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SUMMARY 

Excavations at the fuller's earth mine at Combe Hay, near Bath, Somerset (ST 
739613) established three main periods of activity, late Bronze Age, Roman aad post­
Roman/medieval. 

Possible posthole and pit features, together with burnt areas, are assigned to the 
late Bronze Age. It is suggested that both domestic occupation and pottery manu­
facture are represented. The limits of occupation were not established and there is 
no conclusive evidence for overall function, scale or length of use of the site. A 
radiocarbon determination centring on 700 ± 120 be was obtained for this horizon. 
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Fig. I 

No evidence was found for use of the site between this period and the later 
occupations. During the Roman period at least two terraces on the valley slope were 
modified and utilised. Two phases of Roman activity are indicated. Period 2A, 
of the ? later first and second centuries, was represented only by ? residua! finds, 
which suggest the presence somewhere in the immediate vicinity of a stone structure 
of ' villa' status. The buildings of Period 28 are also thought to be part of a larger 
complex which may be a vi_lla, an industrial complex or aa amalgam of both. Struc­
tures were recorded on both terraces and in all directions of excavation, with no 
limits being established. The most substantial structure excavated, Room LI, was 
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sub-trapezoidal. with evidence of a drystone waJI construction to support a limber 
superstructure and probably a thatched roof. Fourth century and later use is indi­
cated for this area by coin and pottery evidence. Three oolite coffins beyond the 
north-east corner of lhe room were probably contemporary wilh its use. Four possible 
infant burials were also found on its exterior. There were no diagnostic features to 
suggest the function of Room II, but the close proximity of burials may imply a 
religious use. In the western unit of excavation there was evidence of possible in­
dustrial activity. also assigned to Period 28, relating to iron smelting and more 
tentatively to glass and pottery manufacture. Period 28 is envisaged to have extended 
from the late third to the fifth century and beyond. 

Al some stage in the post-Roman period, Combe Hay became a failed site -
there is no evidence that il has been occupied since the end of Period 28. At an 
uncertain date, but arguably in the latest Roman or post-Roman/medieval period, 
the area of the former buildings was ploughed, probably as a strip-lynchet. When 
th is ceased, the site was apparently abandoned, allowing regeneration of light wood­
land scrub on the slope. No further disturbance occurred until the present exploitation 
of the site for fuller's earth. 

f ITTRODUCTION 

Background to the Excai•ation 

The site is located in the parish of Combe Hay, Somerset, j ust to the south of 
Bath and close to the junction of the Fosse Way and Wansdyke (Fig. I). Skinner 
referred to a site on the hill above Combe Hay but this was apparently closer to the 
village and Haverfield considered this to be very doubtful (VCH Som. I (1906), 361). 
The present complex was discovered in June 1968 when work at the fuller's earth 
mine exposed an intact Roman stone coffin and a possible pottery kiln. Mr Jack 
Bolwell, a local archaeologist, subsequently undertook exploratory excavations bet­
ween 1968-72. Larger scale excavation was o rga nised in 1972 and 1973, funded by 
the Department of the Environment and organised from the University of Birming­
ham by Professor P. A. Rahtz. A total of about 150 man-days were worked on site. 

Only areas already disturbed or immediately endangered by the mine were 
excavated (Fig. 2) ; much of the information recovered was of a fragmentary nature 
and no addi tional fieldwork could be undertaken in the time available. There were 
clear indications tb.at occupation deposits continued in aU directions not already 
destroyed, but further excavation cannot at present be justified in terms of imminent 
threat. This is still the situation in I 979, although piecemeal destruction has occurred 
since the excavation and can be expected to continue (also see MF I). 

The Report 
The report. which was completed in 1979, is here presented partly in 'hard' print 
and partly on the accompanying microfiche. The text itself has been arranged on a 
modified format of the Frere Report (DOE 1975). The printed report provides a 
summary of the data recovered and also a guide/index to the material on the accom­
panying microfiche. The microfiche itself conflates Frere's Levels 4 and 3, in that it 
contains both elements of selected supporting data for the printed summary and a full 
discussion of the site and finds(MF 1-37), with, in addition, more detailed information 
and explanations for the conclusions reached, material which had previously been 
regarded as reserve (MF I O 1-1 I 7). 

Such a method of presentation has recently been used by Williams (1979) and 
strongly advocated by Rahtz (1980). It attempts to resolve the conflicts between on 
the one hand publishing with financial responsibility - the unit cost of each micro­
fiche page being far lower than each printed page- and on the other, the academic 
responsibility of making available the data on which interpretations and conclusions 
are based. What is printed and what put on microfiche is partly a subjective decision. 
The present printed text aims both to advise the reader of the range of data available 
and to provide a coherent synthesis of the significance of this material ; it should be 
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noted that references in the synthesis a re only fully explicable if the preceding micro­
fiche sections have been referred to. The major advantage of this system is that it 
makes it financially viable to publish all the data and to make it available auto­
matically to all readers. It may also, as a by-product, result in a more readable presen­
tation, which nevertheless maintains a clear division between interpretation and 
evidence. 

MF 2 contains further information about the contributions of each author. 

Disposal of 1/,e Data 
The majority of the artefacts and all the site records ( = the archive) from Combe 
Hay are stored. 

A small number of artefacts, as indicated on MF Table 6 and MF 113, were 
retained by the site manager of the mine, Mr Beech. 

Radiocarbon Determi11atio11s 
The dates referred lo are based on the Libby half life. They are uncaJibrated and so 
are not expressed in calendar years; they utilise the convention of lower case letters, 
viz be. 
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THE SITE 

Geology 
Combe Hay is situated on a hillside, the summit of which consists of Great Oolite 
limestone that has collapsed to form the valley side. The limestone is interbedded 
with clays, including fuller's earth, which probably contributed to land-slipping. 
The result, instead of a relatively smooth profile, was probably a series of natural 
terraces, produced by the differential rate of collapse of the clay and limestone. 
Springs occur a t the junction of the porous limestone and the impermeable clays. 
A variety of different combinations of yeJlow clay and limestone was found beneath 
the archaeological levels, apparently lying in broadly east-west bands. These could 
be classified into five different types, from NI to N5. 
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TAJll.£ J 
Thi! gl!ological s11bs1ra1a and thl!ir loca1io11 

Number Description Area Location 

N I Massive collapsed limestone bedrock with shauered 1 (S part and to N of section) 
surface 

9 

N2 Large jagged oolite blocks weathered from NI in 1 (N pan), ll (N pan), Ill (N 
yellow buff clay pan), IV, V (N part), VI, VD 

(N part), VITI, XJ, XII (S part) 

NJ More intensely weathered 'brashy matrix' of small J (middle part), JJ (middle part), 
angular oolite fragments in yellow brown clay JJI (middle part), IV (N part), 

V (S pan), VII (S part), IX, Xll 
(N part) 

N4 Va.riant of NJ with very li1tle clay matrix ; instead TIJ (S part), IV (S part) 
loose gravelly soil 

NS More or less pure yellow clay VIII (dipping gently W) 

Soils (incorporating comments by Dr S. Limbrey) 
The soils which have developed above the limestone and intermittent clays are 

fenile and alkaline with a well-aerated sandy loam texture, encouraging the growth 
of a wide variety of plants. 

The soils on such a sloping site are well-drained, in contrast to the damp marshy 
conditions potential in the valley bottom, where winter frosts are also more prevalent, 
but a disadvantage is the tendency of soils to move downslope, with movement being 
proportional to the density of vegetation cover. T he light woodland and scrub vegeta­
t ion so typical of the site provides, contrary to appearances, an insufficient root 
mat to prevent a mobile soil layer developing. 

Topography 
The location of the Combe Hay site has strong natural attractions, situated in 
the lee of the south-facing slope of a small, ferti le, wooded, east-west valley, just 
above the 150m contour. The valley has partly visible natural terraces and extends 
with optimal conditions for settlement for about 1.6 km to the east of the site. Springs 
rise at several points on the valley slope and the considerable flow of water now 
emerging from the mine adit probably formed the main supply for the site during the 
late Bronze Age and the Roman periods. They feed a small stream which flows in 
the valley bottom, reaching the River Avon about 4 kms to the east, j ust north 
of its confluence with the River Frome. The proximity of a large river was probably 
especially important in providing a routeway during the prehistoric period but would 
not have been utilised to transport heavy goods until much later. It was augmented 
from the Roman period by the Fosse Way, about 0.8 kms to the northwest ; during 
the Roman period in particular this provided a vital communications link with 
Bath, just over 3 kms away to the north-east, and with the main network of roads 
within the province, thus facilitating transportation of materials to (and from) the 
site. 

Settlement Background 
Details of the surrounding settlement pattern in the late Bronze Age are at present 
lacking. It is not known for example if the location of Combe Hay was typical, what 
level of settlement density was achieved or whether any sites had specialist functions 
within a wider group of settlements. Evidence of post Deverel-Rimbury assemblages 
is sparse (cf. VCH Wilts 1 pt 2 (1973), 378) and Combe Hay is one of very few 
sites to have provided a C l4 determination for such material (cf pp. 25-7). 

Many Roman sites are, in contrast, known in the neighbourhood (cf Fig. 1) . 
Combe Hay was situated in the lowland, civil zone, within the favoured hinterland 
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of Bath wbkh by the fourth century was surrounded by one of the densest and richest 
villa zones of the province (cf Rivet 1969, 214, Cunliffe 197 1, 80, G reene 1975, 133 
and Branigan 1976a, 27). Settlements of varying sizes and functions have been recog­
nised in the neighbourhood, although details about both building sequences and also 
the development of individual complexes are in the main deficient. Bath, as a service 
centre, was dependent on the surrounding countryside, just as these settlements 
required a market outlet (cf Branigan 1976b, 122). Combe Hay should clearly not be 
considered as a single site, but as part of a complex pattern of settlement and land 
use where relationships of interdependence and specialised function existed. 

Post-Roman organisation of land and settlements is ill-documented and difficult 
to monitor in this area in the absence of diagnostic artefacts (cf Rahtz and Fowler 
1972, 187-221) but there is evidence that at least some of the settlements around 
Bath continued until the cessation of Roman coinage and beyond (cf Webster 1969, 
200 and Rahtz and Fowler 1972, l87ff). Bath itself probably continued to function 
in some sense throughout (Cunliffe 1971, 95) and occupation continued at the smaller 
town of Camcrton, to the south, into at least the fifth century (Rahtz and Fowler 
1972, 191). 

