ORIGINS, DEVELOPMENT
AND ABANDONMENT OF
AN IRON AGE VILLAGE

FURTHER ARCHAEOLOGICAL
INVESTIGATIONS FOR THE DAVENTRY
INTERNATIONAL RAIL FREIGHT TERMINAL,
CRICK & KILSBY, NORTHAMPTONSHIRE
1993-2013

(DIRFT VOLUME I1)

Robert Masefield (ed)
Andy Chapman
Peter Ellis
Jonathan Hart
Roy King
Andrew Mudd

5 ® ’\
V% Cotswold
g T FQULITRIRLON S RES PROLOGIS.

ARCHAEOPRESS ARCHAEOLOGY




ARCHAEOPRESS PUBLISHING LTD
Gordon House
276 Banbury Road
Oxford OX2 7ED

www.archaeopress.com

ISBN 978 1 78491 218 5
ISBN 978 1 78491 219 2 (e-Pdf)

© Archaeopress and the individual authors 2015

Cover: Reconstructed detailed view of the Iron Age settlement looking south-east by Mark Gridley
(view from just north-west of the Long Dole)
© Cotswold Archaeology

Robert Masefield (ed), Andy Chapman, Peter Ellis, John Hart, Roy King & Andrew Mudd.

With contributions by Philip L. Armitage, C.R. Batchelor, Lynne Bevan, Paul Blinkhorn, Pat Chapman,
Sarah Cobain, S. Elliot, Rowena Gale, J. Geber, Rob Ixer, Dennis Jackson, Charles LeQuesne, Alison Locker,
E.R. McSloy, Fiona Roe, Stephanie Vann, Ann Woodward and D.S. Young.

Illustrations by Amir Bassir, Andy Chapman, Mark Gridley, Adam Jarvis, James Ladocha,
Aleksandra Osinska, Matthew Pearson and Pat Walsh

All rights reserved. No part of this book may be reproduced, stored in retrieval system,
or transmitted, in any form or by any means, electronic, mechanical, photocopying or otherwise,

without the prior written permission of the copyright owners.

Printed in England by Oxuniprint, Oxford

This book is available direct from Archaeopress or from our website www.archaeopress.com



Contents

LISt Of FISUIES eeeeeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiciieeetieterinneeseeeseeeennnnsssssessseeesnnnsssssssssseeesnnnssssssssssesesnnnssssssssssessnnnsssssssssssssnnnns i
T o1 -1 ¢ 1= N iii
ACKNOWIEAZEMENTES ....ccceeeciiiiiiieiiieeceeieerieeeenneeeeeesreeeeennnssssessssereeennnssssssssssseesnnnssssssssssseennnnnssssssssssesnnnnnnnnnn v
SUIMIMIANY 1euiteiieeiieneianeraieesieetiassrsssresseessassrassrassssssssstossssssssssssssssssssssassssssssssssstossssssssssssssssssasssasssnssssssasssasssns v
Chapter 1 — INtrodUCHION .......ciiiieiiiiiiiiiniiiieritreeesirreeierereeiereenesisteensstsseensssssesnssssssensssssssnsssssssnnssssssnnsnsns 1
Robert Masefield
SETTING THE SCENE ROBERT MASEFIELD WITH A CONTRIBUTION BY CHARLES LEQUESNE.............. 1
REPORT STRUGCTURE ettt e e e e e e et et e e e e e e eaet e e e eeaaaaa e eeeeeaasnaeeeeseeassanns 1
GEOLOGICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL BACKGROUND ROBERT MASEFIELD WITH CHARLES LEQUESNE...... 3
AN OVERVIEW OF THE LANDSCAPE DEVELOPMENT AT CRICK AND KILSBY ..ccoieiiiiiieeiiieeiiceee e, 4
HISTORY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXPLORATION AT DIRFT eetttieiieiiiiiiiee ettt e e eevaae e e e e eeaaans 5
TERMINOLOGY AND CHRONOLOGY ittuiiiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt tttes e e e e ettt s e e e e e eaaaen e e e e eeaaaaeseeeaeesaansennrannnns 9
[ O N 1 = O I 1Y SR TPPPPTPPR 12
Chapter 2 — Iron Age settlement at the LoNg Dole.........ciiieeiiiiieeiiiiiiiiiieeccirrenccereensessennsseessnnssessennsnans 13

Andy Chapman with contributions from Paul Blinkhorn, Pat Chapman, Sarah Cobain, Rowena Gale, Dennis Jackson,
Alison Locker and Stephanie Vann. lllustrations by Pat Walsh, James Ladocha, Amir Bassir and Andy Chapman

SUIMIMNARY ...ttt e e ettt e e e st e e st e e e eabee e abeeaeaseeabaseeabaeeassaeesbaeesesseeasseeansseesnsasesnsaeesssaesasseeeasseesnses 13
INTRODUCGTION itiieeieeeeiee ettt e ettt e e et e e et e e e bt e e sabaeeebeeeaasaeesabeeaasseeassaeseasasesasseeassaeeansaeeasseesnsseesasseenn 13
B TN (o= 1= L 4 [ o ISP PPUPPRRE 13
YL o] eTeY <y T o] a1V AT oo IF={<To] loY -V USSP 13
YR = d gL e o] oY=V USRI 14
Post-excavation analysis and rePOIrtiNG .....cc.uveiiiiiiiiie e e e e e s e e e s aaaeee s 14

F Yol o)V [=To F=d= o V=T ol P SPSPPRRRE 14
THE WORKED FLINT FROM THE LONG DOLE ANDY CHAPMAN. ....ccooeeteeeeeeeeieeeeeeeeiiteeeaevviiiiaaaaaans 17
THE IRON AGE STRUCTURES AT THE LONG DOLE ..ottt e e e v e a e 17
Cluster 2, Phasel: Ring-gullies RG6, RG11, RG5 and RG19, and linear flanking ditches........................ 17
RING-GUIIY RGB ...ttt ettt e e et e e ettt e e e aaab e e e e esasbaeeeeansbeeeeessaeeeeensseeeeannsreeeaan 17
RiNg-gUlly RG11 (ROUNANOUSE?).....eeiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt e ettt e et e e s e e e s e e e e enntaeeeesnnsreeeas 17
Ring-gully RG5 (Enclosure) and flanking ditChes........cc.uiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e 17
RING-UIIY RGLO ...ttt e et e e et e e e e eaab e e e esaabeeeeeansseeeeensaaeeeensseeeeennsseeenan 19
STl o T TN =3t PSPPSR 20
The early SOUthern arm (EL.L) ..ottt e e e e bt e e e e st e e e ssbae e e e seabbeeeessnraneeesans 20

LTSN I (T - [ o o PSR PPRPRNY 20

I T o ad a 1Y T T 1 PSPPSRt 21

The new southern arm and the eastern arm (EL.2) ......uueeeeeeeeiiiiiiiiiieeeeee et 21

The western arm, the western entrance and the palisade slot.......ccccvveeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiieieeee e, 22
Ring-gully RG13 and the south-western eNtranCe .........ceeeeciieieeiciiiee e e 22

The northern boundary ditch, enclosure E3, and a later Iron Age trackway.........cccoccvveeiviiiieeeiinneenn. 23
The boundary system and the northern trackway ..........ooccveiiiiciiiiiicciec e 23
ol Fo T I =3 PSSP 24
Cluster 1: Ring-gullies RG1, RG2 @Nd RG3 .......uiiiiiiiiiiieiiiieeeeciitee ettt e et e e e e sbae e e e e sanaeee e ennreeeeennnes 25
Enclosure and riNg-gUIY RGL ......cocuuiiiiiiiiii ettt ettt e et e e s e e e e saae e e e entaeeeesnnnaeeaes 25
RING-GUIIY RG2 ...ttt ettt et e e et e e et e e e e aaab e e e e e aatseeeeeansaeeeeensaeeeeensseeeeannnseeenan 25
RING-BUIIY RG3 ... ittt ettt e e e et e e e tb e e e e aaab e eeeeaassaeeeeanaaeeeeessaaeeeensseeeeannnreeenan 26
o0 o o To 1o ] o U ot f ] = IO TP TP PTPPPPN 27

(0] d o[ g =1 1 =T =Y [T 01T ) PRSP 27
Cluster 2, Phases 2 & 3: Ring-gullies RG6, RG12, RG4 and Enclosure E2........ccccoecvveveeviiieeeeeciiee e, 27

RING-GUIIY RGB ....eeeieie ettt ettt e et e e ettt e e e eaab e e e e eaasbeeeeeansaeeeeessaeeeeennsseeeeennnreeenan 27



RING-BUIIY RGL2 ...ttt et e e et e e et e e e e aaa e e e e eaataeeeeeassseeeeensaeeeeennsaeeeeannnreeenan 31

g Tol T T U g I =5 SRS 31
ENCIOSUIE E2.2 (H3B) coiiiiiiieieeeeeee ettt ettt e e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e se bbb e aaeeeeeeeeesnassarareeeens 31
Cluster 3: Ring-gullies RG7, RG8 aNd RGL8 .........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e e eate e e e e enre e e e 32
RING-UIY RG18 (AOMESTIC?) ..uveieiiiiiiiee ittt e ettt e ettt e e et e e e et e e e e e aae e e e e eaaaeeeeensaeeeesnseeaens 32
Ring-gully RG7 (anCillary/dOmMESTIC) ......eeiiuiieerieeeiie ettt et e e e e e e et e e eareeeaneas 33
Tree throws pre-dating CIUSTEE 3....... ettt e e e et e e e e tr e e e e seabae e e e eearaeeaeaans 33

ey == V| YA S G i o To 1y 1 =T ) PSRRI 33
ClUSEEr 8: RG23 @Nd RG24 .....uviiiiiieeiiee et sitt ettt stee sttt e st e e ste e e sabeeessteesanbeessaeesnseesenseeesnseesnsseesnnseenn 33
Cluster 4: Enclosure E4, Ring-gullies RG9 and RG10 and a four-post structure ..........cccecevveeeeecieeeeenns 33
o Tol Lo T U=l o (5 1 SRR 33
e == U1 LY S G SRR 34
FOUTI-POST STIUCTUI .ttt e ettt s e s e e et e et e e s e e e eaaaaeseeeeeesanneseeeenennannsaees 34

ey o= = U1 LY {1 O U PPRR 34
Cluster 5: Ring-gully RG14, RG15, RG16 anNd RG22 .......cccciiiiiiiiiiieeeeiieee ettt eeeitee e e etvee e e e enree e e 34
o= = U1 LY S i PR 36
RiNg-gully RG15a (ENCIOSUIE) (H3) urriiieiiiiiiee ettt e ettt e et e e et e e e e saaa e e e e e ataeeeesnnaeaeas 38

e o= = V1LY S i ] o F RO 38
== U1 LY S i U PPPR 39

e o= = (V1LY S G PP 39
3Tl Fo L U o N =PSRRI 39
Cluster 6: Ring-gullies RG17 anNd RG20.......ccccuiiiieiiiiiee ettt e e et e e e evte e e e e earae e e e eeataee e e ennaeaeeennreas 40
e o= = (U1 LY {1 AU 40
o= = (U1 LY S G O SRR 41
Cluster 7: Ring-gully RG21 and an unexcavated ring gUIlY ........ccoveiiiiiiiii i 41
e o= = (U1 LY S G PR 41
Unexcavated ring-gully Within ENClOSUIE E5 ........ooiiiiiiiii e e 41
Other unexcavated ring-gullies to the south of encloSure E5 .........ccoocviiieiiiiiiic i 41
THE IRON AGE POTTERY FROM THE LONG DOLE PAUL BLINKHORN, DENNIS JACKSON AND ANDY CHAPMAN.. 44
=Y o o ol USSR 44
[DI=Tolo] =) { (o] o DUUUUUU TP PP PPPPP O PPPPP 44
Chronology ANGY CAOPIMAN...........cccceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee et e et e e et e e et a e e e eaessasseaaeasassasaeannsresans 45
Earlier Middle [ron Age (400-200BC) .......uuviieeiiuiieieecitiieeeecie e e esire e e e e stre e e e esaeeeeeesnaeeeeeanseeeeesnnsseeens 45
Later Middle Iron Age (200-100BC).....cccccurriieeeiuiieieeciieeeeeeiteeeeeetreeeeestreeeeesasseeeeesnaeeeeennseeeeesnnsreeens 45
Late 1ron Age (LO0BC-ADA3I).....ceeieiieeee e ettt e e ettt e e e eete e e e e eata e e e e esasaeeeeaaaseeeeeasssseesassaeeesanssaeeeeannseeeean 45
0o T g T Ta T e Yo =T oY AT 46
[llustrated lron Age pottery from the LONg DOIE .......cuvviieiiiiiieie et 46
OTHER IRON AGE FINDS FROM THE LONG DOLE ANDY CHAPMAN AND PAT CHAPMAN................... 48
LT oY =T I <o T =TSRSS 48
QUEINS aNd BrINAING SEONES ..t iiiieiiiiieeeee e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ss et e eeeeeeeeeesssnnsnrnraeeaaeeeanas 48
[T =Y [ = 1Y O UURRPPPPPPE 48
ANIMAL BONE FROM THE LONG DOLE ALISON LOCKER. ......uuuuuueiieeieieeeeeee e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeanaens 49
PLANT MACROFOSSILS AND CHARCOAL FROM THE LONG DOLE SARAH COBAIN.......cuuueeeeeevevvverann, 50
RESUIES .ttt ettee ettt ettt ettt s e ettt s e et e e ettt e et e e e e teeesatee e s tee e ateeenta e e e beee e beeeanteeeanteeennaeeeneeeeneeennnes 50
Earlier Middle Iron Age to Later Middle Iron AGE ........ueeeeeeiiieee ettt 50
Charcoal from the Long Dole by ROWENG GAIE............ccccueveeeeeeeieeeeeeieeeeeeeee ettt eea e 51
V134 Voo Fo] oY =4V AU 52
LTIV e Yo e ol o =Y ol - USSR 52
DISCUSSION ettt ettt ettt e e e e e e ettt e e et eeeae e e s bbbt et e e eeee e e e nnbe b e e e e eeeeeeeaaannnreneeeeeeens 54

A HISTORY OF SETTLEMENT AT THE LONG DOLE ANDY CHAPMAN...........ccceveieieeeeeeeeeeeeeveeeeeveveneneneneen 54
Site chronology and radiocarbon dating ........c..eeeiiiiiiii i 54
Settlement dEVEIOPMENT .......oi i e e e e e et e e e e bt e e e e e e bte e e e eenbaeeeeenneeas 55
The distribution of Iron Age pottery and animal boNne.............oooiiiiiiiiciiii e 56
0o TUT Yo ] aToTUE]=N [oToT oV V- 1Y AU PSUSRRPOt 56

