshire
Archaeology 2010a; Thomas and Enright 2003, fig.
3), trial trenching at Station Road (Northamptonshire
Archaeology 2010b), and geotechnical test-pitting at
Bourton Way (Albion Archaeology 2013).

An extensive Iron Age settlement, initially revealed
through aerial photography, was known to exist in
and around the Bourton Way development area.

Archaeological fieldwork undertaken between 1979 and
1998 on adjacent land included geophysical survey, trial
trenching and open-area excavation (Fig. 1.2). It revealed
activity dating to the Neolithic, Bronze Age, medieval
and post-medieval periods, although the vast majority
of the evidence was associated with the Iron Age settle-
ment. This work was published and is referred to within
this monograph under the site name Wilby Way (Thomas
and Enright 2003).

The land to the south of the Station Road excavation
was known to contain evidence of Iron Age settlement
as a result of trial trenching (OAU 1997) and small-
scale excavation (reported under the site name Stanwick
Road (Northamptonshire Archaeology 1998)). Iron Age
settlement was also known to the west of Station Road
(Fig. 1.3), although open-area excavation was limited to
the road corridors for Grasmere Way and Hecham Way
(Smith and Muir 2009, 33—46). Within this monograph
these investigations are referred to as Grasmere Way
although they were published as one chapter within a
larger monograph (Lawrence and Smith 2009). More
extensive excavations have been undertaken further
west; they located a concentration of Neolithic/Bronze
Age monuments (Cramp 2009, 13-32), a Roman road-
side settlement (Lawrence and Smith 2009, 47-145) and
a Middle Saxon estate centre (Hardy ez al. 2007).

V.ARCHAEOLOGICAL MITIGATION

Open-area excavation
Using all available information, RPS Group Plc defined
the archaeologically sensitive parts of both development
areas; these were subsequently agreed with the County
Archaeological Advisor (CAA). With the exception of the
south-west part of the Bourton Way development area —
where the ground level had been raised to 88-93m OD as
part of a previous development — preservation in situ was
not feasible (CgMs Consulting 2011; 2013). Therefore,
Albion Archaeology investigated an area of c. 0.75ha at
Bourton Way between December 2013 and January 2014
and an area of c¢. 0.7ha at Station Road between April
and May 2014. A wide safety corridor was left within the
Station Road excavation area to protect a gas pipe; this
area was later the subject of a watching brief, undertaken
in tandem with construction work between July 2014 and
March 2015. Excavation of a balancing pond to the north
of the A6 was also monitored at this time (Fig. 1.1).
Ploughsoil and subsoil were mechanically removed
under archaeological supervision, exposing the under-
lying natural geology, at which level archaeological
features were visible. A pre-excavation plan was
immediately created and used to help finalise the inves-
tigation strategy. All hand excavation and recording was
carried out in accordance with Albion Archaeology’s
fieldwork procedures (Albion Archaeology 2001), an
Archaeological Statement (CgMs Consulting 2011),
Mitigation Strategy (CgMs Consulting 2013) and Written
Scheme of Investigation (Albion Archaeology 2014a).
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Plate 3: Aerial photograph with the Station Road, Higham Ferrers excavation in the foreground, looking south-west
along the River Nene towards Bourton Way, Wellingborough
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All isolated archaeological features were half-sectioned
with the exception of graves, which were fully exca-
vated. Initial segments through ditches were distributed
evenly along their lengths, although potentially signifi-
cant variations observed in the upper fills, e.g. artefact
or ecofact concentrations, were also targeted. Finds and
ecofact processing was undertaken concurrently with
fieldwork to maximise feedback into, and adjustment of,
the investigation strategy.

The features contained fills that were generally firm,
mid-brown-grey, clayey silt, with occasional small to
large-sized stones and charcoal flecks. Any fills that

fall outside that ‘norm’ are described in more detail in
Chapters 3 and 4.

Post-excavation reports

Two preliminary reports were produced on completion of
the main fieldwork (Albion Archaeology 2014b; c). At a
later date, Assessment and Updated Project Designs were
produced for both investigations (Albion Archaeology
2014d; 2015a). These summarised the fieldwork results
and identified how the recovered data could address
local, regional and national research priorities. The later
report (Albion Archaeology 2015a) also proposed that
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the results of the two excavations should be the subject of
a single publication, as together they could make a more
valuable contribution to an understanding of middle Iron
Age settlement in the region.

Post-excavation analysis

The overall approach was to manipulate all data within a
fully integrated, computer-based system of analysis. All
structural, artefactual and ecofactual data were entered
onto an Access database, creating an interface with the
digital drawings and images. This allowed rapid and

flexible analysis of the data and facilitated the creation of
the text and plans that form the basis of this publication.
The methodology for the contextual analysis is
summarised below; an understanding of the contextual
hierarchy is essential as it underpins the structure of this
publication. Analytical methodologies for the artefacts
and ecofacts are summarised in the relevant sections.
The project-specific updated project designs (Albion
Archaeology 2014d; 2015a) should be consulted for full
details of the methodologies applied to each data set.
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A total of 1598 contexts were recorded at Bourton
Way, with 454 contexts recorded at Station Road. As part
of the post-excavation analysis the contexts were organ-
ised into a hierarchy. However, as the two projects were
at different stages when the decision to publish them
together was made, they use slightly different units, e.g.
SL was used at Bourton Way but not at Station Road.
The different elements of the contextual hierarchy are as
follows:

* Phases: broad chronological divisions, e.g. pre-Iron
Age, middle Iron Age, medieval, post-medieval.

e SL (Site Landscape): a collection of spatially
coherent Land-use Areas, e.g. domestic focus,
enclosures, unenclosed activity area. This level
only applies to Bourton Way.

e L (Land-use Area): a collection of broadly contem-
porary and spatially coherent groups, e.g. an
enclosure, focus of unenclosed activity, pit cluster,
roundhouse enclosure efc.

* G (Group): more interpretive entities, e.g. build-
ings, ditch lengths, concentrations of pits efc.

* SG (Subgroup): indivisible unit of interpretation,
e.g. the primary fills of the same ditch.

The vast majority of the features were assigned to the
middle Iron Age phase (late 4th to 2nd century BC) on
the basis that they contained pottery of that date. In a
small number of cases, where no pottery was found, they
were assigned to the Iron Age because they represented
features characteristic of this period, e.g. storage pits,
square post-built structures efc.

Phase, Land-use Area and Group provide the main
framework for presentation of the results within this
publication. It should be borne in mind that it is the level
within the structural hierarchy that is important, not
necessarily the actual name of the hierarchical element.

VI. NON-IRON AGE ACTIVITY

This publication focuses on the middle Iron Age settle-
ments. However, limited evidence for medieval and
post-medieval activity was also identified; it is described
in more detail within the respective assessment and
updated project designs (Albion Archaeology 2014d;
2015a). A brief summary is provided below, with details
of the medieval and post-medieval ‘other artefacts’ in
Appendix II at the end of this publication.

Pre-Iron Age (Phase 1) at Bourton Way

The limited evidence for pre-Iron Age activity at Bourton
Way comprised five worked flints and nine sherds of late
Bronze Age—early Iron Age pottery; all were residual in
middle Iron Age features. At the adjacent Wilby Way site,
residual worked flints and areas of localised Neolithic/
early Bronze Age activity were identified (Thomas and
Enright 2003, 20).

Medieval fields (Phase 3) at Bourton Way

Furrows L30 (relating to a medieval open-field system
SLS) were identified in the south-east part of the investi-
gation area. They were aligned NE-SW, similar to middle
Iron Age ditches, although the two types of feature rarely
coincided. A continuation of this system was identified
to the north-east and west at Wilby Way (Thomas and
Enright 2003, fig. 3).

Post-medieval field (Phase 3) at Station Road

A post-medieval ditch L8 aligned broadly NE-SW was
identified in the south-east part of the excavation area.
A field boundary corresponding to this ditch is shown on
maps produced at the beginning of the 20th century.



Chapter 2

Discussion

by Mike Luke and Jo Barker, incorporating ideas from Corinne
Duhig, Holly Duncan, John Giorgi, Mark Maltby and Jackie
Wells

I. OVERVIEW

Parts of two separate middle Iron Age settlements were
investigated in advance of development off Bourton Way,
Wellingborough and off Station Road, Higham Ferrers.
Both sites were situated on higher ground adjacent to the
floodplain of the River Nene.

The Bourton Way excavation area covered c. 0.75ha
but the majority of the same settlement had previously
been investigated within the Wilby Way excavation in
advance of construction of the adjacent housing estate
(Thomas and Enright 2003; Fig. 1.2). The settlement
appears to have comprised a central domestic focus —
containing roundhouses, post-built structures and storage
pits — surrounded by fields (Figs 2.1 and 2.2). In addi-
tion, a D-shaped enclosure, defined by large ditches,
was partly investigated c¢. 75m to the south-west of the
Bourton Way excavation area which is on the southern
periphery of the settlement and may have been one of the
last elements to be constructed (Windell 1981; Thomas
and Enright 2003, 61). For convenience within this publi-
cation the wider settlement is referred to as Bourton Way/
Wilby Way; the part of the settlement investigated by
Albion Archaeology is referred to as just Bourton Way.

The Station Road excavation area covered c. 0.7ha of
a larger area of known Iron Age activity. In contrast to
that at Bourton Way/Wilby Ways, it appeared to comprise
a loose arrangement of domestic and non-domestic
enclosures, fields and linear boundaries (Figs 2.3 and
2.4). However, apart from the Station Road excava-
tion, only two small open-area excavations have taken
place within this area (Fig. 1.3) so the level of informa-
tion available is different. One of the excavations was
located immediately to the south of Station Road and was
known at the time as Stanwick Road (Northamptonshire
Archaeology 1998). The second was at the junction of
Grasmere Way and Hecham Way, prior to the construc-
tion of the roads and houses that now occupy the land to
the west of Station Road (Smith and Muir 2009, 35 and
fig. 3.1). There, a sub-rectangular enclosure, defined by
large ditches, was partly investigated; it may represent
the south-west edge of the settlement (Smith and Muir
2009, 37 and fig. 3.1). For convenience within this publi-
cation the wider settlement is referred to as Station Road/
Grasmere Way; the Albion Archaeology investigation is
referred to as just Station Road.

Middle Iron Age settlements were widespread in
Northamptonshire; large numbers were concentrated
along the valleys of the Nene and Ise (Kidd 2004, 53)
in a similar position to those at Bourton Way/Wilby
Way and Station Road/Grasmere Way. Contemporary
settlements within the county that are referenced more
than once in this discussion include Crick (Hughes
and Woodward 2015; Masefield et al. 2015), Mawsley
New Village, Kettering (Hull and Preston 2002; Harvey
2012), Northampton Road and Radstone Fields,

Brackley (Albion Archaeology 2015b; 2016), Site 3 on
the Rushden and Higham Ferrers Bypass (Mudd 2004)
and Twywell (Jackson 1975). Several sites along the A43
Towcester to M40 Road Improvement Scheme (Mudd
2007) are referenced; they include Silverstone 2 and 3,
Silverstone Fields Farm and Biddlesden Bridge. Two
‘aggregated’ sites in Leicestershire are also referenced:
Beaumont Leys and Humberstone (Thomas 2011). The
county in which these sites lie is not repeated hereafter.