It has been suggested that a substantially Roman way of life could have been 
maintained in Somerset until the mid fifth century; after this, even if Roman settle­
ments continued, it is estimated that they did so in a non-Roman manner. This is 
viewed as a period of crisis, culminating in the battle of Mount Badon, although 
Saxon penetration probably did not extend beyond east Somerset until the late 
sixth century (cf Rahtz and Fowler 1972, 189). 

The chronology and function of Wansdyke, to which Combe Hay was so close 
(Fig. I), may be pertinent to the site's later history, but these aspects of the great 
earthwork remain ill-defined (cf. Rahtz and Fowler 1972, 198). The extent to which 
the neighbouring Roman sites were either reoccupied or continued to be settled and 
were subsequently recorded in Domesday Book has not been explored here. The 
present village of Combe Hay, about 1.4 kms from the site to the south, was re­
corded then as a settlement of a respectable size and resources (VCH Som I (1906), 
524). 

THE EXCAVATION 

Method of Excavation 
After Mr Bolwell's initial exploration of the mine-damaged features, these were 
divided into 12 sub-areas (Fig. 2), the remainders of which were excavated by band 
in plan, except for Areas I and XII, where observations were confined to north-south 
linear cuttings which could only be marginally dressed back. 

The Recording System (relating to text and/or microfiche) 

Site prefix 
Areas of Excavation 
Features 

Layers 

Periods 
Abbreviations 

CH (followed where appropriate by year of excavation) 
1-Xll 
A, B, C etc., Subsidiary features Aa, Bb etc. All features 
are prefixed by an area number eg IA, VlllG 
LI , L2 etc. Subsidiary layers LI a, LI b etc. These may be 
prefixed by an area number, especially when the layer 
referred to is discrete to one area 
1, 2 (subdivided into phases 2A and 28), 3 
B Mr Beech, manager of the mine 
MS Museum storage 
NK Not kept 
FC Find cards (site record) 
LBA Late Bronze Age 
PM Ploughmark 
S Numbered section (followed by numeral). 
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Other abbreviations, cg cardinal points and measure­
ments, follow general convention. 

Levels 

Artefacts 

These are aU quoted in the body of the text in decimal 
figures only. These figures represent the number of metres 
be/0111 the site datum, abbreviated to bsd in the text. 
Artefacts have been assigned separate serial numbers 
where appropriate and are described by type. Abbrevi­
ations are given in the catalogue, MF Table 6 and MF 113 

Outline of Chronolog)' and Periodisation 
Period I Late Bronze Age 

Layers, features and artefacts associated with a CI4 determination centring on 
700 + 120 be. Environmental data also recorded 

Period 2 - Roman, in two phases 
Period 2A Early Roman ( ?late first-early second centuries). 

Postulated from ?residual finds only; ?occupation of 'villa' status 
Period 2B Late Roman (late third-early fifth centuries ff) 

Terraces, ? revetment walls, structures, burials in stone coffins, ? industrial 
evidence, suggesting a major complex; environmental data 

(Period 213/3 Used in the stratification tables (MF Table 2 and MF IOI) in a.n 
attempt to isolate processes of decay etc at the end of Roman occupation) 

Period 3 Post-Roman/medieval 
Plough cultivation, including use of area as a ?strip lynchet; dating ill-defined 

The Exca1•afion Units 
Summaries of each area of excavation, arranged chronologically within each, now 
follow, with detailed descriptions and consideration of the interpretation being found 
in MF 4-17. (MF Table 2 tabulates a summary of the stratification, with significant 
finds and interpretation). This has been adopted as a convenient method of dealing 
with separate pieces of excavation which could not be linked by master layers or a 
tight chronology. The eastern unit, comprising Area J, is described first; this is 
fo llowed by the central unit, Areas H-Vlf and XI-XII, and finally the western unit, 
Areas VIII-X. Within the central unit, Area IV and the late Bronze Age features 
are dealt with before the predominantly Roman evidence (also see MF 3). 

I. Eastem Unit of Excavation (Area I) 

AREA I (Figs. 2 and 3, MF 4 and MF 101.1). 
Area I lay to the east of the mine entrance and was the most easterly of the 

excavation units. The roughly 12 m wide space between Area 1 and Area 11 (Fig. 2) 
had been destroyed by the construction of t he mine entrance (also see MF 4.1 ). 

Two features are assigned to the late Bronze Age; lE, a cut or worn foature, 
such as a ditch, hollow way or pit; and lF, apparently forming a shallow 'scoop' 
(also see MF 4.2). 

Roman occupation in Period 2B, of this area, appears to have begun with a 
slight enlargement of the natural terrace occupied in the prehistoric period {cf. 
Fig. 3), whlch created both a ?cutaway area, IA, and a levelled platform, ICa. On 
the northern perimeter of the latter wall 1B was constructed; it may have been paired 
by another wall represented by 1D. This would allow a building between the two 
walls of timber construction set on two parallel timber slots, ICb and ICd, separated 
by a dirt floor, ICc. The ?posthole IG, between lCd and ID, could perhaps be one 
of a series of posts for a roof or veranda. Alternatively, ICb and ICd may represent 
features, such as benches or stalls, within a stone-footed building, utilising IB and 
ID as main waits. This south exterior area was then subsequently paved with the 
slab ?floor ICe. These slabs may indicate a radical change in structural organisation. 
The previous building may have been demolished, either completely, with the paving 
forming a walkway or approach; or alternatively only the surrounding features may 



N 

COMBE HAY 1973 
Section 56 N-5 

Area 

• loP• rnuU, • f••P • ' 
fron1 iwr• IO north 

0 2 _;J tnfl.,,.. 

•: ; : • ' • • ··; • • • • • • • • • • • • • t.:J ,nav .rnd ,..,,.J pos.:.1Qltt f0tJn t1011on s L2 • , ••..••.. .••. ••• • , . 1 ol 'WALL 10 ,..,,.,_,,,.,~ 

• ,,r.:?J ,,: •.::•+2~~! , S c •: • •,•_.;~, : • •:7-".~f/.'•,~; ::•:.•,:•;•S • O .~ 

'F '"- 'i"".,..~~ • ··;,;.L6 •-•"9 FLOOR COMPLEX IC • ,,Z. ~-:.-.-LB;-.-~..:,: • · · 

l tr-2-

..... · .. ... :· · '/===':5!="< C0.25 • H
0

l °FU:R :-: ': :.: ~~{i~~~~,~1;~r.:~ LE··:::.-.·~ .. ·.·;:-:~-~.:~-=-:~:~: ~-:~i~ 
?CU TAWAY AREA • -iJ.c;::::;o===--'~"."!'"'-:-.,...""1-:r<. L7 • . , • 

0

.' · . : ~9 •• -";°;·_-~en,:;.,:,,"•. . 
IA IC• t,-.o,cn.-d :...,.: •": : · •. •. :: .\:.• 0 

• •· • ;. : . _ • _.,,4 

"flM8£R·S~; - - - - -- - - - -- - ,- ' -,..:.~:~;u:o,:-;~ 

Plan of features 
in 56 

'Cb SCOOP IF •'..!-1!._ .::-:.- _ ---
..,, ,,.. o rfl'h ,•to,-1.1; ,a'1rvas s..ono'oq• - - - - - UO 

at Jim, , c, I r•~-altotl • \ ""°'"'""' 
I_ - -

aporo~•'"o'• ,,,,..,,. J, SCOOP tE 

~~ 
•LOUG~'<.>.R~S Ille FLOOR COMPLEX IC NI odoc 

•~ ' / ~/◄/ ·~~•c.-f ? OIRI P..00~ It< / (c•o.J j lii% .~ \\ : :-o~T-~~-LE 1c;_ ~_ 'WALL7/10~.T~/}·77.~.:';~:~::-.::~--7--~ 
t ~SCOOP IF / • ...~ = ' 1/h II/I r ,,..~ \' ~ . 

.. ,.,.~SER-~o, JC~ ·w9EJ1-:,....,. • iCo PAV(D ft.OCR te. 4 \.,.l")w"o,rn fHI~• of SCOOP 1E 
' WALL IB RH.IP 

Fig. 3 

lV 

~ 
11> 
;;:: 
~ 

:i.. ., 
!:l. 
iS 
~ 
i 
'"': 

§ 
~ 

~ 
~ -g; 
0 ·~ 
\Q 
00 
0 



Rescue Excavations at Combe Hay , Somerset, 1968-1973 13 

bave been removed, leaving the timber building itself intact, with the paving then 
serving as a flagged courtyard, perhaps or simila r function to the levelled ?yard ]Ca. 

Whether these features a re interpreted as elements of a timber or stone building, 
its function remains uncertain - a clean utilitarian out-building is suggested. 

This structural sequence can only be dated in genera l terms by the materia l 
found in I L6, the post-abandonment fi ll of the building - late Roman coarse ware 
sherds a nd a minim (CO 25), dated 350-60 (also see MF 4.3). 

There was no evidence or farther occupation of the area until the post-Roman/ 
medieval period, when Area I and the rest or the site was extensively ploughed. 
Two ploughsoils, ploughmarks and possible lyochet boundaries were recognised 
(also see MF 4.4). 

2. Central Unit of Excavation (Areas JI-Vil and X l-XII) 
MF 5 contains general notes on t he stratification or the central unit or the 

excavation (cf. MF 103 also). 

Area IV Pre- and Late Bronze age (Figs. 2 and 4, MF Figs. 5-7, MF 6, MF 101 .2, 
MF 104 and P J 1) 

The main late Bronze Age occupation layer was IVL4, the extent of which may 
reflect a deliberate choice of confining the occupation area to a surface where negative 
features such as pits and postholes could be excavated with greater ease. The features 
associated with TVL4 formed no perceptibly coherent plan; they a re grouped in 
Table 3 by possible function. 

T ABLE 3 
Summary of (merprerario11 of Area IV LBA Feawres (except / VJ and /Via) 

Postholes 

Hearths 
Path 
?Pits 
Scoops 

lYKa (socket), asociated with JVK and JVKb 
7 TVE, G, L, M. N, P, R, S, U 
?rVB, T 
?IVQ 
?IVA (?used as clamp kiln), F (or diich) 
JVC (?clay storage area), D (?clay storage area), H 

?Pit IV A (MF Fig. 7) was the la rgest of the late Bronze Age features excavated 
(er. Fig. 4). A charcoal sample from IVA L5 provided a radiocarbon determination 
or 700 ± 120 be; this may be considered to place this phase of occupation within 
the late Bronze Age (cf. p. 25 and MF 34). 