FOUP @Nd SIX-POSt SEIUCTUIES .. .uviviiiiiieeeee e e ee ettt e e e e e e ese s e e e e e e e e e s s naabaaeeeeeeeeeseasnnssrnnneeeeeseessnnnsnnns 58



Chapter 3 — Crick HOTEl ...... .. i cccee et e ceee e e e e rrnnns s se e e s e e e s nnnnssssssesseesnnnsssssssssnseennnnsssnssssnneennnnnnen 61
Peter Ellis and Roy King

INTRODUCGTION ...cttiieiiee ettt e etiee e ettt e ettt e et e e staeesateeesatee e saeeansaeeassaeasssaeeanseeen sassasessseeansaeesnsseesssasensseeaasseeans 61
2 o] <=4 oYU o T P PPOPPPRR 61

FA Yol oLV Y] 1= F= LT 4 YT o PSPPI 62
2SR U 1 1RSSR 62
Period 2.2/2.3a: Earliest/Early Iron Age, c.800—400 BC .........cccvveeiueeeeireeeerieeeteeeeeeeeeeeteeeeteeeeareeeeseee e 62

[T T=T: T i ol o T I PRSPPI 62

ey e == U1 Y S G PSSP 63

S Tol o U TN =3 SRR 63

[ oo [T T [ 1 4 [T~ PSPPSR 66
Period 2.3b: Early Iron Age €.600—400 BC.......ccoccuuiiiiiiiiiieeeiiieeeesiireeeseesiteeessssreeessstaeeessssaeeessssseees 66

[T T=T T D1 ol o ST URSUPRR 66
Linear SUIlIES LGL and LG2 .....uviiiiiciiieeeciiiee et tee ettt e st e e s st e e e s snabaeeessnssseeesnnsnaeessnnssaeesennsseeeean 67
LINEAI GUIIES, LGA—6 ...evveeeeeeiiieee ettt ettt e ettt e e et e e ettt e e s s estb e e e santaeeessnsaeeesanssaeeesannsseeeeannseeenan 67

ey o= = U1 Y S G SRR 67
RING-GUIIY RGLO ....ueiiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt ee ettt e e ettt e e ettt e e e et e e s s ste e e e e snstaeeesanssaeeesanssaeeesansseeeesansseeaennn 67
ol o LYW T =3t SRR 67
ol o YU TN =3 RPN 67

[ oo =Y Ve I - 4 [T~ SRR 67
Period 3: Earlier Middle Iron Age: €.400—200 BC ......cccuiiieiiiiiiiieeeiiieeeesiiteeeesserreeesseneeeessnsaaeessnnnneeens 69

[T T=T: T Lol T 1 AU 69

ey e == U1 Y 2 1 PRSPPI 69

Sy e == U1 Y S C 7SRRI 69

ey e == U1 Y S G PSPPI 70

ey e == U1 Y S G PSRRI 70
RING-GUIIY RG8 ...ttt ettt e ettt e e e et e e s e ata e e e e e staeeesansaaeeeeanssaeeesanssaeeesanssaeeeann 70
RING-GUIIY RGO .. .eiiiiie ettt et e e et e e et e e s e ata e e e e astaeeesanssaeeesanssaeeesanssaeeesanssaeaeann 70
ol o LYW T =3t SRR 71
Yol o LU TN =3 RPN 71
Access road WatChiNg DIIief ... e e e e sbte e e e s e braeeesanes 71

[ oo I YT I - 4 [T~ USRI 71
Period 4: Later Middle Iron Age: €.200—100 BC.......coeiiiuiiieiiiiiieeeiiitieeesireee s e esireeeesstreeesssnsaeeesenneneees 72

[T T=T Lo L1 ol T I 3 AU 72

ey e == (U1 Y 2 C 7SRRI 72
RING-GUIIY RGZ ...ttt ettt e e ettt e e s et e e s e ste e e e e aasbaeeesansbaeeeeanssaeeesansaeeeeennsseeaeans 73

ey o= = U1 Y {1 PP 73

ey o= = (U1 Y S G PP 73
Yol o LYW N =5t TP 73
Yol o LU I =3 PRSP 74
Yol o YU T =1 TP 74
Yol o YU I = RPN 74
Access road WatChiNg BrIief .....ooo e e e s sber e e s s baeeeeeaes 74

[ oo =TT I 1 4 [T~ PP 75

Yo TTol =] Sy Y=Y o T T SRRSO 75
THE WORKED FLINT ANDY CHAPMAN ..ottt eeta ettt e sttt e e tea e st e essaaesasaasssaesssaeassesaaennns 75
THE LATE PREHISTORIC POTTERY E.R. MICSLOY (INCORPORATING WORK BY P. BLINKHORN AND D. JACKSON).....76
Introduction and assemblage CharaCteriStiCS......cuuiiiiiiiiiie e 76
Quantification and CONAILION ......uiiiiiiiiee e e e rbee e e s e abae e e e nres 76

= o o UUSUPPPPR 76

RV LTy =] I o s 1R SPUPPPRPRY 79
VESSEl SIZE @NAIYSIS .. ueviiiei ittt e e e e e e et e e et e e e st e e e e breeeeeaabaeeeseantaaeeeane 80

RV LTy = I oY o) 1SR SPUPPRRNY 80



2410 W0 o a'o] a1 ] Lo =4 PRSP 80

SV To [T Yol oY U 1 <SPPSR 80
SUITace treatMENT/AECOIATION . oieeeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt et e e ettt e e e e e e s e e e e e e aeereeeesesassssrararereeseses 80

YA 1A T=d = o] o1V USRI 81
Stylistic affinities aNd dAtiNg .......cvvviiiiiie et e e e eaae e e e areas 83
THE FIRED CLAY PAT CHAPMAN ...eeeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt s s e s e s s s s s sssssasnsnsesesnnnnens 83
2= o] o B S STUPUSRUPPN 84
AU Lo U] | I =LV Lo [T ol TSRS 84

OV o] =1 (<P URR 84

[ 00 1V =TT =d o PSPPI 84
STONE AND SMALL FINDS LYNNE BEVAN (WITH SPECIALIST IDENTIFICATIONS BY ROB IXER) ......... 84
THE ANIMAL BONE PHILIP L. ARMITAGE ...ttt s s s s s s s nanaaanaaaaaaaaas 85
V134 aToTe Fo] oY -4V RPN 85
Preservation and modification of the BONE .......cccueviiiiiiiiiic e 85
Descriptions of the SPecies bY PO ..........uviii i e e e e e areee s 86
Periods 2.2/2.3a and 2.3b — EQrlier IrON AZE......ccuei ettt ettt e 86
Periods 3 and 4 — MiIddIE IFON AZE .....eeeeeuiiiie ettt et e e et e e et e e e e eaae e e e e atraeeesannraeeas 86
Interpretation and diSCUSSION .......uiiiiieiii i e e e e e e s s e e e e e e e e s s asebrareeeaeeeeesnnnnnnns 87
[V Y o Yol =T ole] 1 o] 1 11V 2SRRI 87
SUIMIMIAIY ettt e e et e e e e et et e e e e e e e e et ettt et ettt et e et e e s aeaaeeea e e tebesebessasss s nanssaeaesesesasaaaaaaaeeaaaeeeneeeeennenns 87
PLANT MACROFOSSILS AND CHARCOAL SARAH COBAIN ...ccuveeeccsceaeieieeeeeeeeeseeeeaaaeaaaaasasasesssssssnnnns 88
RESUIES 1.ttt etee ettt et ettt e e st e e sttt e e ettt e et e e e s baeeeateeesa b e e e ea bt e e atee e btee e bt e e eteeeanbeeeanbeeeanteeeanaeeennes 88
Period 2.2 Earliest Iron Age — Period 4 Later MiddIe Iron Age ........uueveeeeiiieeeecieee e 88
DISCUSSION . tiieitit ettt ettt ee et e ettt e ettt e s te e e s ateeessbee e steeaaseeeestaeesasea e easseeeasseeesseeansseeenseeesnteesnnseesnnseeans 89
SEttIEMENT DEGINNINGS .oeiiieiiiie e e e et e e e s et e e e e e e abe e e e e etteeeeeanbeeeeeenseeas 89
TN FING-GUIIES ...ttt e et e e e e e ta e e e e e e taeeeesaabaeeeeestaeeeeessaeaesassaeeeeasranaenannes 89

LI LI el o T U T PR 90

(0] 01T ol o 1UL o] ol Y L= LSRR 90
FUNCEIONS ettt e e e ettt et e e e e e e s et e et e e eee e e e e e anbebeeeeeeeeeesaaannbrneees 91
Linking gullies and the oVerall Plan .........ooeiiii e et e e e e aaree s 92
APPENAIX = TADIES ..ceceeiiiieeiiiiieeiiiiieneerrtenneeetrenneeerrenseesreenssessennssessenssssssenssssssennsssssensssssssnnssssssnnssssssnnssssnen 93
Chapter 4 — Iron Age, Roman and Anglo-Saxon settlement at the Lodge .....c..cccveeeiiiieeciiiieeiciiiennccneen. 114

Andy Chapman with contributions from Paul Blinkhorn, Pat Chapman, Sarah Cobain, Rowena Gale, Dennis Jackson,
Alison Locker, E.R. McSloy and Stephanie Vann. Illustrations by Pat Walsh, Amir Bassir and Andy Chapman

SUIMIMARY Lttt sttt ettt et e st e ettt e st b eesabt e e sabeeesabeeesabeeeabbeeseaabaeesabaeesabeeesabeeesabeeesbeesneeesneeenns 114
INTRODUCGTION .ttt ettt ettt sttt s et e s bt e e st e e bt e e s bt eesabeeesabeeesabeees sabeessbbeesabaeesabaeenstaeenabeessseas 114
Site toPOGraphy AN SEOIOZY.....cicuviiiieieiiee et et e et e e e et e e e e ebte e e e esataeeeeebaaeeeennes 114
Y1 C=R = d gL o o] [o =4V AP URPUSSPNS 115
oY I (= T O O PSPPSRSO 115
ROMANO-BritisSh SETHIEMENT ..c...iiiiiiieiie ettt et be e s b e e saes 115

THE WORKED FLINT FROM THE LODGE ANDY CHAPMAN ......oveeeeeeeseeeeesiieeieesieesieeieesieesie e 118
THE IRON AGE STRUCTURES AT THE LODGE ANDY CHAPMAN AND PAT CHAPMAN ........ccccovveunene. 119
Cluster 1: Ring-gullies RG7, RG9 aNd RGLO .......ceeiiiiiiiiieiiiiiie e ccieie e eiieee e e et e e e sevae e e s sentaeeesssntaeeeeeans 119
RING-UIIY RG7 (FOUNTNOUSE) ...eeeiiiiiiie ettt ettt e e e e e e e aaae e e e e avae e e e snnraeeeeennres 119
RINg-gUIY RGO (FOUNTNOUSE) ...eeeiiiiiiiie ittt ettt s e e e et ae e e e abae e e e s aaae e e e snnbaeeeeennrees 119

[y TaT= = V|| YA G L (=Y o T Lo T U ) ISP 119
Cluster 2: Ring-gullies RG1-RG6, RG8, aNd RG25 ........ccciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeceiieee ettt e et esvree e e e svaee e 119
RiNg-gUIY RG5 (FOUNTNOUSE) ...eeiiiiiiiiie ittt ettt e e et e e e e s aba e e e e e abae e e e s nnbaeeeeennaes 119
Ring-gully RG6 (SUbSIIary StrUCTUIE) ...ccccuiieiiiiiiiie et ee ettt e e e et e e et e e e e 120
RING-UIY RG4 (FOUNTNOUSE) ...eeeiiiiiiie ittt ettt e e e e e e e e st ae e e e e abae e e e snnbaeeeeennnes 120
RINg-UIY RG3 (FOUNTNOUSE) ...eeeiiiiiiieeiciiieee ettt et et e e e e et ae e e e abae e e e snnbaeeeeennnes 123
ANNEXE/ENCIOSUIE RG8..oeieeeeieeeeeeeeee ettt et ettt e e sttt e e s eeaa st e e ssaabeeesaasstessasaseessassseessassseesas 123
ANNEXE RG2 ..ttt e e e et r e e e e e e s e e e e e e e e e s aeere e s 124

RINg-UIY RG1 (FOUNTNOUSE) ...eeeiiiiiiiie ittt ccte ettt et e e e e e e abae e e e e nabae e e e snnbaeeeeennaees 124



RING-BUIIY RG25 ...ttt e ettt e e ettt e e s e bt e e e e s ba e e e e e abaeeeeaanbaeeeeanssaeeesansaeeeeannrenas 125

F Yo W1 =T o g =T Vol o Y T TP 125
RING-BUIIY RG28 ...ttt ettt e e ettt e e e e e e e et e e e e e abaeeeesnsaeeeeannsaeeesannsaeeeeanranas 125
Cluster 3: Ring-gullies RG11, 14, 15, 17 and 18, and enclosures E13 and E16...........ccccccvveeeecvineeenns 125
RING-BUIIY RGL8 ...ttt e e ettt e e e ettt e e e e e e e e e eaabeeeeenaaeeeeannsaeeesanseeeeeenrenas 125
RING-BUIIY RGLA ...ttt e e ettt e e e et e e e e aa e e e e e aabeeeeansaeeesansaeeesannseeeesennrenas 127

[ ool (o T U N =31 PSP 127
RING-gUIIIES RGL1L @Nd RGL7 ...uuviiieeiiiie ettt ettt e e e e e e e et te e e e e eabae e e e e nnae e e e ennbaeeeeennees 128

B oL YU =T =] a Lol (o R U =Tl =3 < YN 128
RING-BUIIY RGLS ...ttt e e ettt e e e ettt e e e e aab e e e e e aasaee s e sabeeeeensaeeesannseeeasennsenas 129
THE @NNEXE, RGLO ..ottt e e e e e ee e et eeeeeaeeeeeeeeaeaeeeee s et e e e et e e e e s e asasseseaaasssnnnssnannnen 129
2GR oY= T o ] o1 £ PP SPPR 129
Cluster 4: Ring-gullies and enclosures RG20-RG24 ..........c..ueeieeciieeeeeiiieeeeecieeeeeeesveeeeeesreeeeseearaeeeeenns 130
[ ool (o1 U ¢ N 2 (G O PSP 130
RING-BUIIY RG2L ...ttt et e et e e e e et e e e e e ab e e e e e aab e e e e e aabaeeeeenstaeeeeannraeeeennnreas 130
Ring-gully and encloSUre RG23 ........ooiiiiiiii ettt e et e et e e e st e e e e ear e e e e e aasaeeeenareeens 130

