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INTRODUCTION AND 1-\RCH1\EOLOG ICAL BACKGROUND 

Hamdon Hill (ST 484 164). more popularly known as Ham Hill , is lhe sile of one of the 
largest Iron Age hillforts in Britain. with 85.2 hcc1arcs enclosed within its defences. The 
hillfort is sited on a prominent outcrop of Upper Liassic Ham Hill Stone and Yeol'il Sands 
al around 120 m OD and commands extensive views to the north and west across the 
Somerse1 Levels. 

The hillfort , which is a Scheduled Monument (Somerset No. 100). covers a roughly 
rectangular area with a ' fan-tail' spur projecting from the north-west corner. The defences 
around 1he projecting spur comprise two major banks and ditches fronted by a counterscarp 
bm1k. The defences of the remaining sections of the monument are less complex, comprising 
a bank. ditch and countcrscarp bank. 

l\'lost of the interior of the projecting spur. as well as the western port ion of the monument, 
have been removed by quarrying for Ham Hill Stone from at lelL,t lhe Roman period 
onwards, and the Ham Hill Stone Quarry continues 10 e.x1ract stone in the south-west of the 
monumc111 (Fig. I). This quarrying activity. part icularly during the 19th ccn1ury. has resulted 
in many arch.icological discoveries of mmerial from Neolithic to medieval date. The dis­
coveries are sumrrntrised by St. George Gray ( 1924). Seaby ( 1950) and more recently by 
Burrow ( 198 I). and most of lhc materia l is now held by the Cou111y Museum, Taunton. 

The earliest phase of systematic archaeological excavation at Ham Hill was undertaken 
by St. George Gray between 1923 and 1930, on and outside the defences of the projecting 
spur (Gray 1924; 1925: 1926), although some limi1e<l excavation was undertaken earl ier by 
Walter ( 1907) in lhc east or the hillfon and on the projecting spur. The rcsulls of these 
excavations remain unpublished. although summary accou111s of some discoveries and .~elec­
ted artefacts were reported on and references are summarised by Gray ( 1924) and Burrow 
( 1981 ). The later prehistoric po11ery from these collections w,L~ the subject of a recent study 
(Morris 1987). More recent work on Ham Hill has comprised a watching brief on the 
projecting srur in I 975 (Ellison and Pearson 1977). 

In the south-west of the interior of the hillfort there have been 1wo previous episodes of 
investigation (Fig. 2). Excavations in 1983 were undertaken by the Central Excavation Uni1 
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in advance of quarrying (Smith 1990). and a:;sessmem excavations, comprising the machine­
excavation of three trenches. were undertaken in I 991 (Adki ns and Adkins 1992). The 
resuhs of the assessment excavations were complemented hy a programme of geophysical 
survey commissioned by the Royal Commission on the Historical Monuments or England. 
including parts of the 1994 and 1998 excavation areas an<l more extensive areas in the east 
of the hillfon (Geophysical Surveys of Bradford 1992). 

The collective excavation and finds evidence from Ham Hill indicates ac1 ivit)1 and occu­
pation of the hilltop from the Neol ithic period onwards. The most i111ensivc occupation was 
during the 1st century BC, with the most dense concentration of ac1ivi1y on the projecting 
nonh spur. Sporadic early Roman occupation has been suggested. including a possible fort 
(t\fanning 1976) and. in the 2n<l ce111ury AD, a Roman vi lla was constructed in the east of 
the interior. The excavation evidence in the sou1h-wcs1 of the hillfon indicates sca11ered 
Mesolithic. Neolithic. and Bronze Age activity and a low intensity of Iron Age occupation 
in this part of the interior. 

T/11: /994 111ul /998 E.1·<.·m·ario11s 
The existing Ham Hill Stone Quarry lies in the sou1h-wes1 of the hill fort. In 1992 a proposal 
to extend the quarry southw,trds was granted Scheduled Monument Consent and planning 
pcr111ission subject 10 1he imple111en1a1 ion of an approved progrnm111e or archaeological 
work. Wessex Archaeology carried out two cxcav;11ions in advance of the e.x1ension of the 
quarry: the first was in June and July 1994. and the results form the main body of this repon. 
The second excavation was undcrtakcn in September 1998. the results being presented in 
Appendix A. Both excavations were undertaken in accordance with an approved specifica­
tion, a copy or which is in the project archive. 

The 0.1 3 hectare of the quarry extension (0.15% by area of the interior of the hillfort) is 
centred on ST 4820 1605. Prior 10 the excavation, the site consisted of rough pusture adjac­
ent 10 the existing qmmy to the north. A new earthen bund. rest ing on topsoil. defined the 
south and west limits of 1he quarry extension and the excavation area. The e.xcavation area 
comprised level ground around the 125 111 OD contour. 

Merlwds 
The excavation area was stripped of topsoil in successi ve spits 10 the top of the archaeolog­
ical level by a JCB excavator with a toothless bucket and under constant archaeological 
supcrvisic111. A depth of between 0.4 m and 0.7 m of topsoi l was removed by machine. 

Al l further excavation was undertaken by hand. The overall disposition of archaeological 
features recorded within the excavation area is presented in Figure 3. Archaeological 
deposits consisted entirely of discrete features cut i1110 1he sub:;oil. which consisted predomi­
nantly of Yeovil Sands. a mott led yellowish brown. s lightly silty sand. A number of north­
south aligned bands of sha11crcd Ham Hill Stone. capped by a ihin layer of red-brown clay, 
occurred within the Yeovil Sands and especially towards the west of the site. The Yeovil 
Sands scaled !-0lid Ham Hill Stone at a depth of between 0.5 m in 1hc west mid 1.6 m in 
the east of the excavation. 

All pits and post-holes thul lay enti rely within the excavation area were 100% excavated 
after half-sectioning, and u minimum I 0% sample of all d itches was excavated. The soil 
1ex1Urc and coarse components comprising the fills of feat ures re fl ected the variations in the 
subsoil described above. 

111e project archive (Wessex Archaeology site codes: W709. 1994 excavation; W7604. 
1998 excavation), including the finds. have been deposited in the Coumy Museum. Taunton 
(Acc. Nos. T fNCM 104/1 994 mid TTCNM 82/1998). The ircm neck rings have ubo been 
acquired by the Museum (Acc. No. TTNCM 54/ 1996). 
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Plutc I Aerial \'icw uf lhe excavation looking north 
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Plate I Aerial \'icw uf lhe cxcavu1ion looking north 
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THE SITE 

The location of al l recorded feature:- is presented in Figure 3. A summary ()f the excavated 
features. including dimensions and presence or absence <)f archaeological components, is 
presented by phase in Table I. Full details of all contexts are held in the project archive. 

E,\l<LIEI< PREHISTORIC Acnvrrv 

Human activity in the area was indicated by the presence of worked flint and chen recovered 
during the stripping of topsoil and ploughed subsoil. Possibly as early as the Mesolithic, but 
prohably mostly or Early Neolithic 10 Early Bronze Age date, pieces of redeposited worked 
Aint and chert were found in various later prehistoric features (Table 10). 

In sit11 evidence was limited to an Early Bronze Age pit 14 (Figure 3), which appeared 
IC> have been substantially truncated. The single charcoal-rich fi ll incorporated other burnt 
archaeological inclusions, sherds of Beaker pottery (Figure 6: I. 2), and unworn worked 
Aint. 

l r<ON AGE Acnv1TY 

The pri ncipal evidence for Iron Age activity comprised 38 pits, which occurred either singly 
or in small groups across the site (Figure 3). Thiny-four pits were identi fied within the area 
of excavation, and a further four, 183, 184. 185, I 86, were noted during removal of the 
baulk between the northern trench-edge and the quarry face. It was not possible to excavate 
1he lauer for reasons of safety. and two pits on the extreme western margins of the trench 
adjacent to the bund, 180 and 181, also remained unexcavated. With the exception of pits 
97 and 107. intercutti ng between pits was l irnitcd nnd slight; two sets of pits in the north­
western group i-howed a slight overlap. Only one other feature. probable post-hole 28, could 
be firmly attributed to the Iron Age by stratigraphic relationship. 

Analysis of the pottery indic.ites a date range for Ihe Iron Age features of between Ihe 
7Ih and I st cemuries BC. Using the pot!ery. it has been possible to assign 11 of the pit$ to 
1hree phases within this period: the remaining Iron Age features fall wi thin the overall elate 
nu1ge. The features arc described by phase. 

PIIASE I (c. 7th-5th CENTURIES BC) 

Pits 97 and I 07 arc assigned to this phase. The form of both pits was affected and their 
interpre1,11ion complicuted by their location over a natural fissure in the underlying Ham 
Hill Stone bedrock. which resulted in substantial slumping of the fi lls into an underlying 
void. The void was encountered at 1.6 m below the level of the excavated surface and was 
c. 0.5 m wide. The line of the fissure was evident on the surface of the cxcavntion trench 
as a linear feature or gully. 37. in the Yeovil Sands (Figure 3). This feature probably rep­
resented the slumping of the ground surface over and into the fi ssure. 

Pit I 07 was oval in plan. The fills had been affected by slumping imo the void at the 
base or the pit, with the result that they were steeply angled Iow,1rds the centre (Figure 4). 
Three of the lower fills, 103. 106 and 111. were devoid of any archaeological components 
and probably represent ~lumps of natural sand rrom the sides of the pit. Layer I 02 contained 
:i quantity of Ham Hill Stone rnbble and the majority or the archaeologica l components. 



Table I: summary or fcatun:s hy phase, biisic charactcrisatic,n and archaeological compone111s. (NB. Churcoal and carbonised seed incorporalcd only 
where special ist identilication of samples undcr1akcn. 

Feature Phase Type Dimcnsi<ms (m) No. Cu Fe FI 
Fi lls 

WSt SS Pot SW Dm1h WB HuB AnB Ch WW S Co 

14 EBA pil 0.85 X 0.23 I X X X X X 

97 IA I pil 2 .. 3 X 1.4 X l. 12 7 X X 
107 IA I pi t ?type 2 2.4 X J.9 X 1.1 2 I() X X X X X 

9 IA 2 pit type 2 1.04 X 0.61 l X X X X X 

16 IA 2 pit 1ype I 2.0 X 1.05 4 X X X X X X X X X X X 

39 I,\ 2 pit 1ype 2 1.4 X 0.85 2 X X X X 

133 IA 2 pil type 2 1.59 X 0.55 2 X X X 
1,n IA 2 pit type 2 I. 77 X 1.()7 4 X X X X 

126 IA 2? pi t type 2 1.07 X 0.47 3 X X X X X X X 

47 IA 3 pit type 3 1.95 X 1.07 5 X X X X X X X 

72 IA 3 pit type 3 1.7 X 1.27 4 X X X X X X X X 

73 IA 3 pil type I 3.0 X 2. \2 X 1.39 6 X X X X X X X X X X . 
75 IA 3 pit t)'flC 3 1.8 x I. I x 1.38 5 X X X X X X X X 

7 IA pil type 2 1.23 :< 1.1 4 ,\ 0.49 5 X X 
26 IA pit '!type 2 0.82 x I. I I X X X 

28 IA '!p1>st hole 0.26 X 0.52 I 
3 1 IA pit 1ypc 2 1.2 X 1.5 X 0.22 I X 
38 IA pit '/type 2 0.43 :< 0.4 1/'!2 X 

64 IA pit type 2 I.) X 0.35 I X 
70 I;\ pit type 2 1.36 X 0.49 I X X X X X X 

79 IA pil l)'pc 2 1.1 5 X 0. 14 I X X 
11 5 IA pil type 3 1.45 X 0.45 3 X X X 
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T able I : cm11!n111·tl. 

Feature Phase Type Dimensions (m) Nn. Cu Fe FI W S1 SS Pot SW Daub WB Hul3 1\1113 Ch WW S Co 
Fills 

121 IA pit lypc 2 1.4 X (J.:l 
124 IA rit 1ype 2 1.18 X 0.2 I X X X 
1]0 IA pil type 2 0.9 X 0.)4 2 X X X X V) 

136 IJ\ pit type 2 1.0 X 0.38 I X X X ~ 
14 1 I A pit type 2 1.15 x 0A I X § 

~ 146 IA pit type 2 1.17 X 0.4 1 2 X ~ 
151 IA pit type 2 1.8 X 0.6 2 X X X X ::t. 
161 11\ pit type 2 1.47.x0.8 4 X X ..., 

~ 163 IA r it type 2 1.4 .x 0.43 I X X X ::: 
"' 169 IA pit tyre 2 1.25 .x 0.68 3 X X X 0 
c 174 IA pit type 2 I. I x 0.48 3 X X X ~ 

176 IA pit type 2 1.25 X 0.58 I X X X '-,: 

~ 180 IA pit u/x :::, 
::i. 181 IA pi t u/.x 

I 183 IA pit u/x c. 0.6 
184 11\ pit 11/x c. I .X 
185 l1\ pit u/x c. 1.2 t 
186 IA pit 11/x t:. 1.4 ~ 
40 u/d gully 0.61 .\ 0.24 I X :.,. 

2 80 11/d gully 1.0 x 0.J I ~ 
85 u/d post hole 0.36 X 0.22 I --178 11/d post hole 0.27 X 0. 1 (i I 'O 

'O 
11 naturnl X X X 0-: 
] 7 natuml X X 
62 na111ral X X 
154 natural X X 

KEY: EBA Early 13romie Age: IA Iron Age: 11/d undated: 11/x uncxcava1ed: Dimensions - diumctcr/Je11gtl1 x width .x depth: Cu. rnppcr alloy: Fe. iron: 
FI. ni111: W.S1. worked stone: S.S. sl ingstonc: S.W. spindle. whnrl: W.13. worked hone: Hu.B. human bone: An.13. aninrnl bone: Clt. charcoal: W.W. 
wurkcd wood: S. carbunised seeds: Co. coprilite. 
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Two further slumps from the sides o f the pit had occurred prior to the derosition of fill 98, 
which included a variety of burnt archaeological components. One of these sl umps. IOI , 
contained sherds which joined with those from till 102. The remaining upper fills contained 
few archaeological components. 

Pit 97 w:is almost identical in plan to I 07 and was cut through its centre, though not to 
the dcp1h of the void (Figure 4). The lower fills appeared very similar 10 those of 107. with 
maj<Jr slumping from the south side. before apparent stabilisation in 1he upper fi lls. which 
were angled only slightly from the north. Sherds o f po11cry from the earlier pit were reclc­
posi1cd in pit 97, which had fewer archaeological components than i ts predecessor. 

PHASE 2 (c:. 4th-3rd CE,>1TURIES BC) 

Six pits arc a11ribu1ed 10 this phase, within which i t was possible to recognise 1wo types of 
r,it characterised by the form and nature of the fi lls. The:-e types, together with one other 
(see Phase 3), were auributable to all the Iron Age pits excavated. with the exception of 
those from phase I . 

Type I pi1.v 
These represent the largest or the pits. Comprising four to six fllls. they were characterised 
by a thick layer o f dense. rich burnt material, on or a few centimetres above the base of 1hc 
pit. which contained a variety of archaeological components. The layer of burnt material 
was scaled by a homogeneous layer. comprising occasional charcoal flecks and other archae­
ological components. representing a single deposit in-filling the rest of the pit. Other fills 
represented slumps nf sand from the side of the pi t over the primary deposit. but there was 
no evidence or extensive silting or gradual back-filling. 

Pit. 16 (Figure 4) contained two layers o f burning: a primary layer of charcoal with a few 
fragments o f burnt animal bone, 58, directly below a more n1ixed burnt layer. 42. comprising 
charcoal, carbonised grain, burnt Ham Hill Stone and burnt flint. burnt animal and burnt 
human bone. and a broken iron spearhead (Figure 9: 3). Most o f a human skull and a few 
frngments of axial , upper and lower limb bone (68) were deposited on top of the layer of 
burning against the cast side of the pit. scaled by the main deposit ( 17). The pit extended 
beyond the trench edge to the north and was not fully excavated. 

'f)•rw 2 pi1s 
These fn1111 the most numerous category of pitii. 22 in al l. five of which were a11ribu1ed to 
phase 2. Three pits. 107, 126. and 147, showed minor variations from the main character­
istics of the type. 

Shallow-medium in depth and small-medium in diameter. these pits had between one and 
five tills. most commonly one or two (82%). The fills formed horiznntal layers. with 
occasional charcoal flecking and scaucred. relatively sparse archaeological inclusions in 
comparison with pits o f types I and 3. A cldi1ional layers usual ly represented slumps of sand 
from the sides o f the pits. As with pi t types I and 3, there appeared to be linlc or no 
evidence for silting or gradual infilling. However. in contrast with types I and 3 there was 
no layer o f dense burning: the burnt components, which included charcoal. carbonised seeds 
( rare). fragments o f burnl Ham Hill Stone and burnt animal bone, were mostly occasional 
and occurred throughout the fills (Figure 4. pits 9, 126 and 147). 