There was no conclusive evidence for the function of IVA, but the character 
or its fi ll may be consistent with the use of IV A as a cl mp kiln, probably in this 
case for pottery manufacture (cf. Coles 1979, 187). The .!Vidence is tenuous but be­
cau.sc there a rc indications from other sources on the .;ite that pottery was made 
locally and because these details may be elucidated by future excavation, the evidence 
and interpretation a re fully elaborated in MF 6.2 and in MF Table 4. 

A small experimental pot made from a sample of clay from IVD suggests that 
the local yellow-buff clay was ideal as a pottery medium (this does not still exist). 
Clay was abundantly available in the immediate vicinity, in an a.lmost pure form 
below Area VIII and in a more gritty version below Area l V itself. 

Tbe presence o r postholes, which may be associated with a structure, and of a 
definite occupation horizon with domestic debris suggest that there was a lso late 
Bronze Age settlement in tbe immediate a rea (also see MF 6.2). 

Area H (MF Table 5, Figs. 2 and 8, MF Figs. 6, 9-1 1, MF 7, MF 101.3, MF I 05-
107 and PI TI) 

Late Bronze Age occupation extended beneath the Roman levels of the southern 
half of Area II and beneath the Roman levels of Area IV. 

The R oman occupation or Areas II and IV in Period 2B appears not to have 
a ltered the na tural profile or the bedrock in this area radically and later modifications 
were of a restricted nature. 
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The sequence of events of Area IJ between Periods I and 28 is ill-defined. L3a 
is interpreted as a deliberate make-up layer rather than as a weathered surface or an 
earlier Roman deposit. 

The drystone oolite walls erected above L3a and N2 formed the foundations of 
a sub-trapezoidal structure, Room JI, which measured about 6 x 8m externally. 
The walls were differentially preserved, those of the northern part of the room having 
been constructed from a lower level than at the south end (cf. MF Fig. 9). Features 
interpreted as timber holes and a single beam seating were found in the upper surfaces 
of the south, west and north walls, IIF, UG a nd IIH (cf MF Table 5). The main 
entrance to the room was from the eastern exterior. It consisted of a stone-flagged 
porch noor, HA, leading to a stone threshold, 11B, which incorporated features 
associated with the door - carved scone sockets for jambs, a pivot hole, a groove 
and an adze-cut slot. A second entrance, llE, giving access either to the south exterior 
or to another room in Area IV, consisted ofa simple opening in the wall with evidence 
of two possible carved stone sockets for timber door jambs in the adjacent walling. 
There was no decisive evidence of a floor level in situ amongst the accumulated 
layers in the interior but there was evidence suggesting a split-level wooden floor 
system, with the change coinciding with the slope IIJ/ K and with a space (?for 
ventilation or storage) beneath the northern part o f the room. 

Room lI may originally have been part of a group of rooms or buildings. 
Workmen reported that during the construction of the mine walls adjacent to Room 
II were cleared on the south and west exteriors (sec Area V). To the south, there 
was no surviving evidence of adjoining rooms, beyond the form of the entrance 
llE and the presence of ?metalling llEc to the south of IIE. This opening was 
simple, in contrast to the elaboration of the stone built eastern doorway, suggesting 
either an internal opening o r an unimportant side door. 

There was no evidence of a specialised function for Room ll. Internal features 
either did not survive or had been entirely lacking, apart from tenuous postholes 
(MF 101.3, MF 106 and Fig. 8), (although this itself may be diagnostic) and the 
artefacts amounted to no more than an unexceptional collection of pottery, coins 
and metal products common to all buildings of amorphous domestic use. Features 
and material from the exterior were in contrast more significant and a re described 
under lhe surrounding areas. 

Dating for Room II is provided by coin and pottery evidence. Twelve coins were 
found in the building interior, including CO 40 sealed in waJI IIG, and two coins 
from the south exterior in Area IV (cf. p. 40 and MF Table 6. 12). 

A four-fold sequence of events between the disuse of Room II and the present 
mining development is suggested for Area II, with the rotting and collapse of the 
timber superstructure and subsequent soil accumulation resulting from natural pro­
cesses of decay and either accidental or deliberate denudation of the dwarf walls and 
finally ploughed-based cultivation arising from human interference in this process. 
The profile of the plough soil II L2 (MF Fig. 5) and the level of the ploughmarks 
indicate that east-west ploughing took place on a gent.le downward slope. The only 
artefact associated with ploughing was found in Area II - two joining fragments of 
an ox-shoe from II L3 (also see MF 7.3). 

Area Ill ( Fig. 2, 8 a nd 12, MF Fig. 6, MF 8, MF 101.4 and Pl s 111-VIJ) 
Area Ill was defined as the eastern exterior of Room l l. Prehistoric layers ex­

tended under its southern part. 
The presence of the main stone-built entrance to Room JI in its eastern wall 

suggests that the east exterior provided the major access to the room but the char­
acter and extent of such an approach area and its relationship with Area I, about 2m 
to the cast, could not be defined because the intervening ground bad been destroyed 
by the mine approach. 

The area was also utilised for at least three burials; coffin IIIA was to the east 
of the building but Ill B a nd Ill E were to its immediate north-east exterior (Fig. 8). 
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The orientation of 111A is unknown (it had been displaced by the mine approach); 
111 B, containing HB I, was placed east-west with head to east and IllE, containing 
HB 2, north-south with head to north. Coffin IlIE appears to have been lowered 
into the grave head first as the body with.in had slid towards the upper end, leaving 
about half a metre between the feet and coffin (cf. Fig. 12). There was no evidence 
of gravegoods, but the person represented by HB I had been buried in his boots. 

Attempts to establish the relationship between the coffins, which were all appar­
ently contemporary, and Room Il rely on the relationship of the construction trench 
for coffin IIIE to the foundations, and also on paving Irl D. Both suggest, without 
being entirely conclusive, that the burials were secondary to the construction of 
Room II, but contemporary with at least part of its life. 

The artefacts associated with Area Ill did not provide decisive chronological 
information. The pottery sherds found both in the construction trenches ITIC and 
111 F and also on the paving IUD belonged to a similar range of fabrics as found in 
a ll interior levels of Room IJ. Three coins (CO 37- 39) associated with the pottery 
on HID were alJ probably of the late third century (also see MF 8.2). 

After the accumulation of about 0.5m of material above paving '111D, the area 
was ploughed on an east-west axis, probably in the immediately post-Roman period 
(also see MF 8.3). 

Area V (Figs. 2 and 8, MF Figs. 6 and 13, MF 9, MF 101.5 and MF 108) 
Area V was defined as the west exterior of Room II. 
Prehistoric layers extended under the south of the area only (also see MF 9.1). 
During Period 28, the utilisation of Area V appears to have been associated 

with Room II. The ?wa.lling stub 11Gb (Fig. 8 and MF F ig. 6) suggests that the area 
was probably originally divided by an cast-west wall or possibly by some other 
architectural feature related to Room II. 

Four possible infant burials (VA-VD) were found in the area, for which the 
only indication of dating was their stratigraphic position (also see MF 9.2). 

No further use was made of the area until the accumulation of the ploughsoil 
VL2 over the whole area (MF Fig. 13). 

Area YI (Figs. 2 and 8, MF Figs. 5 and 14, MF 10, MF 101.6 and MF 109) 
Area VI was defined as the north exterior of Room JI (also see MF I 0.1 ). 
Construction of Room II had involved cutting the hillside back slightly so that 

the north construction trench VIA was hard against the slope (cf MF Figs. 5 and 
14). The layers above were derived at least in part from downward soil movement; 
only VIL4 and above (MF Figs. 5 and 14) contained artefacts, VIL4 mainly late 
Roman sherds. CO 36, an unworn issue of Urbs Roma (330-335), was found am­
biguously at the junction of VIL3 and VlL4 with the upper surface of IIH (Fig. 5; 
also see MF 10.2). 

Ploughing, probably beginning in the ultimate Roman or immediately pos1-
Roman period, was indicated by both ploughmarks and by ploughsoil. 

Area VIL (Figs. 2 and 8, MF Fig. 15, MF 11, MF 101.7 and MF 110) 
Area VII was a narrow north-south strip on the far west of Room II (Fig. 8; 

also see MF I I. I). 
Prehistoric layers continued into the southern part. FC 16, either a pottery bead 

or possibly a spindle whorl, was found in V1IL4 (also see MF Table 6.6). 
Two possible walling fragments, VII A and VIIC, were found together with an 

area of possible paving, VflC. The artefacts from VIJB represented general domestic 
rubbish common to the rest of the site; they included pottery sherds of approximately 
late third-early fourth century date; lR 15, a first century iron brooch pin, is inter­
preted as either residual or an heirloom (also see MF 11.2 and MF Table 6.9). 

Ploughmarks and ploughsoil again occurred in this area. 
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Area Xl (Figs. 2 and 8, MF Fig. 15, MF 12, MF 101.8 and MF 111) 
Area XI was to the north-west of Area VII (Fig. 2; see also MF 12.1). Prehistoric 

material did not extend this far north, the earliest level being late Roman. 
The earliest layer XI L3c, on the surface of N2, seemed to be a rubbish deposit, 

possibly an attempt to create a level surface for the ?paving XlA; it included ST 25, 
a broken oolite column complete with capital (cf. MF Table 6.1). CO3 probably of 
the House of Valentinian and later fourth century in dare, was found among the 
slabs (cf. MF Table 6.12). 

The overlying XIL3a appeared to be a 'post-abandonment' fill in the area, 
equivalent to L3 in Areas IV, V, YI and Vil (cf. MF Table 2; also see MF 12.2). 

No ploughmarked blocks were observed in XIL3a but the plougbsoil L2 con­
tinued westwards from Area VII al the same level and depth below the turf. 
Area XII (Fig. 2, MF Fig . .16, MF 13, MF 101.9 and MF 112) 

Area XII was a north-south section above the mine adit (Fig. 2; see MF 13.1 
also). 

The presence here of a roughly level area of N3, associated with XIIB, a near 
vertical cut to the north (MF Fig. 16), suggests that the area was artificially levelled. 
This is the only indication to date of such modification to a second, higher terrace in 
the central area of excavation. 

Wall XUA was constructed against XllB and was, despite partial collapse, the 
highest surviving masonry found. 