ST Y= ={U || AV 2 { G USSR 130
Yol o Y LN 2 2 TSR 130
Cluster 5: RiNg-gullies RG26 @Nd RG27 .....ccoocuiiiiieiiiiiee ettt e ettt e et e e e e eatae e e e e arae e e e e araeaeeeanees 131
T == {0 ||V 2 { G TSP 132

ST oY= ={U ||V 2 { G ST 132
(@101 =T =T [ol (o 1 ] ¢ IR 132

A FUIThEr IroN AZE CIUSTEI? ...t e ettt e e et e e e e eaba e e e e eeabaeeeesnraeeeeenraeeeeanns 133
IRON AGE POTTERY FROM THE LODGE PAUL BLINKHORN, DENNIS JACKSON AND ANDY CHAPMAN..... 134
=Y T (oL UPRRRPPPPP 134
{0 sl TaTo M oToTe (VAo LYol ] =Y u o] o ISR 134
YL I D= 0 0 1= =T T OO OO UPPPPPPPUUSPPPPNt 135
Iron Age pottery from the watching brief at the Lodge Andy Chapman ..............cccoveeeeeceveeeeccennaans 136
(O U1 =T o PSP 136

(O U1 =T o TP 137
Chronology ANAY CRAPMAN..........cccc..eeeeeeeeeee et ettt e et e e e ettt a e e sttt a e e et aeeesaseaaaeaarees 137
Earlier Middle Iron Age (400-200BC) .......uueeeeiiiiieeeiiieeeeeeiiteeeeeiteeeeeeetreeeesasaeeeeensaeeesanneeeeeenranas 137
Later Middle Iron Age (200-100BC).....ccccuuuiieeiiiieeeeeiieeeeeeiiteeeeestee e e e eebeeeeesabreeeeenbaeeesenneeeeeennranas 137
Late 1ron AgE (L00BC- ADZA3)....ceccceeieee et e e ettt e e e ettt e e e s ae e e e e e e e e e e e abeeeesanasaeeeeaansaeeeesansaeeeeannreeas 138
00T e = o I o Yot =T Y2 138

Ji oF: o e [T a a4 1] o] USROS 139
OTHER IRON AGE FINDS FROM THE LODGE PAT CHAPMAN .....ccoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeevean 139
(@11 0 o Yol e | oI PUEPPRR 139
2T o [ PR 139

@ 1T =T o o S PPTPP 139
IRON AGE ANIMAL BONE FROM THE LODGE ALISON LOCKER .....cccooveeeeeeeeeeiieiicsesesesnee e 139
[llustrated lron Age pottery from the LOAEE ........oooeuiiiiiiiiiiiee e 140
PLANT MACROFOSSIL AND CHARCOAL FROM THE LODGE SARAH COBAIN ......ccuueeeeeveeeveeevirivinnnn, 143
RESUIES 1.ttt e ettt e e e et e e e e e e tte e e e e e aaaeeeeaaraeee e e ataeeeeaataeeeeaabaeeeeannraeeeaarraeaeaas 143
Period 3-4 Earlier to later Middle 1ron AZE (H3)....oooouuiiee e e 143
Charcoal from the Lodge ROWENA GAIE............ccc.eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee et et e et e e e 145
Methodology (see Charcoal from the LoNg DOIE) .....ccuuvieeeiiiiiei et 145
Bl TSRV o e o Kol s =T oo = | TSR 145

B I TS o T =T PR 146

D 1Yol U E1- [o o [P 146
THE ROMANO-BRITISH SETTLEMENT PAT CHAPMAN AND ANDY CHAPMAN .....ccevvvvveveieieiieieeenannn, 147
The origins of the bouNdary ditCh.........cooouiiiii e e 147
The Roman bouNndary ditCh..........oooiiiiiiie e e e e e e e abae e e e e aaaeee s 149
West of the boUNAry ditCh ......coocuuiiiii ettt et e e e era e e e e e earaeeeeeans 149

East of the bouNdary ditCh..........oo i e e e e e e e e e e e araeee s 149



ROMAN POTTERY FROM THE LODGE E. R. MICSLOY ...t 150

ASSEMDIAZE COMPOSITION ..ottt e et e e et e e e st e e e e eabaeeesassaeeeeanssaeeeeansneeeenas 150

CONTINENTAL WATES c..etiiiiiie ettt e st e et e et e e st e e sbe e e s saeessteeesaeesnseeesnsaeessseeensseesnssesenes 151

=10 01 o E O OO PSP P PPPPPPPPPPPPNt 151

Chronology and CeramiC PRaSing.......ccccuiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e ete e e e e ette e e e e eabeeeesearaeeeesenraneeeanes 151

Ceramic Phase 6.2: Middle Roman (€. AD 150/707250) .....oeivevuverieiiireeeeiiireeeeeeveeeeesevreeeesssvneneens 152

Phase 6.3: Later Roman (€. AD 250/70—4004) ..uuuviiiiiueeeiieieeeeeeeee e e eeteee e et eeatee e s saaee e s e svree s 153

DISCUSSION ettt ettt et e e e et e e ettt et e e e e e s e b e bbb ettt eeeeaesa i an bt e b et e eeeeeesannnbeneeeeeeeeeesaannnne 153

OTHER ROMAN FINDS FROM THE LODGE PAT CHAPMAN AND ANDY CHAPMAN ....cccvveveeeeeeeeeaann, 153

o] o D PO P PP PPPPPOP R ROPPPPP 155

(00T 0] 01T =1 110 1Y SRR 155

=T T PP PSPPSR 155

L =PSRRI 155

(O TET=T 4 o L OO PSP P PPPPPPPPPPPOt 155

Grinding and SharPeNiNG STONES .....ccccuiviii it e e et e e e e eata e e e e snraeeeeebraeaeeaans 155

[T =Ye [ = 1Y TP 155

[20e] aa T [ T == U 155

ROMAN ANIMAL BONE FROM THE LODGE STEPHANIE VANN .....ovvueiciieieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaaeeeeeeaesasessaaann, 156

EARLY/MIDDLE ANGLO-SAXON OCCUPATION ....uviiiitieeetee ettt eetee e ettt ete e et eeetve e e etaeeeeteeesavaeeenveeeenree s 156

The sunken-featured building and the Pit.......c..ceooriiiii e 156

THE EARLY/MIDDLE ANGLO-SAXON POTTERY FROM THE LODGE PAUL BLINKHORN ...................... 156

(@ g o] Vo] (o} LV AR 156

=Y o] ol ST UR 158

VS S BIS cnteeitte ettt e ettt e et e ettt e et e e bt ettt e et et e e bee e e bee e ntee e ntee e bt eeataeeabeeeanteeeanteeeanreeans 158

[llustrated Anglo-Saxon vessels from the LOAge........cuuiiiiiiiii it 159

OTHER FINDS FROM ANGLO-SAXON FEATURES AT THE LODGE PAT CHAPMAN AND ANDY CHAPMAN..... 159

LaMID/CUD «evteeitee ettt ettt ettt e ettt e et e e et e e e eabe e eetaeeeetteeebeeeaabeeeeateeeesseeesbeeeasseeateeeabeeeeabeeeaabeeeaareeeneeas 159

Y o112 Te 1 L=V oo T o KRR 159

27T T PP PRSPPSO 159

[T o I o] o] =T o1 v TR 159

[ 001V LT ={ o] F U 159

(G T 0o [T =3 o T UPRRPR 159

THE STRUCTURE AND ORGANISATION OF THE IRON AGE AND ROMAN SETTLEMENTS AT THE LODGE .... 159

Chronology and radioCarbon dating...........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiie et e e e e e e e ebaeeeeeans 159

A history of settlement at the LOUGE......cccuiiivciiieiie ettt e e e s ee e e sbee e 162

Comparison with Coton Park, RUBDY ......cooviiiiiiie et e e e 163

The Iron Age to ROMaN tranSitiON ......ccccuieii it e et e e e b e e e e abae e e eeaaaeee s 164

The ROMAN SETLIEMENT.....eiiiiee ettt e s e e s be e e sbaeesrbeeesnteeennsee s 164

The distribution of Iron Age pottery and animal bone.........c.c.cooieiiiiiiiciiiii e 164

Comparisons between the Lodge, Long Dole and Coton Park, RUEDY .........cccvvieeiiiiiieiiiiiiee e, 165

Chapter 5 — Nortoft Lane, KilSDY ......cceiiiiieeiiiiiiiniiiierenieeencerrenneerrennseeteennseesrenssessrenssssssenssssssensssssennnns 167
Jonathan Hart & Andrew Mudd

L\ LI 210 1 LU I 167

1Y/ =1d Vo T PR PUPPR 167

ACKNOWI B AZEIMENTS ...t ettt et e e e e et e e ettt e e s etbeeeeeabaeeeesaaeessseeeeasbaeeeassseessbaeeeassseeeanssaeesssenaans 167

EXCAVATION RESULTS ceiiiiiii ettt s s e e s e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaeseenssnessnennnnnnnnnnnnnnns 169

TaldgeTe [ Tot o] o PSPPI 169

Period 1.3: Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age (c. 2500—C. 1500 BC) ...cccecvrieeeeiiiiee e 169

Period 1.4: Middle Bronze Age (€. 1500—C. 1150 BC) ....uvvrieeiiuiiieeieiieee ettt e 169

Bronze Age Cremation Grave CatalOgUE .........uuviiiieiiiii it e e e e e e e r e e e e e e e e nnenes 171

Period 2.2: Earliest Iron Age (€. 800—C. 600 BC) .....ueeeeiiiurieeeeiiiieeeecieeeeecirre e e e e eevree e e e etree e e eenraeeeeeanes 174

Period 2.3: Early Iron Age (c. 600 BC—C. 400 BC) ....eevieiiuiiiieeeiiee et ecte et e e e e e 174

Periods 3.1-4.2: MiIiddIE IrON AZE ...uueii ittt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e sasataereeeeeeeeesnnnenns 174

Period 3.1: Earlier Middle Iron Age (c. 400—C. 300/250 BC) ....uvviieureeeeirieeeiee ettt eevee e e 177



(O LT =Y TR 177

(0101 =] o PP 181
(0101 =T o TSP 182

(O U1 =T o PR 182
(0101 =T o SRR 182
Period 3.2: Earlier Middle Iron Age (c. 250/300—C. 200 BC) .....vvieeveeeeiieeciee ettt e e e 183
(0101 =T ot TSP 183
(0101 =] o PRSP 184

(O U1 =T o T PRSP 186

(O U1 =T o PR 186

(O U1 =T o SRS 187
Period 4.1: Later Middle lron Age (€. 200—C. 150 BC)...uuuvieeiiiiiieeeeiieee ettt 188
(0101 =T ot PR 188
(0101 =T o PRSP 189

(O U1 =T e TP 189

(O U 1 =T o PRSP 189
(0101 =T o SRR 190
Period 4.2: Later Middle lron Age (€. 150—C. 100 BC)....uuvreeiiiuiiiieeeiiiie ettt e 190
(01 U1 =T ot PRSP 190
(0101 =] o PP 191

(01 U1 =T o ST 191
(0101 =] o TSP 192

(O U 1 =T o SRS 192

P4 oY 1= TS 192
Period 6.2: Mid Romano-British (¢. AD 150—C. AD 270) ..ccuuueeeeeieeeeeee ettt eeeeeeeerrrreeee e e e eeens 193
Period 6.3: Late Romano-British (c. AD 270—C. AD 410/425) .uuoecoveueeeiiieeeee e 193
F4 oY 1= TS 195
Periods 7, 8 and 9: Middle and Late Anglo-Saxon, medieval and post-medieval (c. AD 600—c. AD 1900)...... 195
BRONZE AGE CREMATED HUMAN REMAINS SHARON CLOUGH WITH A CONTRIBUTION BY REBECCA STORM... 195
V114 ToTe Fo] o} =4V 2RSS 195
Period 1.3: Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age cremation Burial 1 ........cccccoeeviiiiiiiiieee e, 195
Period 1.4: Middle Bronze Age Cremation Burials 2, 3and 4 ......ccceeeeicieeeieciieee e 197
Period 1.4: Middle Bronze Age Cremation Burials 5, 6, 7 and 8.........coccvieeeieeiiieececiieee e 197
DT 81 Lo o PSS PPPRPPINt 197
PREHISTORIC POTTERY E.R. IMCSLOY ..ottt ettt e e ette e e e e ettt e e e e e e aaasaeesaasanaanaeees 198
Period 1.4: Middle Bronze Age (€. 1500 — 1150 BC).....uuviieeiiiiiiiee ettt 198
Thin-SeCtion @NAIYSIS R. IXEI ..eeiiiiiiiiee ettt e e et e e e et e e e st e e e e e e aaeeeesennseeeesannraeaean 198
[USEration CatalOZUE .....veeieiiiieee ettt e et e e e et e e e e ettt e e e e e abaeeesansaeeesenneeeeeennenas 201
Periods 2—4: Iron Age (€. 800 — 100 BC) ..cuuuriiiiiiiieie ettt ettt e et e e e e e e e ara e e e e e nnrae e e e nees 201
Petrographical summary for the pottery sherds R. IXer ......ccceeeeeieeeiicciie e 202
VESSEl FOrmMS (TABIES AS.4=5)....ccci it e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e enesasaeeeeess 203
Surface treatment/decoration (TAbIES AS.6=7)....ccouuuiiiiiieiie ettt earae e e s eaaeee e 204
VLo L= o Tl cIR oY G VLY YRS 204

A 1A T = T'o] o1V 2RSSR 204
Stylistic affinities aNd dating ........oeeeieouiiiie e e e e e e e erra e e e 205
[ustration catalogue (FIgS 5.32-5.33) .iiiiiiiiiiiiiiieie e eiiieee e et e et e e et e e e e eare e e e e are e e e eennreeeeennnees 206
ROMAN POTTERY E.R. IMCSLOY .ottt e e e et ee e e e e e et e e e e e e s aet e e e e e s easana s sanaaneeeeesenns 207
ASSEMDIAZE COMPOSITION . ..uiiiii i e e e e e e e et e e e e ear e e e e e asseeeesansseeeesnnnreeeean 207
FIRED CLAY E.R. IMECSLOY oottt ettt e e ettt e e e ettt e e e e e ettt ae e e e e e eeasas s e astaaesaesesssasaaanaens 207
[T 0 VY Z=T =4 1| A USRI 208
OVEN PIAteSs AN SEIUCTUIE......eviiie ettt e e e et e e e e et re e e e e eabae e e e earaeeeesnnraeeeeeanres 208
METAL OBJECTS E.R. MECSLOY .ot eettee e e e e et tee e s e e e e et e e e e e s saa b e e seesaasaaneseassnnnaeeaerenns 208
[T ol o] o] =Tt ko [ o] (V=L RSP 208

