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SUMMARY

Archaeological investigations ahead of residential
development were undertaken by AC archaeology on
land at Cade’s Farm, Wellington. The investigations
revealed a small enclosure of probable later Iron Age
date and a double-ditched enclosure with working
areas of Roman date set within field boundary and
drainage ditches. The character of the features and
finds indicates use for small-scale rural industry. The
pottery largely comprises local coarse wares. A large
group of wasters points to pottery production on (or
close to) the site.

INTRODUCTION

Archaeological investigations in advance of
residential development at Cade’s Farm, Wellington
(centred on NGR ST 1440 2123) were carried out
by AC archaeology on behalf of Persimmon Homes
South West. The site covered approximately 1.5
hectares of agricultural fields on the north-east
outskirts of Wellington, immediately south of Taunton
Road (Fig. 1). The land slopes gently eastwards, at
around 65m above Ordnance Datum. The underlying
solid geology comprises Triassic Mudstone of
the Sidmouth Mudstone Formation, overlain by
superficial deposits of colluvium (BGS 2022).

Between 1997 and 2005 the site had been
subject to two phases of archaeological trench
evaluation and a geophysical survey. The open area
excavations reported here represent a further phase
of archaeological mitigation as required by Taunton
Deane Borough Council. This phase of work was
undertaken intwo stages: in Area 1, within the southern
quarter of the site, carried out from December 2008 to
June 2009; in Area 2, which covered the remainder of
the site to the north, from November 2009 to February
2010.
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RESULTS
Introduction

The two areas were reduced by machine excavator
on to a natural subsoil of mixed light-mid yellow
brown and dark reddish brown sandy clay. This
was exposed at depths below ground surface from
between 0.60m, along the northern edge of Area 2,
to 0.90m, along the southern edge of Area 1. Area 1,
situated on the lower lying ground, was characterised
by a dense concentration of Romano-British field
boundaries and drainage ditches, as well as a number
of pits and postholes. Area 2, on the higher ground,
exposed evidence of a late prehistoric enclosure and
adjacent working area and a Romano-British double-
ditched enclosure with associated working areas, field
boundary ditches and an oven. All of the recorded
features are shown in Figs 2-3, although only the most
significant features are discussed in detail, below by
chronological phase.

Bronze Age to Romano-British

Area 2 — Working area 941 (Fig. 2)

The remains of a possible small-scale industrial
working area were recorded adjacent to the north-
west edge of enclosure 813. This comprised a group
of 13 postholes (F869, F871, F873, F875, F877, F881,
F884, F887, F891, F898, F902, F907 and F916) which
define the northern and southern extents of a sub-
circular area measuring approximately 10m across.
The postholes typically measured between 0.5-0.75m
across and 0.05-0.25m deep, although there were two
larger postholes (F869 and F898).

Postholes F884, F887 and F891 contained multiple
fills which included large quantities of industrial
waste, including charcoal and slag, likely to have been
deposited during the abandonment of the features. A
quantity of iron and a piece of furnace lining was
recovered from fill (885) of F887, and iron from (888)
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Fig. 1 Location of site and excavation areas

and F891. A small quantity of pottery (three sherds
weighing 4g) identified as being possibly Bronze Age
was recovered from posthole F887. If this dating is
correct then the pottery must be residual. Four flints,
including a side and end scraper, were recovered
from (897) of F898, which also contained 20 sherds

of possibly Bronze Age pottery and two broken flint
flakes from (874) of F875. A burnt flint flake was
recovered from fill (880) of F881 and a burnt stone
from (915) of F916. An additional, elongated feature
(F879) measured at least 1.15m long by 0.75m wide
by 0.3m deep, with moderate sloping sides and a flat
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Fig. 2 Plan of Area 2

base and contained inclusions of heat-affected stone
and four sherds of possibly Bronze Age pottery.
The range of dated finds from this group of features
indicates use of the area from the Bronze Age through
to the Romano-British period and, although some of
the prehistoric pottery is clearly residual, the features
may not be contemporary with one another.
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Later Iron Age
Area 2 — Enclosure 813 (Fig. 2)

Enclosure 813 was sub-rectilinear in plan and
measured approximately 30m square. It comprised a
single ditch with three well-defined entrances, present
to the south-east, west and north-west. The ditch
measured between 0.5-1.3m wide by between 0.4-
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Fig. 3 Plan of Area 1

0.8m deep, with generally moderate to steep sloping
sides forming a narrow, flat to rounded base. Pottery
from the ditch dated from the Bronze Age through
to the Romano-British period, with the most recent
dating pottery from a primary fill having a probable
Middle Iron Age date. Small quantities of worked flint
and burnt stone were also recovered from the fills.

The few internal features were comprised of: two
adjacent postholes, F757 and F759, and pit F803; a
possible drainage gully F940 which extended into the
western terminal of the northern enclosure entrance;
and a probable tree throw (894) adjacent to the
western enclosure entrance. None of these features
produced any finds.