The slabs XllC (MF Fig. 16) to the south of XIIA probably formed part of a 
surface contemporary with the wall. Although there was no southern counterpart 
to XIIA the quantity of charcoal in XIIL4 may suggest that the surface was within 
a building. 

These features were probably late Roman in date and approximately contem­
porary with the rest of the Period 2B occupation (also see MF 13.2). 

XllL2 was a ploughsoil. The upper surface of XIIA projected into XIIL2 to 
such an extent that it must have formed a barrier to any ploughing, possibly as a 
lynchel boundary wall (MF Fig. 16). 

Western Unit of Excavation (Areas VJ/1-X) 
This unit provides the most westerly extent of Roman occupation so far estab­

lished, about 100m west of Area I. No late Bronze Age material was recovered. 
Observations made at Easter 1979 (Fig. 2) are of general relevance to the topo­

graphy of lhe western unit and also to the area intervening between the central unit 
They demonstrated that the north-south profile drawn across Area VIII reflects not 
only the present surface of the hill slopes, but also the underlying substrata so that, 
a t this point and probably further west also, the Roman levels do not continue back 
under the present hillside, buried by subsequent slip and cover. This was not however 
the situation between the western and central units (Fig. 2). Here Roman levels djd 
continue back into the slope, which is a positive indication that a wing or range of 
buildings may extend northwards under later debris at this point. This would also 
imply that the terrace had been substantially cut back in Roman times - a massive 
undertaking - an assertion which should be amplified by any future excavation 
(also see MF 14). 

Area VIII (Figs. 2 and 17, MF Fig. 18, MF 15 and MF IOI.JO) 
Area YUI was first noted by Mr Bolwell in 1968 when pottery was exposed in 

a section left by the mine access road (also see MF 15. I). 
This area contained a stratified sequence, a rare occurence at Combe Hay. The 

lowest group of contexts, VlllC, VUID and YIIIG, include a possible modification 
to the natural slope, timber features and a clay floor. IR 33, a first century iron 
?penanoular brooch, was found in YIIlG (cf. MF Table 6.9) but the pottery assem­
blage was very similar to that found in later levels. The latest sherds were from a 
smaJI vessel of late th.ird-early fourth century New Forest ware, which provides a 
probable date for this horizon. 
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The intermediate contexts incorporate VIIIA/B, a stone ?revetment wall, to­
gether with indications of iron smelting- in VIII L4, deposits of coal, ash and cinder, 
a lso the majority of the slag from the site as well as fragments of furnace lining. 
These would seem to indicate that iron smelting was carried out in the area although 
no details of kiln structures were recovered (cf. Singer et al 1957, 56). 

Jn the final part of this sequence the area was scaled with cobbles, Vll I F. 
Most of the artefacts from the second and third phases were not separated. A 

to tal of nineteen coins was found, of which five were probably derived from VlllF 
(MF Table 6.12). 

A coffin fragment VlllBa ( = ST 19) built into the lowest course of VIIIB may 
provide a chronological link for the middle of this sequence with Room JI, where a 
similar piece was incorporated into wall UM (also cf. MF 15.2). 

Both ploughsoil and ploughmarks were present in this area. The level of the 
latter indicate that ploughing was on roughly the same plane as in the central unit. 
A deeper ploughsoi l of about 2m points to a second longer phase of ploughing. 

Area lX (Figs. 2 and 17, MF 16 and MF IOI.I I ) 
Area IX was to the north of the ?revetment wall Vfll B (Fig. 17). Two ?working 

surfaces were found (IXA and IXB). 
No coins were recovered from this limited a rea. Six ?residual sherds of samian 

were all probably of Hadrianic o r Antonine date except one small piece (SA 24) 
which may be Claudian, a particularly early date even amongst the ?Period 2A 
material (cf. Table 15 ; also see MF 16}. 

Area X (Fig. 2, MF 17 and MF 101.12) 
The ground to 1he immediate south of Area Vlll (Fig. 2) was completely de­

stroyed by the mine approach road in 1968. Workmen reported that two substantial 
features were observed. These were interpreted as a pottery ki ln XA and a glass 
furnace XB by the previous excavator, who was able to excavate the remains of the 
latter feature. To the immediate west of Area X, a disused mine adit bas destroyed 
any evidence of occupation continuing in this direction (also cf. MF 17.1). 

The evidence for the proposed structures was tenuous. The ?pottery kiln XA 
was identified as a ' large spread of black ash, with heaps of broken pottery .. burnt 
clay ... a nd stones.' Nearby were 'several whole pots of various sizes and shapes, 
including a large one.' These were apparently thrown away. Mr Bolwell saw neither 
the pottery or any trace of the ?kiln. It should be noted however that a large quantity 
of waster pottery was found in a ll areas of the site, particularly in Arca VIII, about 
2m to the north-east of Area X. These were all of the same distinctive CH fabric 
(MF Figs. 26 and 27) and it is possible this was produced locally (no scientific ex­
amination of the fabric together with local clays has yet been undertaken). 

The existence of a ?glass furnace, XB, is less well-supported. The remnant 
feature excavated, about 7m to the east of XA, consisted of a shallow 'scoop' left 
untouched by the machine levelling the road. It included a ' black area' with frag­
ments of coal, ash and cinder. Mr Bolwell also found 'pieces of the clay furnace 
showing wattle grooves [these were not preserved), a lump of baked white sand with 
pieces of brown glass in it, much chipped flint and many oyster shells ... also irri­
descent flat glass ... more pale green glass was later fo und in the vicinity.• A possible 
stone duct to carry water away downslope was also observed (this was not planned). 
The few glass fragments retained from Area X may be recent intrusions and only 
seven fragments of glass were recovered from the site as a whole (cf. MF 27). It 
may however be relevant that flint can be employed in the manufacture of glass and 
that it would not be out of place in a Roman context (Singer et al 1957, 311-212). 

The two coins found in XB were consistent with the dating evidence for the 
rest of the site ; COi was an early fourth century Coostantinian issue and CO2 was 
probably also of fou rth century date. A brooch fragment, CA2, was of second century 
date, probably from a residual context (also see MF 17.2). 
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Ploughing probably extended over this a rea as ploughsoil was present lo a 
substantial depth to the north in Area VIII and also on the same la titude in Area I, 
about 100m to the east. 

ARTEFACTS, FLORAL, FAUNAL AND GEOPHYSICAL D ATA 
Only the most significant of the artefacts recovered a re referred to below; the 

rest are described in MF 19-37 and in the associated tables MF Table 6 and MF 
113 (also cf. MF 18). 

Stone (MF Table 6. 1, F ig. 21, MF Fig. 19- 20, MF 19 and 113.1) 
Worked stone was not abundant at Combe Hay. Oolite, probably of local origin, 

was the main stone utilised, especially for building but also to a minor extent for 
domestic utensils as well as for funerary purposes. Sandstones were a lso employed 
for domestic use, some at least from neighbouring sources. ?Purbeck Marble was a 
more distant import. The pattern of sources, both direct and secondhand, could be 
compared with that of other Roman sites in the area. 

Functionally, the stonework related to three main a reas of interest, to building 
structures, to activities carried out a t the site and to the Roman burials. Oolitic 
a rchitectura l fragments include ST 25, part of a column with a simple capital (Fig. 19). 
ST 24 (ibid), possibly part of an architrave, probably belonged to Period 2A, being 
reused as part of a wall course in Period 2B. In Period 2B, the foundation waJJs of 
Room 11 were constructed, drystone, of oolitic blocks - mortar was not used in any 
masonry so far fou nd. Evidence of roofing materials consists of ?thatch-weights 
(eg ST 4) and a heavy ?roofing slate (ST 41). Some of the unworked stone specimens 
could have served as flooring materials during Period I as well as later. Small objects 
reflect some of the occupations pursued at Combe Hay, but because of the small part 
of the site excavated so far, they give few clues about the scale of these activities. 
Quern fragments include a late Bronze Age example. ST 27 (Fig. 2 1). 

A total of three full-size oolite coffins and three probable coffin fragments were 
found. The shape of the Combe Hay coffins is one of five recognised Roman forms 
and occurs commonly around Bath (Willmore 1939, 140 and Cunliffe 1969, 21 4). 
Although many parallels can be cited, dating evidence is slight but probably covers 
the third and fourth centuries. The tools used to manufacture these coffins (cf. Pls 
IV, Vl and VII) arc familiar with the exception of the claw chisel, which was not 
commonly used in Britain (Blagg 1976, J56ff and 163). There is possible evidence 
that coffins were made a t Combe Hay; this would be in keeping with the apparent 
use of local stone (and cf. s uggested use of the Combe D own quarry for one site 
(quoted Cunliffe 1969, 214) and with Willmorc's assertion that the majority of coffins 
were already in situ before the corpse was deposited, having been manufactured 
before death (Willmore I 939, I SO) - to manoeuvre the Combe H ay coffins today 
is a difficult operation (also sec MF 19). 
Fli111 (MF Table 6.2, Fig. 22 and MF 20) 

The flint assemblage with few exceptions was derived from la te Bronze Age levels 
and in the absence of positive evidence of an earlier origin, it has been tentatively 
assigned to the late Bronze Age. 

Shale, Soil Samples, Burnt Clay and Fired Clay, sec MF Tables 6.3-6.6 and MF 
21-24 

Pottery 
I. Late Bronze Age (Table 7, MF Tables 6.7a and 8, Fig. 24 and MF 25) 

Nearly 500 prehistoric sherds, designated fabric Q, were recovered from pre­
Roman features and layers of the site. Dating was not available from associated 
artefactual material; it is instead based on a single radiocarbon determination center­
ing on 700 ± 120 a.c., derived fro:n LS of the ?pit l VA which contained numerous 
sherds of fabric Q. This suggests that the pottery and associated features belong to 
the late Bronze Age (cf. p. 13. 
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John Barrett has provided the folJowing report on pottery fabric Q and its 
cultural context. This is augmented by a macroscopic examination of selected sherds 
by Nigel Cox (MF 25). 