ANGIO-SAXON/MEAIEVAL ....eviieiieeeie ettt e e et e e et e e e ete e e e taeeebeeeeabeeeeareean 208



METALLURGICAL RESIDUES AND FUEL ASH E. R. MICSLOY c...uuuvvviiiiiiiiiiiieieieeeeceeee e 210

SMIithing hearth DOTLOMS .....coiiiiiie e ere e e e et e e e e e ebreeaeeans 210
Indeterminate iroNWOIKING SIAZ ........veii i e e e e 211
WORKED AND BURNT STONE FIONA ROE, WITH DISCUSSION OF DECORATED QUERN BY LYNNE BEVAN .... 211
Worked Stone catalogue (ODJECLS) ...cccuvviie i et e e 211
BUINE SEONE et e e et e et e e e e e s et e e e e e e e s e s aanneneeeeeeeas 212
Discussion with comment on decorated quern by Dr Lynne Bevan................cccoueeeeeviveeeeeciieeneeesnnenn. 212
The decorated quern (Figs 5.37 and 5.38) .......uuiiiiiiiiieec et 212
CHARRED PLANT MACROFQOSSILS AND CHARCOAL SARAH COBAIN ...coovvvevieieisisieseeeeeeeeaaaaans 213
RESUIES . vttt ettt ettt ettt e e et e s e e s et e et e e e sbae e sbe e e s ateeeaateeeantee e beeeebteeeabeeeanteeeanbeeennaeeebaeeerreeans 213
Period 1.3 Chalcolithic and Early BroNze AZE........ccoocuiieiieiiiee ettt e e 213
Period 1.4 Middl BrONZE AZE.....ccccueiieeeciiiee ettt e ettt e e eee e e e saae e e e et be e e e e sabae e e e e abaeeeeenraeeeeennnees 214
Period 2.2 Earliest Iron Age (c.800 — 600 BC) to Period 4.2 Later Middle Iron Age (c.150 — 100 BC)..... 215
Undiagnostic (residual remains, floor SWEEPINGS) ...ceeeecuviiieieiiiiie e 217
LITHOSTRATIGRAPHIC, POLLEN AND PHYTOLITH ANALYSES C.R. BATCHELOR, S. ELLIOTT & D.S. YOUNG... 217
LithostratigraphiC DESCIIPTIONS ....eeiiiiriiie et ettt e e e e et e e e et re e e e e e are e e e e e aareeeeeennraeaeenaneeas 218
o LT o I Vg =1 ] U PU 218
Interpretation of the PolleNn @aNalYSiS.......ccuueii i e e 220
[ 01V v T oIV g = Y] SRR 221
RADIOCARBON DATING ANDREW MUDD AND SARAH COBAIN .....uueeeeeeeieieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeeeeevaeaa, 221
DISCUSSION OF THE NORTOFT LANE KILSBY IRON AGE SETTLEMENT ANDREW MUDD................. 222
The development of the Iron Age settlemMeNnt.........coo i 222
SIEE SEIUCTUNE ..ottt ettt e e e e e e et et et e e e e e e e e b bbbttt e e eeeeeasannnbnneeeeeeeeens 222
PrOTUCTIVE DASE..eiiiiiieiie ettt et e et e et e e sttt e st e e s steeessteeesaeeenbaeesnseeesnseesnnseeensseeans 223
Contacts, eXChange and MtUAL .........oiii it e e e e eare e e e e erre e e e senraeeeeenns 224
P2V o] e 1Ty e [T -] o] [P PR 225
CRAPLEr 6 - DISCUSSION ....iiiieiiiiiiieiiiiineierieneierteneiereennseereensseessensseessensssssssnsssssssnsssssssnsssssssnsssssssnssssssnnnes 243
Robert Masefield with contributions by Andy Chapman, Charles LeQuesne, E. R. McSloy and Andrew Mudd
ABSOLUTE DATING ANDY CHAPMAN, ROBERT MASEFIELD AND ANDREW MUDD..............cccc....... 243
SUIM AN ettt s s e s s e e e e e e e s eeeaeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeae e e e et e e et et e e ettt et b e bttt bnntnenananan s 243
Selected radiocarbon dates for Iron Age sites in Northamptonshire and Milton Keynes Andy Chapman ..... 245
THE CERAMIC BASIS E.R. MICSLOY WITH DATA CONTRIBUTIONS FROM ROBERT MIASEFIELD AND ANDY CHAPMAN... 246
The Volume Il sites Iron Age Pottery - SUMmMary DiSCUSSION .....cccccuvieeeiiiiieeeeiiiiee e e eeveee e e 246
The Early 1ron Age (Periods 2.2/2.3) ..ottt ettt ettt ettt e ebe e s tae e beeeaeesaneenns 246
Middle [ron Ae (PEriod 3.1m4.2/5) ....cciieereecie ettt ete et eteeeete et etteete e teesveesteestaeeabeesteesaseenreens 246
INTEr-SITE COMPATISONS .iviiiiiiiiiiiiereeeee e e e e e e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e ee et et et eee et ee et e e eeee bt bebebebaaasaasa s s s e saseeeesanas 247
[{T={ o oY ReleT gt = Yot 3= [ [« Y £- ) (U S PRSPPI 248
THE EARLIER PREHISTORIC OCCUPATION AT CRICK/KILSBY ...veeieitieiisiieieeiesieeieseeeie e e nes 248
Period 1.1-1.4 Regional BACKGIrOUNG .......cccuiiiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt e et e e e e e e e eabree e e e areeas 248
Early-Middle Neolithic PEriod 1.1 ......uuiiieiiiiee ettt e e et e e e st e e e st e e e e e abaeeaeenreeas 249
Later Neolithic Period 1.2 & Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age Period 1.3.......ccccceeevviiieeeeiiieeeeenee 249
Middle Bronze Age Period 1.4 Andrew Mudd and Robert Masefield...............cccceeevveveeeivveneeaiirrnnnn. 249
Middle Bronze AZE DUIIAL........ueii it e e e e st e e e e bae e e e et e e e e e nraeas 249
Bronze Age ‘burnt stone complexes’ and waterholes.........cccveveciiiiiicciiie e 250
THE CRICK/KILSBY COMMUNITY IN THE LATE BRONZE AGE TO EARLIER EARLY IRON AGE (PERIOD 2.1/2.2)...250
Period 2.1-2.2 Regional BaCkGroUNd .........c..ciiiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt ettt e s 250
Overview of the Combined DIRFT Period 2.2 EVIAENCE......cccuiiiiiiiiiiiiniie ettt 251
THE CRICK/KILSBY COMMUNITY IN THE LATER EARLY IRON AGE (PERIOD 2.3)..cccveieireeeieeereeeeen, 251
Period 2.3 Regional BACKEIOUNG .......ccouiiiiiiiiiiie ittt sttt ettt e st sba e e st e e sibeeesabeeesaree s 251
Overview of the Combined DIRFT Period 2 EVIdENCE.......ueiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiee ettt 252
THE CRICK/KILSBY COMMUNITY IN THE MIDDLE IRON AGE ....ccovvtieiieiieiieiesteeie st 254
Periods 3 & 4 Regional BAaCKGroUNd ........ccccuuiiiiiiiiiiie ettt et e e e e arre e e e e 254
Overview of the Combined DIRFT Period 3-4 EVIAENCE ....ccocuiiiriiiiniiiiniie ettt 255
Crick Covert Farm in the IMIIA ... ..ot ettt e it e e sbb e e sabaeesabaee e 255

Summary of the Vol. Il sites c.400-200 cal BC (Periods 3.1 to 3.2 Early MIA) .....cccvvvvevvivieeeeineen. 255



Summary of the Vol. Il sites c.200-100 cal BC (Periods 4.1 to 4.2 Later MIA) .......cccceeeeeciveeeecnnnenn. 257

THE CRICK/KILSBY COMMUNITY IN THE LATE IRON AGE ...oviiiiieeeeeeeeee ettt et e 257
Period 5 Regional BaCkGrOUNG ........c.uuiiiiiiiiiec ettt et e e et e e e e e e e e e araee e e e nreeas 257
Overview of the Combined DIRFT Period 5 EVIENCE ...ccveieiiieeiiieeiiee ettt see e ssveesieee e 258

SUMMARY OF THE CRICK/KILSBY COMMUNITY IN THE ROMAN PERIOD AND BEYOND................. 258
Period 6.1 to 6.3: Early, Mid and Late ROMAN .........eiiiiiiiieeccciiee et et 259

RoOmMano-British @abandONmMENT........ciiiiiiiieeie et e e e saae e seaeeenees 261
Anglo-Saxon and Medieval OCCUPATION .......eiiiiciiiiii it e e e e e e e e e e arae e e e e aaaeeeas 261

ECONOMIC BASIS OF THE IRON AGE SETTLEMENT ..euuiiiiiiiieeeee e 261
TaldgeTe [UTot { o] o PP OPR S PTPPPRTPP 261
Summary of Craft, Industry and EXCHaNGE .........ccoiiiiiiiiiiieee ettt et et e e e earae e e 261

[ oI N Yo T 1oV - SRR 261
Bronze and [€ad WOIKING..........veiiiiiiie ettt e e s e et e e e et e e e e enate e e e e ennreeeeeanneeas 262
Bone, antler and WOOAWOIKING..........oiiiiiiiee et e e e e arae e e e 262
SPINNING AN WEAVINE ..vverieieeeiiieeiiiiieete e e e e e e eestrre e e e e e e e e ssssaabtareeeeeeeesesssasastareeeaaesesssnsnssssnneaaeeeesanns 262
Grain ProCesSiNg EQUIPMENT ...ciiiiiiiiieeeeeeeieeee et ss s s s s s s e e e eeeeeaaaaaaaaaaasaaeseeeseseeeeeseenenns 262
B LoTol 3= Yo I 1 a1 Y =C PSR 262
BriQUELAZE frOM CCF ...ttt ettt e e et e e e et e e e e e bt e e e e e abaeeeeensaeeesennneeeeeenrenas 262
Other finds (PErsoNal ILEIMS) ....uuiii i e e e e e e e e e rbae e e s earae e e e enees 263
(@] g - =SSP P PPPUPPPPPP 263
Iron Age Agricultural Production and Storage at the DIRFT Sites.......cccceeviieeiiiiieee e 263
The potential impact of environment and climate .........ccccoviiiiiiiiie e 263
Towards an understanding of the agricultural system at the DIRFT Sites.......ccccceeeeiiveeeeeciveeeeenee, 263
Evidence for fodder and/or consumption grain storage within four-posters Robert Masefield with Andrew Mudd . 266
The Potential Significance of Storage Pits and ‘Pit-cluster Settlements’ .........ccccceieeeiiiieeeeccieee e, 268
B N D L B CoT = ={ <l o1 £SO UR 268
SEEd Grain Pit STOTAZE «uvveeieiie i et e e e e e e e e st re e e e e e e e e e e nbarrrreaaaaeeeaaan 268
Specialisation and geologiCal SETLING ......ccoicviiiiiiiiie e e e eerae e e 269
PIE FOWS ettt ettt e e e e e e e ettt e e e e e e e e e e e bbb et e et e e e e e e e e e e n et e reeeeeeee e nnreneees 271
7AYo 1T 0 F= 1 oo o 1 TSR 272
A hierarchy of stock enclosures and evidence for a landscape-scale enclosure ..........ccccveeeennneen. 273
(D] 24 W o Yo [ of: [ o ol =] a[ol Lo 1 U] TSP 273
A Comparison of Landscape Enclosure at DIRFT with ‘Ranch Boundaries’ .........cccccocevveeeeciiieeeeennnn. 277
Stanton Harcourt, OXfOradSNIIe ......covvviiiiiiiiiieiiiiiee e e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaens 277
Charlton/Newbottle, Northamptonshire ..........cocoveiiiiiiiiiii e 277
Southern chalkland ENCIOSUIES .....c..viiiiieiiciie et te e e e e st e e snbee e snreeeeaeesnnseeens 280
Characteristics of the Pastoral Farming CYCIE .......oocuiiiiiiiiieic et e 280

ORGANISATION OF DOMESTIC SPACE ROBERT MASEFIELD WITH DATA INPUT FROM

ANDY CHAPMAN, PETER ELLIS, ANDREW MUDD AND ANN WOODWARD ......uueeeeevevvveirrcicciaeanannnn 282
Enclosed and unenclosed SEttIEMENT ......ccueiiiiiiiiie e e eae e e 282
The Roundhouses and CirCUlar SETUCTUIES ....cvvieiiiiie et siee e estee e srtee e stae e steeesaee e saeeesneeeeseneeens 284

) AU o1 U] - | I o) o 4 PSPPI 284
BUIIAING SIZE eeeeeiieeee ettt et e e ettt e e e et e e e e e aba e e e e eaaeeeesaabaeeeeansaeeesannraeeeeannrenas 284
Dating the riNg-gUIlY FOrM . ...eeii e e e e rae e e e e arae e e e nnes 285
0fe] o1 Vot [o]a I a o - 1 =T o - | USRS 285
FUNCEION <ttt e e e e e e e ettt et e e e e e e s e e be e et e e eeeeeaaannnnnneeeeeeeas 285
(0T 7= 2N YT 287
Significance and orientation Of ENTraNCES.........coiiiiiiii i i e 287
Internal organisation and symbolic conceptions Robert Masefield and Charles Le Quesne.......... 290

POSSIBLE SHRINES, MORTUARY PRACTICE AND STRUCTURED DEPOSITS ..oovviiiiiiciieeeeee e, 291
The POSSIDIE SHIINES ... eiiieiie ettt s e st e e st e e e bae e esaeesnteeeanseeesnseeenneeesnsseesnns 291
T oI YN IO o T | TP 291
) VLot UL =T I 1T o To 1Y SRR 292

POPULATION ESTIMATION ROBERT MASEFIELD WITH DATA CONTRIBUTIONS FROM
ANDY CHAPMAN, PETER ELLIS, ANDREW MUDD AND ANN WOODWARD .....ccccovvvveimeciieiiincieaannas 292