Romano-British
Area 1 (Fig. 3)

Area 1, situated on the lower lying ground, was
characterised by a dense concentration of Romano-
British field boundaries and drainage ditches, as
well as a number of pits and postholes. The ditches
were aligned broadly north-east to south-west and
north-west to south-east. They measured between
0.3-1.75m wide by between 0.1-0.5m deep, with
varying profiles, and contained fills derived from
the weathering of natural subsoil and gradual silting.
Excavated sections across these ditches, and at the
intersections with other ditches, showed evidence
of several phases of construction, characterised by
the re-cutting of ditches along their existing lengths
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Fig. 4 Area 2, Romano-British enclosure 948, sections of east ditch terminal of
inner enclosure F651, showing two phases of ditch digging

and a remodelling along different alignments. Finds
recovered from these features included quantities of
Roman pottery, three worked flints, a fragment of
ironworking slag and a burnt stone.

Ditch terminal F187, located within the north-east
corner of Area 1, was L-shaped in plan, measured
approximately 1.5m wide by 0.7m deep, with steep
sloping sides and flat base. It had a series of four fills,
which contained a large amount of Roman pottery. A
total of 2,481 sherds recovered from fill (186) were
evidently dumped into the largely silted-up ditch
following its dis-use. The ditch also contained a burnt
stone and quantities of ironworking slag, furnace slag
and furnace lining, along with four residual pieces of
worked flint. The character of F187 suggests that it
may have formed part of the outer ditch of enclosure
948 within Area 2 (see below).

A group of six irregular and sub-oval shaped
features interpreted as possible clay or sand extraction
pits were recorded (F153, F228, F252, F270,
F289 and F369). F369 was the largest, measuring
approximately 9.5m long by 4.5m wide and 0.8m
deep, and it had six fills derived from a rapid episode
of backfilling of natural subsoil derived material. The
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remaining pits were characterised by more shallow
profiles of between 0.15-0.25m deep. All of the pits
contained Roman pottery sherds and three residual
pieces of worked flint were also recovered.

Several smaller sub-oval and irregularly shaped
pits or postholes were also recorded. Of note is a
cluster of six features (F223, F240, F244, F323, F333
and F354) close to the centre of the excavation area.
These measured between 1-2m long by 0.15-0.52m
deep, with variable profiles. All but F354 contained
Roman pottery and together these features indicate a
focus for activity. To the west of this group, pit F319
contained 169 sherds of Roman pottery.

Area 2 — Group 942 (Fig. 2)

This comprised a group of five pits or postholes
(F625, F627, F674, F676 and F721) located to the
west of enclosure 813. These measured between 0.5-
1m in length/diameter and between 0.15-0.35m deep.
The only finds comprised Romano-British pottery
from F625, F676 and F721.

To the east of the postholes was large, irregularly
shaped hollow (F764). This measured approximately
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8.5m long by 4m wide by 0.05-0.25m deep, with an
irregular profile and it truncated a possible tree throw
(772). The single fill (762) contained a high proportion
of medium to large sub-angular stone blocks, two
pieces of stone that were burnt, and 44 sherds of 3rd-
century Romano-British pottery. A series of narrow
and shallow linear gullies (F659, F704, F943, F944
and F945) for possible drainage and/or land division
was recorded to the immediate east, south and west
of the hollow. The only finds from these comprised
20 sherds of late 3rd- to 4th-century Romano-British
pottery from F659.

Area 2 — Group 947 (Fig. 2)

This comprised six discrete features (F838, F841,
F843, F845, F853 and F858) exposed along the
northern edge of Area 2. These were circular and
sub-circular in plan and measured between 0.5-
0.8m in diameter and between 0.1-0.3m in depth,
with typically moderate to steep sloping sides and
a flattish base. Posthole F838 contained four, large,
slate post-pads and a distinctive charcoal rich fill
along with 17 sherds of late 4th-century Romano-
British pottery. The remaining features were similarly
characterised by charcoal rich fills. A large quantity of
ironworking slag and furnace lining, as well as a burnt
stone, was recovered from fill (840) of F841, while a
large quantity of ironworking slag, a small quantity
of furnace lining, iron fragments — the identifiable
pieces being from nails or rods — and 17 sherds of
Romano-British pottery were recovered from F858.
Several insubstantial gullies probably for drainage
and only between 0.1-0.2m deep were also exposed
in this area.

Area 2 — Enclosure 948 (Fig. 2)

This double-ditched enclosure was sub-circular in
plan and was partially exposed towards the southern
edge of Area 2, with its eastern edge continuing
beyond the excavation area. A slightly-east-of-south-
facing entrance through both circuits, approximately
4-5m wide, had rounded terminals.