Pit 126 differed slightly from the standard characterisation (Figure 4). The pi t was small 
and shallow, wiLh three horizontal layers similar in rorn, and composition 10 the 01her 
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type 2 pi ts excep1 that the central layer contained frequent. rather than occasional, charcoal 
inclusions, although these were 1101 as dense as those noted in the type I and 3 pits. 

Pit 147 was noticeably larger than the other type 2 pits ( Figure 4), and. unusually, con­
tained horse bone which was otherwise l imi1ed 10 type I and type 3 pits. 

P11,,sE 3 (c. 'lnd-1 s1 Cr:1'rrurrn,s BC) 

Four pi1s are at1ribu1ed to phase 3. one 1ype I and 1hree type 3. 

Type I pit 
Pit 73 (Figure 5) was almost identical in fom1 to pit 16, the most significant difference 
being in some of the archaeological components. The thin primary layer o f sligh1Jy c layey 
sand. 122. was spread evenly across the base of the pit, increasing in depth against the 
northern side. An iron nave hoop was found (Figure 9; 2, Plate 2), c. 0.5 m from the northern 
side of the pit. Above this layer of silt ing was 0.07 m of dense burning across the whole o f 
the pi 1, I I 9, comprising charcoal. burn1 worked wood. a mass of carboni:;cd wheat grain. 
the heads of which were c learly visible, and burnt Ham Hi ll Stone, burnt animal bone, ancl 
po1 sherds. Analysis nf 1he carbonised grain shows ii to have been burnt in si111. A second 
iron nave hoop (Figure 9; I) was recovered in the north-wes1 quadrant of' 1hc pit. c. 0.50 m 
rrom the first. and an iron currency bar (Figure 9; 4) had been placed agains1 the northern 
edge of 1he pi1, 10 1he wesl of 1he rings. A second. slight ly thicker layer of burnt material. 
112. wi1h reddish mottles scaled 119. The burn1 archaeological co111po11cn1s of 112 were 
simi lar to those of I 19. though 1hcrc was variation in the animal species identified and, 
unlike 119, th is layer was thicker at the sides of the pit. particularly at the northern edge. 
Slumps of sand from the north and south sides o f the pit had in pan scaled fill 11 2 prior 10 

1he dcposi1ion of the main and final layer. 74. A homogeneous layer with occasional d1arcoal 
flecks. burnl Ham Hill S1one and burnt flint. this layer contained the majority of animal 
bone from the f"ea1ure. including horse. mos1 of the pot sherds, and fragments of quern. 

Type 3 11its 
Three tif 1hc four pits designated as type 3 occur in this phase: the four1h is unphased Iron 
Age. The type is characterised by medium-large circular pits, mostly medium-deep, with 
three to five fills, one of which cornprised a dense burnt component. The lat1er layer l"om1cd 
1he primary fi ll in most cases. with !he exception or pit 75 where it occurred as the fourth 
of five fi l ls (Figure 5). As with the other pit types. the layers were generally horizontal with 
occasional slumps from 1he i-ides. though a more gradual process of backli lling 111.1y be 
suggested by the layering in pil 47 (Figure 5). 

UNl'IMSED IRON Aor;; FEATURES 

Twenty pi ts. all cxcepl one of which were 1ypc 2, and one post-hole arc included rn this 
category. 

Type 2 pits 
The general characterisa1ion of 1hesc pits is presen1ed above (Phase 2). Fifteen 1ype 2 pits 
arc designated within this category, with friur showing minor variations. Pi1 174 was similar 
10 pit 126, and pit 26 showed the same variation as pit 147 (sec Phase 2 above). Two other 
pits. 141 and 151 , differed slight ly in that there was a tolal absence of any bLrrnl cornpc,nenl 
within 1hcir fi lls. 



Excavations at Ham Hill, Monuu:ute, Somerset /994 and !99R 89 

Plate 2 Iron object, I and 2 on the floor or pit 73 during cxcav:11ion 

T wo major groupings of type 2 piIs were evident. In the north-west comer of the trench, 
15 pits were concentrated in a 60 m2 area. There was a second. smaller group of four pits 
near the cent.re of the nonhern baulk. There was li11le and only slighI intcrcuuing of 
pits wiIhin Jhese groups. In hoth cases, features extended beyond the bounds of Ihc 
excavation. 

Type 3 pits 
Pit 11 5 was the shallowest of the pits in this group; it also contained fewer and a much 
more restricted range of archaeological components. rendering ii similar 10 the type 2 pits. 
II did. however, contain a primary deposiI of dense bumI material. including a high percent­
age of carbonised seeds in which, unlike elsewhere, barley predominated over wheat. 

Post hole 
Post hole 28 wa.~ part of the complex of feawres over natural fi ssure 37 at the cast end of 
the si1e; i1s s1ratigraphic posiIion suggested thut it was of Iron Age date. II contained a single 
fill with a few charcoal flecks. 

PosT-IKON AGE ACl'IVITY 

Evidence for post-Iron Age activity was sparse. There was no indication of a latest pre­
Roman Iron Age (Durotrigian) or early Romano-British presence in Ihc area to confim1 the 
continuity of use in the Late Iron Age suggested by the po11cry (1st century BC). 

A very small inIrusive fragment (3 g) of Romano-British Oxford colour coated ware. 
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giving a date o r 3rd-4th century AD, was recovered from till 49 of pi1 47 (Figure 5). A 
similarly small inLrusive fragmeni of Romano-Brilish greyware (2 g) was recovered from 
1he single fill of pil 163. 

A fragmen1 of pos1-medieval 1ile was recovered from 1he iopsoil bu1 1he prcdomina111 
arclrneologicaJ e lemen1s within 1he 1opsoil and ploughed subsoil were of early prehiswric 
and lron Age da1e. The area was subjec1 10 deep ploughing in 1hc recen1 pas1 to a dep1h of 
C. ().2-Q.7 Ill. 

UNIMTED FEA'flJIWS 

The only 01hcr archaeological features comprised 1wo post-holes, 85 and 178. and 1wo 
narrow, shallow gullies, 40 and 80. (Figure 3). All had single fills. none of which produced 
clawblc finds (Table I). Wi1h the excep1ion of post-hole 178. which cut and clearly pos1-
dated the treroil group o r pi1s in the north-west comer of 1he site. none of these features cut 
or were cut by any other l'cature. Their date and function remain unclear. 

N,\TUR,\I. F E,\TUIH:S 

The gully-like l'cature. 37, at 1he east-end of the site has been discussed above and inter­
preted as a natural slump over a fissure in the Harn Hill Stone bedrock. Fent Lire 11 appeared 
10 be of a similar nature (bu1 was on a similar alignment to 80). Several fissures running 
through the bedrock were noted in the quarry face. A tree bowl and an animal hurrow. 154, 
were also recorded. 

THE FIN DS 
PREHISTOR IC POTTERY by Elaine L. Morris 

A 101al or 953 sherds (6,867 g) of prehistoric pouery w.1s recovered and consisis of Beaker 
and Iron Age material. The condition of the po11cry varies considerably from parts of whole 
vessels to abraded and eroded fragmenls. The major limitation of the collection is the idcn1i­
tica1ion of fabric inclusions made from calcareous materials due to the considerable post­
deposi1ional loss of what arc believed to be fossi l shell and cnlci1e inclusions. As a result, 
al l proponions of fabric types arc based on 1he number of sherds. not the weight of sherds 
as tends tn be the nonn , since the loss of inclusions would disproponiona1cly increase the 
apparent presence of non-cakarcous-gri11ed fabrics. Similarly, 1he use of mean sherd size 
by weight is 1101 presented as an aid in the discussion of deposit ion. 

The collection has been ex,1mined and recorded in detail using the current guidelines for 
later prehistoric po11ery assemblages (PCRG 1992). aml lhe archive is available as 288 
records in both hard copy and computerised form. All fea!Llred sherds huve been sketched 
(1: 1) ns pan of this archive. 

Earlier Preliiswric:: Beaker 
Sherds frnm at lca.-.1 two, and possibly 1hrce. Beaker vessels were identified (12 sherds: 
46 g). Two vessels. one thin-walled base decora1ed with hori,wntal lines of toothed-comb 
impressions (Figure 6: I) and two 1hicker-walled body sherds from a finger-pinched or 
finger-rus1ica1ed vessel (Figure 6: 2). were recovered from pit 14. while a small fragmc111 
from a similar. ir not identical. base sherd was found dur ing subsoil removal. 

All of the Beaker sherds were made from the same fabric which is tempered with a 
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common amount (20-25% com;cntration) o f well-soncd, crushed grog measuring .:5. 3 mm 
across. with the majori1y of grog pieces less than 2 mm. The definition o r a grog-tempered 
fabric in previous work clearly stated that the grog hud been added to a sandy clay matrix, 
and that at least one diagnostic later prehistoric fom1 was produced from this fabric (Morris 
1987, 34-5). TI1erefore. the absence or macroscopically obvious 4uanz sand in this Beaker 
fabric allows the small base sherd to be induded in the Beake r collection. TI1e firing of all 
these sherds is s imilar, with an oxidised exterior surface and unoxidised core and interior 
surface. 

The presence of both toothed comb and lingenip rustjcated Beuker vessels in the same 
feature is not surprising since the former is a common type and the la11cr is believed 10 be 
a later development o f Beaker s tyles (Gibson 1986, 31-4). A toothed comb and twisted cord 
decorated sherd was recovered in 1983. made from a coarsely flint-grilled fabric (Smith 
1990, fig. 6, I). This combination of decorations may be more typical o f earlier Beaker 
styles. The recovery of several Beaker vessels, possibly spanning the full period of activity. 
on chis hillrop is of particular interest in the cummt absence of any early metalwork 
(Colquhoun 1978) and funher emphasizes the Early Bronze Age presence in lhe south of 
Somerset on high ground (Ellison 1982a. 44, fig. 6.1). 

Lmer Prehistoric:: Iron Age. 
A total or 941 sherds (6,821 g) of later prehistoric poue ry was recovered. All of 1hese sherds 
have been identified as Iron Age in date due to their s imilarity both in form and fabric 10 the 
mnge already published from Ham Hill, South Cadbury (Alcock 1980). Norton Fitzwarren 
(Williams 1989; Woodward 1989), and Brean Down (Williams and Woodward 1990, 122). 

FABRICS 

Each shcrd was examined using n x 10 power binocular microscope and assigned 10 one of 
the following groups according to the most frcque111 or most obvious inclusion. As men­
tioned above, the sherds have been affected by the acidic post-deposi.tional conditions found 
on the site. There is variat.ion in that condition, however, within a small quantity of sherds 
(c. 5%) which arc believed to have been made from calcareous-bearing fab rics actually still 
containing fossil shell fragments. This allows the assignment of shell and calcite cla.~sifi­
cations to these otherwise vesicular fabrics ba~ed on the shapes of the vesicles and the 
occasional impressions of the shell fonns in the clay marrix. The published reports pre­
senting calcareous fabrics as the most cc.mmon types in previous collections from the site 
make this an acceptable method of analysis. 

The description of fabrics below includes reference 10 the main publication of fabric types 
from Harn Hill (Morris 1987) where appropriate, but is presented ,L~ fabric codes for case 
of compu1.crismion. It is recognised here that there are differences amongst the various 
densities of inclusions between the current and previous descriptions of similar fabrics due 
to the use of standardised visual charts for this analysis (PCRG 1992, app. 3), as well as 
the difference between seeing calcareous inclusions as opposed to observing irregular ves­
icles. The fabric descriptions provided here are brie f summaries of the full decriptions pre­
sented in the archive, while the quantity by number and weight of sherds is presented in 
Table 2. 

Two fabrics were sampled for petrological examination, R I and R3 (Williams p. 105). 

Calcite Fabric 
C2 a common to very common amount (20-30%) of wcll-soncd calcite-shaped vesicles: equi­

valent of Calci1e Fabric B in Lhc 1987 report; source Mendip Hills 
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Tahlc 2: Frequency of fabric 1ypcs by numher (no.) and wcighl (wl .• grammes) 

Fabric 1ypc No. ur sherds Wt. or sherds 

C2 16 51 
F I 8 58 
II 25 182 
PI 6 22 
P2 4 25 
QI 2 3 
Q2 8 39 
Q3 I I 
Q5 15 117 
Q6 14 208 
Q7 611 1939 
Q8 I I 
RI 58 255 
R2 9 55 
R3 6 1 647 
R4 11 72 
Sl 451 2639 
S2 182 483 
VI I 24 
Total 941 6821 

Flim fabric 
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FI a modera1e IO common amount ( I0-20%) c,r generally well-soncd. crushed. angular calcined 
nint , usually s 3 mm acniss, wi1J1 rare larger pieces of ltint up 10 5 mm. in a very line sa.nd 
or rnicaceous clay matrix similar 10 rabric Q2 desrihcd hclow: 1987 Flint Fabric 

Iron Ore Fabric 
11 a moderate to very common amounl ( 15-30%) or poorly-soned iron oxides measuring SI 0 

mm across and usually S 4mm: 1987 Iron Ore Fabric 
Clay Pelle! Gmu1, 
P I line. clay pellet-hearing fabric; a moder,uc 10 common amount ( 15-20%) of well-soned. 

suhrounded IO rounded clay pcllcls measur ing S 0.5 mm across in a micaceous clay ma1rix 
l'2 coarse clay pellet-bearing fabric; a moderntc lo common amount of clay pellets measuring 

S 4 mm across. wi1h nuc. subangular IC> angular ninL. ::=; 2mm acms.~. and sparse Lo m<Klcnuc 
amounts (5-10%) or carbonaceous mailer measuring SIO mm 

Quartz Sund Group 
QI 1987 Fine Sand Fabric A 
Q2 I 987 Fine Sand Fabric B 
Q3 1987 Sandy Pabric B 
Q4 reserved for 1987 Sandy Fabric C. bu1 no1 identified in Ibis assemblage 
Q5 a common IO ubundanl amounl (25-40%) of very coarse, subroundcd lo rounded quartz 

sand. measuring s 2 mm wi1h Lhe majorily of grains s I mm in a clay mmrix; this rabric 
is an early. coarse Duro1rigfan ware which is s imilar 10 rabric Q3 al Wytch Fann (Landey 
and Mnrris 1991. 123). dated from the Mid Lo Late Iron Age; source Wan:ham-Poole 
Harbour 

Q6 a common amount (20-25%) nf cxln:mely coa.rsc 4uart1. and possibly quanzitc sand, meas­
uring S 7 mm with 1he majority s 2 mm across, and mrc ( 1%) either calcined or concx­
bcaring flim detritus 

Q7 a common amou111 of medium 10 coarsc-grnincd quartz saml, mea.~uring < I mm wit.h lhc 
majority o r grains s 0.5 mm. and mrc IO sparse ( 1-3%) nint and possibly quan~Jte de1ri1us 

Q8 Lhc common Durotrigiun and Bluck Burnished Ware fabric; lhc cquivulen1 o f fabric Q l al 



94 Somcrser Archaeology a11d Nawral Nisro,y. 1998 

Wytch Farm (Landey and 1\forris 1991. 123) and Fabric A a1 Maiden Castle (Brown 1991. 
185-6): source Warcham-Pl)nlc Harbour 

Igneous and Sedimentary Rock Group 
R I a common amour11 of crushed. angular. weathered igneous rock fragmen1s. identified as 

fclsp:11hic tuff (Will iams p. 106), whiel1 measure S 7 mm across. but arc usually .S 4 mm: 
likely source in 1hc region of Beacon Hill near Shcpton Mallet in the Mendip Hills: may be 
1987 lgnec,us Rock Fabric 

R2 a moderate amou111 ( I 0-15%) of an indeterminmll type of crushed angular possibly igneous 
rock. measuring up 10 18 111111 across hut usually 10 111111 or less. in a sand)· clny matrix 
comaining a sparse to moderate amou 111 (7-10%) ofsubrnumJcd quartz.< 0.3 111111: the fahric 
is extremely coarse uml poorly made with visible layers in the cracked c lay 

RJ South Western Group S fabric cunmining sanidinc (Peacock 1969. 5(}-1: Will iams p. 105): 
likely source in the Pcrmiun deposits in the region around E.~clcr 

R4 South Western Group 2 fabric containing sandstone (Peacock 1969. 46-7): likely !<0urcc in 
the Bt:acon Hill area nc,1r Shepinn Mullet. Mendip Hills 

Fossil Shell Group 
SI a C()lllmnn to abund11111 amount (20-40%) n f crushed fossi l shell fragmt:ms. or the vesicles 

of former rossi l shcl I, measuring :510 mm acrnss with the majority S 6 111111: 1987 Shelly 
F,1bries /\ und B 

S2 ~ mcider.ue amount ( 10-15%) of crushed fossi l shell and limestone fragments. or 1he equival­
ent vesicles. in a sligh1ly sandy clay mutri.x wi1h a sparse llJ moderate amoulll (3-10%) of 
quar1z grains .S 0.5 mm across bu1 usually S 0.2 111111: it is not always easy 10 dc1crminc. 
in the vesicular slate. whether a shcrd is S I or S2 fabric 

Organic-Tempered Fabric 
V I a common lo very common amount (20-30%) of organic mailer added as H:rnper IC'l a very 

fine clny matri.x similar to Q2 above; 1he 1cm1>er. now burnt out. has left linear vesicles 
measuring S S mm long but usually s 5 mm: pmbnbly similnr to grass/straw fabric idcm­
ilicd hy Elli~on and Pearson ( 1977. 98) 

As discussed previously (Morris l 987). 1he fossil shell-bearing fobrics (SI: S2) arc most 
likely 10 be of local o rigin as are several of 1hc quartz fabrics (Q I; Q2; Q3), the llinl fabric 
(FI). and 1he iron ox ide fabric (11 ). Other fabrics of local o rigin may include the clay pellet 
fabrics (P I; P2), 1wo coarse quartz fabrics (Q6: Q7) .ind the organic-tempered fabric (V I ) 
since al l of these could have been made from resources found within 10 km of Ham Hill. 
Non-local fabrics made with inclus ions which do not exist in Lhe local area include the 
comple1e range of rock-grilled wares (R I; R2; R3; R4). the calc ite fabric (C2). and 1wo o f 
the sandy fabrics, Lhose of Wareham-Poole Harbour origin {Q5: Q8). 