The Prehistoric Pottery 

Most o f the fabric Q sherds contain inclusions of shelly and oolitic limestone. 
The quality and density of these inclusions varies widely and although some eight 
fabric groups Ql-8 have been identified here these should not be regarded as clear 
cut divisions within the material. Nigel Cox's report (MF 25) makes it clear that the 
slopes below Combe Hay contain eroded deposits from the a lternating bands of 
limestones and clays which form the lower division of the Great Oolite Series (also 
cf. p. 8). The superficial geology is therefore likely to be confused, but to present a 
wide range of clay deposits which could be exploited for pottery manufacture. Sherds 
of fabric groups QI and Q2 were submitted to Nigel Cox {his groups QA and QC) 
and he suggests that the clays represented here could indeed be locally derived. The 
excavator argues that pottery manufacture on the site may be represented by two 
small deposits of clay and by feature IVA, a possible 'clamp kiln' (cf. p. 13). Jf this 
argument is accepted then the picture which emerges is one in which the wide vari­
ation in fabrics indicates an extensive exploita tion of the local clay sources for 'on 
site' production of pottery. It seems clear that a single clay source was not selected 
for intensive exploitation. 

A single sherd from lVL4, in a black, sandy fabric (Fabric Q8, Fig. 24.14) may 
represent either an import to the site or the more careful selection and preparation 
of a finer clay deposit. 

The fabric groups and their contexts are listed in Table 6.7a and the catalogue 
of illustrated material in Table 7. 

Chronology and Affinities 
Although the late Bronze Age materia l was recovered in situ, the quantity of pottery 
is so small tha t chronological development cannot be identified with any certainty. 
rndeed, it appears to be fairly homogeneous. 

The pottery belongs to the earlier part of the la ter Bronze Age, dating to between 
about 1000 - 800 B.C. Material of this date has now been jdentified throughout 
southern Britain and has been assigned to the 'post Deverel-Rimbury' tradition 
(cf. Barrett 1976, 294). In general terms this tradition is marked by an increasing 
diversity in ceramic forms, away from the seemingly limited range of vessels found 
in the earlier, Deverel-Rimbury tradition. A fairly smooth development between 
these two groups is envisaged. 

GeographicalJy the nearest group of pottery comparable to that from Combe 
Hay comes from Cadbury Castle, Somerset. Here Alcock recognised the importance 
of this material fo r filling the lacuna in la te Bronze Age ceramics whjch had resulted 
from the redating of the Deverel-Rimbury 'culture' to the middle years of the Bronze 
Age {Alcock 1972, 115 and Smith 1959, 155). In hjs initial discussion Alcock attri­
buted the Cadbury 'post Deverel-Rimbury' material to the same phase of occupation 
as that represented by a small group of eighth century B.C. metalwork (Alcock 1972, 
114). This equation must now be reconsidered. 

The reading of 700 ± 120 be (Birm 445) for charcoal from pit IV A at Combe 
Hay was the first radiocarbon determination to be obtained from a post Deverel­
Rimbury context. Since then others have become available. These include determina­
tions from Cadbury Castle itself (Barrett 1976, 302) and Rams HilJ, Berkshire 
(Bradley and Ellison 1975). These now suggest that the tradition had originated by 
about 1000 B.C., ao.d that it is here that the Deverel-Rimbury/post Deverel-Rimbury 
transition can be fixed. The later tradition would then seem to continue until the 
end of the ninth century B.C. (Barrett 1976). The Combe Hay reading is centred 
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TABLE 7 

IAte Bronze Age pouery, catalogue of illustrated miller/a/ 
(by J. Bam:11) 

FABRJC CONTEXT COLOUR 

Ql IV U Surfa.ces and core It br 
QI .. Surfaces dk br, c~m: bi 
QI Out.er surface or to h br, inner surface br, core gr 
Ql Surfaces or, core br 
Qt Surfaces dk br, core gr 
QI Surfaces and core bi 
Q2 Surfaces and core gr 
QI .. Outer surface, It br, inner surface It gr, core bi 
Q2 Surfaces or 10 gr, core gr 
QI Outer surface or, inner surface gr/br, core gr 
Ql Outer and inner surfaces gr to r, core dk br 
QI Surfaces and core gr 
QI .. Surfaces and core bi 
Q8 Surfaces and core bi 
QI rv G Surfaces and core It br 
Ql IV D Surfaces gr 10 or, core gr 
QI .. Outer surface br 10 gr, inner surface II br, core br 
QI Outer surface br, inner surface gr, core gr 
QI IV C Outer surface or to br, inner surface It br, core gr 
QI .. Surfaces and core dk br 

dk = dark bi = black 
r = red 

br = brown gr ... grey 

later than those for Cadbury Castle and Rams Hill, but all three sites share certain 
vessel forms (cf. below), and are likely to be broadly contemporary. 

This dating conflicts with AJcock's equation between the pottery and eighth 
century bronzes at Cadbury Castle. The pottery could now be allowed to fall within 
an earlier phase of occupation and the later bronzes may be contemporary with 
pottery which has been taken to represent the 'Initial Pre-Roman Iron Age' (Alcock 
1968, 11 and Alcock 1972, 118). This argument will be explored in more detail else­
where. 

At Combe Hay, TVIA produced a number of plain jars, some with pronouncedly 
hooked rims (Fig. 24. 1-11, 15, 17 and 18). Such vessels are found both at Cadbury 
Castle and Rams Hill; they have been discussed in detail with reference to the Rams 
Hill material (Barrett 1975, 103). These jars might be seen to represent one aspect 
of this transitional period in that they preserve the straight sided jar form of the earlier 
Bucket Urns. This feature is even more clearly stated by the straight sided vessel 
with applied cordon from IYO (Fig. 24.16). Again a similarly cordoned. vessel comes 
from Cadbury Castle {Alcock 1968, PI VT, b, I) and Bucket Um antecedents seem 
reasonable. 

Other vessels from Combe Hay illastrate the diversity of forms which it has 
already been suggested mark the post Deverel-Rimbury tradition. These include the 
globose vessel from IVIA (Fig. 24.12). Pit IVC has also produced an open jar form 
(Fig. 24) which is reminiscent of vessels from Cadbury Castle (Alcock 1972, Fig. 16) 
and from elsewhere in southern Britain (e.g. Hawkes 1940). 

Many of these vessels bear another characteristic of the post Deverel-Rimbury 
tradition and that is the use of vertical smearing and heavy 'finger finishing' on the 
outer surface of the vessel ( e.g. Fig. 24.19). 

Finally mention must be made of an important sherd from JVIA. This is in a 
fine dark fabric and decorated with two incised lines. Between 1000 - 800 B.C. a 
small number of vessels may be identified which occur in fine fabrics and which bear 
decoration and also polished surfaces (Barrett 1975, 114). These vessels, which may 
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have been produced from carefully selected clay sources, lay the foundations for the 
tradition of fine ware bowls and jars which becomes recognisable from the eighth 
century 8.C. onwards. A large group of pottery which belongs to the later part of 
the post Deverel-Rimbury tradition, and which contains a number of examples of 
these fine wares, has recently been recovered from Runnymede Bridge, Surrey (Longley 
forthcoming, see also MF 25). 

2. Roman Pottery (MF Tables 6.7b, c and 9, MF Figs. 25 and 27, MF 26, MF 
113.2, MF 114) 

The majority of Roman pottery from the site consists of late Roman coarse 
wares. Associated with these were sherds of earlier pottery, of which the samian were 
the most distinctive. The pottery evidence supports the hypothesis that no Period 
2A horizons were found in situ in the areas excavated. 
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The assemblage was apparently used in a domestic context. It includes finer 
wares, derived from elsewhere in the province of Roman Britain and from the Con­
tinent. Coarse wares were also obtained from both beyond the immediate locality and 
from probably local sources; they include fabric CH which may have been made on 
the site. 

Because of the overall uniformity of the late Roman pottery, it is of minimal 
value in assessing the function of individual buildings or areas, a situation accentuated 
by the distribution pattern. Nevertheless, occurrence of fabrics not current until the 
third or fourth centuries (e.g. monaria and NF fabrics) contributes to the assessment 
of the lifespan of the site and provides links between the central and western excava­
tion units. The fabrics for which a late date of currency is possible (e.g. the mortaria 
group) as well as those for which late parallels can be suggested (e.g. Rand ?T2) are 
also a valuable corroboration of the coin evidence, supporting the hypothesis that 
activity continued at least to the limits of datable Roman artefacts, to A.O. 400 and 
beyond (cf. p. 36, also see MF 26). 

Glass, lro11, Copper Alloy and Lead, see MF Tables 6.8- 6.11 and MF 27 - 30 

Coins (MF Table 6.12, Fig. 33 and MF 3 I) 
The coins from Combe Hay form a small group derived from pan of the site only. 
Stratigraphic sequences were in the main absent, but 37 coins occurred within layers 
and features assigned to Period 2B and the remaining 4, all fourth century or later, 
are assigned to Period 28/3. 

The coin evidence appears to suggest, from site evidence alone, that the construc­
tion of Room I I can be given a late third century terminus post quern and that it was 
occupied during the fourth century, extending into at least the following century. 
Coin evidence for activity in the western part of the site begins slightly before the 
fourth century. It extends to a Theodosian issue, probably from the latest structural 
phase recovered. 

Turning to a wider context, although there are few coins from Combe Hay, when 
presented in histogram form based on periods of issue (Fig. 33.2, after Casey 1974, 
41 and 43), they nevertheless appear to conform for example to suggested patterns 
of availability and shortage (cf. Casey 1974, 41 -48, also see MF 31). 

Slag, Charcoal Samples, Radiocarbon Report and Animal Bone (i11c/11di11g Worked 
Bone) see MF Tables 6.13- 6.14 and 10- 13 and MF 32- 35 

Molluscs (MF Tables 6.15 and 14, Fig. 34 and MF 36) 
MF 36 contains the bulk of the molluscan data, but Dr. J. G. Evans's summary of the 
land mollusc information is presented in Fig. 34 and he concludes: 'All the assem­
blages are terrestrial, there being no influence of marsh or freshwater species. The 
ecological grouping of species and the interpretation of mulluscan data have been 
discussed elsewhere (Evans 1972)'. 

Human Bone, see MF Table 6.16 and MF 37 

CHRONOLOGICAL SYNTHESIS AND D ISCUSSION 

The E11vironme11t 

The geological character of the area contributed materials to and otherwise influenced 
later human utilisation of the site. Outcrops of clay and limestone may have been 
obscured by soil cover and general vegetation, but a direct result of their juxtaposition 
was the abundant spr:ing supply. Both were also of functional and economic im­
portance. Limestone was used as a building material during the Roman period, also 
for coffins and utensils. Timber, probably from a local source, may have been used 
for construction during the late Bronze Age as well as later. There are as yet no indi-
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cations that the fuller's earth was exploited but the raw yellow clay of the site (N5 
and possibly N4) and other local materials were almost certainly used for pottery 
manufacture in the late Bronze Age, possibly also during the Roman period (cf. pp 
22 and 32). 