The following discussion on the Iron Age settlements
is organised around a number of themes: landscape and
environment; origins and development; morphology
(including extent, type, spatial layout and components);
economic basis; burial and ritual; and the social and
economic ‘status’ of the inhabitants. An artist’s impres-
sion of what the settlements may have looked like is
shown on Figs 2.2 and 2 4.

II. LANDSCAPE AND ENVIRONMENT

The discussion of landscape and environment within
the Wilby Way publication is still valid — not just for the
Bourton Way/Wilby Way settlement itself but also for the
Station Road/Grasmere Way settlement. It is therefore
repeated below (Thomas and Enright 2003, 60):

The settlement at Wilby Way is just one of a number
of Iron Age sites known locally in an area that appears
to have been intensely settled in the later prehistoric
period. The focus of this settlement was the River
Nene, which offered a highly productive and diverse
floodplain environment for agricultural communities
with rich pasture for grazing and fertile soils. Such an
environment would have been increasingly attractive
in accommodating the growing population of the
Mid to Late Iron Age. It is against this background
that the Neolithic/Early Bronze Age activity and Iron
Age settlement at Wilby Way, overlooking the Nene
floodplain, must be viewed.

Environmental work at various sites in the
Nene Valley, including the investigations of a
palacochannel at Turnells Mill Lane, Wellingborough
(to the north-east of the site), has suggested that,
apart from small-scale and generally temporary
clearances, much of the floodplain remained wooded
until the Mid-Late Bronze Age, with large-scale
deforestation beginning in the Late Bronze Age/
Early Iron Age and continuing into the Roman
period. On the floodplain, an open grassland sub-
divided into fields appears to have been established
by the Middle Iron Age (Brown and Meadows
1996-97). Preliminary research at Wollaston
(approximately 2.5km to the south-east of Wilby
Way) has indicated that the wooded valley bottom
was cleared during the Bronze Age and subsequently
maintained as open grassland which was divided into
blocks of land in the Early Iron Age. These blocks of
land were maintained throughout the Iron Age with
associated settlements engaged in mixed arable and
pastoral farming (Meadows 1995, 41-4).



|881

| 882

8 ALBION ARCHAEOLOGY
sP / !
/’/ Viewpoint of
o reconstruction
L drawing
661
660
659
D-shaped enclosure
(may be late Iron Age)
658

883

Il Excavated features

i___! Bourton Way limit
Non-intrusive evidence
Domestic focus

<—» Possible routeways

—————— Conjecture
0

(7, Roundhouse - good evidence

<’/
o

'_, Roundhouse - conjecture
@ Water pit/pond
Il Quarry pit

100m

[ o — —

1:2000

= Main areas of multiple four-post structures

Figure 2.1: Simplified plan of the overall Bourton Way/Wilby Way settlement




DISCUSSION 9

Figure 2.2: Reconstruction drawing of the Bourton Way/Wilby Way settlement by Cecily Marshall

There is no new evidence in terms of waterlogged
deposits or pollen from Bourton Way or Station Road to
help build up a more precise picture of the environment
at either settlement, but there is some evidence in the
charred plant remains (Giorgi, Chapter 6) and the animal
bone (Maltby, Chapter 6) assemblage. Grassland was
represented within both excavations by Bromus (brome)
and poaceae, but also by Medicago/Trifolium (medick/
clovers), Plantago lanceolata (ribwort plantain). Other
weed seeds, hulled (spelt) wheat and hulled barely indi-
cate that some of the land around the settlements was
under arable cultivation.

The presence of cattle and sheep/goat also demon-
strates the use of land for pasture. At Bourton Way/
Wilby Way and Station Road/Grasmere Way, non-
domestic enclosures/fields were present away from the
domestic focus and probably represent areas set aside for
arable cultivation and/or pasture for animals, but it is also
possible that cattle spent the drier months grazing on the
floodplain. The presence of badger, barn owl, red and roe
deer bones indicates a range of habitats, such as scrub-
land or woodland and open grassland, in the vicinity of
both settlements.

Access to a supply of wood for fuel and building
material would have been of high importance to the
settlements’ inhabitants. Any woodland would also have
provided food sources, for humans and animals, such as

hazelnuts and berries. Hazelnut shells recovered from
Bourton Way and Wilby Way (Stevens 2003, 59) suggest
access to woodland, but do not indicate any measure of
distance.

ITI. ORIGINS AND DEVELOPMENT

The only evidence for pre-Iron Age activity (Phase 1)
at Bourton Way and Station Road was residual worked
flint from features that also contained middle Iron Age
pottery. No evidence of a late Bronze Age/early Iron
Age origin for either settlement was identified. Limited
evidence for Neolithic/early Bronze Age settlement was
found at Wilby Way, although there is no suggestion that
it was in any way relevant to the Iron Age settlement
(Thomas and Enright 2003,20,60—1). Similarly, while no
earlier settlement origins were identified at Station Road,
Mesolithic and Neolithic—early Bronze Age occupation
is known within the King’s Meadow Lane development
c.400m to the south-west (Cramp 2009, 13—14).

The Phase 2 settlements at both Bourton Way and
Station Road were dated to the middle Iron Age on the
basis of pottery fabrics and forms — in particular scored
wares, which are typical of assemblages encountered on
other contemporary sites in the region (Wells, Chapter 5).
The range of ‘other artefacts’ was also typically Iron Age
in date (Duncan Chapter 5). The date range corresponds
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Figure 2.3: Simplified plan of the overall Station Road/Grasmere Way settlement

with the Wilby Way evidence, which suggested that the
settlement was established around the 6th—5th century
BC and remained in use until its abandonment in the 1st
century BC (Thomas and Enright 2003, 15). The D-shaped
enclosure on the southern peripheral of the settlement
was only partly investigated within earlier investiga-
tions but ‘may have been one of the last elements of the
settlement complex to have been constructed’ (Thomas
and Enright 2003, 61). The evidence from the Grasmere
Way excavations indicated that this part of the settlement
was in use from ‘around the mid-3rd century BC until

the late 1st century BC, or early 1st century AD’ (Smith
and Muir 2009, 41). An absence of wheel-thrown pottery
indicates that neither of the settlements continued into
the pre-‘Belgic’ late Iron Age.

The longevity of occupation was evident at both sites
through the reworking of ditches and some intercutting
storage pits, as well as the sheer number of post-built
structures and pits at Bourton Way. Unfortunately, a
precise time frame or even a sequence for this activity
cannot be established by the ceramic assemblages from
either settlement; nor can a close typological date be
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assigned to the meagre ‘other artefacts’ assemblage. In
all but a few stratigraphically clear cases, the sequence
of enclosures, pits and post-built structures cannot, there-
fore, be reconstructed. Ascertaining how many of the
structures and enclosures were contemporary was also a
problem at Wilby Way (Thomas and Enright 2003, 61).

IV. MORPHOLOGY

In the East Midlands, ‘no template for settlement
morphology appears to have been followed, although
some ordering principles were clearly adhered to in
the materialisation of individual sites. Some clustering
of family/kin/other groups is implied by the number of
apparently contemporary roundhouses in certain areas’
(Willis 2006, 103). The two settlements under discussion
here share a number of characteristics: both are dated to
the middle Iron Age; both are large; and both contain
enclosed and unenclosed elements, roundhouses, post-
built structures and storage pits. However, they do differ
in their layout and probably in their size — some caution
in making comparisons is required due to the differing
extent of open-area excavation undertaken within them.
This reflects the general pattern of Iron Age settle-
ment in Northamptonshire, where familiar elements,
such as roundhouses and storage pits, occur in different
combinations and on differing scales: from small, open
settlements, such as Mawsley New Village (Hull and
Preston 2002; Harvey 2012) to larger, almost village-
sized settlements, such as Crick (Hughes and Woodward
2015; Masefield ef al. 2015).

Figure 2.4: Reconstruction drawing of the Station Road/Grasmere Way settlement by Cecily Marshall

Extent

It is difficult to define precisely the extent of largely
unenclosed settlements. Thomas and Enright suggested
the Bourton Way/Wilby Way settlement could ‘cover
approximately 10 hectares’ (2003, 61). However, the
more recent work indicates that the c¢. 0.75ha Bourton
Way excavation represents roughly 20% of a 4ha settle-
ment (Fig. 2.1). The excavation revealed part of the
domestic focus of the settlement, which was also inves-
tigated at Wilby Way to the north-west and was mapped
by geophysical survey in the preservation-in-situ area to
the south-west. Two of the non-domestic enclosures (SL1
and SL2) at Bourton Way were also partly investigated at
Wilby Way, where they were interpreted as part of a field
system (Thomas and Enright 2003, 15).

Similarly, the 0.7ha excavations at Station Road
covered only one part of alarger settlement. Unfortunately,
even though the adjacent land to the west and south is
now covered by residential development, it has been
less extensively investigated. As a result, although frag-
ments of Iron Age settlement have been uncovered, it
is not clear how they relate to one another. A definite
continuation of the domestic focus at Station Road was
identified immediately to the south, where a roundhouse,
pits and postholes were investigated (Northamptonshire
Archaeology 1998). Contemporary enclosures and linear
boundaries were identified during evaluation to the
west of Station Road (Northamptonshire Archaeology
Unit 1991) but only part of the new road corridors at
the junction of Grasmere Way and Hecham Way were
subject to archaeological excavation (Smith and Muir
2009). Here, c. 140m to the south-west of the Station
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Road excavations (Fig. 2.3), a sub-rectangular enclosure
defined by large ditches contained evidence for internal
and external activity. The available evidence suggests,
therefore, that the Iron Age settlement comprised a loose
group of NE-SW aligned enclosures, fields and linear
boundaries that may have extended over 3.5ha — with the
Station Road excavation on its north-east periphery.

In summary, the extent of both settlements is larger
than many contemporary settlements such as Site 3 on
the Rushden and Higham Ferrers Bypass (Mudd 2004,
figs 3 and 4) and Mawsley New Village (Harvey 2012,
fig. 8). It is similar to the apparent extent of the settle-
ments at Northampton Road (Albion Archaeology 2015b)
and Radstone Fields, Brackley (Albion Archaeology
2016), but only half the size of that at Crick (Hughes and
Woodward 2015; Masefield et al. 2015).

Type

Non-hillfort settlements in Northamptonshire ‘can be
divided into three broad morphological categories:
open settlements, enclosed settlements, and agglomer-
ated settlements’ (Kidd 2004, 54). Open settlements
tend to be more characteristic of the early Iron Age,
e.g. Mawsley New Village (Harvey 2012, 17), while
enclosed settlements, typically defined by enclosures
containing one or more roundhouses, ancillary buildings
and pits, are more usually associated with the middle
Iron Age, e.g. Silverstone 2 (Mudd 2007, 25, fig 2.14)
and Moulton Park, Northampton (Williams and Mynard
1974, figs 2 and 3). Agglomerated settlements comprise
both open and enclosed elements and, as such, are typi-
fied by their far greater size, longevity and diversity of
function (Kidd 2004, 54-6), e.g. Covert Farm, Crick
(Hughes and Woodward 2015; Masefield et al. 2015) and
Beaumont Leys (Thomas 2011). There are exceptions
to this threefold categorisation: e.g. Northampton Road
and Radstone Fields, Brackley — large settlements that
are best described as open in nature (Albion Archaeology
2015b; 2016).