Each featured sherd w,1s assigned 10 a form type a nd. where possible. these fom1s have been 
compared to published material from both 1hc s ite and e lsewhere in the wider region. as 
follows: Ham Hill I (Ell ison and Pearson 1977). H,1111 Hill 2 (Morris 1987), Ham Hill 3 
(Smith 1990), Ham Hill 4 (Adkins and Adkins 1992). South Cadbury (Alcock 1980: phases 
indicated), llchcster (Ellison I 982b). Meare Village 'West (Onne. er al. 198 I), and Maiden 
Castle (Brown 199 1 ). It is interesting that several of 1hc forms canno1 be paralleled to types 
previously defined from the analysis of c:. 3 ,000 sherds recovered from earlie r excavations 
(Morris 1987) and. therefore. this typology was not applied to the new material but has been 
referred 10 where appropriate. 

The correlation of fabric types 10 form types is presented in Table 3. This confirms many 
of the o bserva1ions made from the earlier publicatio n o f Ham Hill ponery (Morris 1987). in 
particular that the fine sand fabric (Q2) is found with Early Iron Age fom,s (R I ; RS). 1he 
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Tahlc 3: Correlation or fabric 1ypes 10 form by numhcr of records (vessels) 

Funn Fabric type 

Type C2 II P2 Q2 Q5 Q6 Q7 RI R2 R3 R4 SI S2 

l<I 2 3 2 
R2 4 (3) 
R3 I 
R4 
R5 2 
R6 2 ( I) 
1<7 3 (2) I 5 (3) 
1<8 
R9 3 (2) 
RI O 
RI I 2 ( I) 
Rl2 I 
Rl 3 I 
Rl 4 I 
R1 5 3 
Rl 6 I 
B l 6 (3) 2 3 
82 2 
83 2 
A l 
A2 
Dl 2 (I) 2 

i ron oxide fabric is foun<l wi1h at kas1 one later Iron Age fom1 (R7). the fclspathic luff 
fabric (R I ) is found with Early and Middle Iron Age forms (R I : R 15) and Lbe fossil shell 
fabrics were used throughout the I ron Age. 

Rims 
R I thin-wal led. simple. vcnical or slightly nar ing. rim: probably from a jur: top c<lgc of rim 

may he rounded or llat-lOppcd: related 10 R 12 but nut enough present 10 be confidenl ly 
idemified: Ham Hill 2 (J I A/J 18). llches1cr (fig. 6 1 a. 12. 6 I h. 72) . 

R2 simrlc. vertical rim from a slack-shouldered. necked jar: Cadhury 6 (fig. 14. 0522, 1) and 
7 (fig. 11 . KX059. 2: 15. K926. 4. 12-14), 

R3 shon. munded. vert ical rim on necked, ovoid or barrel-shar ed jar. similar re, pulled. beaded 
rilll types: Cadhury 7 (fig. 15. K927. 4) and 8 ( fig. 10. KX03 I. 10). 

R4 rounded ri lll with external lip on shon -ncckcd. sharply shouldered j:1r. 
R5 ovoid jar with na1-1oppcd. hevel-edgcd rim: tvlearc Village We~, (tig . 38. 4304). 
R6 0a1-1oprcd. headed rim. ovoid jar: Ham Hill l (iig. 2. 19) and 2 (B I A and B I B). 
R7 rounded. bcmled rim on high-shouldered ovoid j ar: Cadbury 8 (fig. 10, KX03 l. 8 and I 5. 

KX032. 4; fig. 16. 9) and 9A (fig. 9. 7 and 8). 
R8 curled-over. rounded rim on unknown proli lc vessel; similar 10 R4: llchcster ( t1g. (i i b. 55). 
R9 vert ical, roumled rim on medium to long-necked. round-bodied bowl: Sou1h Wes1ern-1ypc: 

Ham Hill 2 (86) an<l 4 (11g. 3). Cadbury S (fig. 10. KX03 1. 6: fig. 16. 3) and 9 (tig. 10. 
KX029. 7). 

RIO sl igl11ly lid-scaled. llarcd rim wi1h irH:urvcd inner edge on round-h(')clicd bowl: South Wcs1-
crn-1ypc: tvlcarc Village West ( fig. 37. 23 13. 2661). 

R 11 well -sprung. ovoid jar wi th fhtl and incurvcd rim: a developed version of R5: Cadhury 8 
( fig. 16. 8). 
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I< 12 vcnical or flared. flat-topped rim with medium lo long neck probably from n jar. Ham Hill 
2 (JI l3/J IC), llchc.~tcr (fig. 6 I b, 60). 

R 13 neck cordon. round-bodied jar wi th slightly flared. rounded rim: Cadbury 5 (fig. 14. D631. 
5). (Alcock 1975. fig. 17). 

R 14 flared, long-necked rim on a shouldered jar; similar 10 R 12: Ham Hill 2 (J2). lldu:ster (Ilg. 
61a. 4: 61b. 60). 

R 15 thick, evened rim from a large apparently slack-shouldered jar; Ham Hill 2 (J3), 3 ( fig. 6. 
2). Gussagc (phase 2: fig. 60. 288). 

R 16 simple ovoid jar: Ham Hill 2 (J7). Cadbury 7 (fig. 15. K926. 16). 
Bases 
B 1 simple. flat base 
82 flared. flat base 
83 low angle (c. 30 degrees), flat h11se from im open vessel. ic. Bowl 
Angled 
A I sharply shouldered shcrd. S 90 degrees 
A2 gently shouldered sherd. > 90 degrees 
l)ccnrated 
DI dccorntcd shcrd wi th no discernible fonn 

DECOR,\TION ,\ ND SURFACE TREATMENT 

Only a few types o f decoration were found in lhis c:ollect ion which is in contrnst to the 
broad range presented for the larger. curated collection (Morris 1987. figs. 3-5). These 
include finger-tip impressions, bmh on the rim, neck, and shoulder and on cordons and 
pelle ts (Figure 6; 7, 12 , 15 and Figure 7; 27, 34). dimples (Figure 7; 24), tooled complex 
linear and curvi linear designs (Figure 7; 23, 28). and incised c ross hatching (Figure 7: 29). 
The last two types arc common forms of South Western or Glastonbury styles (Peacock 
1969: Orn1c, er al. , 198 1, fig. 37, 266 1; Orme, er al. 1983, fig. 65, 1405; Roui llard 1987. 
figs. 5.21-24). The finger-tip impressions on rims and shoulders of vessels is typical of 
Early Iron Age decoration, while linger-t ip impressions on cordons is a characteris tic of 
phase 5 at South Cadbury (Alcock 1980, 691, fig. 14, D631 , 5). Thumb-like impressions on 
pellets are considered lo be Early-Middle Iron Age in dale e lsewhere (Saville and Ell ison 
1983, fig. 9, I). Dimples are gcnemlly a later Iron Age motif and associated with bead rim 
vessels (Alcock 1980, fig. 9. KX024. 8), and this motif has been dated 10 the early-middle 
first century BC at Maiden Castle (Brown 199 1, !96. fig. 158, I, 4, 11). 

The occurrence of one or more surface treatments was observed on only 11 % of the 
reco rds. The most common type was bumishi.ng and this was clue mainly 10 the presence o f 
three South Western bowls in non-local fabrics but burnishing also occurred on vessels in 
calcareous fabrics (C2; SI). A few examples of smoothed surfaces and wiped surfaces were 
ulso observed. 

VESSEL CAPACITY 1\NO U SE 

Allempts to measure the capacity of later prehistoric vessels is hampered by the fragmentary 
condition of pottery from selllemcnt s ites in southern Bri1ain. Recent analysis of the pottery 
from South Cadbury, however, has revealed lhat lhere is an apparent correlation be tween 
rim diameter and vessel capacity for selected common Iron Age forms such as the South 
Wes tern types (A. Woodward, pcrs. comm.). Therefore, a lthough there are very few measu­
reahle rims in this assemblage, the data was recorded by fom, lype for use in future research 
( in Archive). 

Evidence for use of vessels, such a.~ the presence of sooting, limescale and burnt res idues, 
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Table 4: Com:lalion for 1!11.: e,·idcnce of use by fabric and rom1 by record (number uf vessels in 
brm;kcts) 

Fabric type Bumi residue Lime scale Pitting on interior only Soot 

C2 
FI 
II 4 ( I) 
Q2 2 

Q6 2 ( I) 
Q7 6 (2) 4 ( I) I 
RI I I 
RJ 3 (2) 
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SI 13 (8) 2 15 ( 11) 

S2 4 7 (3) 

Form Type 2 

RI 
R2 4 (3) 

R5 I 
R7 4 (3) 
R9 3 (2) 
RIS 2 
131 4 (2) 2 ( I) 
133 I 
Al 
D I 2 

is 4uan1itied by fabric type and fom1 type in Table 4. Sooting was recorded on 13 diagnostic 
vessels, in particular simple jars (Figure 6: 4, 13, 14) of Early to Middk Iron Age date, tl1e 
later Iron Age high-shouldered. bead rim (Figure 7; 24, 32) and thick-walled, slack­
shouldered jars (Figure 6; 17), as well as both or the non-local, highly decorated Group 5 
South Western bowls (Figure 7; 23, 28). "Ille other highly decorated bowl d id not bear any 
visible evidence for use. It is noticeable that vessels in near ly all of the major and several 
of 1.he minor fabric types were used as cookpots with the presence of both soot and burnt 
residues. Due to the fragmentary nature c,f this assemblage and the location of burnt residues, 
ie. usually found on the lower interior of vessels, only one rim type (R2) displayed 1.his 
particular evidence. Limescalc only occurred on one identifiable vessel fom1. the large 
intumcd rim storage jar (Figure 7; 33) in a sandy fabric (Q7). 

CER,\MIC PIIASING 

As for a number of sites in southern Britain (Shcnnan 198 1; Morris 1983, I 988, 199 1 ), the 
investigation of reliable ceramic phasi11g for this assemblage is based on a feature containing 
an established minimum or material, in this case at least 25 sherds. Features with this 
minimum are prese111ecl in Table 5. Broad phasing of the pottery is cst,1blished by the 
presence and absence of dared form and decoration charncterist ics, as well as 1he presence 
and absence of associated fabric types. Only I I of 3 1 excavated features containing pottery 
can be phased (class A). Details of the other I 9 fearurcs (class B) arc available in Table 6. 

Phase I pottery is characterised by long-necked, shouldered jars, ovoid jars and round­
bodied, neck cordoned jars, with finger-tip decoration on the neck and cordon (Figure 6: 3-
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Table 5: Frcqm:11cy u l· fubrics in sclcc1cd fc:uurcs-Class 1\: number of sherds in hr:tckcts 

Feature No. of Wt. of 
sherds ~herds F.ihric group 

C F I p Q 
( local ) 

pit 97 30 Y3 (-) ( -) (-) (2) 6.7 (3) 10.0 
pit 107 65 ll63 (-) (2) 3.1 (-) (3) 4.6 (-) 
pit 9 72 184 (I) 1.4 ( I) 1.4 (-) (-) (-) 
pit 16 IOI 855 (-) {-) (-) (-) (14) 13.9 
pit 39 54 190 (-) (-) (-) (-) (-) 
pit 133 20 374 (2) I 0.0 (-) (4) 20.0 (-) (-) 
pit 147 25 2(11 (-) (-) (-) (-) (-) 
pit 47 235 9 17 ( 12) 5.1 (-) (-) (-) (4) 1.7 
pil 72 48 34!.l (-) (-) (-) ( I ) 2.1 ( I ) 2.1 
pit 73 62 243 (-) ( I) 1.6 (20) 32.3 (-) (-) 
pit 75 80 1984 (-) (-) ( 1) 1.3 (-) (63) 78.S 

Q I{ I{ 

(Wareham/ (lclspa1hic (sunidlne: 
Poole Harh.) wfl) sundstonc) 

(-) (-) (-) 
(-) ( I ) 1.5 (-) 
(-) ( 11) 15.J (-) 
{-) (7) 6.9 (-) 
(-) ( 15) 27.ll (-) 
(-) (5) 25.0 (-) 
(-) (J) 12.0 (-) 
(-) { 12) 5. 1 (37) 15.S 
(-) {-) (35) 72.IJ 
( I I ) 17.7 {-) (-) 
(-) (-) ( -) 

Ceramic 
phase 

s 

(25) 83.3 I 
(59) 90.8 1 
(59) 81 .9 2 
(80) 79.2 2 
(J9) 72.2 2 
(9) 45.0 2 
(22) 88.0 2 
( 170) 72.3 J 
( 11) 22.9 ::i 
(30) 4ll.4 3 
( 16) 20.0 3 
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Table 6: Presence of fabrics for Class B Fc,1turcs (sani.-sanidine. sand.-sandstonc) 

Context/ No. or Sherds Wt. of Sherds Fabric types/Groups Ceramic 
Femurc C F I p Q Q I{ R s V Phase ~ 

local (non-local) (luff) (suni. :sand.) or later ::: 
;:; 

topsoil 5 16 *(Q5) + 3 
.:; 
~ subsoil 4 48 *(QS) 3 :i:.. pit 7 7 55 * *(Q2) * * 2 ~ linear :n 15 59 * ,;, I or 2 ;;:--
~ pit 26 3 7 *(Q7) * J "' ~ pit 31 7 19 ;. "' I or 2 :::: er.: pit 64 4 23 *(Q7) ~' 3 '-: 

pit 70 10 32 *(Q7) Iron Age ~ 

pi t 11 5 4 31 * * Iron Age ~ 
"<: pil 124 7 6 * Iron Age ~ pit 126 5 24 (Q I) .. * I or 2 [ pit 130 4 8 * Iron Age 

pit 136 14 39 * ;. 2 :::c: gully 11 2 2 * *(Q3) s· 
pit 146 I I * Iron Age 

Cl 

~ pit 151 23 103 * * * • 1 or 2 -pit 154 3 7 * .. I or 2 \0 
'O pit 161 8 24 ,i. Iron Age ~ 

pit 163 14 27 ;J, *(Q2) *(Q*) ,;, * 3 
pit 174 5 17 .. Iron Age 
pit 176 4 19 * * I 
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9), and on the rim and shoulder zone of redeposited c.xamples (Figure 6; 15 and 7; 27). The 
fabrics are dominated hy local wares, in particular fossil shell , clay pellet, ftinl. and coarse 
quartz sand. wi1h less thun 2% non-local pottery. This non-local material is 1he felspathic 
tuff fabric (R I) used to make early vessel fom1s. such as 1he finger-lip decorated example 
(Figure 7; 34). This phase corresponds to Early Iron Age Cadbury 5-6 (Alcock 1980, 689-
94. fig. 14), broadly dated 10 the 7th to 5th cen1ury BC. Actually. only two features can be 
assigned to this phase, pits 97 and I 07; however, the fonner cuts the lauer. Nevertheless, 
pit 97 has several vessels distinct 10 it while sharing re-deposited material with pit I 07. 

Phase 2 activity is characterised by the absence of decoration, the continued use of ovoid 
jars. the rresencc of slack-shouldered, sloping shouldered and S-shuped profile. evened rim 
jars. and the increased use of ncm-local fabric plain vessels (Figure 6: I 0-11, 13. I 6-17), 
with redeposited ma1erial of Phase I type al:m pre~cnt (Figure 6: 12. 14-15). Lt>cal wares 
still predominate but up to 30% ()f the pollery in a fcalure may have been made from the 
non-local rock fabrics (R I; R2). This rhase is similar 10 Middle Iron Age Cadbury 7 (A lcock 
1980, 694-6, fig. 15). which may be dated to the 4th-3rd centuries BC. 