Topographically, settlement appears to have taken advantage of the natural 
terrace slopes. The late Bronze Age activity utilised part of a platform underlain by 
a more malleable substratum. During the Roman period, modifications were made 
to at least two of these terraces. 

The natural vegetation which flourished prior to man's arrival and persisted in 
the vicinity of the site must have presented an agreeable range of plants and animal 
resources. The alkalinity of lhe soil was favourable to snails, the larger varieties of 
which may have been eaten in the Roman period, although no obvious shell middens 
were found. Red deer are present in Roman and probably earlier levels. The other 
animals indicated by the faunal record of the excavation could also have been sup• 
ported in the neighbourhood of the site (cf. MF 35). Fish may have supplemented 
a meat and vegetable diet - lack of sieving could account for the absence of recorded 
fish bones. 

The local vegetational sequence can be reconstructed from mollusca data (cf. 
MF 36 and MF Table 6.15). Tb.e present scrub and light woodland is broadly similar 
to the vegetation that has persisted in varying degrees on, or peripheral to, the site 
since clearance of original forest. Even the cover provided by primeval woodland 
may not have been extensive. Analysis of charcoal derived from late Bronze Age 
features (cf. MF 33 and MF Table 6. 14) indicates a vegetation of small relatively 
light•demanding trees characteristic of secondary woodland or scrub, suggesting there 
bad been some clearance, probably to graze sheep and/or goats (cf. MF 35) and also 
to grow crops (cf. MF Table 6.1, MF 33 MF 36 and MF 113.4). 

Between the late Bronze Age and the Roman period the site must have once 
more become overgrown with similar scrub and woodland vegetation. It was again 
removed to accommodate various Roman buildings and probably also to provide 
arable and grazing land. The most extensive clearance probably took place in the 
post•Roman/medfoval period, before ploughing. When cultivation ceased the area 
reverted once more to scrub and light woodland which remained undjsturbed 
(although browsing pigs would remain undetected) until the present mining operations 
began. 

The postulated stone building of 'villa' status, probably of the earlier Roman 
period, together with the suggested complex associated with the later Roman struc• 
tures, may be located either beyond the excavated area and the boundary of the 
present mine to the east, where space is plentiful or, more probably, higher up the 
slope to the west (cf. pp. 19·22 and MF 14). It was aJso a terrace that was utmsed 
in later ploughing. 

Period I LAie Bronze age 

The flint assemblage provided the only indication of possible frequentation of the 
area around Combe Hay before the late Bronze Age. The flints were in contexts 
mainly of late Bronze Age date (cf. MF 102), but the types and forms were too in• 
distinct to suggest a firm date of origin. 

Evidence of late Bronze Age activity was found in both the central and eastern 
areas of the excavation, over a total distance of just over 20m, but in a hasty exca• 
vation, placed to take major advantage of exposed Roman features, limits to this 
material were not defined. There seems to have been deliberate utilisation of a natural 
calcareous clay terrace (N3 and N4), avoiding the more uneven and resistant shattered 
limestone bedrock (N2) further north, but more extensive excavation is required to 
test this hypothesis. 

The artefactual and environmental data recovered provide indications, although 
provisional and incomplete, about the functions of this horizon. The character of 
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various features - feature IV A possibly being used as a clamp furnace-, analysis 
of the pottery and an experimental firing of clay derived from the excavation suggest 
that pottery was made on the site, either on a domestic or possibly larger scale. 
Domestic occupation is also suggested by the evidence of an environment of probably 
open grassland with some broken ground and clearance, by the presence of the lower 
stone of a saddle quern and by the faunal assemblage. Sheep and goats may have 
been the predominant domestic animals during this period (cf. MF 35). Other domestic 
artefacLs include FC 16, probably a bicouical bead but possibly a spindle-whorl 
(MF Table 6.6 and Fig. 24). ST 20 may be a loom weight (MF Table 6. 1). 

The duration of the late Bronze Age occupation cannot be estimated but the 
relative thinness of the occupation layer, not exceeding about 0.1 m, and especially 
the absence of superimposed features suggest a substantial but not particularly pro­
longed use of the site . On the other band the two areas of excavation may be peri­
pheral to the settlement nucleus and thus unrepresentative of both its overall character 
and the length of occupation. 

A radiocarbon determination was obtained for this horizon, although it suffers 
from all the defects surrounding single samples (cf. Renfrew 1976, 86). The reading 
of 700 ± 120 be, is uncalibrated ; Fig. 35 indicates the possible limits of deviation 
after calibrating on several models. This should not invalidate Mr Barrett's dis­
cussion of post Deverel-Rimbury affinities (pp. 25 ff) as all his references are to 
uocalibrated figures so that the whole body of material will shift, not merely individual 
sites. An earlier reading for Combe Hay would still be consistent with Mr Barrett's 
arguments. 

The recognition of post Deverel-Rimbury material is a recent development; 
consideration of the wider context of Combe Hay's late Bronze Age occupation 
therefore depends heavily on Mr Barrett's potlery report (cf. pp. 25 -27). 

No evidence was found for any use of the site between the late Bronze Age and 
the R oman period ; re-occupatioa appears to be unrelated to the prehistoric settlement. 

Period 2 Roman 
Although the Roman period has been divided into two phases, it should be emphasised 
that this is a tentative division which any future excavation should aim to test more 
extensively. 

Period 2A Early Roman 
No stratified evidence of the putative late first-early second century occupation 

was found but there were artefacts dating from this period (MF Table 15). These are 
thought to be derived from occupation somewhere in the neighbourhood of the site 
(for suggested locations cf. MF 14) as it is unlikely that all structural traces of earlier 
occupation would have been obliterated by later levels in the areas excavated. Some 
of the portable artefacts may have been heirlooms rather than direct indices of activity 
at Combe Hay at the time when Lhey were made (e.g. CA 11) but the stone remnants 
a re too substantial fo r such an origin. 

Some of the smaller, datable artefacts are suggesLed to be as early as the middle 
of the first half of the first century (cf. MF Table 15). This group comprises CO9, a 
coin of Claudius I (41 - 54); I R 33, an almost complete iron brooch rarely found 
after A.D. 60; LR IS, another iron brooch pin and SA 24, a pre-Flavian sberd of 
South Gaulish samian. CA J I , CA 2 and CA 9 a re fragments of copper alloy brooches 
assigned to the mid first century and the early second century. The majority of the 
samian is Hadrianic or Antonioe. Three sherds of globular Spanish amphorae bad 
a long currency, from the first to the third century. In addition there are the archi­
tectura l fragments, a ll found in late Roman contexts, especially ST 2S, a broken 
column (MF Table 6.1 and MF Fig. 19), ST 24, an ?architrave fragment (ibid) and 
also FC 5, possibly part of a combed flue tile (MF Table 6.6). These are suggestive of 
dismantled building(s) of masonry, contrasting in character with Room 11. It should 
be noted that buildings of 'villa' status seem to be infrequent in this area before 
A.D. 200 (cf. Branigan 1976b, 122). 
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Period 28 Late Roman 
There is evidence that during the later Roman period modifications to the 

natural topography was undertaken over a considerable area. At least two terraces 
were utilised and altered, the lower of which was at least 20m wide (cf. Fig. 2, and 
cf. Area XII and Areas I, III and VIII). Others resulting from both adaptations of 
natural features and from artificial creations may also have existed, including a large 
platform nearer the valley bottom. It is possible that a wing or range of buildings also 
extended northwards, cut back into the slope of the hill (cf. pp. 19 - 21). Massive 
drystone revetment walls appear to have been constructed on both the terraces so 
far recognised (cf. Area Xll and Areas I and ?Vlli); and levelling, make-up or 
consolidation layers, preparatory to the erection of buildings may be suggested (cf. 
HL3a, XJL3c and VI11L5). 

Room Il, the most complete structure excavated, was situated on the lower 
terrace investigated. There was evidence of preparation of the ground prior to its 
erection (IIL3a, cf. MF 105). Structural details relating to its shell were recorded 
especially evidence for a timber superstructure of upright timber studs slotted into 
the uppermost course of drystone dwarf walls by means of a horizontal sill beam, 
although a full reconstruction of the way in which this arrangement functioned must 
remain conjectural. The relatively slender proportions of both the horizontal and 
vertical members may have been suitable only to provide a framework for infilling 
with for example plastered clay and wattle. Similarly the precise manner in which 
the ?sill beam clamp IR 4 (MF Table 6.9 and MF 7.2) functioned is not fully under­
stood. Ian Goodall has pointed out that most structural fittings have a sharply angular 
character, whereas IR 4 has an indefinite curving appearance although this could 
reflect the unsquared dressing of the timber with which it was associated. Tt is thought 
that the dwarf walls were not intended to be an above-ground featu re of the finished 
room (cf. MF 7.2). 

Roofing may have been of thatch (cf. the presence of ?thatchweights and the 
absence of roofing slates, MF 7.2). The only other detail about fixtures in the super­
structure was a possible latch-lifter lR 61 found in this area (cf. MF Table 6.9), 
unless IR 4 was part of a window or similar fitting (cf. MF Table 6.9 and MF 7.2). 

Of the ground level arrangement of Room IT, the eastern entrance with its 
massive door sill and associated features was well preserved (cf. p. 15 and MF Fig. 11). 
Evidence of the internal organisation was less clear. Attention is drawn to the differ­
ence in the level of the foundations at the north and south ends of the structure, the 
possible location of a wooden floor and the purpose of the envisaged underfloor 
space at the north end (cf. p. 15 and MF 7.2). 

The exterior levels of Room TI were truncated on all sides except to the north, 
where the hillslope rose steeply as it appeared to have done during the lifetime of the 
structure (cf. p. 17). The main approach to the building however appeared to be 
from the east, a point returned to below. There was some evidence that Room II 
did not constitute a complete structure but that it operated as one of a suite of rooms, 
although the data for this is no more than suggestive. There may have been adjoining 
rooms to its south and west. 

The function of Room Il remains uncertain. There was a virtual absence or 
surviving internal room features (cf. p. I 5) and none of the artefacts indicate a 
specialised use. Such a bare structure - if not merely a reflection of destruction and 
excavation - would have been suitable as a store but a tenuous alternative must be 
proposed, although further data from both Combe Hay and from comparative sites 
would be needed to substantiate this possibility. 