The Bourton Way/Wilby Way settlement contains both
enclosed and open elements (Fig. 2.1) so is best described
as agglomerated. The number, density and distribution of
roundhouses suggest that the settlement was occupied by
multiple family groups, although as is so often the case
on middle Iron Age settlements, exactly how many of
these buildings were in use at the same time is unclear.
Agglomerated settlements in Northamptonshire (Fig.
2.5) are known at Crick (Hughes and Woodward 2015;
Masefield ez al. 2015, fig. 1.5), Silverstone 3 (Mudd 2007,
fig. 2.2), and possibly Twywell (Jackson 1975, fig. 3).

In terms of Kidd’s categorisation, the nature of the
Station Road/Grasmere Way settlement (Fig. 2.3) is
uncertain, although this is largely because of the limited
extent of the open-area excavations. However, it also
appears to contain both open and enclosed elements.
Enclosed settlements in Northamptonshire tend to be
smaller than Station Road/Grasmere Way (Fig. 2.6),
e.g. Silverstone 2 (Mudd 2007, fig. 2.14), Site 3 on the
Rushden and Higham Ferrers Bypass (Mudd 2004, figs 3
and 4), and Mawsley New Village (Harvey 2012, fig. 8).

Spatial layout

The Bourton Way/Wilby Way settlement appears to have
comprised a central domestic focus with peripheral fields/
enclosures. Domestic foci, fields/enclosures and bounda-
ries were identified within the Station Road/Grasmere

Way settlement but (for reasons explained above) their
precise layout is less well understood than at Bourton
Way/Wilby Way. Both settlements included at least one
enclosure defined by large ditches and a number of linear
boundaries/trackways. However, there is no evidence to
suggest that either settlement was defined by a contin-
uous outer boundary ditch.

Although the quantities of roundhouses, post-built
structures and storage pits are very different at the two
settlements, they do share some similarities in their
layout. At both sites the roundhouses, post-built struc-
tures and, to a lesser extent, storage pits appear to be
clustered. This was most obvious at Bourton Way where
post-built structures were located to the south-east of the
roundhouses, with only a small number in the peripheral
fields/enclosures (Fig. 2.7). The ditches defining round-
houses at Bourton Way were re-dug on several occasions,
suggesting that the location of individual buildings within
the settlement was fixed and could not easily be changed.
In addition, the areas of quarry pits at Bourton Way, as
was also the case at Wilby Way, were located away from
the domestic focus and in some cases appear to be situ-
ated adjacent to routeways into the settlement (Fig. 2.1).
The latter is logical in that it would facilitate the move-
ment of materials but of course the location of quarrying
would be determined by the local geology.

Settlement components

The overall characteristics of the two settlements have
been described above. However, the components of each
settlement merit further discussion. In terms of cemeteries
only one human burial was found — at Station Road; it is
discussed below in the ‘Burial and Ritual’ section, along
with disarticulated human bone and ‘unusual’ deposits.

Domestic focus

‘Domestic focus’ is the term used within this publication
to indicate a concentration of roundhouses, post-built
structures, storage pits and finds suggestive of a focus of
activity, which might have included specific tasks, such
as crafts or food-processing. At Bourton Way/Wilby Way
there was a clear concentration of roundhouses in the
central part of the settlement (Fig. 2.1). A large pottery
assemblage was recovered from this area, along with
evidence for food-processing (querns) and craft activity
(loom weights and worked bone).

The situation is less clear at Station Road/Grasmere
Way as the known clusters of roundhouses are c. 140m
apart (Fig. 2.3). Two roundhouses were found at Station
Road and one in the adjacent Stanwick Road excavation
(Northamptonshire Archaeology 1998, fig. 2). The other
cluster was within the sub-rectangular enclosure to the
south-west (Smith and Muir 2009, fig. 3.2). It is therefore
possible that this settlement had more than one domestic
focus.

Enclosures/fields

Enclosures/fields defined by ditches were present within
both settlements. They were generally rectangular or
square in plan and the ditches had usually been re-dug
several times. Due to the limited extent of the investi-
gations, the overall size of the larger enclosures/fields
was difficult to determine. At Bourton Way, L2 was in
excess of 64m x 120m (when combined with evidence
from Wilby Way). At Station Road, L2 was in excess of
60m x 60m.
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Figure 2.5: Comparative plans of selected ‘agglomerated’ middle Iron Age settlements in Northamptonshire

Evidence for activity within the enclosures/fields
at Bourton Way was limited. Where post-built struc-
tures and pits occurred they were usually located on the
periphery of the enclosures/fields. The finds assemblage
was also smaller than that recovered from the domestic
foci.

The majority of enclosures/fields at Bourton Way
could be classed as fields, which corresponds with
the interpretation at Wilby Way (Thomas and Enright
2003, 22, 29-30, fig. 3). It is likely that the fields were

associated with cultivation or pastoralism. At Bourton
Way, however, there is evidence for small-scale iron
smelting and smithing within the enclosures assigned to
SL1 (Duncan, Chapter 5).

On the periphery of both settlements was a single
enclosure defined by large ditches — the D-shaped one
at Wilby Way (82m x 77m) and the sub-rectangular
one at Grasmere Way (62m x 47m). As both contained
evidence for multiple roundhouses, they are considered
to be domestic in nature.
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Figure 2.6: Comparative plans of selected open and ‘enclosed’ middle Iron Age settlements
in Northamptonshire

Trackway/routeways

There is only limited evidence for trackways/routeways
within the settlements. A possible routeway was identi-
fied at Bourton Way where there appeared to be a corridor
devoid of activity passing through the entrance into
enclosure SL2 (Figs 2.1 and 3.2). However, taking into
account the layout of ditches within Wilby Way, the main
routeways into the settlement were probably located to
the north and north-east (Fig. 2.1). Few causeways across
ditches or other open corridors were identified within the
settlement itself, making it difficult to speculate as to the
position of other routeways (which must clearly have
existed).

A possible candidate for a trackway at Station Road is
L12, although in the context of the wider settlement the
reason for its peripheral location to the north-east is far
from clear (Fig.2.3). Perhaps a more convincing routeway
into the settlement was found within the Stanwick Road

excavation; it would have provided access from the east
(Fig.2.3).

Linear boundaries

Within this publication, where ditches continued beyond
the limits of excavation it has been assumed that they
were part of fields/enclosures. However, a number of
Iron Age settlements in Northamptonshire appear to have
developed adjacent to extensive linear boundaries, e.g.
Crick and Wakerley, as discussed by Masefield (2015,
273), or within field systems, e.g. Weekley (Jackson
and Dix 1986-87). No clearly extensive linear bounda-
ries have been identified within the Bourton Way/Wilby
Way settlement and while there were a number of linear
cropmarks to the west of Station Road within the Station
Road/Grasmere settlement (Fig. 1.3), they appear to be
perpendicular to the trend of the settlement. These have
only been examined by trial trenching (Northamptonshire
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Figure 2.7: Simplified plan of the domestic focus within Bourton Way showing the locations of roundhouses
and post-built structures

Archaeology Unit 1991), which indicated a probable Iron
Age date (Smith and Muir 2009, 45), but clearly their full
extent or nature could not be determined.

Buildings

Evidence was recovered for a number of different
building forms: roundhouses, roundhouse enclosures,
and post-built structures (both square and rectangular).

Roundhouses

Two definite roundhouses (G19 and G23) were identified
at Station Road and three (L8, L11 and L27) at Bourton
Way. Broadly circular enclosures at Bourton Way may
indicate the location of at least three other roundhouses;
these are discussed separately below.

With the exception of G19 at Station Road, all the
roundhouses were defined by gullies that were ¢. 11m in
diameter (Table 2.1). The gullies defining roundhouses
L8 and L11 at Bourton Way and G23 at Station Road
had been re-dug without significantly altering the size or
shape of the enclosed area. The concave profile of the
gullies and their shallow depth (0.1-0.3m) indicate that
they were drains rather than the actual wall trenches of
the buildings. At least ten roundhouses were identified
at Wilby Way (Thomas and Enright 2003, 62 and fig. 5),
one at Stanwick Road (Northamptonshire Archaeology
1998, fig. 2), and at least two at Grasmere Way (Smith
and Muir 2009, fig. 3.1). They were similar in nature and
size to the roundhouses at Silverstone (Mudd 2007, figs
2.4 and 2.18), Twywell (Jackson 1975, fig. 14) (Fig. 2.8)
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Figure 2.8: Comparative plans of Iron Age roundhouses defined by drainage ditches at Bourton Way, Station Road and
other selected Northamptonshire sites

and numerous examples at Crick (Hughes and Woodward
2015; Masefield et al. 2015).

Gaps in the roundhouse gullies at Bourton Way and
Station Road indicate the location of doorways and
80% of these were east- or northeast-facing. A similar
predominance was noted at Wilby Way (Thomas and
Enright 2003, 62). An easterly facing entrance is a ‘well-
known phenomenon’ in Iron Age Britain (Oswald 1997,
87, figs 10.1 and 10.2). This widespread uniformity is
usually explained in terms of environmental factors such
as light (Hingley and Miles 1984, 63), although Oswald
has argued that ‘symbolic or ritual considerations’ may
have a greater significance (Oswald 1997).

There was one example of a post-ring roundhouse
(G19) at Station Road. It had no gully but was similar
in diameter to the other roundhouses (Table 2.1, Figs 2.8
and 2.9). Similar evidence has been found at Weekley
(Jackson and Dix 1986-87, fig. 5), Crick (Woodward and
Hughes 2007, fig.4), and Beaumont Leys (Thomas 2011,
fig. 9), sometimes in association with gullies (Fig. 2.9).

Possible evidence for activity within the roundhouses
is limited to two postholes that did not appear to be part
of the post-ring for roundhouse G19 at Station Road, and
by a few postholes and pits within roundhouses L8 and
L11 at Bourton Way. The latter included two probable
doorposts set back from the wide causeway across the
ditch. The other postholes may have been contemporary

with the buildings but this is less likely to be the case
with the storage pits. A similar array of features was
noted within the roundhouses at Wilby Way (Thomas and
Enright 2003, 25-8, figs 6 and 10) and Grasmere Way
(Smith and Muir 2009, 35-8).

A number of ‘other artefacts’ that may have derived
from the building were recovered from the terminals
of the gulley defining roundhouse L11 at Bourton Way.
These included an iron implement (OA13), combina-
tion whetstone and sharpening tool (OA14), and saddle
querns (OA11 and OA12) (Duncan, Chapter 5).

Roundhouse enclosures Four sub-circular enclosures,
one of which contained the circular gully associated with
roundhouse L11 (see above) and three of which prob-
ably contained roundhouses, were identified at Bourton
Way. The enclosures were defined by ditches that were
different in character to the roundhouse gullies. They
were up to 2.3m wide and 1.2m deep and in most cases
had been re-dug several times. The size of the enclo-
sures (Table 2.1) suggests that they could have contained
roundhouses with a diameter of up to 13m.

A right-angled arrangement of three postholes G29 in
enclosure L13 is probably a post-built structure unrelated
to the actual roundhouse. Even if it were contempo-
rary with the building, it would probably not be part of
a doorway because it is located away from the known
gaps in the ditch. At Danebury, ‘for the most part the
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Figure 2.9: Comparative plans of Iron Age ‘post-ring’ roundhouses at Station Road and other selected sites

[roundhouse] interiors seem to have been kept clear’,
although ‘many houses had scattered stake-holes or
isolated posts suggesting a variety of internal structures
probably of a temporary nature’ (Cunliffe and Poole
1991a, 47).