Phase 3 is characterised by the presence of South Western or Glastonbury-style vessels in 
non-local scdimc.:ntary and igneous rock fahrics (R3; R4). bead rim jars. and Wareham-Poole 
Harbour fabrics. and the continued use C>f slack and sloping shouldered jurs (Figure 7; 18 
20. 22-26. 28-29, 3 1-33). This range of material is contemporaneous with Cadbury 8 and 
9A (Alcock 1980, 696-9, figs. 9, 10, and 16), which can be dated from the 2nd to 1st 
century BC. Although radiocarbon dated deposits from Meare Village West with South 
Western vessles indicate an earlier date of later third century BC (Orme et al. 1981 , 68). 
Non-local wares may well represent the majority of a feature in this ceramic phase. The 
SoutJ1 Western bowls are found either together (pit 72) or wilh bead rim jars (pi t 47). The 
raucity of the Dorset wares (early fabric-15 sherds; later fabric-I sherd) indicates thm it 
is unlikely that this area of the hill witnessed any first century AD activity contemporary 
with Cadbury 98 and 9C (Alcock 1980, 699-705; figs. 8 and 17- 19) when these wares arc 
known to have dominated assemblages. 

This division into three ceramic phases may be ambitious for such a smal l collection of 
material, and should be viewed with some caution. 

The occupation in this area of the hillfort appears to have occurred primarily ch1ring the 
Middle and Late Iron Age (Phases 2 and 3) with a small amount of earlier activity (Phase 
I) but none during the latest pre-Roman Iron Age (Tables 5 and 7). 1l1e presence of quantit­
ies of highly decorated Early Iron 1-\ge jars and bowls, dated to the 7th century BC if not 
earlier, and identified amongst the material recovered from the western area of the hillfort 
(Morris 1987, fig. 3, 17; fig. 4, 8-11, 30-34; fig. 5, 14, 16-17), were not found on this pan 
of the site, nor in any of the rescue work in the past 20 years (Ell ison and Pearson 1977; 
Smith 1990: Adkins and Adkins 1992). 

PRODUCTION AND ExcH,\NGli 

With this phasing it is possible to emphasise tJ1e changes in pouery production and exchange 
in tJ1c south Somerset area. a topic which has been addressed by various authors over several 
years. Alcock ( 1980) first used the presence of local calcareous fabrics to characterize his 
early phases at South Cadbury (Cadhury 4-6), and noted how the Durotrigian wares came 
10 dominate the assemblage by Cadbury 8. This recognition of Early Iron Age fabrics being 
made from local resources was also observed in the assemblage from the sclllement at 
llchcstcr (Ellison 1982, 125), where it wa'i concluded that rouery production in the earlier 
Iron Age was a local activity. 

However. by 1989 it was evident that the use of a very distinctive non-local pouery was 
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Table 7: Frequency or diagnus1ic fom1s by number of records in sclcc1cd rcaturcs C lass A (number or vessels in brackets). 

Feature Rim forms Base forms 

RI 1{2 R3 R4 R5 RG R7 RN R9 RIO Rl I Rl 2 R l 3 l{ 14 R l 5 Rt6 B I 82 133 
pil 97 2 l I 

pitl 07 I 
pit 9 3 I I I 2 
pit 16 
pit 39 I I 2 

pit 133 I 2 

pi1 147 2 I I 

pi t 47 I I 2 (I) 5 (3) I I I I 

pil 72 2 ( l ) I J 
pil 73 2 ( I) I 

pil 75 2 ( I ) - 2 2 ( l) - 4 ( I ) 

Dec. Phase 

DI 

I 
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2 3 
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Table 8: Percentage of local and non-loc:11 pottery hy phase. 

Phase Local fabrics Non-local fabrics 

98.5--1 00% 0--1.5% 
2 65.0- 93.1% 6.9--35.0% 
3 27. 1--100% 0--72.9% 

an apparently common occurrence during the Late Bronze and Early Iron Age. Petrological 
analysis has demonstrated that some of 1he pouery of this period recovered at Norton Fitz­
waiTcn (Willian1s 1989; Woodward 1989) and Brean Down (Williams and Woodward 1990, 
122) had heen made with a felspathic turf fabric, which has a likely source on Beacon Hill, 
10 the north-eas t of Shepton Mallet in the Mendip Hills. 

The evidence from this site suggests that by the 5th century. if not earlier in Phase I, 
some non-local, prc-Gla~tonbury style pots, either plain or decorated with finger-tip 
impressions (Figure 7; 34) and made frnrn 1his same felspathic tuff rock fabric (R I), were 
heing acquired for use at Harn Hill (T ables 2 and 8), 30 km fro m the source. This is 
undoubtedly a mre occurrence i.n Pha-,e I, but a considerable qmmtity of vesse ls made from 
this fa bric were be ing used during 1he Late Bronze and Early Iron Age a1 Norton Fi1zwarrcn 
(Woodw,1rd 1989, table 4). located c. 45 krn from !he source. 

What is imponam to note is that by Phase 2, at least one or the feat ures which contained 
these non-local, pre-Glwaonbury s tyle pots also contained a granite quern fragmen t (pit 
133). and generally non-local poltery was becoming more common. Therefore, it appears 
that the trade o f objects associated with both the processing (quems) and probable storage 
aml cooking (pots) of grain was an integral part of Middle Iron Age life in Somerset prior 
10 the appearance of the hig hly decorated and burnished G lastonbury-s tyle wares. 

The well-known deve lopments in the later Iron Age, with t11c appearance of these South 
Western wares. and Lhe adopt ion and e ventual dominance of the Durotrig i,u1 wares 
accompanied by the complete d isappearance of local poncry production, have been d is­
cussed al ready (Morris 1988, 44-5; 1994, 28-9; Brown 1991, 198-203). The sources for 
these wares range. once more, from Beacon Hill, Shcpmn Mallet (fabric R4), or from near 
Exeter (fabric R3) or Poole Harbour (fabrics Q5; Q8). distances of between JO and 60 km 
from Ham Hill. 

DEPOSITION 

Several aspects about the nature of the pouery deposited within the pits need to be addressed. 
Three vessels were apparently re-burnt after use, parts of four vessels were found to have 
been deposited throughout the fills o f four large and deep pits. while only one occurrence 
of sherds joining between feat ures could be idenlified. 

Two pits contained rich burnt components, and the po11ery frorn these layers was also 
apparently burnt. Conte.xt 42 in pit I 6 contained two vessels in d ifferent fabrics (Q6; SI ) 
which were oddly hurnt and bore an unusual variat ion of surface colours due to 1his re-firing 
or burning. One (Figure 6; 12) had been used, as indicated by 1he presence of both soot on 
the exterior and charred residue on the interior of Lhc vessel, prior to re-burning and depo­
sition. Pit 75 contajned parts of a large s torage jar (Fig ure 7; 33) distributed throughout the 
layers, which was very friable and slightly bloated. but not an extreme case of distortion as 
may result from the burning of a structure (Morris 1992, I 3-6, fig. 6). 

Two of these vessels were likely to have been used for the storage and cooking of food. 
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Table 9: Joining sherds bc1wccn conic.xts. 

Phase Feature From To Fig. no. 

pil 107 CO!JIC.\t 101/PRN 1395 context 102/PRN 1398 Fig. 6. 7 
3 pil 47 COnlCXt 48/PRN 1286 Cl>nlCXI 50/PRN 130 I Fig. 7. 23 
3 pit 72 con1exI 89/PRN 1331 CllnlCXI 116/PRN 1334 Fig. 7, 28 
3 pit 75 conleXI 82/PRN 1360 context 123/PRN 1371 Fig. 7, 33 

con1exI 108/PRN 1367 con1cxI 123/PRN 1372 Fig. 7. 33 
COlllC,\I 108/Pl{N 1368 contexI 123/T'RN 137 1 Fig. 7. 33 

and their associa1ion with other burnt components in 1hese pits (Table I) provides a link 
between the production, curation and processing of food and the activit ies surrounding the 
deposition of artefacts and food in deep featurc.s. Such correlations between artefacts and 
burnt organic deposits provide the basis for the study o f the complex and highly structured 
pallcrns of human behaviour on Iron Age s ites in southern Britain (H ill 1994). 

The nature of deposition of material into pits can he examined further by recording the 
joins of sherds between layers. If this docs occur, then Uie rapid and purposeful infilling of 
a feature can be interpreted or used to support other observations. Seven instances of joins 
between sherds from different layers within the same f'eaiure were found in four pits (Table 
9). There is only one instance of pot sherds joining between features, and this is solely due 
to the cut of one feature (pil 97) d isturbing the contents of another (pil I 07). which is 
emphasized by sevcra,1 sherds from the same vessels being fou nd in bc,th pits. This is in 
contrast 10 two pieces o f u gr.mite qucmstone which join between two features, one dated 
to Phase 2 (pit 133) and the other unpht1sed Iron Age (pit 126), si tuated 13 metres apart. 
TI1erefore, if different materials arc considered. this type of deposition is noted for at lca-;1 
one pit in each phase, suggesting that during the 500 years of occupation similar types of 
depos1ional activity were 1aking place. 

PETROLOGICAL ANALYSIS OF TWO IRON AGE SHERDS by D.F. Williams 

PRN 130/. Jahric: RJ. pit 49 
A rim shcrd from a jar in a soft, coarse fabric, dark b.,-ey (Munsell SY 4/1). burnished outer 
surface, sl ightly lighter grey core and inner worn surface. There is some evidence of soot 
encrustation on the nuter surface. Thin scclioning and study under the pelrological micro­
scope shows ,u1 unusually mixed assemblage of non-plast ic inclusions. These comprise frag­
mcnL'i of volcanic rock. sandstone, shale, siltstone, quartzite, mica, and d istinctive grains of 
sanidinc felspar. This wide range of rocks and rnincraJs c losely matches Peacock's Group 
5 (sanidine) Glasto nbury ware fabric ( 1969). The most likely raw material source for this 
group wtL'i suggested to be Lhe Pcnnian of south-western England, in panicular the area 
north of Watcombe to Exeter and along the C rediton Valley as far as Colehrook (ihid.). A 
small amount of s imilar material has recently been seen by the writer from sites D and K 
c11 nearby South Cadbury Castle. 

PRNs /2/9-1222.fahric RI, pi1 9 
Plain body shcrd in a soft, course fabric, darkish buff 10 reddish-ye llow in colour (Munsell 
7.5YR 7/4-7.SYR 6/6). In thin section, the most prominent non-plastic inclusions are made 
up of joined and discrete grains or plagioclase fe lspar, some of them showing signs of being 
altered 10 scricile, set in a reasonably finc-1cxtured clay matrix which also includes a few 
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grains of quartz. necks o f 111 ic<1 and iron oxides. This fabric has previously been noted by 
Peacock in a limited number of G lastonbury ware sherds from Somerset (ibid.). and a source 
was suggested in the region of Beacon Hill near Shepton Mallet, where there is an outcrop 
of Silurian volcanic rocks, mainly andcsi tic lavas und fclspathic luffs (Green and Welch 
I 965). A similar origin seems likely for the Ham Hill vessel. As far as the wri ter is aware, 
all 1he e.xamples yel found in this fabric come from s ites in Somerset. including po1tery 
from Brean Down (Williams 1990). This narrow distribution may indicate local copying of 
Glastonbury ware forms. as mentioned by Peacock ( 1969). 

ILLUSTRATED PREHISTORIC POTIER Y 

Figure 6 
I. Beaker: b:1sc. 35% prcsc111. 80 111111 diameter: fine. grog-tempered fabric: decornred wi th toothcd­

comhcd horizontal lines: wall th ickness 5-7 mm: Pot1ery Record Numbers 1485-1486. 
2. Beaker; joining decornted body sherds: same fabri c as above: pinched finger impressions or rusti-

ca1ion: wall thickness 7-9 mm: PRNs 1487-1488. 

Ct•mmic P/111.re I 
3. Rim: f'ubric S l: fon11 R 12. 5%. 200 nun: smomhcd on exterior: context 9 I . pit 97: l'RN 1381 . 
4. Rim: Q2: R I, 5%. 200 111111: sool on exterior: 9 1. pit 97: PRN l 383. 
5. Rim: S I: R5, <5%: 9 1, pil 97: PRN 1384. 
6. Rim: S2: R I. <5%: 9 1, pit 97: PRN 1385. 
7. Decorated neck cordoned jar: SI ; R 13. 5%. 220 111111; decorated wi1h applied. linger impressed 

cordon :111cl finger-tip impressions on neck; 101/102. pi t 107: PRNs 1395/1398. 
S. Rim of shouldered jar: SI: R 14. 12%. I 90 111111: I 02. pil I 07: PRN 1399. 
9. Rim: P2: Rl2. 5%. ISO mm; 104. pit 107: PRN 14m. 

Ceramic J>/wse 2 
10. Rim, SI : RJ. 6%, 120 mm: 42. pi t 16: PRN 1242. 
11. Rim: S2: R4. <5%: wiped exterior surface: 42. pit 16: PRN 1243. 
I '.!. Dcconued body shcrd: Q6: applied pellet impressed with linger tip: sool on cx1erior. burnt residue 

on interior: 42. pi! 16: PRN 1247. 
l::l. Rim: S I: RS. 25%. 170 rnm: soot on bo1h surfaces possihly due to pit fi ll dcposi1: 58. pit I 6: PRN 

1252. 
14. Rim: S2: R2. <5%; soo1 on exterior, 4. pit 39: PRN 1265. 
15. Di.:corated rim; SI: RI. <5%: clecorated with finger-lip impression on wp edge of rim: 131. pit 

IJ3: PRN 1418. 
16. Rim: RI (fcl spathic lllff); RIS. <5%: 13 1. pit 133: PRN 1422. 
17. Rim: SI: R 15. 8%. 340 mm.: soot on exterior: 132. pil 133; PRN 1424. 

Figure. 7. 
Ct'rnmic Phase 3 
18. Rim: SI: R 15. 8%. 360 mm; 48. pit 47; PRN 1280. 
19. l{i111: Q2: R I. <5%: 48. pit 47: PRN 12R5. 
20. Rim; Q2; R8. <5%: 49. pit 47: PRN 1288. 
21. Rim; C2; R3, 10%. 160 mm: smoothed on exterior: 49. pit 47: PRN 1295. 
22. Rim; S2: R7, 5%. 180 mm: 49. pi1 47: PRN 1296--1 297. 
23. Decorated howl. South Western s1yle: R3: R9- l 1%. 160 mm. 83-50%. 100 mm: vessel heigh1 £:. 

140 mm: decorated with tooled lines anti elnnga1ed oval facets on vessel walls. 1oolcd shallow 
cross and arcs 0 11 underside of base: hurnishecl on ex1erior: soot on exterior: 48/50. pit 47: PRNs 
12-86/1301. 

24. Decora1ed rim: S2: R7. 20%. 160 mm: decorated with impressed dimple: soo1 on cx1erior: 50. pit 
47: PRN 1303. 

25. Rim: SI: R6. 13%. 190 111 111: 50. pit 47: PRN 1305. 
26. Rim: SI; R7. <5%; 50, pit 47; PRN 1307-8. 
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27. Decorated hody shertl: S2: finger-tip impressions on curved hotly w,111: 50. pil 47: PRN 13 11. 
28. Decorated bowl. South Western s1vlc: R3: R9. 20%, 120 mm: tooled lines and clonc.ated. oval 

facets with stabbed pointed tool cncls in fi lling parallel tooled lines: burnished on the cx~crior. soo1 
on exterior: 89/1 16. pit 72: PRNs 133 1 / I 334. 

29. Dccormcd bowl. Sou1h Western style: R4: R I 0---8%. 160 mm. B 1---13%. 120 mm; decorated with 
incised lines and hut ice design: humished on exterior: 71/1 16. pit 72: PRNs I 323/1335---1337. 

30. Ri111: SI: R2. 12%. 11 0 mm: burnished 011 ex1erior: soot on exterior: 76n7. pit 75: PRNs 1354/ 
1358. 

31. Rim: II : R7. 5%. 100 mm: 77. pil 75: PRN 1355. 
32. Rim: S2: R7. <Ylti: son1 on exterior: S2. pil 75: PRN I 364. 
:B. Rim: Q7: Rt I. 27%. 220 mm: limescale ,mtl charred residue on interior of vessel wall~; 76n7/ 

82/108/123. pi t 75: l'RNs 1353/1357/1360-1362/1367-1368/137 1-l 372. 

U1111h11.1"ed 
34. Dccorntcd body sherd: R I (l'clspathic tuft;: linger-tip in,prcsscd decoration: 2J. linear 37: PRN 

1256. 

THE FIRED CLAY by M. Laidlaw 

Fo11y-rour fragmcms or fired clay were reco\'cred from ten pits and a natural feature (Table 
I ), comprising 38 fcawreless fragments. three spindle whorls. and one possible sling shot. 

The featureless rragmcnts, recovered in small qua111ities from pits 9. 16. 38. 47. 73. 75. 
126 and femme 11. arc probably s1ructural in origin, from waule and daub s1rucIures or 
heanh linings. Slight traces of' watt le impressions are evident on a few pieces. although 
most fragments arc rough and in-cgularly shaped. One large fragment l'rom pit 47 is heavily 
burnt. 