POPULATION ESTIMATION ROBERT MASEFIELD WITH DATA CONTRIBUTIONS FROM

ANDY CHAPMAN, PETER ELLIS, ANDREW MUDD AND ANN WOODWARD ......cuueeeeeeevvvvvviiiiiaaaannnn 292

Summary of Population EStimates Per PErOd.........ccuuveiiiiiiiieeciieee ettt e e e e e 293

Population estimates for Crick Covert Farm (CCF) ......uuiiiiiiiiii et 293

Population estimates for Nortoft Lane, Kilsby (NLK) .......cooooiiiiiiiiiiie e 294

Population estimates for Crick HOTel (CH) ..ooiiiuiiiieieee e e 295

Population estimates for The Long Dole (LD) (excluding eight non-investigated buildings) .......... 295

Population estimates for The LOdZE (TL).....uueeeiciiieiecieee ettt e et e e e e e 295

Total POPUIALION ESTIMATES.....iiiiiiiiiee ettt e e e e e e e b e e e e st e e e e e e treeeesansseeeesannreeeean 295

Population EStimation MOGEI 2.........eeiiiiiieecce ettt eerae e e e e arae e e e naes 295

SOCIAL ORGANISATION ..eiiiiiiiiitiiiiittiiiisssssssaseeseeeeeeeeeeaaeeaaeeseeeeseereeeeeeeeeseresmemerermreeeeaeateeeaaeaeeeesereeeeen 295

TadgoTe [UTot o] o PSPPSRI 295

K Yo Tol =Y U1 Y PRSP RRTSRR 296

Internal SettlemMent HIBrarChy ........o i e e e e e e ae e e e e areeas 296

Permanent or SEasonal SETLIEMENT .....uei i n 298

SEEHING AN VIBWS ...ttt e e e e e e s e s et e e e e e eeeeeesaarastaaaeeaeeseessanstnnnnnaeaaees 298

F Y ed=d Y= e =T o BTt 1= 0 Y= oL £ URU 298

[2(0 1 1=l o i YoYU g To oY =SSR 299

Village Scale of Social OrganisatioNn.........cc.uiiiiiiiiiiiee e et e e e e e e e aaee e e e sara e e e e nreeaean 300

Status and Role of the Crick/Kilsby Community in the RegioN........ccceeevvieeiiiieiiiecciee e, 300

The Demise of the Crick/Kilsby Aggregated Settlements..........ccoccueeeeiieeiieeeciee e 302

CRAPEr 7 - CONCIUSIONS ....ceuueiiiieeeieiiineierienneiereensseereenssesreenssssseenssesssenssessssnssessssnssessssnsssssssnsssssssnsssssennnns 304

OFIBINS ettt s s s e s s e e e e e e e e e e e aeeeeeaeeeeeee e et et et e ee e e e e e e e aaaaeeaeeaeaaeaeeeeeeeeeeeereeeterereren 304

The Middle to Late [ron AZE VIllAgE ....uveii ittt et e e e e e s e e e s e e e e s e e e nnaaeeaean 304

Influence of LandSCape ON ECONOMY ...uvvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiteeeee e e e eeeecrre e e e e e e e e estbrrereeeeeeeeeesastrsrreeeeeeeseaeaeeenans 305

Yo T 1= VAT g Lol 2= [F={To T o IO SRR 307

Settlement Abandonment and the Possible Role of ‘Cultural Severance’.........ccccceeecveeeiiiciieee e 308

T o T Y IR o U= o TSR 308

1] o1 1o =q - ] | P TTRN 309

Appendix - Petrography of Kilsby Iron Age Pots and a single Bronze Age sherd ........ccceeeueciiirrrrreeeennnnnnn. 321
Dr R.A.Ixer FSA 2014

TaldgeTe [N Tot o o USSR 321

Methodology and summary of samples SUPPIE ... e 321

Petrographical summary for the pottery SNerds ... 321

2T o] L= Y - TP UPPTUPPRN 321

Petrographical sherds with no described CCF equivalent. ..........ccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeee e 321

Petrographical sherds with described/noted Crick equivalents. ........cccccooeeeeieiiciececeeeeeeeeee e 322

Fossil limestone-quartz sand tempered pots with unaltered carbonate .........cccccoeviiiiiiiieeeeenninns 323

Fossil limestone tempered pots with unaltered carbonate .......ccccccoeiiiiiiii e, 323

Fossil limestone tempered pots with altered carbonate .........cccceeeieiiiiciiiie e, 323

Fossil limestone-quartz sand tempered pots with altered carbonate ........ccccceeeeieiiiiiiiiiiieeee e, 323



Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.

Fig.
Fig.

F

g

Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.

Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.

Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig

Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig
Fig

Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.

Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.

List of Figures

1.1 - Location in Central Britain showing course of the Warwickshire Avon and County boundaries and Watling Street
1.2 - Geology and Topography

1.3 — History of Investigation

1.4 - The Sites investigated

1.5 — Crick Covert Farm

2.1 - Long Dole, general plan of the Iron Age settlement

2.2 - Long Dole, general view of the Iron Age settlement during flooding, looking south-east, with Watling Street Roman Road

along the tree belt [photo]

. 2.3 - Long Dole, general view of the Iron Age settlement, looking north across ring-gully RG15, after the flood had retreated but
still with high groundwater [photo]

2.4 - Long Dole, excavated enclosure and ring gullies

2.5 - Long Dole: Cluster 2, early phase, ring-gullies RG5, 6, 11 and 19

2.6 - Long Dole, Enclosure E1, south and north arms, ditch sections

2.7 - Long Dole, Enclosure E1, section across northern arm, looking east [photo]

2.8 - Long Dole, Enclosure E1, western arm, looking west, showing the original ditch (centre), with the later entrance, gravel
surfacing and palisade slot

2.9 - Long Dole: Enclosure 3 and Cluster 3, ring-gullies RG7, 8 & 18

2.10 - Long Dole, Cluster 1, ring-gullies RG1, 2 & 3

2.11 - Long Dole, Custer 1, ring-gully RG2, looking north

2.12 - Long Dole, Cluster 1, ring-gully RG3, looking north-west, entrance to right and four-post structure to south (left)

2.13 - Long Dole, Cluster 1, four-post structure, looking east [photo]

2.14 - Long Dole, Cluster 1, four-post structure, showing post-ghost at west of southern slot

2.15 - Long Dole, Cluster 2, later phases, Enclosure 2 and ring-gullies RG4, 6 and 12

2.16 - Long Dole, Cluster 2, ring-gully RG6

2.17 - Long Dole, Cluster 2, ring-gully RG6: pits and posthole in central area, looking north-west; with ranging pole behind the

central clay-filled pit, 3411, and clay-filled pit 3587 in the foreground

.2.18 - Long Dole, Cluster 2, Enclosure E2, north arm, ditch section

.2.19 - Long Dole, Cluster 4, ring-gullies RG9, 10 & 13

.2.20 - Long Dole, Cluster 5, ring-gullies RG14, 15 & 16

2.21 Long Dole, Cluster 5, ring-gully RG14, looking north-west, showing door-posts, centre foreground, and wall slot, left

2.22 Long Dole, Cluster 5, ring-gully RG14, southern arm near terminal, showing deposit of burnt cobbles in the secondary fills of
the ring gully

2.23 Long Dole, Cluster 5, ring-gully RG14, showing clay-filled pit between the door-posts, and the possible internal passageway

2.24 Long Dole, Cluster 5, ring-gully RG15 phases 1 and 2, looking north

2.25 Long Dole, Cluster 5, ring-gully RG15 phase 2, central clay-filled pit, looking east

2.26 Long Dole, Enclosure E5 west arm, ditch section

2.27 Long Dole, Cluster 6, ring-gullies RG17 & 20, with phase plan

2.28 Long Dole, Cluster 6, ring-gulliy RG17

2.29 Long Dole, Cluster 6, ring-gully RG20, six-post structure, looking east

2.30 Long Dole, Iron Age pottery (1-7)

2.31 Long Dole, Late Iron Age pottery (a-e) (Scale 10mm)

2.32 Long Dole, saddle quern from ring-gully RG6

2.33 Long Dole, phase plans

2.34 Long Dole, roundhouse doorway postholes and post-pits

2.35 Long Dole, comparative plans of four and six-post structures

3.1 - Location map: the Hotel site and Crick Covert Farm

3.2 - Hotel site: excavation, watching brief and geophysical areas
3.3 - Site sequence

3.4 - Site plan

3.5 - RG3, sequence of ring-gullies

3.6 - E2, sequence of ditches

3.7 - RG1 and RG2, sequence of ring-gullies

3.8 - Location of abundant plant remains samples and others
3.9 - Location of special deposits SD1-6

3.10 - Proportions of plant remains from RG2, RG3, RG5 and E2
3.11 - Pottery

3.12 - Pottery

4.1 - Lodge, general plan of Iron Age and Roman settlement

4.2 - Lodge, plan of the Iron Age settlement

4.3 - Lodge, general view of the Iron Age settlement during excavation, looking north across Cluster 2

4.4 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 1, ring-gullies RG7, 9 and 10

4.5 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 2, ring-gullies RG1-6, RG8 and RG25

4.6 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 2, ring-gully RG4, looking west through entrance [photo]

4.7 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 2, ring-gully RG4, scored ware jar deposited in the northern ditch terminal [photo]



Fig. 4.8 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 2, ring-gully RG3, looking north

Fig. 4.9 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 3, ring-gullies RG/E11-14 and 16-19

Fig. 4.10 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 3, development of ring-gully RG18

Fig. 4.11 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 3, ring-gully RG14, looking west

Fig. 4.12 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 3, ring-gully RG15

Fig. 4.13 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 4, ring-gullies RG20-24

Fig. 4.14 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, general view of Cluster 4, looking north-west

Fig. 4.15 - Lodge Iron Age settlement, Cluster 5

Fig. 4.16 - Lodge, Iron Age pottery (1-13)

Fig 4.17 - Lodge, Iron Age pottery (a-f)

Fig. 4.18 - Lodge: Iron Age beehive rotary quern

Fig. 4.19 - Lodge Roman settlement

Fig. 4.20 - Lodge, excavated Roman settlement

Fig. 4.21 - Lodge Roman settlement, the main boundary ditch system, looking south-west, showing thelst century AD ditches to the
left and later ditches to the right

Fig. 4.22 - Lodge, Roman pottery

Fig. 4.23 - Lodge, Roman rotary quern in Old Red Sandstone

Fig. 4.24 - Lodge, early-middle Anglo-Saxon sunken-featured building, looking west [photo]

Fig. 4.25 - Lodge, early-middle Anglo-Saxon pit, looking east [photo]

Fig. 4.26 - Lodge, early/middle Anglo-Saxon jar from the pit (height 310mm)

Fig. 4.27 - Lodge, early/middle Anglo-Saxon pottery

Fig. 4.28 - Lodge, Anglo-Saxon pottery lamp from the SFB, lug to right

Fig. 4.29 - Lodge, phase plans

Fig. 4.30 - Lodge, roundhouse doorway post-pits, RG3

Fig. 5.1 - Location of the Nortoft Lane site. All features

Fig. 5.2 — Periods 1.3 and 1.4

Fig. 5.3 - Middle Bronze Age pit 10363, with lower fill and loom weight in situ

Fig. 5.4 - Middle Bronze Age trough 10418, plan and section

Fig. 5.5 - Middle Bronze Age trough 10418, looking north-west (1m scale)

Fig. 5.6 - Middle Bronze Age trough 10481, plan and section

Fig. 5.7 - Middle Bronze Age waterhole 10456, section

Fig. 5.8 - Cluster 1: Periods 2.3 and 3.1

Fig. 5.9 - Cluster 4 and 5: Periods 2.3 and 3.1

Fig. 5.10 - Period 3.1: Earlier Middle Iron Age, all features

Fig. 5.11 - Cluster 1, looking north-east. Enclosure P and ring-gullies in foreground with Middle Bronze Age burnt stone complexes
top right

Fig. 5.12 - Setting of Cluster 1, looking south-east

Fig. 5.13 - Section through Middle Iron Age Period 3.1 pit 1098 and Period 4.2 Ring-gully 35 recut

Fig. 5.14 - Middle Iron Age Enclosure P ditch sections

Fig. 5.15 - East facing section through Middle Iron Age Period 3.1 pit 10173

Fig. 5.16 - Cluster 2 and 3: Period 3.1

Fig. 5.17 - Period 3.2: Earlier Middle Iron Age, all features

Fig. 5.18 - Cluster 1: Period 3.2

Fig. 5.19 - Cluster 2 and 3: Period 3.2

Fig. 5.20 - Section through Ring-gully 20, showing recuts

Fig. 5.21 - Cluster 4 and 5: Period 3.2

Fig. 5.22 - Period 4.1: Later Middle Iron Age, all features

Fig. 5.23 - Cluster 1: Period 4.1

Fig. 5.24 - Cluster 2 and 3: Period 4.1

Fig. 5.25 - Cluster 4 and 5: Period 4.1

Fig. 5.26 - Period 4.2: Later Middle Iron Age, all features

Fig. 5.27 - Cluster 1: Period 4.2

Fig. 5.28 - Cluster 2 and 3: Period 4.2

Fig. 5.29 - Cluster 4 and 5: Period 4.2

Fig. 5.30 - Zone 3: Iron Age (Period 4) and Roman (Period 6) features

Fig. 5.31 - Periods 6.2 and 6.3

Fig. 5.32 - Nortoft Lane: Middle Bronze Age and Iron Age pottery, nos 1-13

Fig. 5.33 - Nortoft Lane Iron Age Pottery, nos 14 — 24

Fig. 5.34 - Nortoft Lane Middle Bronze Age fired clay loom weight from pit 10363

Fig. 5.35 - Nortoft Lane Iron Age oven structure fragment

Fig. 5.36 - Nortoft Lane iron objects: 1. ?Iron Age block anvil; 2. Anglo-Saxon spear head; 3. Anglo-Saxon hooked tag

Fig. 5.37 - Nortoft Lane: Iron Age decorated upper rotary quern from Pit 4014

Fig. 5.38 - Nortoft Lane: 1. Iron Age decorated upper rotary quern from pit 4014; 2. Iron Age lower stone of rotary quern, largely
unworked, unstratified

Fig. 5.39 - Nortoft Lane: Charred plant macrofossils. Percentages of weeds, cereal chaff and grains

Fig. 5.40a - Lithostratigraphic and pollen percentage diagram from Middle Bronze Age waterhole 10456