Causeways across the original ditches, presumably
indicating entrances, were often blocked during later
re-cutting. This may seem a strange thing to do but it is
possible that access was subsequently provided by planks
laid across the ditch. Where causeways were identified
they were generally on the east side of the enclosures,
although there were a few exceptions.

Similar substantial ditched enclosures, both sub-
circular and sub-square, were identified at Wilby Way
(Thomas and Enright 2003, 21-28 and 30-2). One,
structure 13, was associated with a larger concentric
ditch (ibid., 32, fig. 14) and is therefore comparable to
those at Bourton Way. Elsewhere in Northamptonshire,
similar roundhouse enclosures have been excavated
at Biddlesden Road Bridge and Silverstone 2 (Mudd
2007, figs 2.18 and 2.37), and at Northampton Road and
Radstone Fields, Brackley (Albion 2015b; 2016).

Square post-built structures

Twenty-three probably square structures (defined by
three, four or five postholes) were present at Bourton
Way but only four at Station Road. They varied in size
from 2.1m x 1.3m to 4.2m x 3.2m (Table 2.2). With two
exceptions, most of the postholes contained only small
quantities of finds. SG573 at Bourton Way contained
30 sherds from a globular jar (Wells, Chapter 5) and a
worked slab of Lincolnshire limestone (OA24) (Duncan,

Chapter 5), which probably served as post-packing.
One of the postholes associated with structure SG585 at
Bourton Way contained the articulated skeleton of a juve-
nile sheep SG592 and is likely to represent a structured
deposit (see below). Surprisingly, given the number at
Bourton Way, only three four-post structures were identi-
fied at Wilby Way (Thomas and Enright 2003, 30, 63,
fig. 6).

Similar square structures are common on many Iron
Age sites, e.g. Twywell (Jackson 1975, 524, fig. 16),
Northampton Road and Radstone Fields, Brackley
(Albion Archaeology 2015b; 2016), but very few were
found at Crick (Hughes and Woodward 2015; Masefield
et al. 2015). This type of structure has traditionally been
interpreted as a raised storage building or granary but
other suggestions include drying racks and excarnation
platforms (Thomas 2011, 155).

Rectangular post-built structures

Seven possible rectangular structures were identified at
Bourton Way but none at Station Road/Grasmere Way.
They were characterised by broadly rectangular arrange-
ments of up to eight postholes and they varied in size from
34m x 2.1m (SG328) to 8.5m x 3.5m (SG512). Some
of the more tentative ones may actually have been two
adjacent square structures rather than being individual
rectangular structures. Generally speaking they occupied
similar peripheral locations to the square post-built struc-
tures and a cluster of five rectangular structures, assigned
to L19 and L24, was located just south of the domestic
focus at Bourton Way (see Fig. 3.2).
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Structure Extent Other finds

SG G L SL type Postholes  (m) Pottery sherds : wgt (kg) (kg)

Bourton Way

188 10 2 1 Square 3 2x19 - -

190 Square 3 26x14 3:0.06 -

243 16 6 2  Square 3 22x12 3:0.04 -

245 Square 4 2x1.8 - -

247 Square 3 2x1.8 7:001 -

195 13 25 3 Square 5 24x24 4:001 0.01 animal bone

253 18 7 Square 4 24x22 - -

255 Square 4 19x18 - -

267 Square 3 2x25 2:0.02 0.03 animal bone

328 24 10 Rectangular? 5 34x2.1 1:0.01 -

350 26 14 Rectangular? 3 3x1.6 - -

371 24 10 Square 3 22x26 - -

402 29 13 Square 4 26x1.5 3:0.01 -

512 43 19 Rectangular 7 8.5x3.5 5:0.03 0.1 animal bone

551 50 24 Rectangular 6 44x%x55 2:001 0.14 animal bone

553 Rectangular 8 43x2 5:0.02 0.22 animal bone

555 Rectangular 7 8§x43 2:0.02 -

557 Rectangular 4 55x14 - -

569 51 25 Square 6 32x2.6 - 0.01 animal bone

571 Square 4 32x32 2:001 0.01 animal bone
Pottery vessel broken in situ

573 Square 5 3x3 32:29 Architectural stone (OA24)
0.5 animal bone

575 Square 4 28x%x3 - -

577 Square 4 28x%x25 - -

579 Square 3 26x%x23 - -

581 Square 4 25%x22 - -

583 Square 4 42x32 - -

585 Square 4 25x%x25 - Partial skeleton of juvenile sheep SG592

593 Square 4 23x23 - -

595 Square 7 32x2 1:0.1 0.02 animal bone

597 Square 4 37x2 - -

Station Road

185 18 2 - Square 3 3x3 1:0.02 -

191 Square 3 23x2 - -

193 Square 3 >35x15 5:004 0.08 animal bone

195 22 3 Square 3 21x13 1:0.01 0.01 animal bone

Weights rounded to nearest 0.01kg.

Table 2.2: Summary of post-built structures

Rectangular structures appear to be less common than
square structures on Iron Age sites but they are known
at Northampton Road and Radstone Fields, Brackley
(Albion Archaeology 2015b; 2016). As with the square
structures, they are generally interpreted as raised
storage buildings or granaries. At Beaumont Leys it
was suggested that they could have been cattle byres or
even small enclosures/stockades for livestock rather than
structures (Thomas 2011, 155, fig. 15); however, these
examples were considerably larger than those found at
Bourton Way (Fig. 2.10).

Other structures

Hearth G62 at Bourton Way was the only such structure
identified within both excavations. It was located on
the north-east side of domestic focus SL3, adjacent to a
quarry pit. However, the small quantity of fuel ash and
burnt stone recovered from several roundhouse gullies
does provide indirect evidence for hearths or ovens. The
presence of an iron-working furnace was inferred through
the recovery of slag, hammerslag and hammerscale from
enclosure L1 at Bourton Way (Duncan, Chapter 6). A

comparable assemblage, not associated with structural
remains, was recovered from Wilby Way (Thomas and
Enright 2003, 63-4).

Water pits

A single example of a water pit G49 was identified at
Bourton Way. Interpretation was based on the size and
depth of the pit as no waterlogged deposits were present.
No water pits were identified at Wilby Way, although
Area 3 contained a possible pond (Thomas and Enright
2003, 31). No water pits have been identified within the
Station Road/Grasmere Way settlement but this may
purely reflect the limited extent of the excavations.

V. ECONOMIC BASIS

Situated on higher ground overlooking the River Nene
both settlements were in prime topographic locations to
practise a mixed farming economy. This is evident in
the charred plant and animal bone assemblages. Meagre
evidence for non-agricultural activities, such as textile,
bone and antler-working was recovered; there is some
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evidence of small-scale metal smelting and working at
Bourton Way.

Cultivation

The archaeobotanical evidence from Bourton Way and
Station Road showed very similar results in terms of
crop husbandry (Giorgi, Chapter 6). The charred plant
remains from both sites suggest that hulled spelt wheat
(Triticum spelta) and (six-row) hulled barley (Hordeum
vulgare) were the main crops being cultivated and used.
There were also traces of free-threshing wheat (Triticum
aestivum) and another hulled wheat, emmer (7Triticum
dicoccum) (at Bourton Way only), which may have been
minor crops. This range of cereals is typical for the early
to middle Iron Age period in Britain (Greig 1991, 306).
The weed seed evidence points to the use of calcareous
loam soils in the immediate vicinity of both sites for
growing crops that included winter-sown cereals. The
charred plant assemblages at both sites are indicative of
almost fully processed cereals, with the burnt remains
deriving largely from activities associated with the final
stages of crop-processing (before storage or milling) and/
or food preparation. There was also some evidence for
grassland plants at Station Road, which may have been
collected for various uses including fodder.

At Bourton Way the botanical evidence suggests that
the north-western part of SL3 may have been concerned
mainly with the final cleaning of the grains (largely the
de-husking of the hulled wheat) and food preparation.
This is in contrast to the evidence from Wilby Way, where
crops were ‘harvested and stored either unprocessed or in
a relatively unprocessed state’ (Stevens 2003, 60). This
may indicate that SL3 was part of the main domestic
focus of the settlement. At Station Road, the charred
remains suggest the presence of activities in the south-
west part of domestic enclosure L2 associated with the
final stages of crop-cleaning and/or possibly storage
areas of cleaned or semi-cleaned (i.e. spikelets) grain.

Other evidence for crop-processing was provided by
four fragments of saddle quern from Bourton Way; none
was found at Station Road.

Animal husbandry

While there is indirect evidence for animals within the
settlements — the presence of enclosures (which could
have been used as paddocks or holding pens) — the main
evidence is provided by animal bone.

The animal bone assemblages from the two settle-
ments provide further evidence that animal exploitation
in the region during the Iron Age was largely focused on
cattle and sheep (Maltby, Chapter 6). Cattle was clearly
consumed at both settlements but a tendency towards
prime beef or older animals, previously kept as breeding
stock or plough animals, was noted at Bourton Way. The
presence of calves and neonates at Station Road indicates
that veal was consumed and it is likely that the inhabitants
raised their own cattle. The dominance in both assem-
blages of cattle over sheep/goat is a trend that has been
repeated at Biddlesden Road Bridge and Silverstone Site
3 (Deighton 2007, 143-5) and Clay Lane (Jones et al.
1985). In contrast, sheep/goat was the dominant species
at Twywell (Harcourt 1975, 88-9), and at Wilby Way
(Maltby 2003, table 7) and site 3 on the Rushden and
Higham Ferrers bypass (Deighton 2004, 83—4, table 4)
the numbers were almost the same. Their relative abun-
dance showed some variations between Bourton Way and

Station Road (and different parts of both sites) but this
probably mainly reflects variations in site usage, disposal
practices and bone preservation rather than significant
differences in the relative number of these species kept
and consumed.

Analysis of sheep mortality data did indicate some
variations between the two settlements, with more
animals at Bourton Way being slaughtered at a size and
age most suitable for meat production than at Station
Road. This may indicate different exploitation strate-
gies at the two settlements, although it is also possible
that some of the animals consumed at these settlements
were acquired from elsewhere for slaughter rather than
being bred and raised by the inhabitants themselves.
Animal husbandry probably involved a complex network
of interactions between regional farming communities,
which would have involved the exchange of livestock for
breeding and slaughter.

Station Road produced a higher percentage of pigs than
has been encountered previously on Iron Age sites in this
region, although they still ranked well below cattle and
sheep in importance to the diet. Horse remains suggested
that they were predominantly kept as beasts of burden
at both settlements. An antler cheek-piece from Bourton
Way (Duncan, Chapter 5) indicates that they were also
ridden. Both settlements provided clear evidence that
some horsemeat was eaten.

Wild resources

Animals

Although the wild species assemblage included badger,
barn owl, duck, heron, short-tailed vole, roe and red deer,
it was small in number and suggested that species such
as venison and duck were a rare addition to the diet.
The white-tailed eagle wing in a storage pit at Station
Road may have been acquired for its feathers. There
is no evidence that chickens were being kept at either
settlement and no fish bones were identified from either
settlement despite the proximity of the River Nene; this
is often the case on Iron Age sites and could be attribut-
able to poor preservation.

A similarly small representation of wild species was
noted in the assemblages from site 3 on the Rushden and
Higham Ferrers bypass (Deighton 2004, 84), Silverstone
Fields Farm and Biddlesden Road Bridge (Deighton
2007, 141-7). A few bones of pigeon and other indeter-
minate birds were also noted at Silverstone Fields Farm
(ibid., 147).