T wo cc.)lnpletc and one almost complete spindle whorls were recovered from piL, 39. I 07 
and 136 respectively. All three are similar in size, all 20 mm in width and ranging from 35 
mm 10 40 mm in diameter. One is of a fla11cned spherical shape in a line fobric wi1h soft. 
non-calcareous panicles ( 18g). The two others are of a sandy fabric w ith sparse, flint 
inclusions (c. 30g when complete). One is bun-shaped and the other biconical. Although 
1101 closely datable. these forms arc commonly found cm Iron Age sites (eg. Poole 1984. 
40 1: 1991. 2 10). 

One tired clay fragment found in pit 75 could be in1erprctcd as a sling shot. Ii has a 
typical pointed ovoid shape. 29 111111 in length (Sg). It is, however. rut.her light for a slingshot 
and i t is slightly smaller than other published examples (Poole 1984. 398: 199 1. 210). 

WORKED FLINT AND CHERT by P. A. Harding 

The assemblage has been classified imo several basic categories according 10 context. The 
results arc presented in Table I 0. 

The raw material is prcdominamly llinI with on ly a few chert pieces. The variety and 
colours of 1he llint are comparable with 1hosc described by Smith ( 1990, 33). and it is likely 
that the source can be traced 10 the clay loam with flin ts and gra\'cl deposits which occur 
within 3 km to lhe south-west of the site. The Greensancl chert probably originated from 
the Greensand which outcrops approximately 10 km to the south. 

Only one group from pit 14, accompanied by sherds of Beaker potrery. represents a 
complete stratified .isscmblage. This group is dominated by finely retouched end scrapers 
made on flakes. They are all in mint condition w ith no perceptible wear or damage to the 
edges. There is also a con ical Hake retouched at the distal edges to fom1 a scraper/knife. 
The waste flakes of both flint and chen are uncliagnostic. Groups of this type with a high 
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Table 10: Worked nim by context 

Con1ext 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

Topsoil/Subsoil I 6 2 4 I (P) 
EBJ\ pit 3 I 2 9 5(G) 
I ron Age pits 14 12 5 I 5 2(G) 
Modem 1 I I 
Natural features I 5 7 2 I (P) 
Tomi 3 24 27 10 l(j 2 6 9 

9 T otal 

17 
21 
4 1 

3 
17 

2 99 

Key: I Core~. 2 Flakes. J Broken flakes. 4 Burnt nakcs. 5 Scrapers. 6 Other 1ools. 7 Retouched 
llakcs. 8 Chen (P) = l'ortlantl (G) = Grccnsund. 9 Others. 

retouched 100 1 compone111 may be taken to represent the refuse from domestic activity rather 
than tool manufacture. 

!\,lost of the remaining material had been redeposited in Iron Age pits across Lhe si te. 
Individual pieces show m inor edge damage consis tent with artefacts from secondary con­
texts. The technology o f the was te material includes pla1form abrasion und rej uvenation/ 
foceting, techniques which arc large ly unknown after the Early Bronze Age. A barhed and 
langed arrowhead of Green Low type (Green 1980, fig. 46). the lip of which was damaged 
by a probable impact fracture, was found in the fill of the natural feature 142. An arrowhead 
of s imilar type, which is commonly associated with Beaker inhumations (ibid. , 140) was 
found by Smith ( 1990, 33). 

The date and range of tools and waste arc comparable with the assemblage examined by 
Smith (ihid.). His examination of 338 pieces described material from the Mesoli thic 10 the 
Early Bronze Age. Retouched pieces, as in 1hc recent excavations, a lso accounted for a high 
proportion or Lhe collection. This may be due pan ly to the fact that na1ur.1l raw material is 
scarce and 1vaste products may be expected 10 be kepi to a minimum. The presence of 
exhausted cores and rejuvenation tablets/faceting chips, however, which are by-products o f 
the knapping process, indicate that knapping was taking place on the site. 

It can be concluded 1ha1 the fiinl component conlim1s an extensive occupation. The tech­
nology o f the llak ing and rewuchccl tools suggests 1ha1 activity may hilvc begun a<; early as 
I.he Mesolithic period. although i1 is more like ly that most of the flintwork dates from the 
Early Neolithic to Early Bronze Age periods. 

THE STO NE by M. Laidlaw, incorporating geological identifications by D.P. Jefferson 

The s tone includes both worked stone objects und unworkcd but potentially uti lised s tone. 
The worked stone objects comprise fragments of four rotary quern stones, live whetslOnes, 
and lwo worked pebbles; the latter possibly used as rubbing stones. Fifty-s ix pebbles were 
recovered which have been interpreted as possible s lingstoncs. Most of Lhe Slone was reco­
vered from Iron Age pits. a llhough 16 c,f the slingstones we re found within the topsoil and 
Lhe ploughed subsoil (Table I). 

QUl.:RNS 

One o f the quemstones. from pit 73, in a medium grained. fossi liferous sands tone. is an 
almost complete upper stone. similar in fom1 lo Danehury type R2 (Bro wn 1984, 4 15). II 
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has a sligh1ly concave upper surface and a hand groove 1ha1 lcrminates before reaching the 
central cavi1y. The four remaining quern fragments, comprising two joining pieces from a 
granitic qucrnstone found in pits 126 and 133, one calcareous tufa fragment from pit 70 and 
one unslratifiecl sancls1one fragment. aJso appear lo be from upper stones, although due tu 
the ir fragmentary nature could not be definitively assigned 10 type. While the quems1ones 
arc not closely datable, the contexts and associated finds would inclica1e an Iron Age date; 
they arc frequent finds on other Iron Age sites, cg. Dancbury (ihid.). 

The sandstone is most likely to be from the sandstone horizon in the t\bbotsbury Ironstone 
which outcrops near the village of Abbotsbury, Dorset, 32 km to the south. A l ikely prov­
enance for the calcareous tufa fragment may be the outcrops of tufa al Maiden Hill , while 
the granitic stone is likely to derive from Devon or Cornwall. 

WMETSTONGS 

The live whetstones arc all of a fine-grained. iron-rich sandstone from Abbolsbury. Dorset. 
and have the overall smoo1hncss and worn are,L~ indicative of 1heir funclion. T hese objects 
came from pits 16, 107, 133, with two from pit 130. A~sociatcd finds ind icate that they are 
Iron Age in dale. 

Run111NG STONES 

Two possible utilised/rubbing s tones were found: both are oval in shape with smooth 
rounded edges and polished surfaces. 

SuNGS'l'ONES 

The 56 potential slingstone pebbles arc consisLcnt in shape and size, which may indicate 
that they were delibenuely selected. All arc oval. measuring on average 40-50 mm long 
and 30--40 mm wide and weighing 37-50 grammes. These mea,;urcrncnls arc very similar 
10 those for pebbles interpreted as slingstones from previous excavations at Ham Hill (Smith 
1990, 39; Adkins and Adkins 1992, 92) and also ,II Maiden Castle a.nd Danebury (Wht:eler 
1943; Brown 1984, 425; Laws 1991, 232). The pebbles are mostly of quartzite, flint, and 
occasionally sandstone. Deposits along the south coast between Bridport and WcyrnouLh 
Possible have hcen suggested as possible sources for the Ham Hill pebbles (Jefferson 1992). 

COPPER ALLOY OBJECrS by Andrew J. Lawson 

Five copper alloy objects were recovered during the excavation (Table I). 

I. 'Bugle shaped object' with a tubular baluster shaped body. 62 mm long and with a hruad longi­
tudinal slm. 25 mm long. with a raised rim damaged on one side. A hrnad loop depends from 
the hody. Comcxt 10. Pit 9: S.F. No 1000. {Fig. 8: t). 

This is the second example from Ham Hill, an earlier, unprovenanced and fragmentary 
example existing in the collections of Taunton Museum (Pearce I 983, pl. 89, 750f). 

II is generally believed that these objects form parts of strap or harness union~. Similar 
examples arc distributed Lhroughout nonhern and western France as well as southern Britain 
(Jockcnhc\vel 1972; O'Connor I 980, li~t 166, map 6 1 ), although Ll1ey arc more numerous in 
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France. In Britain. 1he majority of finds have hecn in eastern England but three find spots 
arc recorded in Wales. whi le the neclfesl discoveries 10 Ham Hill have been a related (two 
piece) ex,m1ple from Wayland's Smithy. Oxon .. and examples from Lulwonh. Dorset. and 
Poncrne. Wilts. Bugle shaped objects are well associated, most previous finds coming from 
hoards. These associations provide an indisputable <late for the type al the end of 1hc Bronze 
Age (Bronze Final 111 in France: Ha B3 in cenLrnl Europe: Ewart Park or LBA3 in England) 
in the 9th or 8th ccmuries BC (Burgess 1979. 271). 

1. Socketed axe fragment. '17 mm wide. being 1he sharp hut slightly damaged cull ing edge of a 
f,11::ctccl form. Context 10: Pi1 9: SF No. 1001. (Fig. 8: 2). 

The vas1 majority of associated faceted axes come from unequivocal Ewart Park phase 
hoards. bul recent work suggcs1s a sligh1ly earlier origin for 1hc BriLish series (Needham in 
O'Connell 1986. 45). A numher of examples arc known in tht; south-west. including 1hc 
unu~mLI. high-collared example from the Siogursey hoard (Pearce 1983, 33 and no. 746c). 
and more standard examples together wi1h a bronze mould for the 1ypc from 1he Donhead 
SI Mary hoard, Wills. (Passmore 1932). 

3. Wire or pin fragment. 22 111111 lung, 2 mm max. diamc1cr. irregular in cross-section and bent. 
Comcxt R9; Pi t 72; SF No. 1005. 

Bronze wire is known in 1he Late Bronze Age (for example from Lhe Donhead St Mary 
hoard, Wills). bul is 1101 unexpec1cd in an I ron Age con1ex1 (for example a1 Maiden Casile. 
Dorse1; Sharples 1991. 154). 
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4. S1mlll awl. 25 111111 long. 3 nun rnax width. wi th circular tang and n,111cncd end. Cumcx1 148: 
Pi1 147: S.f'. No 1018. (Fig. 8: 3) 

Awls arc amongst 1hc carlics1 metal objects in 1hc British Isles hu1 bronze examples are 
current throughout Lhe Bronze Age. Al though ii migh1 be cxpcc1c<l Lhat such a simple uti li­
tarian object would be replaced in later centuries by iron, bronze examples conti nue 10 occur 
in later contexts. for example al Staple House (Brewster 1963. 11 3) and Danebury (Cunliffe 
1984. 346 and fig. 7.7). 

5. T.ipcring rragmcn1 30 mm long wi th sharply rectangular section possihly a tang. Contc.xt 98. Pit 
107. S.F. 1()24. (Fig. S: 4) 

DISCUSSION 

Previous collcc1io11 of anefacts from Ham Hi ll has provided a wide range of bronzes of 
different dates, for example palstaves, axes, and spearheads (Colquhoun 1978. nos. 34 and 
37. 80 and 82. no. IOI respectively). a socketed knire and awls (Pearce 1983. 750 I and 750 
n-o rcspcc1ivcly). as wel l as stone mould fragments for making socketed axes (Pearce 1983. 
pl. 153). Taken with other evidence from 1hc si1e, this range and concentration o f objecIs 
suggest 1ha1 the hilltop has been a focus of activity, pcrh.ips i111ermi11e111ly. from the M iddle 
Bronze Age 10 1he Late Iron Age. Conccntra1io11s of Brcmze Age metalwork have been 
found at several. mainly hilltop sites (for example, Nc>non Fi1zwatTcn. South Cadbl1ry. and 
Moun! Ballen) in sou1h-wcs1 Britain, although metalwork is not uncommon on other seulc­
mcnts lcu<ling to the suggcs1io11 1haI 1hc production of metalwork may have been a common 
acIivi1y on senlcment sires (Pearce 1976: 1983. I 69-.ll2). The qua111i1ics of bronzes at hi lltop 
sites may, however, be a rellection o f the frequency of use and density o f inhabitation of 
1.he sites rather than a rellection o f enhanced siaws. 

The objects of unambiguous Late Bronze Age da1c (Nos. I an<l 2) arc associated in pit 9 
with Middle Iron Age pollcry and, therefore, seem 10 be residual. TI1e other three objects 
arc also associated wi1h lrori Age po11cry of various dales and are likely 10 be con1empor­
aneous with the ceramics. The likelihood of all of the bronzes being residual does not help 
wi1h an un<lers1anding o f 1he circumstances o f 1heir original discard: ii can merely be s1a1ed 
that small objects and fragments appear 10 have been presen1 on the site and, at a consider­
ably later dale. lo have been incorporated into the backfill of lhe pits. 

IRON OBJECTS by A .P. Fitzpatr ick 

Four i ron objects were found during the e.xcavut ion. Two other objects found subsequently 
derive from one of the pits next to the quany face which was nm excava1ed. All the finds 
arc of types previously recorded from the site. The objects arc puorly pres<.:rvcd with extens­
ive corrosion. and despite cureful excavation and lifling, the currency bar and nave hoops 
arc now in many pieces. X -radiogrnphy and selecti ve interrogaiive conservation 10 clari fy 
the identi fica1ion o f the e.xcuvatec.l piccei- were undenaken by Liz Goo<.lman at the Conser­
vation Centre in Salisbury, and her observaiions are incorporated into the following com­
ments. The ncckrings were X-rayed by S1ephanie Ward and since the complc1 ion of this 
repon 1hey have been acquired by Somerset Coumy M useums Service. 

Vernc1.E Frn1NGS 

Two complete i ron nave hoops. which bound the ends of wheel nav<.:s, were found <1I the 
base of pit 73. contexts 11 9 and 122. Bmh hoops have the remains of iron nails which 
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helped fi x 1hem rn 1he nave (S1ead 1979, 40~, fig. 11 ). The posilion of 1hc hoops on the 
bottom of' the pil. c. 0.5 111 apart. sugges1s that they were a11achcd to the nave when 
deposited. Some or the carbonised wood from the contex1 is worked (Gale p. 124) and could 
be from wheel spokes. There are also ex1cnsivc !races of mineralised organic malcrials, 
probably wood. on 1he in1crior and ex1erior of the hoops, but ii is unclear which, if any, of 
these remains represen1 1hc wooden nave of 1he wheel. There is no evidence for an iron tyre 
or for any iron fclloes which often fixed the wheel, so ii is unlikely that a complete wheel 
was put in the pit. The hoops have very d ifferent profiles and while this may be due simply 
to the diversi1y in fell ocs (S1ead 1979. 44). or even re-use (e.g. Kirk burn, Eas1 Yorkshire 
(Stead 1991. 42)). the two hoops from 1hc Camerton, Somersel ·hoard· arc also diffcrcnl 
(Jackson 1990, 63. pl. 28. 272-3). An iron ring from Ham Hill has previously been iden1ified 
as a nuve hoop (Fox 1946. 15. fig. 7). A 3rd/2nd century BC date for the presenl finds is 
likely. 

I. Complete hoop; c. 140 mm in dim11etcr, 14 mm wide with a ' D'-shaped section. Now in 
many rragrncnts, one or which has evidence for an iron nail shank in i1 :u1d another has what 
may be a nail head au.ached 10 1hc outside or the hoop. S.F. 1007. con1cx1 I 19 (Fig. 9: I) 

2. Complc1c hoop; c:. 140 mm in diameter, 22 mm wide. with a rectangular scc1ion which expands 
:ll the edges. probably where ii was clenched over the nave. An iron shank projc<.:ts into the 
inside or lhe hoop. This hoop is quite wide but falls within 1he range g iven hy Stead ( 1979. 40-
1 ). S.F. I 008. conrext I 22 (Fig. 9; 2) 

W c,\l'ONRY 

A broken spearhead, probably of Middle Iron Age da1e, was found on 1he base o f pil 16. 

3. A simple spearhead, broken ahlWe the sockc1. now 75 mm long. The metallurgical sLruclurc of 
the blade is clearly vis ible in the fracture. There is no s1andard classification for British Iron 
Age spearheads. but in cornmon with many linds of Midcllc Iron Age date the prcsen1 example 
has only a slight thickening at the centre and would have been quite small, perhaps unly 120 
mm long (Stead 1991. 74-5). Iron spearheads huve bcen found prcviou.~ly at Ham Hill (eg St. 
George Gray 1902. 42). S.F. I 003. conie~t 42 (Fig. 9; 3). 

IRONWORK ING 

A complete sword-shaped currency bar was a lso found placed on the base of pit 73 against 
1hc northern wall, close 10 1he 1wo nave hoops. When found, 1hc bar was broken almost in 
iwo bu1 this damage may be pos1-depositional. C urrency bars were s1ock iron which had 
been forged. This and the shaping of the socke1 indicate the quality of the iron, in Lhis ca<;e 
echoing the shnpe of a sword. The bar was not, however, a blank from which 10 manufacture 
swords, as 1he phosphorous level of bars of I his lype is much higher than those or conlcm­
poraneous swords (Tylccote 1962). The location of the tincl, in a pil near to the ramparts 
(Figs. 2 and 3), comprises ,mo1her addition 10 the distributions identified by 1-tingley, where 
currency bars were delibcra1ely dcposi1ed near 10 the boundaries of settlemcnls, particularly 
hillfons, in western England (Hingley 1990, 98-103, fig. 2-3). The presenl find is probably 
a votive offering as was the large hoard of70-80 similar bars from Ham Hill found in 1845 
on S1.rouds Hill , to Lhe north of the present excavations (Allen 1967, 326-7, no. AS). 