Outer  enclosure  ditch  F649  measured
approximately 45m across. The ditch was between
0.5-1.3m wide by between 0.2-0.6m deep, with
generally moderate sloping sides and a rounded base.
A number of pieces of furnace slag, 14 sherds of
Romano-British pottery and four sherds of possibly
Late Iron Age pottery were recovered from the outer
ditch.

Inner  enclosure  ditch F651  measured
approximately 33m across and between 1.8-2.25m
wide by between 0.7-1.1m deep, with varying

moderate sloping sides and a flattish base or a narrow
V-shaped base. Finds from the ditch comprised
102 sherds of Romano-British pottery, 55 sherds of
residual prehistoric pottery, a single burnt stone and
a ceramic spindle whorl or gaming counter. The two
entrance terminals showed evidence of an earlier
phase of ditch construction (Fig. 4). The fills for the
earlier phases contained large amounts of Romano-
British pottery which were not appreciably older than
the pottery from the enclosure ditch generally.

Within the centre of the enclosure was hollow
F621 which had been cut in its western part by
an evaluation trench. It was sub-oval in plan and
measured approximately 9m long by 7m wide by
0.4m deep, with shallow, sloping sides forming a
flattish base. It had two fills which together contained
180 sherds of 2nd- to 4th-century Romano-British
pottery, part of a shale bracelet, three whetstones, a
small quantity of Roman ceramic tile pieces, burnt
stone and furnace slag and lining. To the south-west
of the hollow were two postholes (F687 and F693)
which measured between 0.4-0.5m across by 0.1m
deep, and a circular pit (F685) which was 1.25m in
diameter by 0.25m deep. Posthole F687 contained
one burnt sherd of 1st- to 3rd-century amphora, and
F685 contained twelve sherds of late 3rd- to 4th-
century Romano-British pottery.

Two possible pits (F521 and F526) were recorded
between the inner and outer enclosure ditches, to the
east of the entranceway. These adjacent features were
sub-oval in plan, measured approximately 1.25m
long by 0.75m wide by 0.2m deep with only F521
containing one sherd of Roman pottery.

A number of linear features are probable field
boundaries and drainage ditches. They contained no
finds and, where relationships were discernible, they
were later than the Romano-British features.

Area 2 — ‘Oven’ F831 (Figs 2 and 5)

This was located towards the north-west corner of
Area 2. It was keyhole shaped in plan and measured
at least 5.5m long by 1.5m wide by 0.95m deep, with
steep to near-vertical sloping sides, a rounded base
within the north-west pit and a flattish base along
its remaining length. It contained a series of six fills
(825-830). Basal fill (830), located along the sides of
the oven pit, comprised a thin lens of indurated dark
green/grey clay derived from in situ burning. This
was overlain by both (828) and (829) consisting of
a dark grey/brown silt clay likely to represent the
residue from the final use of the oven. In turn, this
was overlain by an episode of backfilling comprising
a light red/brown silt clay (827) which was below
(826), a light brown silt clay from gradual silting up
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Fig. 5 Area 2, section of Romano-British ‘oven’ F831

of the feature, and which contained a single piece of
ironworking slag. Upper fill (825), a mid-grey/brown
silt clay, was probably derived from a final episode
of backfilling and contained 532 sherds of 2nd- to
3rd-century Romano-British pottery, many of which
appeared to be wasters from pottery production,
casting doubt on the function of the ‘oven’ (see
Corney, below).

LITHICS
Naomi Payne

A total of 78 pieces (919g) of worked flint and chert
was recovered from 46 contexts. Most of the lithics
are likely to be residual with only a small number
derived from otherwise undated features. The raw
material is quite varied, with just under one-third
of the pieces in chert (25), including three pieces of
Greensand chert. Flint with both nodule and pebble
cortex is present. Most of the pieces are flakes, a
few of which are retouched, and flake cores, with a
small group of broken blades (five), two of which
are retouched. The only tools are six scrapers, one of
which is a thumbnail scraper of probable Early Bronze
Age date. Apart from the blades, which are likely to
be Neolithic, and the thumbnail scraper, no other
pieces in the assemblage are more closely datable
than Neolithic to Early Bronze Age. The assemblage
is essentially a residual scatter which reflects low
level activity in the landscape during these periods.
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POTTERY
Mark Corney

Introduction and methodology

The excavation recovered 6,543 sherds of pottery
totalling 87,3189 in weight. The majority of the
assemblage is of Romano-British date and mainly
derived from the fills of features. The average sherd
weight is 13.45g. The overall condition is poor, with
surfaces frequently pitted.

Only key groups are summarised here. These total
5,760 sherds with a weight of 74,5309 (Table 1). Full
details of the whole assemblage have been deposited
with the project archive.