Plants

The only other evidence for the exploitation of wild
foods is the presence of a hazelnut shell in a sample (32)
from Bourton Ways; it probably came from a hedgerow or
wood margin in the vicinity. Wild species have not always
been widely recorded on Iron Age sites but hawthorn and
hazelnut were both present at Biddlesden Road Bridge
(Carruthers 2007, 155, table 6.6).

Craft activities

The majority of the evidence for non-agricultural activi-
ties is associated with metal-working although the
quantity of material recovered was small. There is also
limited evidence for bone-, antler- and textile-working.



22 ALBION ARCHAEOLOGY

Metal-working

Evidence for ‘occasional small-scale iron-working,
possibly smelting and primary smithing” was identified
at Bourton Way (Duncan, Chapter 5). The by-products
of such activity were found in quarry pits G4 (assigned
to L33) and in an adjacent pit and gully SG153/SG156
(assigned to L1). Similar pit and gully arrangements,
some containing slag, have been identified at Biddlesden
Road Bridge (Mudd 2007, 52, 60, figs 2.37, 2.42). As
at Bourton Way, no in-situ burning was present but they
were located near iron-smelting furnaces so based on this
and the presence of slag it was suggested that ‘they were
probably associated with iron smelting or secondary
working” (Mudd 2007, 60). Evidence for small-scale
iron-working was also identified at Wilby Way (Thomas
and Enright 2003, 63—4) and it is likely that the slag and a
crucible/mould fragment found in ditches and pits in area
2 are the continuation of the industrial activity identified
in enclosure L1 at Bourton Way.

As Mudd has commented, ‘Definite evidence of iron
production in this period in the region is surprisingly
rare’ (Mudd 2007, 172). As at Bourton Way, small-scale
smithing was identified at site 3 of the Rushden and
Higham Ferrers bypass (Chapman 2004, 83) and at Crick
(Hughes and Woodward 2015, 263-5). However, the
evidence is limited in contrast to that from Biddlesden
Road Bridge, where working areas including furnaces
were investigated (Mudd 2007, 174-6).

Bone-, antler- and textile-working

Small-scale textile production was indicated by the
recovery of loom weights from both settlements. At
Bourton Way bone- and antler-working was also indi-
cated by the recovery of several bone implements, sawn
antler and an antler cheekpiece (Duncan, Chapter 5). A
paucity of craft-related artefacts was also noted at Wilby
Way (Thomas and Enright 2003, 64) and Grasmere Way
(Smith and Muir 2009, 45).

Clay-lined pits such as SG166 at Station Road are a
common feature on Iron Age sites and comparable pits
have been found at Weekley (Jackson and Dix 1986—
87, 47) and Twywell (Jackson 1975, 61). It has been
suggested that they could ‘have been used for heating
water and perhaps dyeing wool’ (Jackson and Dix 1986—
87,47). Several pits with clay-lined bases were excavated
at Danebury but there the suggestion was that the clay/
daub may have derived from a plug placed between two
intercutting storage pits (Cunliffe and Poole 1991a, 159).
With this in mind it is possible that the clay lining at
Station Road acted as a barrier between the backfill of
the original pit and its replacement.

VI. BURIAL AND RITUAL

Burial evidence comprised one inhumation and five
animal burials. Disarticulated human bone and partial
animal skeletons were also recovered; together with a
small number of unusual deposits they may be evidence
of rituals undertaken by the inhabitants of the settlements.

Inhumation
The inhumation at Station Road was the only evidence
of formal burial from both sites (Fig. 4.6). It comprised
a crouched child G17 and was very poorly preserved
(Duhig, Chapter 6). The burial produced no dating
evidence but it was adjacent to and on the same align-
ment as boundaries L6 — hence the assumption that it is
Iron Age in date. While no inhumations were found at
Bourton Way, three were found at Wilby Way, along with
two un-urned cremation burials (McKinley 2003, 45-8)
Small numbers of formal human burials, as at Wilby
Way and Station Road, is a common feature of Iron Age
settlements before the first century BC in the county
(Kidd 2004, 59) and over much of south-east Britain
(Cunliffe 1991, 505).

Disarticulated human bone
The two settlements produced a total of nine examples
of disarticulated human bone in non-funerary deposits
(Table 6.23). A range of body parts was represented,
including fragments of skull, femur, tibia, ribs and
vertebrae (Duhig, Chapter 6). They were found only in
storage pits at Station Road but in both pits and ditches
at Bourton Way. Of the five deposits at the latter, only
skull fragments SG637 were found within the terminus
of a ditch (enclosure L9). At Wilby Way, eleven pits and
ditches contained human bone (McKinley 2003, table 4).
The discovery of disarticulated human bone on Iron
Age sites is relatively common and ‘in the absence of
cemeteries the most satisfactory explanation of the
observed facts is that excarnation was the normal rite’
(Cunliffe 1991, 507). With this in mind it is interesting to
note that much of the disarticulated human bone at Wilby
Way was worn, ‘suggesting exposure prior to burial or
several depositional episodes’ (McKinley 2003, 45). One
bone had possible cut marks on it (ibid, 48) and it was
suggested that these may represent defleshing marks
(Thomas and Enright 2003, 64).

Animal burials

In contrast to Wilby Way, where no articulated dog bone
groups were found (Maltby 2003, 55), three dog skele-
tons were discovered. Although not 100% complete, they
comprised most parts of the body and are therefore likely
to have been deposited as complete carcasses (Maltby,
Chapter 6).

SG Description

G L SL Species Fragments Interpretation

207 Partial skeleton within quarry pit
263 Partial skeleton within own grave

449 Left humerus, radius, ulna, third metacarpal and first phalanx probably

from same animal within ditch
592 Partial skeleton in posthole of four-post structure
641 Severed neck within enclosure ditch
646 Partial skeleton in ditch terminal

56 26 3  Dog (adult) 89 ‘Unusual’ deposit
18 7 3 Dog (adult) 90 Burial

Horse Processin,
3016 3 (young adult) 1 (cut markf)
51 25 3 Sheep (juvenile) 61 ‘Unusual’ deposit
28 13 3  Cattle (adult) 49 Butchery waste
9 2 1 Dog (puppy) 32 Burial

Table 2.3: Summary and interpretation of associated bone groups (ABGs) at Bourton Way
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SG Description G L Species Fragments Interpretation

159 Largely complete skeleton in isolated storage pit 10 4 Dog (adult) 82 Burial

163 Tl.lre}a lumbar V;rtebrae, part of a sacrum and left pelvis from same animal n 1 Cattle 64 “Unusual’ deposit
within quarry pit (young adult)

267 also contained vertebrae from a calf

269 Four vertebrae within quarry pit

281 the time of final deposition

283 Four lumbar vertebrae, humerus and rib in primary fill of storage pit

Six vertebrae and ribs possibly from same animal within quarry pit. Deposit

Incomplete skeleton within a ditch fill. May have been partially articulated at

26 11 Cattle (immature) 26 ‘Unusual’ deposit

26 11 Cattle (immature) 4 ‘Unusual’ deposit

‘Unusual’ deposit /
burial

‘Unusual’ deposit

14 4 Cattle (young adult) 110
25 2 Dog (adult) 39

Table 2.4: Summary and interpretation of associated bone groups (ABGs) at Station Road

Only one, a probably female adult SG263 (SL3) at
Bourton Way, was placed in its own grave; the shape and
shallow depth differed from the storage pits and suggests
that it was purpose-dug. There is some suggestion that
the animal may have been skinned prior to burial but the
evidence is not conclusive (ibid). Of the others, a puppy
SG646 was placed in a possible ditch terminal of enclo-
sure L2 (SL1) at Bourton Way and adult SG159 (L4)
was found in an isolated storage pit at Station Road —
‘all areas of the body were represented and there is no
evidence for carcass processing’ (ibid).

‘Unusual’ deposits
It has long been recognised in Iron Age studies that
certain deposits may be associated with ritual activity
rather than simply representing dumps of rubbish (Hill
1995). The interpretation of these deposits as being
the result of ‘ritual’ or ‘functional’ behaviour is inevi-
tably contentious, although it is generally accepted that
in many past societies this may be an artificial divide
(Morris 2010, 266). At Bourton Way and Station Road a
number of deposits which, during excavation, appeared
to be ‘unusual’ were recorded as such to facilitate more
detailed examination of their contents — typically because
the finds assemblage was considered to be unusual in
quantity and/or nature or because the deposit was in an
atypical location.

At Bourton Way examples of ‘unusual’ deposits which
included artefacts comprise:

e SG490: part of a saddle quern (OA12), iron bladed
implement (OA13) and combination whetsone/
sharpening stone (OA14) (Duncan, Chapter 5)
deposited along with 0.5kg of animal bone and
51 sherds (1.7kg) of pottery in the ditch terminus
of roundhouse enclosure L11. A second fragment
of saddle quern (OA11l) was found within the
opposing ditch terminus (see Fig. 3.7).

e SGS573: alid-seated globular jar that may have been
broken in situ (Wells, Chapter 5) found within one
of the postholes of four-post structure SG573 (see
Fig. 3.6).

e SG637: an ovoid pottery vessel that may have been
broken in situ (Wells, Chapter 5) and three human
skull fragments deposited together in one of the
ditch termini of enclosure L9 (see Fig. 3.13).

A number of animal bone assemblages comprising
partial skeletons, large quantities of bone, or mixed
assemblages were present on both sites (Tables 2.3 and
2.4). A ‘functional’ interpretation would be that these
represent butchery/processing waste. This is probably the

case at Bourton Way with deposits such as SG449 (horse
forelimb with cut marks) and deposit SG641 (a severed
cattle head) (both SL3) (Maltby, Chapter 6). Others, such
as the small groups of mainly cattle vertebrae at Station
Road (e.g. SG281), are less easy to explain, especially
when they exhibit no evidence for carcass processing
and may have ‘belonged to more complete skeletons that
were not processed but were subsequently disturbed and
redeposited’ (ibid).

Of these, perhaps the most likely to be associated
with ritual activity is the partial skeleton of a juvenile
sheep SG592. This had been deposited within a posthole
of four-post structure SG585 at Bourton Way and ‘may
have been a foundation burial for the structure’ (ibid).
Several sheep skeletons were found at Wilby Way but
all within ditches and pits, although one of the latter was
located within a probably building (Maltby 2003, 51-2).

The significance of the presence of individual animal
parts is always difficult to interpret and they are, there-
fore, not listed in Tables 2.3 and 2.4. However, the largely
complete adult horse mandible within a post-pipe of post-
built structure SG574 (G51, L25) at Bourton Way would
seem a deliberate action and the same may be true of the
fairly complete cattle skulls in two storage pits within
cluster G25 at Station Road (Maltby, Chapter 6). Finally,
the wing from a white-tailed eagle in a storage pit within
cluster G25 at Station Road is certainly a very unusual
find — it may have been brought to the site for its feathers
(ibid). Multiple examples of ‘unusual’ animal remains
placed in ditches and pits were identified at Wilby Way,
e.g. a cow skull found in the terminus of a roundhouse
ditch (Thomas and Enright 2003, 64).

VII. SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC ‘STATUS’
OF THE INHABITANTS

The social and economic ‘status’ of the inhabitants of Iron
Age settlements is always difficult to determine. This is
because the artefactual and ecofactual assemblages are
often meagre and ambiguous — as is the case at Bourton
Way and Station Road. However, the evidence merits a
brief review.