The securely s1n11ified con1ex1 of the present find provides further evidence dating these 
ingn1s 10 1he Middle Iron Age, particularly to the 3rdnnd cen1uries BC (Hingley 1990. 92). 

4. Complete currency bar; now 880 mm long. 32 mm wide and 2 mm thick, but corrosion loss 
means thal these dimensions may bc smaller 1han the original ones. As the bar is now in many 
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Fig. 9 Iron objccls ( J-4) 

fragments. badly corroded. and has not been fu.lly conserved. it has not been weighed. The 
rce1:rngul:1r-scc1ioncd blade tapered to a point. The lop of the handle is rounded which is charac­
teristic o f A llen·s sword 1ypc currency har. the most common fom, In ~outhcrn England (1967. 
30R-I0. lig. I: pl.-xxix-xxx). It falls within the Hod Hil\/Danchury 1ypc of Crcw·s recent 
typology ( 1994). Although there arc trnccs of organic material on 1t1e blade. there is no cenair1 
evidence for a wooden handle. S.F. 1017. contc,\I 119 (Fig. 9: 4). 

PERSONAL ADORN~H:NT 

Al'ter the completion of the excava1ion two 1wis1ed iron ncckrings or torques were disco­
vered at Lhe foot of the quarry face and were made available for study. Although now in 
two pans, there is a recent break which suggests that the neck-rings were joined together 
until very recently (Plate 3). It seems cenain that they derive from one of the four pits ( 183-
6: Figure 3) near to the quatTy edge which were recorded hut 1101 excavated for reasons of 
safety. 

Both the neckrings have linking bars. and belong 10 a type of which only a small number 
are known. The X-rays suggest that the linking bars of lhe neckrings had been linked into 
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l'latc J. Iron ncckring,. probably l'rorn pi1,- IS3-{,: ,c:11.: :ill mm 

1he tem,inab or 1he 01her piece. which would originally have fom1ed a qua1rcfoi l arrange­
ment. The pieces find close parallels in pieces from the Spcuisbury. Dorse1 ·massacre 
deposit ' (Hawkes 1940) und. particularly , from Danebury. Humpshire (Sel lwood 1984a. 
37 1. Fig. 7 .25. 2.202) the Came non. Somerset hoard (Jackson 1990. 63-4. pl. 28. 274). 
There is also an earlier find from Ham Hi l l of wh:11 appears to be a sl igh1ly larger 1wis1ed 
iron torque wi1h larger loop 1erminals. hu1 wi1hou1 a linking bar. This piece was found in 
the qLiarry immediately to the north or the present exca\'Ulions in 1930 (S1 George Gray 
I 930; Thomas 1965. pl. 270). The Spcllisbury and Camenon deposits. 1hough 1101 necessar­
ily all 1he materials incorporated in them, date 10 1he mid-first century AD. bu1 the Danebury 
find is likely 10 be 2nd century BC in dale. 

Iron 1orques and ncckr ings are 1101 as rnre as migh1 be 1hough1 (Hawkes 1940; MacGregor 
1976. 111. map 14). bu1 auention has focused on 1he specwcular gold examples. The iron 
1orques. and certainly the neckrings with linking bars, appear 10 have a restric1ed dis1ribu1ion 
which echoes that of lhe dccora1ed Wraxal I class copper alloy ·collars· or neck rings. These 
·collars· urc largely rounu in so111h-wc.s1em Briiain. and date to 1hc la1e in 1he Iron Age 
(Mcgaw 197 1: Beswick e, al. 1990. 26-7). 

Wh,11 has been suggested to be an iron 1orquc was i.11lcgeclly found around 1he neck of a 
skele1on al Ham Hi ll in 1hc 191h ccn1ury (Norris 1886. 82. pl. Ill. I : Hawkes 1940. 114). 
bu1 the piece appears 10 be a simple ring whi le the claimed associa1ion mus1 he viewed 
cau1iously. On 1he basis of 1hc date of 1he nearby pi1s. the new finds. and prohably 1ha1 
made in 1930. arc l ikely IO dale between the 3-l sl cemuries BC. and be broadly con1empor­
ary with the Dancbury find. II seems likely 1hat the neckrings were dclihenuely entwined 
before hcing deposited. almost ccr1ainly dcl ibcra1cly. on 1hc base of a pi1. The in1crlinking 
and some1ime~ breakage of Iron Age gold 1orqucs elsewhere in England has been argued 10 
be dclibcra1e (Fi1zpa1rick I 992. 396). 
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5-6. Two apparently complc1c and originally imcrlinked neck rings. Both arc c. 140 mm in and c. 
20 mm 1hick. Their ~ombincd weigh! (corroded and unconscrvcd) is 709.5 g (PL 3). 

THE WORK.ED BONE by M. Laidlaw 

Three worked bone objec1s were recovered. comprising pan of a possible disc of unknown 
func1ion (pil 72): a fragmenl wi1h an incised ring-and-dot mu1if. possibly from a bone comb 
(pi, 75); and one highly polished point or gouge fragment (pit 16). 

All three objects arc likely 10 be of Iron Age date. The possible comb fragment may be 
compared with examples from Danebury (Sellwood 1984b, 374, fig. 7.27). The polished 
point appears 10 fall wi1hin 1he group of gouges defined :.L'i Class 2 at Danebury, a type cut 
in a longi1udinal direction with long. pointed terminals. raised flanges at either side and the 
point and lower surface worn flat (ihid .. 382). Gouges were probably multi-functional tools. 
and have 11 broad dale range. 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVIDENCE 
HUM.AN BONE by Jacqueline I. McKinley. 

Human remains were recovered from three contexts in pit I 6 (Figure 4). 

METHODS 

Age was assessed from the stage of tooth developmenl and eruption (Van Beck 1983); the 
stage or ossificaLion and cpiphyseal bone fusion (Grey 1977. McMinn and Hutchings 1985, 
Webb er al. 1985); tooth wear panems (Brcuhwell 1972); and the general degree of cranial 
su1Ure fusion and degenerative ch,mgcs 10 the bone. Sex was assessed from the sexually 
dimorphic traits of the skeleton (Bass 1987). 

RESULTS 

The majnrity or the bone. comprising mosl of a skull , fragments of rib, innominatc. ulna 
and remur, was recovered as a discrete. disarticulated deposit (68) resting on/in context 42. 
and scaled by co111ext 17. Fragments of frontal vault from 17 were found to joint those from 
68. All this bone probably represents the same indi vidual , a young adult ( I 8-25 yr.) female. 
The vault was badly smashed. especially the left side which was also worn. Pathological 
lesions included slight cervical and occlusal caries in mandibular molars. mild periodontal 
clise:L~e and calculus deposits; and slight denial hypoplasia and cribra orbitalia. 

Fragments or upper and lower limb bone recovered from a sample of context 42. were 
mostly burnl. The great variation in colour from unburnt. charred black, blue and grey, 
including a combination within single fragments. indicate incomplete combustion as a result 
of shoncomings in the time. temperature and/or oxygen supply needed for full ox ida1ion 
(Shipman er al. 1984, McKinley 1994). The pattern of breakage ,111d fissuring seen in the 
bone did not correspond with that normally noted in cremated bone (McKinley 1994), all 
being very angular with little or no fissuring of the cortical surface. The observations would 
suggest that lhe bone was 1101 the remains of a cremation but secondary burning of dry or 
panially dry bone. Bumi animal bone was also present in 42. 

The recovery of human remains from pits within Iron Age hillforts is 1101 uncommon 
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(Whimster 1981 ). T he position and nature of the deposit, close to the base of the pit in 
association with a concentrated layer of burnt material and clearly re-deposited from e lse­
where. would comply with the 'special deposits' discussed by Cunliffe ( 1992). The signifi­
cance. if any. of the partial burning of the human remains is unclear. The presence or 
recogni tion of burnt human bone in contexts w ith bum\ animal bone does not appear to 
have been discussed elsewhere (H ill 1993). It is possible that human bone included with the 
,u1imal bone was not recognised for what it was (human) and was bumt by accident. The 
deposit ion of the skeletal elements comprising context 68 clearly post-dates the humi11g. 
though probably only very slightly s ince there had been no time for s ilt ing to occur. It may 
be significant that skeletal elements rnost easily recognised as human (ie the skull) were 
amongst the unburnt bone. 

CHARRED SEEDS by Joy Ede 

I NTRODUCTIO,S: 

Most of the features excavated in this area of the hi llfort in recent years have comprised 
pits (Smith 1990; Adkins and 1\dkins 199 1 ), thereby restricting Lhe nmge of contexts avail­
able for analysis io those relating to a specia lised function, eg s torage and waste d.isposal. 
There was no opportunity to examine deposits relating to a variety o f activities or to assess 
any signi licalll spa1ial variat ion. 

Eleven samples from different features were submitted with the aim of adding further infor­
mation to that obtained from previous analyses (Ede 1990; Letts 1994). The samples were 
nol, therefore, analysed as fully as for previous reports. except where specific identifications 
provided new information about this area of the hi ll fort. Larger nots were sub-sampled and 
the results multi-plied to represent a standard sample of l(J li tres. T he results are presented 
in Table 11. 

RESUI.TS 

The samples showed a range or preservation from extremely good (eg pit 73, sample 5 19) 
10 rather bad (eg pit 72. sample 528 and tree bowl 62, sample 505). 

EARLY BRONZE AGE 

Evidence for the Early Bronze Age is limited to a single feature (pit 14) which contained 
very few carbonised remains except charcoal. \-Vheat and barley were represented by one 
grain of each cereal and there was no chaff or weed seeds. Hazel nut fragments were also 
recorded. 



Table I I: Charred seeds by pit and context 

EBA IRON AGE NAT 

Phase 2 Pha~c 3 unphasccl within Iron Age tree ~ 
hole ~ 

t::, 

Sample 502 507 510 516 519 528 513 520 542 547 505 ~ 
Context 3 42 50 77 119 116 25 114 138 129 46 §· 
Pit 14 16 47 75 73 72 26 115 126 130 62 ~ 

Proponion of sample I 1/8 1/4 1/4 1/32 1/12 I 1/8 I I I ~ 

examined :.:: 
" 

Sample 10 10 10 lO 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 § 
size (I) ~ 

Tnxa Common Name :::: 
GRAIN emmer wheat 

'> .... 
Triticum clicoccum ~ 
T. cf dicoccum cmmcr/spelt wheat 1120 +200 4512 3 272 6 i::" 

Triticum dicoccum/spelta ~ 
Triticum sp. wheat 1 24 ++ I 

.. ~ 

cf. Triticum sp. I 
V'l 
C 

TOTAL WHEAT I 1120 24 +200 45 12 ++ 3 272 6 I I ~ 
Hordeum vulgarc harlcy. hulled 496 28 57 3584 2 328 3 3 

~ 
+ ~ 

cf. Hordcum sp. I I -'O 
TOTAL BARLEY I 496 28 57 3584 + 2 328 4 3 0 \Q 

-I>. 

Avena sp. QlllS 24 I 384 8 t::, 
;:, 

cf. A vcna sp. 32 ~ 

cerca I i ndet. + 40 +40 H · ++ + 3 + + +7 9 -\Q 

Est inrntcd total grain 3 1680 92 >250 >8512 +60 s 608 10 11 10 \Q 
~ 

CHAFF emmcr wheat glumc s 8 

Triticum dicoccu111 base 
spikclct 
fork 

:::i 



oc 

Ta hie 11: r:0111i1111cd. 

EBA IRO N AGE NAT 

Phase 2 Ph,l,C '.l unphuscd wi1hin lrun Age tree 
hole 

Tri1icum dicoccum/spelta crnmcr/spclt wheat glumc base ,,s 60 64 + 8 13 60 
spikc let fork 4 32 12 Vl 

C 

Tri I icurn sp. whcut glume hase 56 96 + 102 ,,. 
spikclet rork 32 14 ~ 
rachis frag. 16 + 11 ~ 

f\vt:na sp. oats awn frag. + 4 :t,. 

Gr;1111i11cac grasses. large culm nodt: 12 24 I I r-: 
::::-

Estimalt:d IUIUI chaff 0 72 51 100 192 480 () 40 l'.l +80 117 ::: 
"' -::, 

OTHER T t\XA 8 i 
Papavcr sp. '"" 
Brnssica sp./Sin.rpis sp. rapc/turni p/n1us1ard + ++ 28 ++ ++ § 

er. Cerasi ium sp I ::::. 

Spcrgula arvcnsis 8 I I < ::: 

Curyophyl laccac indcl. + 4 ++ I 3 2 

Chcnopodium album fa1 hen + 16 + ++ I ·H 3 ~ 
Chcnopodiacc.ac indct. + + + ·I+ 18 ::i: 

V icia/Lmhyrus sp. vetch 24 s: 
Lcguminosac indcl. 32 16 I 2 2 ~ 

' '"°! 
Lcguminosuc/Cruc i rcrac ++ ++ 2 

cf. Akhcmillu sp. s I 
._ 
\Q 

cf. Aphancs sp. parsley pic11 8 
'O 
C:: 

Rumc.x sp. dock 12 + + 
l 1o lygonu111 avicularc 5 
Polygonurn sp. 2 

l'o lygnnaccac indc1. + 8 + ++ + ➔+ 2 2 

Corylus .,p. h,rzcl nut frag. + 2 
Euphrasia/Oclontitcs cychrighl/burtsiu ++ 8 + "! 

Labiawc indct. 



Table I I: c:0111i1111erl. 

EBA IRON AGE NAT 

Phase 2 Phnsc 3 u11phascd wi1liin Iron t\gc 1rcc 
hole 

Planiago major planlain 8 
~ 
R 

Trirlcurosrcr111u111 sccn1 lcss maywcccl 8 ::: 

mari1i111um g_ 
1his1 le I g 
Compositac inclcl. 16 "' 
Bromus sp. 16 8 40 288 ++ I ~ 

Brom us/ A vcrw 64 + 25 f Grnmincac indc1. grasses ++ 4 + + 8 5 I 
fla1 Unum 1ypc 4 

~ "!Raphanurn 1ypc pod 4 
indc1. 36 I 2 2 > 

"""" 1110111 I ~ 
Es1ima1cd IOtul no. weed () 1600 +480 •100 3200 180 2 >1600 37 +40 7 ::: 
seeds g 
Es1ima1cd um,I gr~1in 3 168() 92 >250 >85 12 60 8 (10S 10 11 10 .<"> 

Es1imu1.:d towl chaff () 72 52 100 192 480 u 40 13 +SO 127 f Es1ima1cd lotul no. weed () 1600 480 400 3200 180 2 > I 6()() 37 +40 7 
seeds ':: 

<.; 

ESTIMATED TOTAL 3 3352 624 750 11904 720 I 0 2248 60 DI 144 
~ 

--ITEMS 'C 
'0 
~ 

TOTAL WHEAT I 1120 24 +200 45 12 ++ 3 272 6 I I ~ 
TOTAL BARLEY I 496 28 57 3584 + 2 328 4 3 0 :::... 

--
Towls r cr l itre: grain 0.3 168 C) 850 0.8 6 1 

IC 
26 6 I I I IC 

0: 
chuff 0 7 5 10 19 48 () 4 I 8 12.7 
weeds () 160 48 40 320 18 0.2 160 4 4 0.7 
i1cms 0.3 335 62 75 1190 72 I 225 6 13 14.4 

whem 0. 1 112 2.4 20 450 4 0.3 27 0.() 0.1 0. 1 
barley 0. 1 so 2.8 6 358 2 0.2 33 0.4 0.3 () 

\C 
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IRON AGE 

The species and fomilies of plants represented by carbonised seeds were very similar 10 

those found in previous analyses (Ede 1990; Lelis 1994). They included hazel (Co,J•lus sp.) 
from pit 26 which could represent food collected in 1hc wild or mus present on branches 
collected for another use. cg. firewood. hurdle making c1c. 

In 1he richest sample (pit 73), emrner 1ypc grains dominated, no chuff he ing clearly ident­
ifiable as spelt. In four other pils. wheat (T. dicou:11111/ spl'lla) clearly dominated barley 
(Hordeum l'lllgare). Several other samples contained too few remains to see a trend. Barley 
clearly dominated whcal in um.: sample but ebewhere harley and wheat were more or less 
equal. 