The pottery has been scanned by context and broad
details of fabric types noted using, where applicable,
the National Roman Fabric Reference Collection
(Tomber and Dore 1998), supplemented by reference
to published local and regional forms and fabrics,
notably the Exeter series (Holbrook and Bidwell
1991). Quantification is by sherd count, weight
and rim EVE for each context. Principal diagnostic
features are noted for each context and the date
given is that provided by the ceramics alone. Many
undiagnostic body sherds, especially in fabric GREY,
could only be assigned a ‘Roman’ date, probably 2nd
to later 4th century.
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TABLE 1 CADE’S FARM ROMAN POTTERY MAIN FABRICS

Fabric No. % Weight % EVE
SALGF 3 0.1 34 <1 1
SALEZ 6 0.1 114 <1 2
AMPH 11 1.0 789 1 1
OXONCC 3 0.1 30 <1 2
DOR BB1 454 79 7,602 10.2 19
SOW BB1 219 338 4,471 6 12
GREY 2,476 43 21,539 28.9 49
NORT 864 15 16,173 21.2 38
SOD RE 403 7 6,260 8.4 14
OXID 604 10 8,421 11.3 18
MISC 717 12 9,097 13 6
TOTAL 5,760 100 74,530 100 162

Prehistoric pottery Amphorae

A total of 154 sherds (1,296g) of prehistoric pottery
was recovered from 26 contexts. Of this total, 91
sherds (802g) can be assigned to the Later Iron Age,
including a number of reconstructable vessel profiles,
some with decoration. Earlier lron Age material
totalled 27 sherds (353g) and includes a possible
furrowed bowl from Romano-British inner enclosure
ditch F651. Bronze Age pottery is represented by 31
sherds (129g). Although fragmentary, this latter group
appears to be of predominantly Middle to Late Bronze
Age date and includes a small number of decorated
sherds. A further five sherds (12g) have been identified
as being prehistoric, but are not more closely datable.

Roman and Romano-British fabrics

Twelve main Roman and Romano-British fabric
groups have been identified. Roman imports are rare.

Samian ware

Only nine sherds of abraded Samian were recovered,
three of South Gaulish (SALGF) origin and six Central
Gaulish (SALEZ). The South Gaulish products are
all dated c. 75-110 and the Central Gaulish wares
c. 150-200. Samian ware forms represent only
0.1% of the assemblage by weight and number.

Eleven amphora sherds were recovered, comprising
ten body sherds from Dressel 20 in fabric BATAM1
and a single body sherd of a Gaulish product, probably
a Gauloise 4, in GALAM 1. Amphorae only comprise
1% of the assemblage by weight and number.

Romano-British fine wares

Romano-British fine wares are conspicuous by their
rarity with only three sherds from the Oxfordshire
industry (OXONCC): two sherds from the same
vessel, a mortarium C97, dated c. 270-400 (Young
1977) and a bowl, C45, dated c. 270-400. No New
Forest products are present.

Romano-British coarse wares
Dorset black burnished wares (DOR BB1)

Dorset black burnished ware is comparatively low in
number, accounting for only 10.2% by weight, 7.9% by
count, of the overall assemblage. The earliest vessels
are 2nd-century jars and a flat rim bowl, Greyhound
Yard Types 2 and 22 (Woodward et al. 1993). The
majority of the DOR BBL1 is of later Roman date (c.
300+), comprising Type 3 everted rim jars with obtuse
lattice decoration and Type 25 drop-flange bowls,
much from hollow F621 within enclosure 948. Of
note are seven decorated body sherds from two vessels
with burnished diagonal decoration around the girth,
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probably from Greyhound Yard Type 18 jars of later
4th- to early 5th-century date (Gerrard 2004; 2010)
recovered from hollow F764 and posthole F838.
Overall, the DOR BB1 assemblage is dominated by
jars, nearly all Type 3, accounting for 74% (based on
rim EVE). Plain rim dishes (Type 20) account for a
further 7% and conical drop-flanged bowls (Type 25),
19%.

South-West black burnished ware (SOW BB1)

South-West black burnished ware items account
for 3.8% by count and 6% by weight of the total
assemblage. Identifiable forms are restricted to bead
rim bowls decorated with applied ribs and dots
(Holbrook and Bidwell 1991, type 7.2), as well as
bead rim jars, dating to the late 1st to 2nd century.
Body sherds from jars are also present.

Medium-fine grey or black sandy wares (GREY)

This is a large fabric group, accounting for 43% by
count and 28.9% by weight of the overall assemblage.
Few distinctive sub-groups have been identified and
there is little to sub-divide the group in a meaningful
way. The sources are undoubtedly local and the
wares appear to span the Roman period, including
cordoned jars of later 1st-century date from pit F240
and inner enclosure ditch F651 (the latter associated
with a SOW BB1 Type 7.2 bowl). Many of the
forms imitate black burnished types (Fig. 6, 1-3).
Jars dominate, accounting for 72% (rim EVE), with
a range of rim forms including everted, rolled and
bead, mainly of 2nd- to early 3rd-century date, with
many of the everted rim jars featuring acute lattice
decoration. Some of the jars also feature counter-sunk
handles. Other forms, present in smaller quantities
include drop flange bowls of 4th-century date and
plain-rimmed dishes, both copying BB1 types. A few
vessels retained traces of black surface slip.