The ecofactual evidence suggests that the two settle-
ments were very similar, practising a mixed farming
regime dominated by sheep/goat and cattle and the
growing of spelt and hulled barley. This is comparable
to other settlements in Northamptonshire, e.g. Twywell
(Jackson 1975), Silverstone (Mudd 2007, 178-81) and
Crick (Hughes and Woodward 2015, 136-7). Arise in the
number of large storage jars in the ceramic assemblage
from the later phase at Wilby Way was thought to imply
increased storage of cereal grains beyond the needs of the
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occupants. Linked to this, Thomas and Enright suggested
that the settlement became a ‘communal focus and acted
as a central place with increased importance within the
region’ (2003, 61). A similar rise in large storage jars
was also noted in the earlier middle Iron Age at Crick
(Hughes and Woodward 2015, 136-7).

It is usually assumed that settlements of this period
were largely self-sufficient, with the inhabitants compe-
tent in a variety of crafts. However, as is often the case,
the two settlements produced only small numbers of arte-
facts associated with craft activities — bone-, antler- and
textile-working. There is also some evidence for small-
scale iron-working at Bourton Way, although no in-situ
furnaces were found.

Only two possible personal items were recovered: a
possible iron armlet (OA19) and an antler cheekpiece
(OA20), both from Bourton Way. These ‘might suggest
that at least one person of status was resident’ (Duncan,
Chapter 5). The quantity and local character of the
pottery assemblage from both settlements is typical of the
majority of Iron Age sites in Northamptonshire. However,
the presence of querns from Sussex and a whetstone from
the Pennines indicates that the inhabitants had access to
wider trade networks, at least at Bourton Way. Parallels
are scarce, but similarly sourced querns were found
at Hunsbury Hillfort (Kidd 2004, 61) and there were
imported querns at Beaumont Leys (Thomas 2011, 158)
and Covert Farm, Crick (Hughes and Woodward 2015,
135-6). Kidd concluded that ‘demonstrably imported
artefacts are very rare in middle Iron Age contexts in
Northamptonshire’ (2004, 61).

The status and wealth of the inhabitants could also be
reflected in the size and form of the settlements —assuming

that settlement morphology is a product of social and
economic organisation. The clustering of roundhouses
at Bourton Way/Wilby Way suggests a communally
based settlement. This would enable the inhabitants to
pool resources that might give them an economic advan-
tage over smaller settlements. The presence of the large
enclosures/fields surrounding the Bourton Way/Wilby
Way settlement indicates that they were planned by and
served the community, which had enough resources to
maintain them. During the later Iron Age, a D-shaped
enclosure defined by large ditches was established on the
southern extent of the settlement at Wilby Way (Windell
1981; Thomas and Enright 2003, 61). This could be inter-
preted, as with the substantial ditches around some of the
roundhouses at Bourton Way, as the occupants deliber-
ately demonstrating their power/importance.

The situation at Station Road is less clear as the wider
settlement has been only partially investigated. However,
it did also contain at least one enclosure defined by
large ditches (Smith and Muir 2009, 46, fig. 3.1).
Whilst there is no proven link between this enclosure
and the surrounding contemporary settlement evidence
(including that at Station Road), it is on a similar align-
ment to known ditches and it is tempting to see it as part
of the same aggrandising process seen at Wilby Way.

In summary, the occupants of the settlements at
Bourton Way/Wilby Way and Station Road/Grasmere
Way were farmers and probably self-sufficient in most
things. The evidence for iron-working and access to some
traded goods suggests that the occupants of the Bourton
Way/Wilby Way settlement may have had wider contacts
and were possibly wealthier.



Chapter 3

Bourton Way, Wellingborough

I. OVERVIEW

Bourton Way saw the excavation of c¢. 0.75ha of a
middle Iron Age settlement that was part of the same
site published as Wilby Way (Thomas and Enright 2003)
(Fig. 1.2). ‘The pottery is datable to the middle Iron
Age (broadly late 4th/early 3rd— 2nd centuries BC), and
complements the material recovered from the adjacent
investigations at Wilby Way (Blinkhorn and Jackson
2003)’ (Wells, Chapter 5).

The excavation area encompassed part of an unen-
closed domestic focus (SL3) and two non-domestic
enclosures (SL1 and SL2) (Fig. 3.1, Plate 4). The
domestic focus contained evidence for at least five round-
houses, 25 post-built structures, one water pit and c. 100
storage pits (Fig. 3.2, Table 3.2). Unsurprisingly, this
area produced the largest amount of pottery and animal
bone (Table 3.1). The non-domestic enclosures were both
rectangular and their boundary ditches had been re-dug
several times. They contained pits and post-built struc-
tures, often located around their periphery, although in
significantly lower numbers than the domestic focus.
Given their spatial layout, it is clear that not all the post-
built structures, pits and ditches were contemporary.
However, given the long-lived nature of the pottery and
the few stratigraphical relationships, it has only been
possible to distinguish a small amount of definitely later
activity (assigned to SL4).

II. ENCLOSED ACTIVITY FOCUS SL1

Enclosed activity focus SL1 comprised three enclosures
(L1, L2 and L4) of very different sizes, an area of unen-
closed activity L3 and quarry pits L33. Only enclosure
L1 lay wholly within the investigation area (Fig. 3.3).

Pottery and animal bone was found in the majority of
the features in SL1. In addition, an iron staple (OA3),
bone bodkin (OA1), bone bobbin (OA2), sawn antler
beam (OA4) and worked antler (OAS) were recovered
(Table 3.1). Small quantities of ferrous slag, hammer-
scale/slag and iron waste by-products were recovered,
suggesting that iron-working may have taken place in
this area.

Small rectangular enclosure and internal activity L1
The smallest enclosure, which may have been the earliest,
was rectangular and 17m by 13m in extent. It was defined
by ditch G1, which was c. Im wide and 0.9m deep with
a V-shaped profile (Fig. 3.4 section a). It had been re-dug
at least once on the same course and to the south had been
re-dug as part of a redefinition of enclosure L2.

The western half of the enclosure had been truncated
by an area of quarry pits L33 (see below). Therefore,
most of the surviving features G2 were located in the
northern corner. They comprised a pit, a pit/gully and
another gully that may have defined the extent of this
activity. A single posthole was located to the south.

The pit probably served a storage function as it was
0.4m deep with steep sides and a flat base. A pit/gully

arrangement SG153/SG156 had been partially dug into
the enclosure ditch (Fig. 3.4 section g). The ‘pit’ part of
this feature ‘contained 35g of ferrous slag, along with
hammerscale (5g), hammerslag (0.2g) and fuel ash slag
(14g)’ (Duncan, Chapter 5). This, along with charcoal,
suggests that small-scale smithing was associated with
this feature or may have occurred in the vicinity. In
addition, a possible bone needle or bodkin (OA1) was
recovered from the enclosure ditch.

Large rectangular enclosure and internal activity L.2
This enclosure extended beyond the excavation area and
had been partly investigated within Wilby Way Area 2
(Thomas and Enright 2003, fig. 7). Overall it is assumed
to have been rectangular in plan and ¢. 90m (NW-SE) by
c. 70m (NE-SW). Its ditches were up to 2.5m wide and
0.7m deep with V-shaped profiles; they had been re-dug
several times on the same course (Fig. 3.4 section h).
With each redefinition there had been a gradual north-
west migration, which ultimately resulted in later ditches
being partly dug through small rectangular enclosure L1.
No clear entrances were identified due to the extensive
recutting but possible terminals suggested access into
enclosure L1 to the north and to the south-west.

Evidence for activity (G10) within the enclosure
comprised pits, two four-post structures and a small
number of dispersed postholes, all clustered in the
northern part of the enclosure. Given the absence of
features within the southern part of the enclosure in the
Wilby Way excavation (Thomas and Enright 2003, fig.
7), it is likely that the rest of the interior was devoid of
evidence for activity. Three large oval pits appear to have
been deliberately dug in a line parallel to the north-west
enclosure boundary ditch. They were up to 3.2m long,
1.7m wide and 0.8m deep, with vertical sides and gener-
ally flat bases (Fig. 3.4 section d). Their profiles are
similar to features interpreted elsewhere as storage pits
but the latter were smaller and more circular in plan.

Two possible ‘four-post’ structures were identified,
although in each case only three postholes were present.
SG188 is the more convincing of the two because of its
shape in plan and the presence of limestone post-packing
in two of the postholes. However, the depths of the post-
holes associated with SG190 were not insubstantial (Fig.
3.4 section e and f).

An articulated dog skeleton SG646 indicated that a
puppy had been buried in a possible terminal of one of
the ditch recuts defining the south-west side of the enclo-
sure (Maltby, Chapter 6). The only artefact of note was a
bone bobbin (OA2) recovered from one of the enclosure
ditches.

Possible enclosure and internal activity L4

A third enclosure may have existed on the west side of
large enclosure L2. It was defined on the north side by
ditch G12 and the south-western ditch of enclosure L2.
Its northern ditch was c¢. Im wide and 0.3m deep with
a concave profile (Fig. 3.4 section b). A single posthole



26 ALBION ARCHAEOLOGY

I Bourton Way features I wilby Way features
[ Bourton Way later activity (SL4) [ Geophysical anomalies
0 50m
_:_:_ I
1:800

Figure 3.1: Overall plan of middle Iron Age settlement at Bourton Way with SL assignments and showing the adjacent
archaeological features
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Plate 4: Aerial view of Bourton Way

next to the ditch may indicate the presence of an entrance/
crossing, although there was no corresponding gap in the
ditch.

Evidence for internal activity comprised pit G8,
located next to the boundary ditch of enclosure L2. It was
c.2m in diameter and 0.7m deep with a flat base (Fig. 3.4
section h) — similar to the pits within L2 that were inter-
preted as storage pits.

Unenclosed activity focus L3

Six pits G11 were dug adjacent to the north-east side of
enclosure L1 and appear to be aligned parallel to it. They
were 0.6—-1.2m in diameter but were all less than 0.3m
deep, with fairly flat bases (Fig. 3.4 section c). Although
shallow they are interpreted as storage pits.

Later quarrying 1.33

In two areas a series of pits was partly dug into the sides
of the ditches defining enclosures L1 and L2, repre-
senting a later phase of activity. Their irregular shape
and asymmetrical profiles suggest that they were dug
as quarries, albeit multiple pits rather than a single large
pit. It seems likely that the ditches had revealed material
that subsequently became the focus of quarrying. Pits G4
were up to 1m deep; they stopped at the top of the natural
limestone, suggesting that they were dug to extract the
overlying clay. Pits G5 were restricted to a strip adjacent
to the north-west boundary ditch of enclosure L2. ‘The
fill of quarry pits G4 contained evidence of both ferrous
smelting and smithing’ (Duncan, Chapter 5, Table 5.5). It
also produced a sawn antler tine (OA4), an antler off-cut
(OAS5) and a staple or timber dog (OA3).

The quarry pits contained the same types of middle
Iron Age pottery as found in the rest of the settlement.
Although an extensive area of quarrying was also
recorded in the adjacent Wilby Way excavation, it was
considered to be medieval in date (Thomas and Enright
2003, 66 and fig.7).