Of the other seeds presen1. some belong 10 families commonly recorded as being L1scd as 
food plants, eg. Che11opodi11111 sp. and Alriple.r sp., Polygo11u111 spp. and Bromus sp. (Grigson 
1958; Hjelmqvist quo1cd in Jones 1978). 11 is unlikely that they were deliberately collected 
as a crop since the cereal remains are more prev.ilent. and it may be that the seeds were 
harvested with, but not cleaned from. the grain be fore consumption. However, the Bra.uicol 
Si11api.1· sp. comains many food plams. including green plants (cabbages etc.) or seeds 
(Bm.1·siw 11igm. black mustard) which can he used hoth as a flavouring and to case colds 
and rheumatism etc. (Stuart 1987). These seeds also occur commonly as weeds of arable 
and disturbed land and arc common in archaeological assemblages (sec Lelis 1994). 

When found together, weed seeds and chaff represent the waste from processing grain, 
bo1h usually occurring where threshing takes place. Here. however. some samples are rich 
in weed seeds with linlc chaff and vice t1ersa. The lack o f chaff in several samples may be 
explained e ither by di fferemial combus1ion (Rc,binson and Straker 1991) or by the weed 
seeds being separated from the harvested ears/spikcle1s before separation of the chaff from 
the gr.1in. In the glumcd wheais which occur here (emrner and spelt). the chaff is quite hard 
to remove but is made C,L~ier by parching (applying gentle hem) before scpara1ing the ch,tfT 
by rubbing or agitating. It is increasingly accepted tJrnt wheais were swred in spikclct fom1, 
as is indicated by evidence from many Iron Age si tes. It is, there fore, possible that an 
abundance of weed seeds and li1tlc chaff arc the rcsull of s ieving o f the spikelets prior to 
s1oragc (Hi llman 1984, 5, stuge 6) or prior to separation of the grain from 1hc chaff. If 
cleaning was taking place before storage, then it would suggcsl thut production and primary 
s10ragc of tJ1e grain were occurring. ic that it was a producer site rnther than .i consumer 
si te (though the fom1cr does not necessarily preclude 1he latter). 

The weed seed to chaff ratio is fu rther compounded by the recovery o f whole cars of 
wheat (Triricum dicocrnmlspclra) from pit 73 (Pla1e 4), One was cut oul as ii block in the 
pit fill and subjec1ed 10 micro-excavation in the laboratory under a microscope: a sample of 
1he grain from the comext was also recovered (sample 519). Examination of the car revealed 
that 1hc chnff was exo·emely badly preserved and it disimegra1ed as it wa~ removed from 
the soil block leaving cle;m grain. Whether the lack <)f chaff was due to differential combus­
tion. or to some mher factor, such as that the ears were in a s tate o f decay before becoming 
carbonised, is unknown. The car must have been burnt i11 si/11, as must the others within the 
context. Why were cars of wheat present on the site? Storage of glumc wheat has been 
assumed from ethnographic parallels to be in spikelel form (Hillman 1984. 8) and not as 
ears. Storage as ears requires the transport of a greater bu lk of material as well as the 
necessity for a larger s1oragc space_ The ears may huvc ended up in the pit as debris, 
possibly because some grain was niincd and rnay have started LO decay. The discarded 
maicrial was obviously set alight. possibly in the interest of cleanliness and hygiene. T hat 
only cars were recovered (lhere was no straw preserved or cu lm nodes) migh1 indicate tha1 
harvesting involved culling the cars high on the stem. 

Since analysis wa_c; rcs1ric1ed to material recovered only from pils, there may be a bias, 
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Plate ,; Ear or whcal (Tl'itirnm dirocrn111/.1·1wlta) from pit 73 

not only in 1hc function or the fca1ures and the material within them. but also in the preser­
vation of chaff, which should be borne in mind when interpreting the results. 

Natural feature 
The fill of a tree bowl (feature 62. sample 505) wa~ rich in chaff with rcw grains or weed 
seeds. Most or the chaff was wheat glume bases, with oats represented by fragme111s of 
twisted awn. The q11anti1y of carbonised cereal remains might indicate that this feature was 
of Iron Age d:11e. 

Revicl'I• of 1/1e doru from co111e111pora11eo11s pits excavo1cd in 1983, /992 and /994 
A total of 17 samples from Iron Age pits (Table 12) has been analysed from excavations in 
this area of the hillfort (Smith 1990; Lelis 1994). The methodology was similar in all cases 
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and the data can be compared with confidence. One signifirnnt difference was that remains 
from the 1983 excavaLions (Ede 1990) showed that whcnt overwhelming predominaicd over 
harlcy. However. the similari ties are stronger and arc summarised below: 

I ) Emmer is I.he dominant wheat represented. 
2) The weed seed assemblages arc very similar-Polygonaccae. Chenopodiaceac. 

£11phrasia/Odo111i1l's etc. are all very common, making up the majori ty of weed seeds 
present. 

Calculat ions of the relative ratios of gn1in 10 chaff to weed seeds (using the number of grain 
in each sample 10 equal one) enable Lhc carbonised assemblages 10 be divided into five 
cl is1inc1 groups representing different processing stages (a detailed interpretat ion of the 
groups is given in archive): 

I) Cleaned grain 
2) Clc.:ancd grain + weeds from sieving prior to spikelet processing 
J) i) Fine sievings 

ii) Fine sicvings + cleaned grain 
4) Clean grain + fine sicvings + weeds from sieving prior to spikelct processing 
5) Chaffy fi ne sicvings (less weedy fields or reaping higher up stem) 

When 1hc I 994 samples corresponding ro Lhese groups are plollcd in plan, they follow a 
trend running from east to west. Although indistinct. 1his pa11ern hints that there may have 
been an order in which the pits were used, or it may indicaie changes in crop husbandry 
(low or high reaping, more or less weedy fields) and crop processing (sieving out weed 
seeds and chaff in separate operations. or fine sieving chaff and weed seeds rrom grain after 
parching) over time. 

The most obvious difference between the sets of data is the ratio between barley and 
wheat. Letts' ( 1994) material contained more or less equal amounts of both, whereas the 
material examined by Ede ( 1990) contained rather less barley than whe;.ll (Tablt: 12). This 
is considered to be a true variation ra1hcr than a result of differing leve ls or identification 
(sec archive). 

There is some limited spatial variation: however, it cannot be determined which pits were 
in use at exactly the same time or whether there is an c lcmen1 of purely temporal varfation. 
Cereal remains consis1ing of equal amounts of barley and wheat were disposed l)f in differ­
ent areas to those where cereal remains consis1ed mainly of wheat. This variat ion might 
represent different proportions of these crops being harvested. processed or cl isp<)scd of at 
differc111 times. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The results arc significant for a number of reasons. The presence of an in1ac1 length of a 
wheat car implies that wheat was grown locally. IL is unlike ly that wheat would be traded 
in car form as it is bulky. ,md storage of cars of wheat is uneconomical owing both LO the 
greater hu lk and 10 the likelihood of spoilage in storage. The car was found in a lower layer 
of a pit with other charred material (Figure 5, pi t 73) which would suggest that ii is most 
unlikely that it was stored but was more probably discarded and burnt. The results from all 
excavations of pits in this area to date do nm clearly indicate storage of' grain in pits (sec 
Lell~ 1994 for fur1her discussion). 

A general trend in the distribution of pits with different classes of processing waste is 
interesting hut the reasons for it are unresolved. There is some suggestion that cereal exploi­
tation differed either with time or that different processing methods were practised in differ-



Tuhlc 12: Comparison or cereals rrnm Iron Age pits cxc,.1va1cd in 1983. 1992 anti 1994 

1983 cxcava1io11 1992 cxcava1ion 

Sample 4(i 72 84 9J 94 1/5 1/ 11 2n 507 

i'il 16 

W h.:al IA 6 6.7 132 19 45 I 188 21 112 

Barley 0 I 0.5 5 ] 38 560 36 so 
Cereal I. I + 0.5 82 10 23 1 2333 91 4 

1994 cxc:w;11io11 

5 10 5 13 5 16 519 520 
47 26 75 73 II :i 
2.4 0.3 20 450 27 
2 .8 0.2 6 358 33 

4 0.3 ·H- tt + 

528 542 547 
72 126 130 

4 0.6 0 .1 
2 0.4 0.3 
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ent areas of the s ite. Barley was exploited to a far g reater extent in the samples from pits 
analysed by Letts (1994). 

The lack of preserved chaff frnrn Ham Hill presents a problem. The resid ues d id 1101 

contain s ilicified chaff which has been found on other sites and has been used to suggest 
differential combustion (Robinson ,tnd Straker 199 l ). The ear of wheat must have contained 
carbonised chaff which was too poorly preserved for recovery by the standard sampling and 
processing methods. or by painstaking micro-excavation. Whether the absence of chaff was 
an artefact o f this particular deposi t (decomposing cars?). or has wider implications for 
preservation. is unknown. Some samples did contain a great deal o f chaff. at times associated 
with weed seeds. 

CHARCOAJ~ by Rowena Gale 

Charcoal occun-ed in many o f the cxcav<11ed features (see archive): seven samples from five 
pits were selected for analysis. 

M ,,TERl,\L AND Mtrrll01)S 

T he charcoal was mainly well preserved. The fragments from each sample were fractured 
to expose a fresh tmnsverse surface ,md sorted into groups based on anatomical features 
observed using a x20 hand lens. Representative fragments were selected for detailed cxamin­
aLinn. These were fractured 10 expose the tangential and radial longilud in.,I surfact.:s and 
mounted in washed sand. The diagnostic features were examined using an incident-light 
microscope at magnifications of up 10 x400 and matched lo prepared reference material. 

RESULTS 

The results arc summarised in Table 13. The species identified included Al11us (alder), 
Cory/us (hazel). Fmxinus (ash), Pr111111s (blackthorn and/or wild cherry), Q11erc:11s (oak) 
Sali.r/Populus (Salicaceae) (willow/poplar). a membe r of the Pomo idcae (Crawegus) 
(hawthorn). Ma/11.1· (apple), Pyru.1· (pear). Sorh11s (rowan, whitebeam. wi ld service), and poss­
ibly Bc111/a (birch) and Sa111h11cu.1· (elder). 

In general. the charcoal was too fragmented to assess from which part of the tree ii had 
originated ( ic roundwood or heartwood, etc.): however. a number o f observations were 
made . Querrns (oak) fragments from pits 14 and 75 appeared 10 be fairly narrow round­
wood. A piece or Alnus (alder) roundwood (diameter 15 111111) from pit 73 tapered to a point 
at one end sugges ting worked surfaces. Several pieces of roundwoocl were present in pit 73 
including A/1111.1· (alder) , measuring up 10 67 mm in diameter (bark absent), Co1J1l11.1· (haze l), 
diameter 7.5 mm; ,md Salix/Pop11/11s (willow/poplar). diameter 10 mm. Also in pit 73 was 
the base of a narrow Cory /us (hazel) s take, diameter 15 mm. with clearly defined 1001 marks 
(cf. Filzpatrick p. 112). 

N.B. The bulk weight and d ime nsions of wood decrease dramatically when carbonised, 
and the measurements of diameters of roundwoo<l given above would, therefore, be much 
reduced from those of the living stems. 
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Table 13: Charcoal: distribution of idcniilicd species. 

Feature Comcxt Phase Al1111s Betula Cory/us Fm.r. Pum. Prww.,· Quen.:11s Safi<:. Somh. 

14 3 EBA 12 2 3 
16 42 IA: 2 I ? I 
70 69 IA 1 3 4 
73 119 IA: 3 67 3 I 18 2 
75 77 IA: 3 '/I 7 3 3 13 

Key: Fntr. Fraxi1111s, Pom. Pumoiderw, Salic = Salicace,w, Sam = Sr1111/mc11s 

COt>tMENTS 

A fairly wide range of species appears 10 have been presen1 in the area. Q11erc11s was 
iden1ified in samples from four of the pits (Table 13) and prohably grew close 10 the site. 
The calcareous soils overlying the limestone wou ld have provided ideal conditions for spec­
ies including Fraxin11s, Cory/us, Pn11111s, Samburns and most members of the Pomoideae 
(excludi_ng S. aucuparia, rowan). Alnus and Sali.r prefer damp or marshy ground and prob­
ably grew at the base of the hill or associated with springs or streams. Purmlus (anatomically 
indistinguishable from Sa/i.r) also prefers damp or seasonal ly wet meadows. !Jerula. only 
1cntatively identified from one small frngrncnt, occurs on acid soils, suggesting localised 
v,1riations of soils close to the site. 

ANIMAL BONE by Sheila Hamihon-Dycr 

Animal bone was recovered from 25 of the excavated features (Table 1). The soils on the 
site are acidic and the bones are generally not well preserved except where they have been 
burnt; the preservation docs, however. vary from foaturc to feature. 

Mt=:TitODS 

ldcntific,1tions were made using the modern comparative collections of the writer. Many of 
the bones were frngmented; where possible they have been joined and counted as single 
bones. The few measurements were taken using a vernier call iper (mill imetres) and in gen­
eral fol low the methods of von den Driesch ( 1976). Withers heights are based on factors 
recommended by von den Driesch and Boessneck ( 1974). 

RESULTS 

A tot.al of 346 bones/fragments was recorded, nearly hal f of which were from pit 16. In 
most cases, between one and 20 fn1gments were recovered from each feature, and the bones 
arc reported as a single group. Species distribution by feature is given in Table 14. Details 
are in archive. 
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T:1blc 14 : Animal bone-specie.~ dis1 ribu1ion 101.11 fragmc111s 

Phase Feaiurc Horse Cattle Shcep/gom Pig Deer LAR SAR Mammal Dog Tomi 

EBA 14 
IAI 9 (> 14 ( I) ,~ 

-·' 
IAI I 07 2 2 5 
11\2 16 4 9 43 3 9 55 45 5 173 
IA2 39 3 6 9 
1.1\2 rn (i 2 3 12 
IJ\2 147 1 3 I 2 8 
fA2'! 126 1 4 7 1 1:1 
li\3 47 4 7 I 3 16 
fA3 72 3 3 9 9 I 4 29 
li\3 73 10 2 3 I 17 
fAJ 75 2 2 3 8 
IA 70 3 
IA 79 I 
IA 115 f 
IA 124 I 
IA 130 I 
IA 151 2 3 2 7 
IA 16 1 3 4 
IA 163 l 
IA 169 2 
IA 174 
It\ 176 3 2 2 8 
Nat 37 I 
Nm 62 I 

Tmaf 2 1 46 84 19 49 74 46 6 346 
':i, 5.5 12.9 24.6 5.5 0.3 14.3 2 1.6 13.4 I. 7 

(I) = coprolite 

E,\RL y BRONZE i-\GF. 

Only one bone, a fragmented pig tooth. was recovered from pit 14. 

IRON A GF. 

Sheep/goat were the most frequently identified bones. followed by cattle, then horse and 
pig. Dog and red deer arc also present. Umliagnostic fragmen ts have been d iv ided into 
cat1lc/11ursc sized (Lf\R) and sheep/pig sized (SAR) with a further group identified c,n ly as 
mammalian. From the ca11lc/shcep/pig 101al. 1hc proportions of the individual species arc 
30.9%. 56.4%. and 12.7% respectively. Similar figures have been noted a1 other sites includ­
ing Cadbury Cu~tle (Hamilton-Dyer tincl Maltby 2000): the slightly higher percenlage of 
cattle bones is like ly to he a iaphonomic bias in ravour o r large s1urdy fragments in poorly 
preserved ma1e rial. 

Sheep remains included bones from all rmr1s of the skeleton. with a slight bias again~t 
those elements which are small or fragile. The preservation in some pits was better Lhan in 
others. and the panial skclc1on of a lamb (c. two weeks) was recovered from pit 72. which 
also contained nine of lhc 19 pig bones. some o r which were so well preserved that they 
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had an ivoricd appearance. One sheep/goat hone was surficiently complete for the estimation 
of a withers height: 0.587 m from a tibia (pit 126), maximum distal width 25.3 111111. From 
Cadbury Castle, sheep withcrs heights ranged from 0.527-0.622 m for the Middle to Late 
Cadbury pits and 0.5 15-0.634 m for the Lmc Cadbury rubbish layer~. the maximum dist.al 
width ranging from 20.9-25.0 mm and 2 1.4-24.4 mm respectively from 60 specimens. The 
present tibia is wider th.m these. although the wither;; height is within the upper limit of the 
rnnge (NB. measurements from both sites were taken by the writer). 

Cattle remains arc represented mainly by loose teeth, 11l:ad (including a short horn-core). 
and foot fragmen ts. The few limb bones are much fragmented; the unidcmified cattle-sized 
fragment~ include pieces of limb bone which arc also likely to be of caule. Knife marks 
were present on some of the hones. 

Pig bones were iclenti lied from seven of the Iron Age features. Most of these were frag­
ments of skull. feel. anti loose teeth, with limb bones in pit 72. 

Most of the horse remains arc 1ce1h and jaw fragmc111s. Bernes from the upper lill of pit 
16 included the lower third molar of a horse aged about live or si.x from the crown height 
of the toOlh (Levine 1982). The eight 1ec1h and fragments from context 74 in pit 73 arc 
probably all from one animal aged about I O to 12 years. and in pit 75 were the very poorly 
preserved remains of the upper jaws and teeLh of an animal aged about seven years. Unlike 
Caclhury Castle or Danebury. none or 1hese skulls were from the bo110111 of the pits. The 
metacarpus and phalanx from pit 72 arc large for Iron Age material, especially considering 
that these bones arc from a young animal which had not finished growth. Grant ( 1984, 521) 
observed lhat larger bones were pre.sent in the Early and Middle Iron Age than in the Late 
Iron Age at Dancbury. A Bnnc from another young horse. under 18 1110111hs . was recovered 
from the upper 11 II or pit 133. 