Norton-Fitzwarren-type ware (NORT)

This is the second largest fabric group after GREY,
comprising 15% by count and 21.7% by weight. An
orange, brown or grey ware containing inclusions
including angular white quartzite, rounded quartz
grains and fragments of purple-grey, fine-grained,
argillaceous rock (?shale), fine white mica and
occasional sandstone. The fabric was common
amongst material excavated from Norton Fitzwarren
hillfort and a local source was suggested there (Timby
1989, fabric 1). It is also present in some numbers at
Maidenbrook Farm, Cheddon Fitzpaine (Ferris and
Bevan 1994, fabric 14). The fabric is used for the
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manufacturing of large thick-walled, often handmade,
storage jars including examples with impressed and/
or stabbed decoration. The style of the storage jars
is well known in local assemblages and also occurs
at Exeter and in east Devon (Holbrook and Bidwell
1991, 175). Dating evidence clearly points to a later
Roman date, from the 3rd century and particularly
into the 4th century. This is undoubtedly related to a
storage jar tradition seen across the South West (ibid.).
Of especial note at Cade’s Farm is a large group of
vessels in this fabric from ‘oven’ F831 (Fig. 6, 4-7).
Many of these are either underfired or overfired and
distorted, are clearly wasters and suggest manufacture
in the near vicinity. The amount of material from
F831, 532 by count (8.13% of the total assemblage)
and 9,608g by weight (11.0% of the total assemblage)
suggests that F831 may be a kiln or clamp rather than
an oven. The evidence for manufacture of storage jars
in this fabric from Norton Fitzwarren hillfort (Timby
1989), Maidenbrook Farm, Cheddon Fitzpaine,
including wasters (Ferris and Bevan 1994) and now
from Cade’s Farm points to the Wellington/Taunton
area as a major source of dispersed production for this
distinctive regional type.

South Devon Ware (SOD RE)

A small quantity of SOD RE is present comprising
7% by number and 8.4% by weight of the overall
assemblage. The forms are restricted to everted rim
jars and drop flange bowls (Holbrook and Bidwell
1991, 177-81) of later 3rd- to 4th-century date.

Oxidised wares (OXID, OXIDFE)

Oxidised wares, all of unknown source, were divided
according to pastes, iron-rich (OXIDFE), and general
sandy (OXID). This fabric group is small, comprising
10.5% by count and 11.3% by weight of the overall
assemblage. The oxidised sandy wares (OXID)
include a small number of everted rim jars derived
from BB1 types of 2nd-century date. The iron-rich
fabric, a pale orange-pink ware with dark red-orange
iron (OXIDFE), has similarities to the Shepton
Mallet type mortaria, possibly suggesting a source.
Vessels include shallow bowls with flat rims, possibly
copying BB1 Type 22.

Assemblage overview

Analysis of the selected deposits shows restricted
access to pottery supplies with local coarse products
dominating, comprising 68.5% by count and 61.9%
by weight overall. Activity spans the Roman period,
from the later 1st century to the early 5th century.
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Fig. 6 Illustrated Romano-British vessels from Cade’s Farm. Scale 1:4
(Drawing by Mark Corney)

83



SOMERSET ARCHAEOLOGY AND NATURAL HISTORY, 2022

Material of 2nd- to early 3rd-century date occurs
across Areas 1 and 2, whilst later 3rd- to 4th-century
material is concentrated in Area 1, including Type
18 jars dated to the late 4th and early 5th century.
Notable is the rarity of fine wares, whether imported
or local, as well as amphorae and mortaria. In terms
of material culture this points to a low level of
‘Romanisation” and is in close accord with the only
other large published Romano-British assemblages
in the vicinity of Cade’s Farm, Norton Fitzwarren
(Timby 1989) and Maidenbrook Farm, Cheddon
Fitzpaine (Ferris and Bevan 1994), although at the
latter site DOR BB1 accounts for 33% by count of
the assemblage as opposed to only 7.9% at Cade’s
Farm. Local wares dominate in the form of grey
sandy fabrics (GREY) although the sources remain
unknown. NORT storage jars feature prominently
in the later Roman assemblage and the large group,
including wasters, from F831 point to production on
or close to the site.

Ilustrated groups (Fig. 6)

Ditch 187, Context 186

1. Everted-rim jar (GREY). The rim has a
pronounced beaded lip and the body is
undecorated. Copy of a SEDBBI Greyhound
Yard Type 2 or SWBB Exeter Type 24. At
Exeter the type is largely from Hadrianic-
later 2nd-century contexts.