III. ENCLOSED ACTIVITY FOCUS SL2

Large enclosure L6 (c. 50m north of similar enclosure
L2 (SL1)) contained evidence for internal activity in the
form of three post-built structures, dispersed small pits
and postholes (Fig. 3.5). A later area of quarrying L29
was also identified within the enclosure. The northern
part of the same enclosure had been investigated within
the Wilby Way excavation (Thomas and Enright 2003,
fig. 5).

Pottery and animal bone were found in the majority
of the features in SL2, together with ferrous slag, a nail
shank (OAG6) and an iron wedge or tip of a punch (OA7).

Large rectangular enclosure and internal activity L6
The enclosure was defined to the south-west and south-
east by ditches that were less than 1.6m wide and 0.4m
deep with steep-sloping sides and flat bases; they had
been re-dug on a number of occasions (Fig. 3.5 sections a
and e). A SW-facing entrance was indicated by a 6m-wide
gap in the ditch; two postholes on its west side may have
been associated with an entrance structure or gate. The
continuation of the south-west ditch had been found to
the north-west within Wilby Way (Thomas and Enright
2003, fig. 5). The combined evidence indicates that the
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Figure 3.2: Interpretive plan of domestic focus SL3 of the Bourton Way settlement with labels for roundhouses and
post-built structures

enclosure was rectangular and measured 70m (NW-SE)
by at least 35m (NE-SW).

Internal activity G16 comprised three post-built struc-
tures (SG243, SG245 and SG247), positioned adjacent
to the south-west enclosure ditch, and dispersed small
pits and postholes. The post-built structures comprised
broadly square arrangements of three or four postholes
that defined areas c. 2m by 1.8m. The small pits were up
to 0.8m in diameter and 0.4m deep with concave profiles
(Fig. 3.5 sections f and g), indicating that they were prob-
ably not storage pits. Pit SG404, adjacent to the entrance
into the enclosure, contained the complete mandible of
an adult man (Duhig, Chapter 6).

Quarrying L.29

Four areas of pits (G58) were dug in the southern part of
the enclosure, two of them partly dug into the sides of
the enclosure ditches. Their irregular shape and asym-
metrical profiles suggest that they were dug as quarries.
Although only 0.5m deep, they had been dug into the
underlying limestone — unlike the quarry pits in SL1 —
but whether this was the sole purpose of the quarrying
is uncertain.
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Animal Human bone ‘Other artefacts’
SL L  Pottery sherds : wgt (kg) bone (kg) Frags : weight (kg) (kg)
0.04 ferrous slag
0.01 fuel ash slag
1 1 40:02 0.5 - 0.01 hammerscale
0.01 hammerslag
Bone bodkin/needle (OA1)
1.2 burnt stone and flint
LNeo/BA flint flake
2 126:1.05 1.9 - LBA flint flake
Bone bobbin (OA2)
0.01 vitrified cla
305:002 001 - 0.01 fuel ash slag
4 24:0.1 0.5 - -
1.08 ferrous slag (smithing)
0.2 ferrous slag (smelting)
0.12 ferrous slag (undiagnostic)
0.01 hammerscale
0.01 hammersla,
39517 21 - 0.03 vitrified cla%/ lining
0.06 iron waste by-product (RA5, RA6)
Staple or timber dog (OA3)
Sawn antler beam (OA4
Antler offcut (OAS)
Total 294 :2.59 5.06 -
0.04 slag
0.03 burnt stone
2 6 64:04 1.0 3:0.08 Flint flake
Nail shank (OA6)
Iron object (OA7)
Total 64:0.39 1.0 3:0.08
3 7 90:1.06 2.0 - -
8 30:023 0.45 - Flint flake
Worked slate (OA8
9 131:301 13 3:005 2 x saddle quéms (())A9 and OA10)
10 69:0.77 1.3 1:0.04 0.01 fuel ash slag
0.01 fuel ash slag
Iron slicker/knife/chisel? (OA13
I 169:4.38 20 - 2 x saddle quern fragmenis (OAil, 0A12)
Sharpening and hone stone (OA14)
Bone gouge (OA15)
13 145:1.7 53 1:001 Bone bobbin (OA16)
Bone point (OA17)
0.01 fuel ash sla
14 107:236 42 - 001 it faka
0.01 burnt stone
Saddle quern (OA18)
15 118:1.7 32 - Possible iron armlet (OA19)
Antler snaffle cheek piece (OA20)
Pivot stone (OA21)
0.06 fired cla
16-255:38 39 3:0.07 Polished antler tip (0A22)
17 21:03 03 - 0.02 vitrified clay
19 47:05 0.5 - Ceramic loom weight (OA23)
20 1:0.07 0.01 - -
22 39:09 1.2 - -
24 20:02 0.5 - -
0.01 burnt stone
25 82:4l 11 B Architectural stone (OA24)
0.2 fired clay with lath or wattle impression
26 149:19 3.6 - 0.01 fuel ash slag
Iron strip fragment (OA25)
28 5:0.02 0.01 - -
29 — - - -
Total 1501 :27.5 33.04 8:0.27
4 21 17:0.16 0.1 - -
27 - - - -
Total 17:0.16 0.1 -

LNeo = late Neolithic, RA = Registered Artefact number, OA = Other artefact number (Duncan, Chapter 5).

Table 3.1: Summary of finds by Site Landscape (SL) and Land-use Area (L) at Bourton Way
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No. of Diameter Depth Other finds

G 86 % L SL Shape Profile P (mf k)

2 153 1 1 1 Oval Steep-sloping sides, flat base 14x0.7 04 0.07 animal bone
156 1 Circular Steep-sloping sides, concave base 12 04 88? ?Sgn;lhbone
159 1 Oval Steep-sloping sides, flat base 14x0.7 04 -

8§ 121 1 4 Circular U-shaped 2 0.7 0.1 animal bone

10 172 1 2 Circular U-shaped 0.8 04 -

174 1 Circular U-shaped 09 0.4 -
0.14 animal bone
176 1 Oval U-shaped 32x1.7 0.8 1 worked flint
180 1 Circular U-shaped 2.5 1.2 0.06 animal bone
184 1 Rectangular  U-shaped 22x0.7 0.8 0.03 animal bone
11 115 1 3 Circular Steep-sloping sides, concave base >0.7 0.2 -
166 3 Circular Steep-sloping sides, concave base 0.7-0.8 0.2 -
170 3 Circular U-shaped 1-13 03 0.01 vitrified clay

16 202 2 6 2  Circular Steep-sloping sides, concave base 0.8 04 -

251 1 Circular Moderate-sloping sides, flat base 1.2 0.1 0.01 animal bone
404 1 Circular Moderate-sloping sides, flat base 0.8 0.1 Sr.l(glﬁh?s;nebone

17 216 2 7 3  Circular U-shaped 2 0.6 0.77 animal bone

18 269 2 Circular Moderate-sloping sides, flat base 04-0.6 0.1 0.01 animal bone
273 1 Circular U-shaped 0.8 04 0.03 animal bone
275 1 Circular U-shaped 0.8 0.8 0.05 animal bone

20 284 2 8 Circular Moderate-sloping sides, uneven base - 0.3 0.11 animal bone

22 317 1 9 Circular U-shaped 1.1 04 0.18 animal bone
320 1 Circular Steep-sloping asymmetrical sides, concave base 1.7 0.3 0.01 animal bone

23 315 1 7 Circular Steep-sloping sides, flat base 0.8 0.3 0.01 animal bone
322 1 Oval Gradual sloping sides, flat base 1.8x12 0.1 -

24 368 7 10 Circular U-shaped 13-24 0.1-0.3  0.03 animal bone
370 1 Circular U-shaped >1.3 0.5 0.28 animal bone
373 3 Circular  U-shaped 226 02-03 8:(1) la}‘;za;i"“e
381 4 Circular U-shaped 09-13 0.1-0.2  0.02 animal bone
383 1 Circular U-shaped 1.1 0.5 0.67 animal bone
386 1 Circular U-shaped 0.8 0.3 -

26 356 2 14 Oval Steep-sloping sides, flat base 1.2x0.7 04 0.15 animal bone
360 2 Circular U-shaped 0.7 0.1 -

623 1 Circular U-shaped 2 0.5 0.43 animal bone

27 366 4 10 Circular Moderate-sloping sides, flat base 0.6-1.2 0.1 0.07 animal bone
545 3 Circular U-shaped 1.5-22 0.1-0.3  0.07 animal bone

31 433 7 16 Circular Moderate-sloping sides, concave base 04-1.6 0.1-0.3  0.04 animal bone

33 435 2 15 Circular Moderate-sloping sides, flat base 0.6-0.9 0.1-0.2  0.04 animal bone

33 460 8 Circular Steep-sloping sides, flat bases 0.8-1.6 0.1-04  0.01 animal bone
462 1 Circular Steep-sloping sides, flat base 1.1 0.1 -

464 3 Circular Moderate-sloping concave sides, flat base 1-1.5 0.2 0.05 animal bone

628 Circular Moderate-sloping sides, concave base 1 0.1 0.04 animal bone

35 484 4 11 Circular Steep-sloping sides, flat base 0.7-0.8 0.1-0.2  0.03 animal bone
. 0.07 animal bone

35 486 1 Circular U-shaped 1.6 0.2 0.01 fuel ash

38 494 2 17 Circular U-shaped 1.7-2 0.3-0.5  0.06 animal bone
566 1 Circular U-shaped 0.7 0.1 -

43 516 3 19 Circular Moderate-sloping concave sides, flat base 14 0.1-0.2  0.09 animal bone
518 2 Circular U-shaped 1-1.1 0.3-04  0.05 animal bone
523 1 Circular Asymmetrical moderate-sloping sides, concave base 2 03 0.09 animal bone
525 1 Circular Moderate-sloping concave sides, flat base 1.5 0.1 0.06 animal bone

46 539 3 10 Circular Moderate-sloping concave sides, flat base 0.8-0.9 01-02 -

47 375 2 Circular U-shaped 14-0.7 0.2 -

48 541 5 22 Circular Moderate-sloping sides, concave bases 0.5-1.3 0.1-0.3  1.24 animal bone

50 559 1 24 Circular Asymmetrical steep sides, concave base 0.8 0.2 0.01 animal bone
561 2 Circular Steep-sloping sides, flat or concave base 14-18 04-0.5 0.17 animal bone

51 589 1 25 Circular U-shaped 1.1 0.7 0.38 animal bone
621 1 Circular Steep-sloping sides, flat base 1 0.2 0.01 animal bone

54 603 2 28 Oval Steep-sloping sides, uneven bases 1.5x%x09 04 0.01 animal bone

All weights are rounded to the nearest 0.01kg.

Table 3.2: Summary of storage pits at Bourton Way
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Figure 3.3: Plan of enclosed activity focus SL1

IV. UNENCLOSED DOMESTIC
FOCUS SL3

Unenclosed domestic focus SL3 lay between enclosed
activity areas SL1 and SL2. It covered 0.4ha within the
excavation area but clearly extended into Wilby Way
to the north and into the preservation-in-situ area to the
south-west (Figs 1.2 and 3.6).

The central area of SL3 contained evidence for round-
houses and associated enclosures. Post-built structures
were mainly situated to the east (L25) and south (L24) of

the roundhouses and enclosures, although a small number
(L7) were located to the north-west. Pits (storage and
other) and postholes (L10, L22) were dispersed across
the SL3. One water pit G49 (L16) was present towards
the centre of the excavated area.