The location of the only burials so far found at Combe Hay around Room 1l 
may be related to its use, or at least to aspects of its function. Prohibition of burial 
in urban areas and therefore arguably within domestic complexes was apparently 
closely complied with (cf. Liversidge 1973, 468), although there are examples of the 
later use of villas for burial (Percival 1976, 183). At Combe Hay the formal manner 
of burial in heavy, costly stone coffins suggests (in keeping with the interpretation of 
the stratification sequence, cf. MF 8.2) neither disposal in a neglected comer nor 
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declining standards {cf. ibid, 169). In general, it has been suggested that the failure 
to observe customary practice in regard to the location of burials may be related to 
their proximity to gates, approaches or walls (cf. Liversidge 1973, 468). Proximity to 
perhaps both gates and more probably an approach may be applicable at Combe 
Hay where the main entrance to Room II was on the same exterior as the coffin 
burials. If so this could imply that not only was the main entrance to Room II on its 
east, but also that to the whole complex; this would in turn be relevant to the location 
of other buildings. 

The full implications of the presence of burials, especially in stone coffins and 
in close proximity to a structure still apparently in use at the time of their interment, 
and of bootn.ail burial cannot yet be assessed. Evidence for both this rite and for 
iohumation in stone coffins can nevertheless be frequently duplicated in the neigh­
bourhood. Large numbers of Roman burials have been found around Bath (cf. 
Cunliffe 1969, 212- 218) and have previously been recorded from Combe Hay 
parish (ibid, 214). The changeover from cremation to inhumation is thought to have 
occurred gradually during the third century (e.g. Cunliffe 1971, 90). Interment in 
coffins of stone was common - it was the predominant practice in the main Bath 
cemetery. 1nhumations there were usually supine, although orientations varied; they 
generally lacked gravegoods but were apparently clothed (ibid). 

Graves where the body was apparently wearing boots occur elsewhere around 
Bath (ibid). There are a considerable number of references to bootnails being found 
with burials at local 'villa' sites, some also in stone coffins, for example at North 
Stoke (VCH Som 1 (1906), 302) and probably at Combe Down (ibid, 310). Bootnail 
burials are an as yet inadequately documented but widespread phenomenon which 
may have continued as a sub- or post-Roman practice (Rahtz 1977b, 55). 

The nature of the association of burials with buildings in this period has yet to 
be explored but again other local examples can be cited. At Lansdown a coffin was 
found in an area of walls, although its relationship to building(s) is uncertain (Bush 
1906, 117); Cunliffe also quotes a case where burial was apparently close to a building 
(Cunliffe 1969, 212). Burials are also found at such local villa complexes as Combe 
Down and North Stoke, but away from the building focus (VCH Som I (1906), 
310 and 302). 

The possible infant burials on the south-west exterior of Room II are less re­
markable (cf. Collingwood and Richmond 1969, 166) but future work should aim to 
test the suggestion that Room II had in some way a religious function within the 
building complex, such as a mausoleum or lararium of a less formal type than the 
better known examples (cf. Toynbee 1971 and Percival 1976, l83ff). 

Some evidence was recovered about the final history of Room II when it was 
apparently abandoned and allowed to decay. Certainly the dwarf walls were not 
totally removed. Before part of the southern walls were reduced, either accidentally 
or deliberately, the timber superstructure appears to have rotted and collapsed, 
accompanied and perhaps pressurised by falling debris from the terrace above. The 
postulated wooden floor bad also collapsed before UL4 and llL3 accumulated. All the 
'?post-abandonment accumulations' of MF Table 2 and MF 101 (lllL3, IVL3, 
VL3 and XIL3a) were located mainly in the northern part of Room D, although soil 
cover of the walls was insufficient to prevent scoring when the area was taken under 
plough. 

Evidence for the date of construction, length of use and the context of disuse 
of Room II is derived From pottery and more especially coin data, which while not 
prolific were internally consistent. No coins were found in the levels below Room 
II and no types of Roman pottery occur exclusively in these c-0ntexts. CO 40, the 
only coin from the structure of Room II, sealed in a vertical crack in wall IlG, was 
a very worn radiate, dated to ?270 - 90; a construction date of this order is consistent 
with the later coin sequence derived from ?collapsed floor levels, which ranged from 
radiates of 260 - 290 to coins of the 330s (cf. MF Table 6.12). The date range of the 
pottery from these horizons, as far as it is distinctive, extends through the later third 
and fourth. centuries, noticeably including forms which could be in use as late as 



36 Somerset Archaeology and Natural History, 1980 

A.O. 400 + (cf. MF 26), that is as late as precise dating can be monitored from other 
sources. The levels interpreted as representing collapse and abandonment material 
contained fourth century coins from the first half of the century (cf. MF Table 6.12). 
There was a coin of 388 - 402 (CO 26) from IVL3, a deposit interpreted as a post­
abandonment accumulation, possibly a real distinction. 

On the basis of this data a late third century or early fourth century origin for 
the construction of Room Il is suggested, with a lifespan continuing at least to the 
middle decades of the fourth century and perhaps some later activity extending into 
at least the fifth century. 

Information about other structures was more tenuous, but significantly masonry 
was found in all three excavation units, continuing north. east and west of Room 
II, the area to the south having already been destroyed. 

In Area XII the ?revetment wall XIIA and ?paved floor XllC do not provide 
either a coherent plan or det.ails relating to function but they are especially important 
in demonstrating the presence of activity on a terrace about 2.5 - 3.0m higher 
than the floor of Room n on the one below. 

At the same level as Room ll buildings continue in an easterly direction at least 
as far as Arca l where the evidence suggests either a structure of timber, possibly 
with only a dirt floor, set between what was interpreted as massive revetment walls 
and yards or a building set on these walls with internal features of timber (cf. p. 11). 

Variation in building construction extending to the non-domestic was also 
apparent in Area Ylll which marks the minimum extent of the lower terrace in a 
westerly direction. It was only in this area that a stratified sequence within Period 
2B, of three superimposed levels, was recovered although the separate components 
are not closely dated. 

The coins from Area VIIl suggest that occupation of the immediate area began 
not much before the beginning of the fourth century. Earlier first-second century 
occupation is again suggested somewhere within the vicini ty of the site by the first 
century iron ?penannular brooch (IR 33) from VUJG and because the majority of 
the samian sherds, ma.inly of Hadrianic or Antonine date, were recovered from 
VIHL4 and VJTIL5. Dating for the earliest excavated levels here relies on New 
Forest pottery sealed in VUIG, indicating a late third-early fourth century date. 
The coin evidence (cf. MF Table 6.12) suggests that the area was used throughout the 
fourth century and CO 24, a Theodosian issue probably from VnIF, the latest 
structural phase, suggests that activity may have extended into the early fifth century 
and even later. 

The remaining potential structures in this area, XA the ?pottery kiln and XB 
the ?glass furnace (cf. p. 21 )were not excavated or recorded in controlled condi­
tions. Future excavation may be able to determine whether such identifications 
are plausible at Combe Hay either by locating further structures or by recovering 
relevant slag. Waste pottery of CH fabric has already been recorded. All potential 
evidence for industrial processes in Period 2B is derived from the western unit of the 
site. This apparently restricted location may coincide with the presence of the under­
lying yellow clay substratum N5 (cf. Table I). 

Artefacts provide some information about building structures. Reference bas 
already been made to those which can be related to individual structures but some 
material relating to roofing, floors, windows and furniture remains to be considered. 
As well as the possible thatch weights associated with Room Il (MF 7.2), both clay 
and stone tiles may have been used on other buildings. Flat sandstone, suitable for 
flooring, occurred widely (cf. MF I 13.1). The use of local stone, both oolite and 
sandstone, can be widely paralleled in the area (cf. Williams 1971, 99ff and Greene 
1975, l 33). Five fragments of window glass were found. There was also a piece of 
lead strip from l){A, but no more definite evidence of window pane material was 
recovered. The only detail which may be derived from furniture is SH I, probably a 
product of the Kimmeridge shale industry (cf. MF 21). 

Of the other artefacts attention should be drawn to a group of iron and copper 
alloy ornaments (cf. MF 28 and 29 and MF Tables 6.9 and 6.10), a familiar assem-
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blage from late Roman sites. There are definite domestic utensils such as strainer 
and spoon fragments; the tools could all be domestic although a wider agricultural 
or commercial use would not be inappropriate. 

The excavated data contains information relating to the economy of the site 
including details about the exploitation of the immediate environment. Vegetation 
consisted oflight woodland, scrub and open ungrazed grassland (cf. p. 45). The faunal 
record however contains cattle (the sample was very small), contrary to the mollusc 
evidence. This seeming contradiction probably reflects the micro-environment moni­
tored by the snail data whereas the cattle, if home-produced, may have been grazed 
at a distance from the structural complex. They may have been the predominant 
domestic animal during this period (cf. MF 35). The presence of pig and red deer is 
consistent with woodland presumably more extensive than today. The probable 
growth of corn is indicated by one upper stone of a rotary quern and a piece of 
another (ST I and ST 23, MF Table 6.1). 

Possible industrial processes have been referred to above. These can be paralleled 
on a wide range of sites, including villas (cf. Hebditch and Grinsell 1974, 17 and 
Greene 1975, 133) but their precise role in Combe Hay's economy cannot be defined. 
They do nevertheless provide a firm link with a wider economy. 

Another index of this is the character of the artefacts, their quality and the 
sources of commercially-produced articles, although even a relatively affluent group, 
such as that from Combe Hay including non-utilitarian Roman products and items 
derived from long distant and international sources, cannot be easily equated with 
status or settlement categories (cf. VCH Wilts 1 pt 2 (1973), 453). 

Although only a small and unknown percentage of the late Roman site at Combe 
Hay has been excavated, the range of structural and artefactual evidence is sufficient 
to consider the function of the complex. This may be modified or rejected by future 
work but meanwhile it may stimulate the directions of such interest. 