2. Bead-rim bowl (GREY). Copy of SWBB
Exeter Type 42 where mainly dated early to
mid-2nd century.

3.  Bead-rim bowl (GREY). Copy of SWBB
Exeter Type 44. 2nd century.

Kiln 831. Large, mainly hand-made storage jars. 4th
century.

Context 825

4. Handmade storage jar with finger pressed
decoration and rough stabbing on top of the
rim. Over-fired.

5. Handmade storage jar with finger pressed
decoration. The bead of the rim has a deep
horizontal groove. Over-fired.

6. Handmade storage jar with finger pressed
decoration.

Context 827

7. Handmade storage jar with finger pressed
decoration. Over-fired.
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METALWORK
Naomi Payne

A single copper-alloy find, ON1, was recovered
from context 177, single fill of pit F178. This feature
did not produce any other finds. The object is just
over half of the hoop of a penannular brooch. The
remainder of the hoop and the pin are missing. The
hoop has an extrapolated original diameter of c.
31mm and a circular profile which has a broadly
consistent diameter of c. 2.5mm. The surviving
terminal is not well preserved but appears to be in the
form of a diminutive knob with a flattened end and a
collar. There are hints of grooved lines on the internal
surface. The brooch could be either of Booth’s type
A4, if the knob was plain, or Type A8, if the knob was
grooved (Booth 2014, 130). Both are largely Roman
forms, although there are rare examples from the Late
Iron Age and also the post-Roman period up to the 7th
century AD (ibid., 138-39).

A total of 19 iron objects and fragments was
recovered from four contexts. The iron is in very poor
condition and most of the pieces are amorphous, with
no detail visible on x-rays. The identifiable items
comprise a nail with globular head from gully F860,
a nail shaft or pointed terminal and a highly encrusted
nail shaft or rod fragment from pit F858, both features
in group 947, and an iron rod in two parts from context
885, fill of posthole F887 in working area 941. The
latter object is c. 120mm in length with a squarish
profile, c. 15mm across; one end is squared off and
the other is unclear on the x-ray and possibly broken.
All of the iron finds are probably Roman in date.

METALWORKING DEBRIS
Naomi Payne

A total of 81 fragments (5,782g) of slag and 25
pieces (195g) of furnace/oven lining was recovered
from 14 Roman contexts (mainly pit and ditch fills)
and one undated pit. The slag includes 14 pieces
(3,5499) of furnace slag and 59 fragments (1,963g) of
undiagnostic ironworking slag. Some of the furnace
slag from hollow F621 contains charcoal impressions
and much of the furnace lining is vitrified. None of
the slag relates to in situ working, but rather it appears
to represent small dumps of metalworking waste.
Its presence suggests that smelting (and perhaps
smithing) activity was taking place nearby.

OTHER BURNT OR FIRED CLAY
Naomi Payne

A total of 36 pieces (493g) of burnt or fired clay
was recovered from 13 contexts within nine features
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(mainly ditches). Seven of the features which contain
burnt clay are likely to be Roman in date; one is
prehistoric and one is undated. All of the burnt clay is
in the same fine micaceous fabric, which is mainly an
oxidised reddish orange, sometimes with one lighter
buff surface. The surfaces are mostly slightly uneven,
suggesting that this material was originally structural,
for example oven lining. There is one small lump
from Romano-British inner enclosure ditch F651
which contains a possible rod impression. This is
also the only piece which is buff coloured throughout.
The fragment from the ditch of prehistoric enclosure
813, has two flattish surfaces set at an angle slightly
larger than a right angle. The surfaces of this piece are
quite smooth and it is possible that it is a fragment of
a fired clay object. Two further pieces of burnt clay
from the ditch of prehistoric enclosure 813 are small,
amorphous and featureless.

Object 7 is a fragment of a pottery spindle whorl or
gaming counter, which was recovered from Romano-
British inner enclosure ditch F651. The object, about
one quarter of which survives, has been reworked
from a sherd of South Devon ware, the distribution
of which expanded into the Exeter area and west
Somerset after c. AD 150 (Holbrook and Bidwell
1991, 178). It has a consistent thickness of 8mm and
its extrapolated original diameter is c. 45mm. The
central hole was originally 9-10mm in diameter and
the surviving edge is slightly rounded front and back.

CERAMIC BUILDING MATERIAL
Naomi Payne

Five fragments (395g) of Roman ceramic building
material were recovered from four contexts in hollow
F621 within Romano-British enclosure 948. Four of
the fragments are certainly or probably from two or
three tegulae. The original form of the fifth fragment
cannot be determined. The tegula fragments include
two conjoining fragments from an overfired tile with
part of a diagonal lower cutaway present. This is
probably of Warry’s Group B, which he suggests has a
best-fit date range of AD 100-180 (2006, 3-4, 63), but
it is too fragmentary to be certain. This tile also has
part of a signature present. This is probably a semi-
circle formed from a single fingertip impression, but
again it is incomplete so it is not possible to be sure.
One of the other tegula fragments is from a similarly
over-fired tile, but this does not join with the other
pieces.