The majority of the enclosure ditches had been recut
several times, resulting in changes to the shape and size
of the enclosures over time. Only in the case of L15 and
L16 did ditches of different enclosures overlap, demon-
strating non-contemporaneity. Interestingly, this change
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Figure 3.6: Detailed plan of domestic focus SL3 and later activity SL4

may have been associated with the digging of water pit
G49. Only a small number of the post-built structures
overlapped or were too close to each other to be contem-
porary but it was impossible to split them into meaningful
chronological units and therefore they have all been
assigned to SL3. Only post-built structures SG350 and
SG402 occurred within the circuit of roundhouse enclo-
sures (L14 and L13 respectively); it is unlikely, but not
impossible, that they were associated with the actual
roundhouse buildings. Only a very few features were
stratigraphically later than multiple other features; they
have been assigned to SL4 to distinguish them (Fig. 3.6).

The finds assemblage is summarised in Table 3.1.
It is worth noting that the pottery (27.5kg) and animal
bone (33kg) assemblages were much larger than those
recovered from SL1 and SL2. A range of other material
indicative of domestic activity was recovered, e.g. burnt
stones, fired clay, fuel ash, vitrified clay. Small quantities
of human bone were also recovered from the enclosure
ditches.

Roundhouses and associated enclosures
Domestic focus SL3 contained evidence for two defi-
nite roundhouses (L8, L11), four sub-circular enclosures
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Figure 3.7: Detailed plan of roundhouse and roundhouse enclosure L11

(L13, L14, L15, L16) that probably surrounded round-
houses, two C-shaped enclosures (L17,L19) of uncertain
function and a small sub-rectangular enclosure (L9).
Based on stratigraphical relationships, the ditches of L15
and L16 are not contemporary.

The two definite roundhouses (L8, L11) were defined
by gullies that were 0.6m wide and 0.2m deep with
concave profiles (Figs 3.7 and 3.8 sections b, ¢ and d).
They had been recut on several occasions (Fig. 3.7) but

always enclosed a circular area c. 12m in diameter. The
size and profile of the gullies suggest that they were not
structural but were dug to provide drainage immediately
outside the actual roundhouse. Roundhouse L11 clearly
had an east-facing entrance (Fig. 3.7, Plate 5) and it is
likely that L8 did too, although the evidence is insuffi-
cient to be certain.

The roundhouse enclosures were sub-circular in shape
and c. 13m in diameter. They were usually defined by
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ditches that were c. Im wide and 1m deep with steep-
sloping concave profiles. However, the ditches defining
enclosures L13 and L15, at over 2m wide and Im deep,
were much larger (Figs 3.9 and 3.10 sections a and b,
Plate 6). The majority of enclosure ditches had been
recut several times; the ditch defining enclosure L16 was
exceptional in that this had occurred on at least seven
occasions (Figs 3.11 and 3.12).

Where evidence for ditch terminals survived later
recutting, e.g. roundhouse enclosures L13 (Fig. 3.9), it
suggests that there was no consistency in the position
of entrances. In the case of L16, multiple entrances may
have existed (Fig. 3.11).

Pits and postholes were present within the interior of
most of the roundhouses and enclosures. In general, it is
impossible to know whether or not these features were
actually contemporary with the buildings. Exceptions
to this rule are the possible doorposts in L11 (Fig. 3.7)
and the arrangement of postholes within L.14, including
possible post-built structure SG350, which may be
contemporary (Fig. 3.2).

In addition to the large quantities of pottery and
animal bone, several individual artefacts of note were
found. The terminals of the ditches of roundhouse L11
and its associated enclosure (Fig. 3.7) produced two

saddle quern fragments (OAll and OA12), an iron
bladed implement (OA13) and a combination whetstone/
sharpening stone (OA14). All except one of these was
found in the same fill of the southern terminal, which has
been classed as an ‘unusual’ deposit SG490. Roundhouse
enclosure ditch L13 produced three bone objects: a
possible pin-beater (OA15), a bone bobbin (OA16) and a
point (OA17) — all probably related to textile production
(Duncan, Chapter 5). Two groups of human bone were
recovered from separate deposits (SG639 and SG640)
c. Tm apart within the ditches defining L13. ‘The bones,
although not proven to be related, were both from adults’
(Duhig, Chapter 6). A complete skull of an adult dog was
found in the eastern terminus of L14 (Maltby, Chapter
6). Roundhouse enclosure L15 produced a saddle quern
(OA18), a fragment of a possible iron armlet (OA19),
an antler cheekpiece (OA20) and a possible pivot stone
(OAZ21). Part of a human tibia, probably from an adult,
was found in deposit SG645 within one of the ditches
defining L16 (Duhig, Chapter 6) and another ditch of the
same enclosure contained the polished tip of a red deer
antler (OA22). Finally, a fragment of a ceramic triangular
loom weight (OA23) from C-shaped enclosure L19 is
also suggestive of textile-working.

Note. Section positions shown on Fig. 3.7

1:20

im

Figure 3.8: Selected sections of Phase 3 features shown on Figure 3.7
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Plate 5: Roundhouse and associated enclosure L11

Water pit G49 (L16)

Pit G49 was positioned within the ditch defining the east
side of enclosure L16. It was oval in plan, c. 7m by 3.5m
and 1.4m deep, with steep-sloping asymmetrical sides
(Plate 7). Based on its size, profile and position it is inter-
preted as a water pit, although no waterlogged deposits
survived at its base. One unusual find recovered from
its fills was a large unworked slab of limestone (c. 1m
x 0.7m). Although recorded during fieldwork as cutting
the enclosure ditch, the pit’s position suggests that both
features could be contemporary and that it was designed

Plate 6: Excavation of ditch defining roundhouse
enclosure L13

to act as a sump, collecting water from the enclosure’s
ditches.

Small enclosure L9

L9 was a small, sub-rectangular enclosure that was
positioned adjacent to roundhouse L8 and roundhouse
enclosures 1.14 and L16 (Figs 3.13 and 3.14). At c. 8m
x 6m it was much smaller in size than the other enclo-
sures. Its ditch had been re-dug on at least five occasions,
all roughly following the previous ditch. The amount of
recutting makes it difficult to identify entrances through

a2
Plate 7: Water pit G49
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Figure 3.9: Detailed plan of roundhouse enclosure L13

all the ditches; where discernible they were usually to
the north. Five postholes located in the vicinity of ditch
terminals are presumed to be associated with an entrance
structure.

The ditches produced 151 sherds (3kg) of pottery and
1.3kg of animal bone. Two large fragments of saddle
quern (OA9 and OA10) appear to have been used as
packing within one of the postholes dug into a backfilled
earlier ditch. An ‘unusual’ deposit SG637, comprising
a deliberately broken pottery vessel (Wells, Chapter 5)
and several fragments of human skull (Duhig, Chapter
6), was found in the terminus of the last redefinition of
the enclosure.

Activity foci L7,1L10, L22, .24 and L25
Areas of different activity were located to the north
(L7), east (L25) and south-east (I.24) of the roundhouses
and roundhouse enclosures, whilst a further two areas
(L10, L22) were located in amongst the enclosures. All
contained post-built structures, storage pits, other pits
and dispersed postholes. In addition, there were two
animal burials in L7 (see below) and a possible hearth in
L25 (see below). In general, the storage pits appeared to
be clustered adjacent to the enclosures and the post-built
structures slightly further away.

Activity focus L25 was the largest, extending over
a 40m x 25m area. It comprised thirteen post-built
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structures. These have been assigned to three clus-
ters (G13, G51 and G52) but only structure G13 was
distinctly separate, c. 10m to the south of the main
groups. The majority of the structures were square and
formed by three, four or five posts (Table 2.2; Plate 8).
Two ‘unusual’ deposits were found in postholes asso-
ciated with post-built structures: SG585 contained the
articulated skeleton of a juvenile sheep (Maltby, Chapter
6) and SG573 contained 30 sherds from the same lid-
seated globular jar (Fig. 5.1, P7). The latter (SG573)
also contained a worked slab of Lincolnshire limestone
(OA24) that had probably served as post-packing.
Activity foci L7 and L24 were spread across an area
of ¢. 25 x 20m and 30m 20m respectively. Both areas
contained post-built structures: three in L7 and four in
L24. L7 was located immediately to the south of enclo-
sure SL2; while L24 was located near roundhouse
enclosures L17 and L19. The four structures within L24
were noticeably different from all others within the exca-
vation area because they each consisted of up to eight
posts. It is uncertain whether these represent adjacent
four-post structures or larger rectangular structures.

Small and medium-sized pits were dispersed amongst
the structures in L7, L.24 and L25. It is uncertain how
many were storage pits as only five had the character
istic steep-sided profile and most were less than 0.3m
deep. An oval pit containing a partial dog skeleton
(SG263), and a possible hearth G62 were also identi-
fied within activity focus L7; both are discussed in more
detail below.

Two concentrations of pits (Plate 9) and dispersed
postholes (L10 and L22) were situated in the vicinity of
the roundhouse enclosures to the west. While some of
these intercut, or were truncated by the adjacent enclosure
ditches, all are considered to be broadly contemporary.

Hearth G62 (L25)
Hearth G62 (Plate 10) comprised a 30mm-thick deposit
of burnt clay at the base of a shallow pit that was 0.7m in
diameter and 0.1m deep; it was located between quarry
pits G57 and G59 (L.26). As the burnt clay was patchy and
cracked it was unsuitable for archaecomagnetic dating.
The feature contained a dark fill that produced charcoal
and charred plant remains. The latter included a small
quantity of charred cereals and weed seeds, interpreted as
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Figure 3.11: Detailed plan of roundhouse enclosure L16

‘background debris from domestic activities associated
with the final stages of crop-processing and food prepara-
tion’ (Giorgi, Chapter 6).

Animal burials SG263 and SG592

Three partial animal skeletons were found within SL3:
a dog buried in a pit within activity focus L7; a sheep
associated with a four-post structure in activity focus
L25; and another dog within quarry pits L26 (see Table
2.3). (The latter is described below in the following
section.)

Oval pit SG263 (L7) contained the near-complete,
articulated skeleton of an adult (probably female) dog
(Plate 11). At 2.5m by 1.7m and 0.2m deep the pit
appears too large to have been dug specifically for the
burial; the skeleton only occupied its south-west quad-
rant. However, it was the only pit in this area, which
may indicate that it was purpose-dug. ‘The absence of
many of the foot and tail bones could indicate that they
were removed with the skin but no skinning marks were
observed and other taphonomic and retrieval biases could
account for their absence’ (Maltby, Chapter 6).
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Figure 3.12: Selected sections of Phase 3 features shown on Figure 3.11

One of the postholes of four-post structure SG585
(L25) contained the articulated skeleton of a juvenile
sheep (SG592). ‘The bones were fragmented but most
parts of the body were represented. No evidence for
carcass processing was observed’ (Maltby, Chapter 6).

Quarrying L26

Three large areas of pits (G56, G57, G59) were identified
on the northern extent of unenclosed domestic focus SL3
(Fig. 3.6). Their irregular shape in plan and asymmetrical
profiles suggest that they were dug as quarries. The bases
of the pits stopped at the top of the limestone bedrock,
suggesting that they were dug to extract the clay rather
than limestone. They were located on either side of the
presumed routeway into enclosure SL2. Areas G56 and
G57 did not appear to truncate any earlier features except
Plate 8: Excavation of a four-post structure in L25 the enclosure ditch. Area G59 truncated the very eastern
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