Fig. 5.40b - Lithostratigraphic and pollen percentage diagram from Middle Bronze Age waterhole 10456

Fig. 5.41 - Percentage phytolith diagram from column sample 154: 0.10m (context (10472), Middle Bronze Age waterhole 10456



Fig. 6.1 — Radiocarbon-dating of Early and Middle Iron Age Sites Excavated by Northamptonshire Archaeology (now MOLA
Northampton)

Fig. 6.2 — Crick Covert Farm Phases

Fig. 6.3 — Crack’s Hill Looking Northeast and Crack’s Hill Depicted 1813

Fig. 6.4 — Romano-British Sites

Fig. 6.5 - The Landscape Context of the Crick/Kilsby Settlement’s Showing ‘Ranch Boundary’

Fig. 6.6 — Detail of Site B Track

Fig. 6.7 — A Landscape Reconstruction of the Iron Age Aggregated Settlement at Crick and Kilsby by Mark Gridley

Fig. 6.8 — The Stanton Harcourt, Oxfordshire Landscape Interpretation and Gravelly Guy Pit Cluster Site (after Lambrick & Robinson
2009)

Fig. 6.9 — Charlton/Newbottle Iron Age Enclosure (after Deegan and Foard 2007)

Fig. 6.10 — Interpretive Overview of Sites Showing Geological Context

Fig. 6.11 — Reconstructed Detailed View of the Iron Age Settlement (Long Dole in Foreground)

List of Tables

Table 1.1: The DIRFT Investigations

Table 2.1: Long Dole, quantification of worked flint

Table 2.2: Long Dole, quantification of Iron Age pottery

Table 2.3: Long Dole, quantification of decorated pottery by sherd as percentage of fabric assemblage
Table 2.4: Long Dole, Rim diameter count by major fabrics

Table 2.5: Long Dole, fired clay distribution

Table 2.6: Long Dole, quantification of animal bone by species

Table 2.7: Long Dole, plant macrofossil identifications

Table 2.8: Long Dole, charcoal identifications

Table 2.9: Long Dole, further charcoal identifications

Table 2.10: Long Dole radiocarbon dates

Table 2.11: Long Dole, phasing of major structures

Table 2.12: Long Dole, quantification of pottery and animal bone from ring-gullies and enclosures

Table 3.1: Lifespan of principal features

Table 3.2: Pit details

Table 3.3: Crick Hotel and access road watching brief ring-gully data

Table 3.4: Possible special deposits

Table 3.5: Occurrence of cultural evidence

Table 3.6: Pottery summary quantification by fabric and period. Quantities as sherd count/weight (g) and EVEs.
Table 3.7: Pottery vessel forms/rim morphology summary by period. Quantities number of vessels and EVEs.
Table 3.8: Pottery vessel form incidence across fabrics (min vessel nos/EVEs); and mean vessel diam. (MS) in mm.
Table 3.9: Pottery decoration incidence by vessel form (vessel count)

Table 3.10: Pottery: scored surface treatments incidence by fabric (sherd count)

Table 3.11: Pottery: scored surface treatments incidence by period (sherd count)

Table 3.12: Pottery: surface colouration by fabric (sherd count and %sherd count)

Table 3.13: Pottery: surface colouration by period (sherd count and %sherd count).

Table 3.14: Animal bone: summary counts of numbers of identified specimens

Table 3.15: Animal bone: summary counts of loose teeth, long tibia shaft pieces and indeterminate mammal bones
Table 3.16: Animal bone: butchered, dog gnawed and burnt bones by period

Table 3.17: Animal bone: sexed bone by period

Table 3.18: Animal bone: summary of anatomical distributions

Table 3.19: Animal bone: ageing of the mandibles

Table 3.20: Animal bone: ageing of the horses

Table 3.21: Animal bone: articulated bone groups

Table 3.22: Animal bone: metrical data

Table 3.23: Animal bone: relative frequency of major domesticates by period

Tables 3.24.1-3.24.4: Plant macrofossil identifications

Table 4.1: Lodge, excavated percentage of Iron Age ring gullies

Table 4.2: Lodge, quantification of worked flint

Table 4.3: Lodge, Iron Age fabrics by number and weight

Table 4.4: Lodge, decorated Iron Age pottery by sherd count by fabric

Table 4.5: Lodge, Iron Age rim diameters by fabric type

Table 4.6: Lodge and Long Dole, Iron Age rim diameters for major fabrics

Table 4.7: Lodge Iron Age pottery occurrence in ring-gullies by fabric by weight Table 4.8: Lodge, quantification of Iron Age pottery
from the watching brief

Table 4.9: Lodge Iron Age settlement, distribution of fired clay

Table 4.10: Lodge Iron Age settlement, quantification of animals by species

Table 4.11: Lodge Iron Age settlement, plant macrofossil identifications



Table 4.12:
Table 4.13:
Table 4.14:
Table 4.15:
Table 4.16:
Table 4.17:
Table 4.18:
Table 4.19
Table 4.20:
Table 4.21:

Table A5.1:
Table A5.2:
Table A5.3:
Table A5.4:
Table AS5.5:
Table A5.6:
Table A5.7:
Table A5.8:
Table A5.9:

Table A5.10:
Table A5.11:
Table A5.12:
Table A5.13:
Table A5.14:
Table A5.15:

Table A5.16

Table 6.1: C
Table 6.2: C
Table 6.3: C

Lodge Iron Age settlement, charcoal identifications

Lodge Iron Age settlement further charcoal identifications
Lodge, Roman pottery fabric types

Lodge, Roman vessel forms summary

Lodge, quantification of Roman animal bone by species
Lodge, quantification of Anglo-Saxon jar rim diameters
Lodge radiocarbon dates

: Lodge, phasing of major structures

Lodge, distribution of pottery and animal bone
Lodge, Long Dole and Coton Park, Rugby, weight of recovered Iron Age pottery

Iron Age pottery quantification by Fabric group/simplified and sub fabrics. (Quantities as sherd count/weight and EVEs)
Fabric (grouped) comparison across sites. Shows phased material only

Pottery summary. Fabric (simple) incidence by Period (Quantities as sherd count/weight and EVEs)
Vessel form incidence across fabric groups (min vessel nos/EVEs); and mean vessel diam. (MS) in mm.
Vessel form/rim morphology summary by Period. Quantities as number of vessels and EVEs

Scored surface treatments incidence by fabric (simple). Quantities as sherd count

Scored surface treatments incidence by Period. Quantities as sherd count

Surface colouration by fabric (sherd count and %sherd count)

Surface colouration by Period (sherd count and %sherd count)

Roman pottery summary

Metallurgical residues and fuel ash. Quantities shown as weight (g)

Plant macrofossil identifications

Plant macrofossil identifications

Charcoal identifications

Charcoal identifications

: Radiocarbon dating results Nortoft Lane East (2010) and Nortoft Lane West (2006)

CF radiocarbon dating
alibrated prehistoric radiocarbon dates from DIRFT | and Il
omparisons of Iron Age special finds

Table 6.4: Longevity of enclosures (over more than one Period)

Table 6.5: R
Table 6.6: O

ing-gullies occupied/utilised in more than one Period
rientations of RG’s all sites and combined Periods

Table 6.7: RG entrance orientations attributed to Period at NLK

Table 6.8: Summary population estimates for archaeologically exposed RG’s

Table 6.9: Summary of estimated maximum population based on exposed buildings
Table 6.10: Summary of estimated minimum population



Acknowledgements

The two monographs have been produced following a long period of uncertainty regarding the publication funding. The
authors are therefore deeply indebted to Prologis UK Ltd, responsible for building-out the DIRFT project since 2006,
who in 2013 generously commissioned RPS, as project managers, to bring the project to fruition. This process included
funding of 31 radiocarbon dates that considerably enhanced the previously mainly ceramic based chronology. Special
thanks are due to Mark Shepherd of Prologis and to Charles LeQuesne (former RPS project manager 2010-2013) who had
the vision to reinvigorate the process of final publication. Ann Woodward has provided invaluable advice during the final
publication process and her efforts to complete Volume I have facilitated Volume II. Any inaccuracies or errors in cross
referencing the Covert Farm results are entirely the fault of the Volume II editor.

We would like to thank the past and present Northamptonshire County Archaeological Officers Sandy Kidd, Myk Flitcroft
and Lesley-Ann Mather for their significant input and guidance and the equivalent RPS personnel who have also managed
various stages of DIRFT I & 11, David Freke, Maureen Bennell, Martin Connell and Mick Rawlings.

Last but by no means least special thanks are due to the many archaeologists who worked at DIRFT in the field, often in
challenging conditions. Further site-specific acknowledgements are contained within various project chapters.

Summary

Archaeological investigations for Daventry International Rail Freight Terminal (DIRFT I and II) took place across 178
hectares of farmland around a stream valley of the Northamptonshire Uplands between 1993 and 2013. This report
comprises the second volume of the series, following analysis of an impressive zone of Iron Age settlement characterised
by around one hundred distinct ring-gully defined circular buildings at ‘Crick Covert Farm’ (CCF) in Volume I (Hughes
and Woodward 2015). The present volume describes a further four Iron Age settlements, including c.140 more ring-gullies.
Highly successful geophysical surveys, proofed by trial trenching, culminated in excavations at the ‘Long Dole’ (LD) and
‘The Lodge’ (TL) by Northamptonshire Archaeology (now MOLA Northampton) in 1994-5; at ‘Crick Hotel” (CH) by
Foundations Archaeology in 1998; and ‘Nortoft Lane, Kilsby’ (NLK) by Cotswold Archaeology in 2006 and 2010. Further
areas of landscape investigation were undertaken by 2013. Together with CCF these provide a virtually unparalleled
investigation of related Iron Age ‘aggregated settlements’ within their Midlands landscape setting, illustrative of the
extent, complexity and longevity of a significant village-like community. It is suggested that around half of the overall
¢.240 ring-gullies represent residential roundhouses with the remainder used as storehouses, stock huts/pens etc. The
settlements appear to have been set around the perimeter of common grazing land centred on a stream valley and at least
partially bounded by a landscape-scale enclosure. Cattle were consistently the most important species represented across
the sites and throughout the periods, with sheep a secondary concern. Modest quantities of charred cereals, predominantly
spelt wheat, along with 20 (saddle and rotary) querns, confirm the arable economic component. Following around 400
years of growth and stability, incorporating the Middle Iron Age, a breakdown in traditional grazing rights associated
with agricultural intensification, may have led to the eventual decline of the aggregated settlements in the Late Iron Age.
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Chapter 1 — Introduction

Robert Masefield (unless stated)

SETTING THE SCENE ROBERT MASEFIELD WITH A
CONTRIBUTION BY CHARLES LEQUESNE

Archaeological fieldwork has been carried out over a 178ha
area of the Daventry International Rail Freight Terminal
(DIRFT) between 1993 and 2013 (Fig. 1.1). The work was
undertaken by six different archaeological contractors for a
number of different commercial clients. A common factor
has been the management of all phases of the work by
archaeological consultants from RPS. These investigations
go back to the early days of regulated developer-funded
archacology in the UK, established following the
introduction of the PPG16 in 1990 and as such represent
an interesting case study of the effectiveness of policy
guidance. The fact it has been possible to recover a detailed
record of intensive Iron Age settlement over such a wide
area, on a site which was completely unknown previously, is
itself a considerable achievement. Challenges included the
very number of archaeological organisations involved as a
result of commercial factors and investigation to varying
levels of detail as the result of planning and funding issues.
In 2013 the final archaeological fieldwork associated with
the completion of the development of DIRFT II, Zone
3 (a hub warehouse and distribution centre developed by
Prologis for Sainsbury’s supermarkets) was completed. This
represented the final stage of primary development of the
core DIRFT zone. While it is important to recognise that
some of the known archaeological remains still survive
under and between the developed areas of the site, this
moment seemed the appropriate point to produce a final
synthesis and publication of the results of the built-out zone.

Productive discussions with Prologis on the significance
of the archacology at DIRFT early in 2013 lead to a
publication proposal. Prologis’ generous agreement of the
funding was based on an ambitious programme beginning
in November 2013 and resulting in the publication of the
two Archaeopress monographs (of which this is Volume
I1). Volume I (Hughes and Woodward 2015) represents the
full analysis of the former Birmingham University Field
Archaeology Unit (BUFAU) excavations of the ‘Crick,
Covert Farm’ (CCF) Iron Age settlement aggregation,
including ¢.100 circular buildings or roundhouses within
18 ‘clusters’ over an area of 12.58ha. This second volume
draws together all of the other DIRFT archacological
works undertaken over 20 years between 1993 and 2013
which have included identification and recording of a
further ¢.140 TA ring-gully defined buildings in five
separate areas of the landscape within adjacent areas of
the Northamptonshire parishes of Crick and Kilsby. The
project has been cited as a classic example of the effective
use of geophysical survey for the identification of M/LIA
settlements on claylands (Kidd 1999).

REPORT STRUCTURE

This chapter provides an introduction to the geological,
topographical and geographical setting, a brief overview of
landscape development, including history of archacological
exploration at DIRFT, and the terminology and chronology
applied for the analysis process. The following Chapters 2
-5 provide the site-specific descriptions, phasing, finds and
environmental reports and phasing for The Lodge (TL),
Crick Hotel (CH), The Long Dole (LD) and Nortoft Lane,
Kilsby (NLK) respectively. The LD (Chapter 2) is followed
by CH (Chapter 3). These sites ‘bookend’ Crick Covert
Farm (CCF) thus forming an extensive settlement block.
The reader is referred to Volume I for detailed description
and analysis of the central CCF site. Chapter 4 describes
a geographically separated aggregated settlement with a
shifted Romano-British phase at TL. Chapter 5 describes
the extensive linear NLK settlement zone.

An in-combination synthesis of evidence from the various
investigations, including CCF (where appropriate) is
provided in Chapter 6. It begins with a summary of the
2014 absolute dating programme followed by the ceramic
basis for site chronology. Next is an overview by period,
including a regional background and a degree of synthesis
with the CCF results. Analysis of the economic basis of the
settlement through time includes a review of craft, industry
and exchange, with reference to farming regimes, including
an apparent emphasis on pastoralism. This element of the
discussion is augmented by an assessment of Iron Age
grain storage including comparison of the subject sites
with potential grain surplus producing ‘pit-cluster’ sites.
An overview of animal husbandry includes evidence for a
landscape-scale enclosure around common pasture and a
comparison with ‘ranch boundaries’ elsewhere in central
and southern England. The organisation of domestic space
is considered with respect to ambiguity between enclosed
and unenclosed settlement forms, whilst aspects of the
form and symbolism of roundhouses/circular buildings are
discussed thematically. Structured depositions and possible
shrines at the LD, CCF and potentially NLK, are discussed.
There follow estimates of individual settlement populations
by site/period and of the overall ‘Crick/Kilsby community’.