WORKED AND UTILISED STONE
Naomi Payne, with geological identifications by
Dennis Parsons

A total of 17 pieces of worked and utilised stone was
recovered from ten contexts within five prehistoric
and Roman features and the overlying subsoil.
Worked stone objects included fragments of a
quern (described in the following section), several
whetstones and a perforated slate disc; there are also
a number of imported stones which may have been
utilised. This material has been catalogued in full and
the listing will be deposited with the archive.

Four whetstone fragments were recovered from
Roman contexts, three of which (ONs 9, 10 and
17) were from hollow F621 within double-ditched
Romano-British enclosure 948 and the third (ON 5)
was from the inner enclosure ditch (F651). Three
are incomplete with one end missing, and one is a
central section with breaks at both ends. All of the
whetstones are made from hard, fine to medium-
grained sandstones which could have been sourced
from the Quantock Hills, or from a north Somerset
beach in cobble form. The form of the whetstone
from context 639, a fill of hollow F621, suggests it is
a beach cobble. If the whetstones are beach cobbles in
origin they are likely to have been sourced from the
area between Lynton/Lynmouth and Blue Anchor on
the north Somerset coast.

The perforated slate, ON 4, was recovered from
context 640, a fill of hollow F621. It is broadly oval, c.
80 x 65mm, with rough (possibly damaged) edges and
a neatly drilled circular perforation 8mm in diameter
in the centre. Such objects are not uncommon finds
from Roman contexts and may have had a variety of
functions, for example, lids for pots.

There are also four sandstone pebble or cobble
fragments, which could be natural but derive either
from the Quantock Hills or the north Somerset coast,
suggesting that they were brought to the site. These
may have been utilised in some way but there is no
additional evidence for this.

THE ROTARY QUERN
Ruth Shaffrey

A lower rotary quern of slightly tapered form
measuring 395-410mm diameter by 30-48mm thick
was found in subsoil (501); despite this context, the
quern is likely, by its form, to be Roman in date, in
keeping with the archaeology excavated on site. The
quern has a slightly sloped straight grinding surface
bearing eight distinctive radial grooves and some
rotational wear (Fig. 7). The edges are dressed but
mostly damaged and the base is roughly shaped. It
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has a fully perforated oval spindle hole, which is
conical and narrows towards the grinding surface.
The quern is made from a medium-grained Devonian
red sandstone, for which the nearest source would be
the Quantock Hills.

The radial grooves on the grinding surface are
distinctive. The most frequent method of dressing
the grinding surface of a rotary quern is to peck it,
either with neat close pecking or with more widely
spaced and deeper pock marks but it is also common
for this surface to be grooved with grooves that
have been divided into segments, usually known as
harps. Sometimes the grinding surface has rotational
grooves — mostly caused through use and it is not
uncommon for the surface to be so worn as to
obliterate the dressing method. Radial grooves (un-
harped) are not common — the author has fewer than
100 of this type in a database of approximately 6,000
querns. In addition, the grooves would not have
served a particular purpose — to improve the cutting
surface or to help distribute grain to the edge of the
quern. The likelihood is therefore that they were a
personal alteration to the quern and we must consider
the possibility that these were added to the quern post-
grinding use. Or equally, that the stone was originally
an upper stone, with this the decorated upper surface,
before it was reused as a lower stone. Only one

Fig. 7 The lower rotary quern of Roman type found in
subsoil (501), showing the grinding surface bearing
radial grooves
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parallel for the design on this stone is known to the
author and that is a similarly flat quern found on the
Antrim-Derry border (Griffiths 1951, plate 7).

Itis also of note that whilst the quern is still largely
functional, it has been damaged around a section of its
circumference. Such damage is unlikely to have been
accidental and has been coined a type of deliberate
fragmentation or detachment (Heslop 2008, 71).
This is tantamount to deliberately removing the
functionality of an object and is increasingly being
observed on querns in the South as well as in the
North, where this behaviour was first categorised.

BURNT STONE
Naomi Payne

A total of 47 pieces (1,114g) of burnt stone was
recovered from 19 prehistoric or Roman contexts
within 17 features and one undated pit or posthole.
Several of these features also contained small
quantities of slag, furnace lining and burnt clay.

SHALE
Naomi Payne

A small fragment of shale, ON8, derives from a
bracelet. This was recovered from hollow F621 within
enclosure 948, which also produced a large quantity
of Roman finds. The bracelet’s profile is broadly oval
with a slightly flattened interior. It measures 10.3mm
by 7.1mm. Only a small length survives but the
curvature suggests an original external diameter of
85mm.