Given the historically-documented framework of Roman Britain, Combe Hay 
may have operated as a villa estate in Period 28. Lt is widely considered that attempts 
at precise definitions of the term 'villa', whether derived from Roman writers or ex­
pressed in archaeological terms, are inappropriate (cf. Percival 1976, 14 and 15 and 
Rivet 1969, 177 footnote 2); instead, beyond a recognisably Roman building, what 
were crucial were social and economic functions. Branigan for example describes a 
villa as being the building at the centre of a rural estate, usually based on agricuJture 
but possibly on other resources (Branigan 1976a, 9 and aJso cf. Pervival 1976, 13 
and Rivet 1969, 175[). At Combe Hay no information is yet available about the 
surrounding fields but the structural remains can be assessed for 'degrees' of Romani­
sation, even if, as Percival has stressed, this requires a subjective evaluation (Percival 
1976, 14). Romanisation in this context is traditiooaJly associated especially with 
architectural sophistication or merit, which can be broken down into less nebulous 
units (cf. Table 16). 

It is apparent from Table 16 that at the present stage of excavation Combe Hay 
lacks the most easily recognisable indices of Romanisation, although this may be 
remedied by more extensive work - outbuildings may have been widely separated 
from the main living quarters. The general situation of Combe Hay however, close 
to Bath, a pre-eminently Romanised town, in an area of dense villa settlement, a 
high percentage of them particularly wealthy, with a topographical location similar 
to that of many villas, south-facing, close to both running water and a road, would 
not make villa status anomalous within the surrounding settlement pattern. More 
specifically the apparent competence of design and erection of Room II and the 
presence of stone coffins are both firm indications of the adoption of Roman tech­
niques and mores. 

Whether this evidence is sufficient to designate Combe Hay as a villa partly 
depends on the alternative categorisation available and also on comparing the present 
data with that derived from other local sites described as villas. Branigan in his 
recent work on West Country villa settlements has accepted Combe Hay as a villa, 
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TABLE 16 
Jlilla Attributes 

(cf Percival 1976, 13- IS and 136-137, Branigan 1976a, 48 ff and Branigan 1976b, 
l27f; and also text) 

Villa Attributes Already Present at Combe Bay? 
Ot/1er Jndexes of 

Status at Combe Bay 

Type of plan 

AichitecturaJ 
sophisLication 

Baths 

Mosaics 

Hypocausts 

Painted plaster 

Moveable furnishings 

Sculptural work/ 
architecturaJ details 

? Insufficient excavated 

Construction of Room Il and enLrance 

7 No evidence but water available 

- No tcsserae found 

- FragmenLS of ?combed flue tile could 
have been introduced with rubbish; no 
thick ashy deposits 

? Fragments of shale furniture (but 
docs occur on peasant sites) 

? Only from Period 2A 

Stone coffins - costly 

?Industrial activity- link 
with market economy as 
cJoes artefact assemblage 

apparently because of the presence of decorative architectural fragments (cf. Branigan 
1976a, JO), which are assigned here to Period 2A. Comparisons with the possible 
villa sites of Fig. I is unhelpful as details are only readily avaiJable for establishments 
of clearly Romanised status. With additional excavation at Combe Hay comparison 
with the measure of Romanisation provided by town houses in Bath may be illumi­
nating. Thus while not on the present evidence a classic villa nor one of the more 
strikingly prosperous, Combe Hay may usefully be considered within the context of 
villa estates. 

Several further comments should be made about its wider context. One of the 
nearest villa complexes was Combe Down (Fig. I); an inscription and a lead seal 
from here strongly suggest that it was operated as an imperial state for part anyway 
of the Roman period (cf. Branigan 1976b, 123). This may have affected Combe Hay 
as does the possibility that a network of satellite establishments surrounded larger 
villas (cf. Branigan 1976a, 90/f). Another pertinent consideration within this histori­
cally-derived interpretation relates to whose standard of living was reflected in the 
material remains, a resident landlord's or only the bailiff of a distant owner. 

General attention bas already been drawn to the internal dating evidence for the 
late Roman occupation, which together with the circumstances of final abandonment, 
is imprecise, but was at least as late as the limit of dated Roman artefacts - Combe 
Hay is situated in an area without easily-recognised type-fossils for the following 
period (cf. p. 10). 

The chronology suggested for Period 2B, from the late third to the fifth century 
or later, is consistent with the general pattern for the surrounding area, although the 
postulated gap in occupation during the later second and possibly the early third 
is less easy to parallel (only the samian could almost bridge this, cf. MF 26.2). The 
fourth century has been described as the heyday of villas in Britain (Webster 1969, 
222) when those of the south-west became especially sumptuous (cf. Percival 1976, 
144), even if at the same time there is evidence of greater economic disparities in the 
countryside (cf. Cunliffe 1971, 86). The fourth centu.ry was particularly important for 
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the development of the neighbourhood of Bath; by the fourth century it has been 
characterised as densely packed with villa estates of rich landowners (Ibid 85). Of 
the area as a whole it has been said, 'Somerset in the late fourth century can therefore 
be seen as a landscape whose resources, both agricuJtaraJ and industrial, were perhaps 
largely organised in a 'villa economy', interspersed with numerous native settlements 
and a few market towns' (Rahtz and Fowler 1972, 190). 

This was a.lso a century of especial change. Politically the raids of 367 have 
been cited as particularly significant for villas exposed to the Bristol Channel, with 
attempts made to identify sites thus damaged (Branigan 1976a, 93ff). Whatever the 
validity of this, numerous villas around Bath did continue beyond this date (cf. 
Webster 1969, 222). The economic situation was also fluid. A 'decline in comfort' 
has been recognized in some WiJtshire villas in the later part of the century (VCH 
Wilts I pt 2 (1973), 449) and more widely it has been postulated that villas continued 
at either a lower or different economic level (Percival 1976, 169), which may be 
masked at Combe Hay by the generalised dating for Period 2B. 

Cunliffe has recently commented on the subsequent period; The problem of the 
survival of the country estates present insuperable difficulties at present and all that 
can be said is that there is no reason why viable farming units should have ceased 
during the 5th century. The continued existence of Bath might, indeed, suggest that 
the surrounded countryside continued to be productive for some time ... ' (VCH 
Wilts I pi 2 (1973), 466). Within the framework for this period in Somerset devised 
by Rahtz and Fowler ( 1972), a Roman way of life is considered to have continued 
until the mid fifth century but subsequently, even if vi lla sites for example continued, 
it was not in a Roman manner. Combe Hay itself, despite its natural advantages of 
aspect, ready water supply and proximity to all erstwhile communications and market 
network, became at some stage in these centuries a failed settlement - an unanswered 
question is why this settlement did not adapt to changing circumstances (cf. Percival 
1976, 183). 

Period 3 Post-Roman/medieval 
After the eventual abandonment and decay of the buildings at an imprecise point 

after about A.O. 400, there was a slight development of soil (e.g. cf. p. 15 and MF 
7.3). Without further disturbance rank vegetation would eventually have stabilised 
the degree of erosion on the upper bill slope, reducing it to a minimum so that further 
build-up over the Roman levels would have been slight. 

Clearance on a far more extensive scale than previously arrested this process; 
the entire area on the lower terrace between the eastern and western units of excava­
tion was ploughed, probably in a secondary stage, as a strip lynchet (cf. the two 
ploughsoils distinguished in the eastern and western units). Ploughing adopted 
approximately the same east-west plane across the whole area, decreasing gently in 
gradient downhill, following the natural profile of the slope and the contours of the 
superimposed deposits. 

No precise chronology for the initial ploughing can at present be established 
but an estimate is dependent on the date of the disuse of and the time necessary for 
Room II to decay and for a subsequent overburden to develop. There was a similar 
situation at the Lulliogstone villa. This was sited close to the foot of a chalk slope, 
with a present-day gradient of about I in 4, compared with I in 3 at Combe Hay. 
The buildings at Lullingstone were abandoned at the end of the fourth century. 
No accumulation was observed during the period immediately following their disuse, 
but soil built up to a depth of about 1.75m during the medieval period (Cornwall 
1958, 55), compared with a pre-ploughing soil of about 0.Sm at Combe Hay. Differ­
ential factors of geology, gradient, land-use and date of abandonment permitting -
not so dissimilar perhaps to Combe Hay - the comparison may be accepted as 
further indication that ploughing began in the immediate post-abandonment of 
Room I [ phase, rather than as late as the medieval period. 

This may be supported by IR 4, an ox shoe found immediately above Room Jl 
(cf. p. 15, MF Table 6.9 and MF F ig. 28). Tan Goodall draws attention to the limita-
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tions of iron work for chronological purposes, but comments that the shape and 
proportions oftllis shoe suggests either a Roman or late/post medieval date. As little 
is known about how long such Roman objects or technology survived, an ultimate 
Roman option for the early phase of ploughing remains. 

The later plougbsoil was a colluvial deposit incorporating soil which had gradu­
ally moved downslope (inf. Dr. S. Limbrey). The second phase of ploughing has 
no firmer chronological base than the first. The formation of strip lynchets is in 
general difficult to date although they arc loosely regarded as a form of medieval 
cultivation (cf. Taylor 1975, 88ff). At Combe Hay, without the possible boundary 
walls to define a lynchet (cf. p. 19 MF 4.4) there would be evidence ofno more than 
contour ploughing, although the width of 6.5m is characteristic also of medieval 
ridge and furrow. 

Medieval strip lynchets are rarely less than 70m long (Taylor 1975, 90), which the 
present exposure at Combe Hay just matches (cf. Fig. 2). No medieval pottery was 
found which may favour an earlier date when pottery was not abundant (cf. p. 10). 
It should be noted that strip lynchet cultivation is often associated with the utilisation 
of marginal land (Taylor 1975, 91). 

Cultivation finally ceased at an undetermined period. The slope again became 
overgrown with scrub and light woodland which persisted until the current exploitation 
of the site, apparently for the first time, for fuller's earth, although the present village 
at Combe Hay was settled by the time of Domesday Book (VCH Som I ( 1906), 524) 
and future documentary work and field survey may fill in the background of the sur­
rounding area in the early medieval period. 
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PLATE 1 

Aerial view or Area JI with the southern part of Room 11 removed to show late 
Bronze Age features oo the right. The horizontal 2m scale marks IVJ 
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PLATE 11 

Aerial view of Room II looking nonh-eas1 
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PLATE Ill 

Coffin I UB showing skeleton HB I as found 
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PLATE IV 

Underside of the foot cover of coffin I Ill showing a detail of the dressing with 
a 2.S cm adze blade 
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PLATE V 

Coffin Jl[E showing skeleton HB 2 as found 
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PLATE VI 

Coffin IIIE showing pick-dres~ing in 1wo direc1ions on 1hc interior and exterior 
walls. looking wes1 towards the root end 
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PLATE YIT 

Detail or the in1erior head end or coffin 111 E showing the line adzing or the floor 