The final discussion section is concerned with social
aspects including settlement dynamics based on multiples
of'the basic extended-family unit (exemplified by ‘clusters’
of roundhouses/buildings and enclosures) and evidence
for hierarchy or social differentiation. The possibility of
seasonal settlement, or some herders from the community
leaving the home settlement for the summer months, is
considered. A review of recent characterisation of similar
so-called ‘aggregated settlements’ within the Central and
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Eastern Midlands and the organised concentration of such
sites at DIRFT is equated with a poly-focal village. The
possible status of the community within the wider region
is assessed in comparison with single farms, aggregated
settlements, pit-cluster sites and hillforts. Finally the
potential drivers of settlement expansion and eventual
decline are addressed.

Chapter 7 provides the main conclusions including the
significance of the findings at a regional and national level.

GEOLOGICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL BACKGROUND
ROBERT MASEFIELD WITH CHARLES LEQUESNE

Crick is a parish of around 1,340 hectares bordered
on its west side by Watling Street and Kilsby parish. It
comprises predominantly Lower Lias Clay of the Jurassic
commensurate with undulating topography between 100m
and 160m aOD. Kilsby parish comprises 1,100 hectares
bordered on its east side by Watling Street and Crick parish,
whilst streams form the western and southern boundaries.
Its topography is slightly higher, rising to between 120m
and 150m aOD. The Crick Iron Age settlement of CH was
at ¢.110m aOD on a hill-slope to the south-east of and
overlooking the larger, low-lying CCF/LD complex at
¢.101.5m aOD. TL, within Kilsby, occupied the elevated
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slope of a north-facing Lias ridge between 121m and 128m
aOD, also overlooking the Clifton Brook valley. The other
large Iron Age aggregation at NLK utilised an elevated
ridge flanking the west side of the valley, adjacent to the
detached hamlet of Barby within Kilsby Parish. More
specifically NLK overlay the contact between Lias Clay,
silt, mudstone and limestone and the overlying ridge
formed by superficial deposits of glacial sand and gravel
rising to ¢.115m aOD within the site, and upon which the
vast majority of ring-gullies were located (Fig. 1.2; BGS
Sheet 185, Northampton). Ground levels within NLK fell
northwards to ¢.110m aOD.

As shown on Figure 1.2 DIRFT’s Iron Age settlement
was effectively distributed around a natural amphitheatre
formed by the shallow central valley with flanking hills/
slopes to the east, south-east and south, and with the
aforementioned ridge to the south-west. The valley opens
out onto lower floodplain to the north. It is drained by the
Clifton Brook - a tributary stream at the headwaters of the
Warwickshire Avon, which flows north-west through the
floodplain before joining the river north of Rugby. The
wider area is also drained by the Oxford Canal and Raing
Brook. Alluvium is mapped in the base of the Clifton
Brook valley above intractable Lias Clay, with further
patches of sand and gravel on higher ground to the south.

CJoRFTI&1

Watercourses

Elevation
Below 100m

Alluvium 100 - 109m
///, River Terrace Deposits 110 - 119m
Lias Clays 120 - 129m
: Sand & Gravels 130 - 139m
Glacial Tills 140m +
LA Peat “_ Contours at 5m intervals
0 500m

FIGURE 1.2 — GEOLOGY AND TOPOGRAPHY
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At CCF coarse Pleistocene gravel of the valley floor was
overlain by a 50-100m wide corridor of Holocene overbank
flood deposits adjacent to the Clifton Brook. Former
palacochannels were associated with the wider western
area of floodplain, with alluvium narrowing to the south-
east of a confluence with another tributary stream joining
from the north-east. Much of the alluvium was found to
comprise an upper level (up to 0.5m thick) widening out
well beyond the channels to conceal many of the Iron Age
features. The floodplain widens to the north-west and it
is notable that the 2012/13 investigations north of LD
similarly found Late Iron Age/Roman-British landscape
ditches sealed by upper alluvium but cutting a lower level
(Cotswold Archaeology 2013b). Significantly, in terms of
landscape utilisation, a much greater expanse of low-lying
alluvium opens up within an extensive flood plain further
downstream, to the north of DIRFT II.

A wider region around DIRFT comprises ‘the main
watershed of Middle England’ (Natural England 2013).
The Warwickshire Avon drains to the west, the Welland
and Upper Nene to the east coast and the Cherwell/Ouse
flows south to the Thames. In terms of landscape character
DIRFT lies within the ‘Northamptonshire Uplands’ zone
(ibid, NCA 95). The National Character Area includes
the elevated claylands of north-west Northamptonshire,
the south-east extent of Leicestershire and eastern
Warwickshire; it is a landscape characterised by undulating
hills, worn smooth by a long process of denudation with
long, low ridge lines promoting wide views (ibid, 164).
Three ‘upland’ tiers comprise land at 600 to 800°, at 400 to
600’ and at 400 to 200°. DIRFT itself lies predominately
within the lower zone at ¢.300-360° (c.100-120m aOD).
The extensive NCA is summarised as follows:

‘This long range of clay hills extends from the Cotswolds
and Cherwell Valley in the south-west to the low ground
of the Leicestershire Vales and Market Harborough. In
the west it abuts the low ground of Feldon and on the
east side subsides towards the Nene valley within the
Northamptonshire Vales. It is part of the Wolds landscape
that includes the dip slope of the Cotswolds and extend
to High Leicestershire and the Leicestershire and
Nottinghamshire Wolds...In the central section...although
there are some settlements predominantly situated on
hilltops, most lie within the small, sheltered valleys and
this, together with the infrequency of the isolated farms
and cottages, gives the area a remote and rather empty
quality’ (ibid 162-4).

The County boundary of Warwickshire and
Northamptonshire bisects DIRFT, while Leicestershire
lies only 4km to the north. Long-lived County boundaries
are of potential interest for archaeological narratives. The
relevant stretch coincides with the Raing Brook north-
west of Barby Nortoft but diverges to follow a dog-leg
of field-boundaries, broadly respected by the north-west
edge of DIRFT II, before utilising Roman Watling Street.
It may not be coincidental that the region lay within the
probable border-land zone of three major Late Iron Age

tribal territories, coinage broadly defining the territory of
the Corieltauvi to the north, the Dobunni to the south-west
and the powerful Catuvellauni to the south-east (Cunliffe
1995, 72; 2013). Throughout subsequent history the area
has been a transport hub, from the construction of Roman
Watling Street, through the industrial development of the
canals and railways, the M1 motorway - DIRFT is situated
immediately north of Watford Gap, ‘gateway to southern
England’ - to the development of the modern rail freight
terminal. When the watershed is also considered this East
Midlands area has a strong claim to be at the heart of
England.

AN OVERVIEW OF THE LANDSCAPE DEVELOPMENT
AT CRICK AND KILSBY

This volume does not attempt an update of the wider
regional distribution mapping in Volume I, based on the
upper reaches of the Warwickshire Avon and Nene valleys
(Hughes and Woodward 2015, Figs 12, 23, 37, 70 & 82).
However, some additional local sites are compared with
the DIRFT data within the Chapters and Discussion.

The Northamptonshire Uplands have been described
as typical of a ‘Wolds’ heavy clay landscape, usually
cleared later in prehistory and which attracted little early
cultivation (Natural England 2013, 174). The large river
valleys, such as those of the Nene and Warwickshire
Avon, provided lighter, well drained soils and it is those
regions that attracted most of the Neolithic/Early Bronze
Age activity and co-axial field divisions of the Middle-
Late Bronze Age. The claylands are less straightforward.
Conventional wisdom has held that ‘the area was an
upland grazing and woodland resource for the surrounding
settlements and was largely ignored by the Romans’ (ibid).
This hypothesis is overstated, since as will be shown,
cereal cultivation was practiced as early as the Middle
Bronze Age in micro-regions of clay uplands, where soils
were favourable, whilst the Iron Age settlement at DIRFT
and adjacent areas of Crick and Kilsby was both highly
successful and almost certainly permanent. Nevertheless,
the wider area of Crick and Kilsby has produced only
very slight evidence for activity in the earlier prehistoric
periods, with little evidence for barrow ring-ditches.

The Domesday survey records the village of Crick as
‘Crec’ (Goodger 2009). It may derive its name from
the Celtic word for hill (‘Cruc’) or rock/cliff (‘Kreik’
which became Old Welsh ‘Creic’) (ibid; Wikipedia). If
the former, the hill in question was probably ‘Crack’s
Hill’ (Fig. 1.2 & 6.3) a mile north-east of the village and
adjacent to the canal (SP 595736) from where it dominates
surrounding views, including that of DIRFT. However,
Goodger, who suggested the name derives from the Early
or Middle Iron Age, considers it to recall the edge of the
Middle Lias ‘Northamptonshire Plateau’ upon which the
village itself is located (ibid). Interestingly Crack’s Hill
is depicted surmounted by a ring-work on Stevens’ map
of 1813. However, the apparent earthwork is no longer
extant, probably due to late ridge and furrow (steam



plough?) cultivation which covers the entire summit. The
ring-work was almost certainly erroneously labelled as a
‘Roman Station’ although this confirms it was considered
ancient. It is not unreasonable to speculate that such a hill-
top enclosing earthwork might represent an Iron Age ring-
work, in keeping with the Celtic place-name. However, in
the absence of archaeological verification of form, scale
and date such an interpretation remains unconfirmed.

Wider Iron Age activity on Lias beyond DIRFT at Crick
includes a probable settlement at the 135m contour,
south-west of the village, just east of the M 1. Occupation
was suggested on the basis of an area of charcoal-rich
ploughsoil associated with Iron Age pottery and burnt stone
(CBA Group 9 Newsletter 7, 1977, 29). More conclusively
Cotswold Archaeology undertook an excavation north-
west of the village on similarly elevated ground at around
125m aOD (Cotswold Archacology 2013a; Mudd et al
forthcoming). The site examined a deep-ditched square
Middle Iron Age enclosure containing a 9m diameter
roundhouse and six other circular structures. To the north
and north-west of DIRFT I and II aerial photographic
rectification (Cox 2009) and subsequent geophysical
survey and trenching for the Sustainable Urban Extension
proposal site (Rubgy ‘SUE’) have to date detected only
fragmentary Iron Age evidence, including a Middle Iron
Age enclosure at ‘Area 2°, ¢.650m north-west of and
occupying the same ridge as the contemporary NLK
site (Oxford Archacology 2010; Cotswold Archacology
2013c). This ¢.80x75m square deep-ditched Middle Iron
Age enclosure contained at least one ¢.12m diameter ring-
ditch and a cluster of storage pits. A 1996/7 magnetometer
geophysical survey and trial trenching evaluation south-
west of M1 Junction 18 and 500m north-east of TL located
yet another enclosure site (John Samuels 1997). This
comprised a 70m square enclosed farmstead of Late Iron
Age to early Roman date.

Roman Watling Street traverses DIRFT and cuts through
part of the former Iron Age settlement area, where overlain
by the modern AS5. The Romano-British occupation of
Crick beyond DIRFT includes a settlement situated on
glacial gravel at 130m OD, north-west of the church (SP
587725) (CBA 1977, 29). Another possible Romano-
British settlement is suspected, also on glacial gravel,
at the 120m OD contour east of the M1 and west of
Crick village (NHER 451; SP 577733). Roman pottery
along with building stone was found by fieldwalking
immediately adjacent to the motorway cutting (see Fig.
1.3) suggesting a potentially truncated settlement (ibid).
Another farm on gravel subsoil is suspected, based on
surface finds, ¢.0.5km to the east-north-east (SP 581734)
at 120m OD (CBA 1977, 29; ibid), whilst the Rugby SUE
investigations just north-west of NLK (‘Area 5”) identified
late 1st to 2nd century Romano-British enclosure/paddock
and boundary ditches (Oxford Archaeology 2010;
Cotswold Archaeology 2013c).

The early Saxon occupation of the Northamptonshire
Uplands is characteristically found along the river-
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valleys, although villages with ‘ton’ place names suggest
colonisation of the slopes above the valleys by the Middle
Saxon period. Regional place-names with ‘by’ suffixes,
such as Barby, indicate Scandinavian influences (NE 2013,
174). A ‘Saxon’ female burial adjacent to a pit containing
a skull and dog skeleton were found cut into the Watling
Street when a section was cut in 1947 (SP 569732; NHER
6446; Rugby School Magazine 1948, 34-7; & see Fig.
1.3 for location). Another early Saxon burial was found
in 1977 just to the north-east on the east side of Watling
Street (SP5680 7340; NHER 444; CBA 1977, 29).

The occupation in the late Saxon period is likely to have
been of a higher density than the preceding period and was
almost certainly concentrated at and around the medieval
villages. Medieval and post-medieval influences within
the Northamptonshire Uplands are characterised as sparse
settlement with nucleated villages on hilltops or at valley
heads, as at Crick, with mixed farming and extensive ridge
and furrow (NE 2013, 174; Stearne 1974). By the 14th
century much of the woodland of the Northamptonshire
Uplands was cleared with ridge and furrow cultivation
dominating the landscape. Population shrank following
the Black Death, with the result that much of arable was
turned to less intensively managed pasture. The medieval
and post-medieval background for Crick and Kilsby
are beyond the scope of the present publication but it
is notable in passing that much of the medieval area of
Crick, north-east and east of the church, was abandoned.
Aerial photographs trace the extensive ridge and furrow
relating to the medieval parishes, with the original pattern
of interlocked furlongs largely recoverable. Much of these
systems remain extant and buried furrows were a feature
of the present excavations above the stream floodplain.