ANIMAL BONE
Charlotte Coles

A total of 178 pieces (155g) of animal bone was
recovered from 16 Roman and two undated contexts.
The animal bone is extremely fragmented and
poorly-preserved. There are several burnt pieces.
The only identifiable pieces are three cattle bones
(two loose teeth and an astragalus) and four sheep/
goat bones (a loose tooth, a mandible, a radius
and a tibia). Two of the bones were butchered;
the cattle astragalus was chopped through the
body and the sheep/goat radius was horizontally
chopped through the proximal end. Due to the
poor preservation no further analysis of hushandry
techniques such as ageing or metrics are possible.
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DISCUSSION
Paul Rainbird

Introduction

The small assemblage of lithics and prehistoric
pottery represents use of the area from the Neolithic
and Bronze Age, but no features can be attributed to
prehistory prior to the Middle Iron Age. The most
significant findings of the investigations relate to the
pair of small enclosures, the northerly of which was
probably established in the later Iron Age and the
more southerly firmly of Romano-British date, as is
the majority of the other evidence for occupation of
the site. These significant findings are discussed by
chronological period below.

Later lron Age

The pottery finds at the base of the enclosure 813 ditch
show that it was constructed in the Middle Iron Age
at the earliest. Upper fills containing Roman pottery
show that it was still a feature in the landscape in the
Romano-British period, which is presumably why
there was little in the way of stratigraphic relationships
between this and later features. A paucity of finds and
features within it probably results from truncation by
later ploughing, as does the lack of a bank associated
with the ditch. The size of the enclosure indicates that
it probably functioned as a small farmstead, although
a simple stock enclosure cannot be ruled out. Areview
of Roman rural settlement, which includes the current
site within a ‘Central Belt’, found that most Iron
Age farmsteads in the area were enclosed although a
significant proportion were ‘open’, that is, unenclosed
(Smith 2016).

Romano-British

The Roman pottery dates from the later 1st century
through to the early 5th century, and several features
clearly illustrate a long period of activity on the site
during this period. The most obvious feature was the
small double-ditched enclosure. Its purpose appears
to have been for small-scale rural industry with little
evidence for domestic use; indeed, across the site
there were no obvious buildings, including within the
enclosure, while clusters of features beyond its bounds
appear to represent working areas and hollows. The
small amount of Roman ceramic building material
would not suggest a Romanised building on the site
and was probably brought in for other purposes. The
finds generally represent workaday items with little in
the way of dress items and only a very small amount
of fine wares and imported pottery. The postholes

may represent flimsy structures to provide workers
with some shelter from the weather and many of
the ditches and gullies probably aided drainage in
this low-lying area. Some of the finds indicate some
metalworking in the vicinity, but the best evidence
for specialist activity came from feature F831, which
was interpreted as a standard Roman type keyhole
shaped oven when excavated, but has subsequently
been reinterpreted as a possible pottery kiln given
the number of pottery wasters associated with it (see
Corney, above). The extraction pits uncovered in Area
1 may be associated with the pottery production in the
expedient use of raw materials.

The double-ditched enclosure was small and,
although there was evidence for modification of the
inner circuit entrance, it does not appear to have
been regarded as providing an important defensive
boundary, but instead probably also aided drainage
along with perhaps defining an area for a specific
activity — although what this activity was is not
apparent. The slightly south-east-facing entrance may
indicate the direction of associated settlement, but
as with the enclosure boundary ditches the symbolic
importance of this direction and the enclosing of
specific, perhaps potentially arcane, activities such
as metalworking cannot be ruled out. Evidence for
ironworking in Roman Britain is widespread and in
rural contexts is derived from specialist industrial
sites, farmsteads and villas (Smith 2017, 185).
The single rotary quern piece appears to have been
deliberately decommissioned which is potentially a
symbolic act. Despite this small evidence for arable
agriculture the limited evidence provided by the
animal bone indicates that cattle and sheep/goat were
also being farmed, which is typical for the period in
southern England (Allen 2017; Lodwick 2017).

The nearest evidence for contemporary settlement
is not to the south-east, as the enclosure entrance
might suggest, but rather is a short distance to the
north on the opposite side of the Tone (Somerset HER
14029 and 14030). Here, at Nynehead, metal detector
and fieldwalking finds, geophysical survey and
aerial photography have recorded a probable Roman
settlement comprised of a series of enclosures,
droves and field boundaries. Three further undated
enclosures, one double-ditched, are known to the
north-west of the site (Somerset HER 44167, 42682
and 42684). It is interesting to note that immediately
adjacent to the south of Cade’s Farm at Jurston
Farm extensive evaluation trenching uncovered no
evidence for Iron Age or Romano-British occupation
(Green 2014).
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