The single occurrence of deer is of an antler from pit I 07. It is much fragmented but can 
be identified us red deer and has a cul or sawn beam. 

The rcm.1ins of <log are of considerable interest. Dog rcmnins arc a minor but cnnsis1c111 
component of Iron Age assemblages: several were recovered from Cadbury Castle 
(Hamilton-Dyer uncl Maltby 2000). Their presence is also often indicated indirectly by gnaw 
marks on the bones and these were noted on nine fragments from this assemblage, from 
pits 16. 39. 72. and 147. A coprolite. probably of dog. wns recovered from pit 9. The six 
bones recovered include an incomplete jaw from lill 82 in pit 75. TI1c teeth arc small and 
closely spaced: the premolar row measures 34.9 mm anti the carnassi,LI has a length of 20. I 
111111, which is slightly less than most reported for the Iron Age by Harcourt ( 1974). A very 
similar measurement of 20.6 mm was obtained from a jaw fragment in lill 42 of pit 16. 
which also conlilincd two cervical vertebrae and an unusual radius and ulna pair which had 
been cut near the distal end. Both of these arc very shon anti sturdy and arc benl. Bones of 
this type are not diseased in the normal sense but arc the resu lt of a genetic vari:11ion which 
can oflen be retained in breeding; the modem Bnssctt Hound is an extreme example. The 
epiphyses and shafc of the radius have dimensions approximating a reference specimen of 
a golden retriever (proximal width 17. 1 compared 10 18.6 mm; shaft width 13.6 compared 
to 12.8 mm: distal width 23.5 compared 10 24.7 mm). but the overall length of 94.1 mm is 
much shorter (moclcrn-145.4 mm). giving a withcrs height of around 0.319 m compared 
with 0.482 m. It should be noted that these bones huvc been burnt and may have shrunk 
slightly: nevertheless they arc clearly unusu,il. Harcourt reports a few even smaller bones 
hut these were s lim und not bent. The smallest radius al Danebury was l 11 mm in length. 
Small clogs arc often reported for Romano-British assemblages. particularly late ones. but 
arc rare from Iron Age sites, making these bones from a c. 4th-3rd century BC context of 
great imcrcst. particularly as burnt anti unbumt human bones were also recovered from the 
same context. 
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DISCUSSION 

Evidence for human activity in this south-western area of Ham Hill provided by the I 994 
excavation follows the same trends noted in the earlier excavations of Smith ( 1990) and 
Adkins and Adkins ( 199 1 ). 

An early prehistoric presence. possibly some Mesolithic, though probably largely Early 
Neolithic 10 Early Bronze Age, was demonstrated by the worked flint and chert recovered 
from the ploughsoi l and redeposited in later features . In situ evidence for early prehistoric 
activity was limited to a single Early Bronze Age pit which was substantially truncated. The 
Beaker pol!cry, worked nim, charred wheat and barley grain indicate the pit ' s probable final 
use for domestic rubbish disposal. 

In general the flintwork from the site illustr,11es an extensive occupation, and that so litt le 
in siw evidence h.is been recovered may, in pan, be due to the obli teration of shallow 
features by the extensive deep ploughing o f the area over the last century. However, the 
majority of the Iron Age pits contained some redeposited nint which would suggest that any 
disturbance need not necessari ly have been recent. A Late Bronze Age presence is indicated 
by the copper-alloy bugle shaped object and fragment of socketed axe redeposi ted in the 
upper fill of a Middle Iron Age pit. t\lt.hough the number of bronze objects and a mould 
fragment from e lsewhere on lhe hilltop suggest s ignificant activity throughout the Bronze 
Age, no structures can be assigned to such a presence. 

The period for which there is predumin,mt evidence of activi ty in this pan of Ham Hil l 
is the Iron Age. and this activity has been divided into three ct:rnmic phases covering c. 
7th-l s t centuries BC. Previous discoveries on Ham Hill have indicated that occupation 
elsewhere on the hill top dates from the 7th century BC. The construction of the hillfon 
defences probably dates from the 3rd century BC and possibly as early as the 5th century 
BC. a lthough adequate evidence is h1cking (Burrow 1982, 90). 

With lhc except.ion of three unrelated post-holes. and two shallow. narrow gull ies. the 
function of which remains unclear, all the excavated features comprised pits simi lar in forn1 
and fi lls IO those excavated by Smith ( 1990), Adkins and Adkins ( 199 1 ), and reported by 
Lew; ( 1994). The earliest Iron Age features (Phase l-7th-5th centuries BC) included 1wo 
pits; in Phase 2 (4th-3rd centuries BC) there were s ix pi1s; in Phase 3 (2nd- l st centuries 
BC) there were four pits. The remaining 26 pits were unphased wiLhLn the Iron Age. 

The orig inal function of such pits is generally accept.eel as being for &rrain storage (Cunliffe 
1992); the final fu nction is more open 10 question. There were similarities in the pit fills in 
that a ll ,tppeared 10 have been backfilled fairly rapidly; many comprised a single homo­
geneous fill, but fragments o f pottery from different layers joined in four of the pits . With 
two exceptions, the pits a ll contained some burnt component. Three 1ypcs of pit were dis­
tinguishable. Type I pits, of which there were only two. were distinguishable by tbeir large 
s ize and by the presence of a thick layer of hurnt material on the floor of the pit: they 
correspond in fonn and fi ll with the ' special deposi1s' described by Cunliffe ( 1992) and Hill 
( 1993). The layers of burning on the floor of these pit.s contained deposits of carbonised 
gr.tin, some burnt in si111, an iron spearhead, two nave hoops, a currency bar (Fig. 9 , 1-4), 
human bone, and horse and dog bone amongst other animal species. 

The type 2 and 3 pits were smaller than the type I pits and contained varying quantit ies 
of what may be tem1ed domestic refuse. including cooking pots and animal bone, mosLly 
burnt. but they were not filled with t11is ruhbish and did not have the appearance o f ' rubbish 
pits' as such. T here arc no obvious patterns in the distribution of the pits by either phase or 
type although the s ize of the excavation area and the total number of features are too small 
to provide meaningful data. 

ldemilication of wocxl species from the charcoal indicates exploitatfon of resources both 
on 1he hill top and from the meadows at the base. Sheep/goat were the most frequen tly 
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identified animal species, followed by cattle, then horse and pig, although almost half or the 
bone was recovered from one pit. Analysis of the charred plant remains demonstrated the 
presence of both barley and wheat. whc<1t being predominant. in common with lindings from 
excava1 ions in 1983 (Smith 1990) but at variance with those samples analysed by Lelis 
(1994). The intact charred ears of wheat (Plate 3) al the base of pit 73 provide evidence of 
i11 si111 burning and indicate that wheat production was probably rnking place in the immedi­
ate vicinity. Their position further demonstrates that the pit cannot have been used as a 
grain storage pit immediately prior 10 backfil ling. Gruin processing is also indicaiccl by the 
recovery of quern fragments. Textile working is suggested by the fired clay spindlcwhorls 
and bone point or gouge. 

Trade is indicated by the presence of non-local stone and pouery. The latter increased in 
frequency within the assemblage throughout the Iron Age phases; vessels being imported 
from up 10 60 km dis1an1. 

There was no certain evidence for buildings, such :L<; the ' house· excavated by Smi1h 
( 1990). although 1hrcc post-holes, of which only one can be certainly demons1rmcd to be 
Iron Age in da1e, and small quamilies or fi red clay were recorded. This evidence taken with 
the density and spread or pits suggests 1ha1 any buildings or structures lay outside the 
cxcav:uion area, perhaps c loser to and in 1he Ice of 1hc hillfon defences. However, structural 
fca1ures may have been relatively shullov. and could have been obli1era1ed by the deep 
ploughing, leaving only 1he deeper pils 10 survive. 

Evidence for post-Iron Age .ic1ivi1y is sparse and limited to 1wo very small. intrusive 
sherds of Roman polle ry and a fragmenl of post-medieval 1ile from 1he wpsoil. 

Results from the 1983 (Smith 1990) and 1991 (Adkins and Adkins 199 1) excavations 
suggested that archaeological features in 1his part of Ham Hill were concen1ra1ed to 1he 
west, towards the ramparis. Whilst the absence of feat ures in trenches B and C in 1991 
would appear to demons1rate a lack of archaeological features in these areas, this may not 
positively he 1hc case. Wide gaps between archaeological feaJUres were also recorded by 
Smith ( I 990), all hough it shou ld be noted that test trenches of the size employed in the 
199 1 investigations would fit within fe,11ureless areas of the 1994 excavation. Several of 
the pi1s along the southern edge of the 1994 trench were indicated by geophysical survey 
(Geophysical Survey or Bradford 1992) where this overlapped 1he excavation trench. The 
survey also suggested the presence of sever.ii more !)its to the south of the excavation area 
and of an extensive array of linear fcalures. probably caused by fi ssures in the underlying 
rock. 

The results from 1he 1994 excavation, together wi1h those of Smith ( 1990), Adkins and 
Adkins ( I 99 1 ). and Lelis ( I 994) show close con-espondence with each other but present a 
view of only a small pa11 of 1he occupa1ion of the hill top. Analysis of the as yc1 largely 
unpuhlished results from earlier excavations elsewhere ()11 Harn Hill and comparison with 
results from the more recent excavations will ultimately place the 1994 excavation results 
in context. The excavation of a sequence of stratified deposits and the recovery of a signifi­
cant quamity and range of artefactual and environmental data have. however, made a usefu l 
contribution 1n Lhe understanding of the occupation of Hain Hill and of Iron Age hil l top 
settlement in Somerset. 
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APPEN DI X A : THE 1998 EXCAVATION by C. A. Butterworth 
INTRODUCTION 

The I 998 excavation was carried Olli in an area of c. 720111! lying immediately lC> the cast 
of the 1994 trench (ct:ntred on ST 4827 1603: Figures I. 2). Topsoil hud been removed at 
the time or the earlier excavation. leaving weeds and subsoil to be removed by JCB in the 
s,1111c manner and to a similar depth as before. All further excavation was by hand. The 
work w,L, carried out between 1st and l7lh September 1998. 

THE SIT E 

The location of a ll features is shown in Figure I O and a summary of their dimensions, 
presence and absence of archaeological components etc. is given in Table 15. Full details 
arc in archive. 

IRON AGE Ac n v rrv 

Pit 3 16. a Type 2 pit. contained three distinct but individually homogeneous layers of rede­
posited n.itural silty sand (Figure 10). There was a thin lens of burnt material, from which 
charco.11. charred grain and chaff, and burnt and unbumt weed seeds were recovered. on top of 
the primary fill. Small lumps of grey day occurred throughout Lhe primary fill . and patches of 
burnt sand and burnt I-lam Hill stone were also encountered. Pottery. worked and burnt nint. 
fragments of fired clay and animal bone were recovered from the pit. A bulk soil sample from 
the lens of burnt materiul contained carbonised cereal grains, weed seeds and chaff. 

Pit 328 was rounded in profile. with irregular but steep sides and an uneven base. It had 
a single fill, lightly charcoal-necked silty sand. from which Iron Age potlery :rnd worked 
nint were recovered. 

Two intercut di tches 309 and 3 I I (Figure I 0) were identified as a single feature. 80, 
during the 1994 excavation. The d itches crossed the western part of the trench from south­
west to nonh-east. Both feat ures probably continued out of the trench to the nortJ1-east, 
although the later one, 309. was at first thought to cross ditch 3 11 before !liming through 
90° tt) run to the soulh-eust (see 323 below). Ditch 3 11 was steep-sided with a flat base: 
ditch 309 was sh:1llow and rounded in profile. Each ditch conta ined a single fill. A single 
sherd of Iron Age pottery was found in the upper fill of the south-western section where the 
ditches showed as one cut with two fills. Worked flint was recovered from both ditches. 
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Allhough clear in plan, ditch ]24. the apparent south-eastward continuation of dirch 309. 
was very ill-dclincd in excavation and in section. and was probably the result of "dirty' soil 
having slumped along and into a fissure in the underlying Ham Hi ll stone. Worked Aint was 
recovered from both excavated sections of the feature and three sherds of Iron Age ponery 
from one. 



Table 15: 1998 e.xci1va1ion: summary of features by phase. basic charnc1crisution and arclwcological con1poncn1s 

Feature Phase Type Dimensions (m) No. Fills FI WSt SS Pol Dauh AnO Ch 

316 IA pil lype 2 1.87 X 1.47 3 X X X X X X 
328 IA pit 1.06 X 0.46 I X X 
309 IA ditch 1.11 X 0.25 I X X 
311 IA ditch 0.91 X 0.47 I 

323 11/d nmural I A;,: 0.6 I X X X 
320 u/d natu ra.l 1.5 ., 0.8 I X X 
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Feature 320, although well-defined at the surface. had irregular. steep and occasionally 
undercut sides :ind no clear base, dropping into a narrow centrnl ·chimney· which was no1 
bo11c,med. It contained a single fi ll , extensively root-invaded. rrnm which worked flint a.nd 
five sherds or Iron Age pottery were recovered. 

THE FINDS by Lorraine Mcpham 

A small quantity of artefacwal material was recovered. TI1c presence/absence of finds in 
features is summarised in Table 15. Ceramic material in particular (poucry. fired clay) is in 
poor condi tion, fragmentary and abraded. 

Mos1 of the chronological infom1a1ion comes from the po11ery (60 sherds, 191 grammes). 
although the poor condition and scarcily of diagnostic sherds renders close da1ing difficult. 
Four sherds ( I6g) of Romano-British coarsewares arc present (uns1ratifted and pil 316). The 
majori1y of the remaining sherds arc in vesicular fabrics from which calcareous inclusions 
have leached out: sandy, fli111-1empered. grog-lempcrcd, sandstone-tempered a.nd igneous 
fabrics arc also present in small qua111i1ics. All these fabric types fall wi1hin the range 
ul reudy recorded for Iron Age pottery frnm Ham Hill (e.g. Morris 1987). There ure three 
rim sherds. one calcareous. one sandstone-tempered and one igneous: none is particularly 
distinctive b111 a broad date range in the Middle to Late Iron Age can be suggested for this 
small collection. 

The wc,rkcd llint und chert recovered (32 pieces, I2 Ig) includes two scrapers, but Clmtains 
no chronologically distincti ve material and can only be dated broadly 10 the Neol ithic 10 
Bronze Age. 

Of interest amongst the worked or uti lised stone arc a ground axe fragment (ditd1 323), 
a probable igneous quern fragment (pit 316), and cighl small pebbles. possibly utilised as 
slingstoncs. 

Other finds comprise burnt, unworked nint (undaIahle but probably of prehistoric date: 
I O pieces. 69g). ceramic building material (three fragments possibly Romano-British, 1wo 
post-medieval), fired clay (undatuble but again probably prehistoric: 12 pieces. 62g), and 
animal bone ( 14 pieces. 7 of which were burnt, 29g). 

SUMMARY 

The 1998 excavation ut Harn Hi ll revealed two Iron Age pits, two in1crcu1 ditches. possibly 
of Iron Age date, and a third possible but doubtful linear feature. The linear features corre­
spond wilh geophysical anomalic.~ recorded by Geophysical Surveys of Bradford ( 1992), on 
behal f of the Royal Commission on the Historical Monuments of England, and by Bourne­
mouth University in 199$. 

The finds assemblage included residual worked fl int, Iron Age po11ery and a smull number 
of other finds categories: foreign and worked stone. ceramic bui lding material and animal 
bone. A similar range of feawrcs and finds was recovered from other recent excavations in 
the south-west of Ham Hill (Smith 1990; Adkins and Adkins 1992). The fragment of ground 
stone a.xc is the only new object type recovered from lhis pan of the hillfort aJ1hough other 
examples have been recovered elsewhere on Ham Hill (Evans et al., 1962). 

The results of the excavation in 1998 suppon the principal conclusions of the 1994 exca­
vation: the residual worked flint adds 10 1he evidence for earlier prehistoric use of this pan 
of the hilltop but the main phase of occupation dmc.~ to the Middle/Lale Iron Age. The 
excavation appears to conftm1 1he decreasing density of features, particularly pi1s. towards 
the imerior of 1hc hill fort. That more features, presumably indicative of more intensive 
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activi ty. appear 10 occur clnser 10 the defe nces may reflect the nee d for additional s he lte r 
o n what wou ld have been an exposed location. The sheer s ize or the hill fort wc,uld, however, 
s uggest that the whole of' the interior cannot have been intens ively occupied. a lthough it 
may have been intensively used. Evidence for post- Iron Age activity is limited IO a few. 
mos tly unstratifie d . finds of Roman material. 
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