The common fields of Crick, Kilsby and Barby Nortoft
were enclosed by Acts of Parliament of 1776 and 1778
respectively (NRO, Enclosure Map 1778). Although little
is known of the history of Barby Nortoft it was apparently
a detached part of Barby Parish and is first referred
to in 1247  (http://www.british-history.ac.uk/report.
aspx?compid=126467)

HISTORY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXPLORATION AT DIRFT

The junction area of the M1 and A428 was first identified
in the late 1970s as a motorway orientated growth
point. The Daventry International Rail Freight Terminal
(DIRFT) was constructed as a regional node of road-rail
intermodal facility, providing rail connected terminals
and warehouses associated with rail freight flows to and
from the Port of Felixstowe and the Channel Tunnel. The
1990°s archacological projects were financed by DIRFT
co. (part of Severn Trent plc) and were completed in 1997.
These comprised investigation of over 124ha comprising
DIRFT East (53ha), DIRFT Central (16ha) and DIRFT
South (55ha) which together comprise ‘DIRFT I’. This
area includes rail-road intermodal freight terminals and
associated warehouses with a rail connection from the
Northampton loop of the West Coast Main Line (via DIRFT
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South — ‘DIRFT Railport”). The remaining 54ha of area of
the landscape study reported here comprises ‘DIRFT II’
(otherwise referred to as DIRFT West). The Severn Trent
plc sold the site to Prologis in 2006. DIRFT II is currently
under construction following planning permission in 2005
and includes associated rail connections. The further
extension of ‘DIRFT III’ and the Sustainable Urban
Extension (SUE) to the west of the DIRFT II site, are to
be progressed for further warehousing and HGV parking
and residential development respectively. These areas are
beyond the scope of this archaeological reporting stage.

Table 1.1 lists all surveys and grey-literature reports for
DIRFT I & II. The earliest phases of developer-funded
field-work commenced with geophysical surveys across
DIRFT Central and South by Stratascan in 1993 (Stratascan
1993a-d) leading to the first discoveries of archaeology on
the site. The two sites recognised at that time were LD —
that turned out to be the north-westernmost extent of the
CCF IA settlement — and two sites, one Iron Age and the
other Romano-British, on higher ground at TL to the south
of the A428. RPS trial trenching (Bennell 1994) led to
excavation of the core of these sites by Northamptonshire
Archaeology in 1994 (Chapman 1994), and was followed
by watching briefs of their outlying portions continuing
into 1995-6. Each site produced evidence for around 30
Iron Age ring-gullies with associated enclosures.

The next phase of work came with the development of
the area between Watling Street and the M1, commencing
with another series of geophysical surveys by Stratascan
in 1996 and 1997 at CCF (the subject of the companion
Archaeopress publication by Hughes & Woodward 2015).
These spectacularly revealed the presence and spatial
layout of a major aggregated IA settlement to the east of
the Roman Road, extending south-eastwards from LD (Fig.
1.4). This site was then trial trenched by RPS (Connell
1997a) with seven trenches providing detailed information
about the form and preservation of the identified ring-
gully complexes and the longevity of their occupation
through the Iron Age. The evaluation also indicated that
part of the settlement (7 hectares) was preserved beneath
alluvium while other areas (6 hectares) had been truncated
by later ploughing.

The greater part of the main DIRFT East complex (CCF)
was excavated by the Birmingham University Field
Archaeology Unit (BUFAU) in 1997 (Fig. 1.5). This site
was, to some extent, the ‘jewel in the crown’ of the wider
DIRFT project reported here. The importance of CCF was
due in part to the systematic investigation and innovative
post-excavation strategy - made possible by a staggering
dataset including over 100 distinct ring-gullies, other
enclosure ditches and discrete features comprising almost
5,000 contexts.
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. - Bibilography
Site Name Date Organisation Type of Work (Reports) Notes
Watling Street Feb. 1995 RPS Evaluation Connell. M. 1995a |-
Watling Street August 1995 RPS Conditions Survey | Connell. M. 1995b |-
DIRFT East
DIRFT East August 1996 RPS/ Stratascan Geophysics RPS/Stratascan Mag sus of CCF
DIRFT East and 1997 Stratascan Geophysics DIRFT East — figures Wider report
Central only
Crick Covert Farm Feb 1997 RPS TT Connell, M. 1997a Main eval. rpt
Hughes 1998;
Woodward et al .
Interim,
1998; Assessment, 2007
Covert Covert Farm | 1998 BUFAU Excavation Woodward, A. & . ) L
interim publication,
Hughes, G. 2007 Final Publication
Hughes, A. and
Woodward, A. 2015
DIRFT East Topsoil | og RPS WB Connell, M. 1997b.
Stripping
E(LZZT East Access July 1997 RPS wWB Masefield, R. 1997b | Single roundhouse
Crick Hotel July 1997 RPS TT Masefield, R. 1997a | Evaluation
. Foundations . King, R. & Napthan,
Crick Hotel 1999 Archaeology Excavation M. 1999 RG cluster
DIRFT East 2000 BUFAU WB Watt, S. 2000 2397'8 WB around
DIRFT Central and South
Stratascan, July/Aug
1993a DIRFT East
‘The Triangle’/Long Geophysics (mag Stratascan, Sept Mag sus and
Dole 1993 Stratascan sus and mag) 1993c Magnetometer of
Stratascan, Dec LD Triangle
1993d
“The Lodge’ 1993 Stratascan Geophysics Stratascan, Aug Magnetometer
(mag) 1993b survey
Long Dole/ The 1994 RPS Evaluation Bennell, M. 1994 Evaluations
Lodge
Long Dole 1994 Northants Excavation Chapman, A. 1994 Excavation
Archaeology
Long Dole /The 1995 Northants Excavations Chapman, A. 1995 | Initial Publication
Lodge Archaeology
Area between A428 Geophysical Surveys . Magnetometer for
and A5 1995 of Bradford Geophysics (mag) | GSB John Samuels
Area between A428 . Magnetometer for
?
and M1 19957 Stratascan Geophysics Plot only John Samuels
DIRFT Central
DIRFT Central 2002 RPS ES Chapter 14 Cultural Heritage - | ES
Chapter 14
Northants . Shallow strip N of
Long Dole May 1994 Archaeology WB. Leigh, D. 1995 Long Dole - no arch.
DIRFT West
Zone 3 1995 Stratascan Geophysics
Translocation Pond |June 1995 RPS WB Masefield, R. 1995 Negative WB
RPS 1995. DIRFT Geotechnical
DIRFT II, Zone 3 July 1995 RPS WB West Archaeology: | test pits —no
Geotechnical Trial archaeology
Pit Observations observed
Geophysics (mag Stratascan, Sept .
DIRFT II July-August 2001 Stratascan sus and mag) 2001a Warwicks survey
DIRFT West Sept 2001 Stratascan Geophysics Stratascan, 2001b
DIRFT II, Zone 2 2001 RPS 1T Connell, M. 2001 DIRFT West
DIRFT Il, Zone 3 2005 RPS WB RPS, 2005 Newt pond WB
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DIRFT Il, Zone 2 2006 Cotswold Excavation CA, 2007 NLK W. post-ex.
Archaeology assessment

DIRFT II, Zone 2 2010 Cotswold Excavation CA, July 2011 NLK E. post-ex.
Archaeology assessment

DIRFT II, Zone 3 2012 Cotswold T CA, 2012 Evaluation of Areas
Archaeology A-E

DIRFTIl, Zone3 | 2013 RPS ws| LeQuesne, C. Feb ),

2013.

DIRFT Il, Zone 3 2013 Cotswold Excavation CA, Nov 2013. SMS Areas B and C
Archaeology

Nortoft Lodge Farm | 2014 Stratsacan Geophysical surve Stratascan, June Gradiometer survey

J phy Y | 2014. (0.6ha)

DIRFT Il, Zone 3 .

Stockpile 2014 Cotswold T Carlyle, S. Feb 2014 EvaIuajuon
Archaeology (negative)

DIRFT IlI Railway 2014 Cotswold T James, P. & Coyne, | Evaluation

Embankment Archaeology P. 2014 (negative)
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FIG. 1.4 - THE SITES AS EXCAVATED

The excavation was split into three areas reflecting
modern fields, with the sole linking archaeological feature
comprising a major curving east-west ditch bounding the
entire settlement. The eastern field (Field 1) was 1.48ha in
extent spanning both sides of a palacochannel of the Clifton
Brook. Occupation was present on both banks (‘Clusters 16
and 17’ to the east and a small Cluster 18 to the west) whilst
the whole area had been sealed beneath the upper level

of post Iron Age alluvium. Within this low-lying fluvial
area underlying glacial gravel deposits thinned upslope.
Cluster 17 was notable for the presence of four-posters in
addition to ring-gullies. Although the density of Iron Age
ring-gullies and enclosures decreased as the gravel petered
out, a separate sparser group (‘Cluster 18’) was located
upslope upon the Lias Clay to the east. Artefacts from
Field 1, though not found in large quantities, included



mainly Early-Middle Iron Age ceramics, along with ‘some
animal bone, burnt daub, slag, rare iron objects, including
two smelted cakes/ingots, saddle quern fragments and
hearth or boiling stones’ whilst the environmental samples
included some evidence for cereals.

Central ‘Field 2’ comprised a 5.14ha area of investigation.
Further concentrations of ring-gullies, including ‘Cluster
7°, were found to have been recut on multiple occasions
reflecting longevity of use. The main south-east/north-west
aligned palaeco-channel zone in the low-lying southern
area was up to 50m wide (in all its phases). A tributary
east-west channel in central area was some 20m wide and
several ring-gully clusters were investigated beside and
between these streams. Artefactural evidence was present
in moderate quantities, sufficient (with the aid of scientific
dating — see below) to indicate occupation from the
Early/Middle to Late Iron Age. Subsequent studies have
indicated concentration of artefacts in gully terminals with
patterning suggestive of favoured depositional practices
(Woodward and Hughes 2007).

Western ‘Field 3° comprised 5.27ha and was once again
dominated by the main paleaochannel and its tributary.
The earliest stratified material was recovered from a
pit cutting the edge of primary channel deposits and
comprised fragments of very early Beaker Period vessels,
thus providing a useful indication of the date of the earlier
phase of alluviation associated with the stream. Several
more clusters of ring-gullies were investigated, along
with several larger enclosures. These included a large
concentric-ring elliptical enclosure (‘Cluster 13”) whose
southern side was eroded by the channel. The landscape
boundary ditch that enclosed the northern area of the Iron
Age activity also formed the northern side of two further
enclosures and associated Clusters in Field 3. ‘Cluster 10’
was defined by a D-shaped enclosure, with sub-divisions
and internal ring-gullies, whilst ‘Cluster 12° was defined
by a rectangular enclosure (Cluster 12) cut through an
earlier system of ditches. Most of the ceramics from Field
3 were of Early to Middle Iron Age date but later Iron Age
sherds were also recovered from the D-shaped enclosure
(Cluster 10). The latest phase of occupation was found
within the northern area of the field and included pits and
ditches of a modest Romano-British farmstead including a
drainage-gully defined building plot.

CH comprised a topographically elevated cluster of ring-
gullies and enclosures above and south of the broadly
contemporary CCF. It was subject to separate evaluation
and watching brief by RPS Clouston (Masefield 1997a
and b), followed by excavation of the core area in 1998
(King & Napthan 1999). Watching brief to the north of
the main settlement produced two overlapping ring-
gullies cut by a rectangular Iron Age paddock. The main
CH occupation comprised ten ring-gullies and several
associated enclosures (Chapter 3).

Geophysical survey was undertaken in advance of the
development of DIRFT West in 2001 (Stratascan 2001a
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& b) and provided evidence of another extensive ring-
gully settlement complex. The site occupied a sand and
gravel ridge to the north of the railway line adjacent to
Nortoft Lane, and north-west of the Iron Age/Romano-
British settlement excavated at TL. Its Iron Age date was
confirmed by trial trenching conducted by RPS (Connell
2001). The development of DIRFT West was delayed until
2006, at which time RPS, now employed by Prologis,
tasked Cotswold Archacology with investigation of the
western two thirds of the settlement. However, due to
various factors, the process was restricted to a strip, map
and sample exercise with targeted excavation of particular
aspects (Cotswold Archaeology 2007; Chapter 5). The
remaining eastern portion of the Iron Age settlement was
fully excavated in 2010 ahead of the development of a
supermarket distribution centre (Cotswold Archacology
2011). In combination these two areas have produced
approximately 70 ring-gullies of circular structures,
together with several larger enclosures of both sub-oval
and rectangular form. Discrete features included Bronze
Age cremations, a relative concentration of pits (compared
with the other DIRFT sites) and waterholes. This fieldwork
also revealed evidence for several phases of Romano-
British stock enclosures extending to the south-east of the
earlier settlement.

The final development phase of the core area of DIRFT
was commenced in spring 2013 with groundworks around
the former Eddie Stobart compound (‘Site C”) to the north
of the 2010 site. This area is the lowest, and therefore
wettest, part of the DIRFT sites. No traces of settlement
were recovered but several boundary ditches and an
enclosure of Roman date, along with a partial ring-gully,
were identified (CA 2013). The County Boundary with
Warwickshire was also targeted with excavation at this
time (‘Site B”) (ibid; Chapter 5).

TERMINOLOGY AND CHRONOLOGY

DIRFT East, Central, South (that comprise DIRFT I) and
DIRFT West (DIRFT II) have been used when referring to
the current landuse (Fig. 1.1). The individual ‘occupation
sites’ and are abbreviated as follows;

Crick, Covert Farm - ‘CCF’

The Long Dole - ‘LD’

The Lodge - ‘“TL’

Crick Hotel -°‘CH’

Nortoft Lane, Kilsby - ‘NLK’ (East & West)

Within the report distinct ring-ditches or ring-gullies are
individually termed a ‘ring-gully’ (abbreviated to RG1 etc)
irrespective of ditch/gully scale, which is referred to in the
description. Recuts of ring-gullies are numbered RG1.1,

RG1.2 etc, with individual recuts attributable to sub-phases
within a ‘Period’. Although the term ‘roundhouse’ has been
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applied within the discussion where appropriate, ‘circular
structure’ is preferred where function is uncertain. The
terms ‘living structure’ and ‘ancillary structure’ are used
where there is sufficient archaeological evidence to guide
the interpretation. Where finds patterns are ambiguous the
orientation of entrances is analysed in order to potentially
differentiate non-domestic functions. The project has
encountered several examples of ring-gullies around
‘four-posters’ in addition to the ubiquitous simple form.
‘Groups’ are used for pit clusters, single enclosures etc,
whilst ‘cluster’ (rather than ‘module’) is used to describe
discrete groups of ring-gullies, enclosures and four-posters
that may represent extended family groups.

‘Boundary ditch” has been used for ditches flanking but not
enclosing individual occupation sites. In the discussion the
wider terms ‘landscape ditch’ (LD) and ‘ranch boundary’
have been used to reflect recognition of landscape-level
use. As usual ‘enclosure” has been used where a particular
ditch encloses a restricted activity area (E1, E2 etc for
CH, LD & TL). Whilst recognising that function may
have changed over time, attempts have been made to
differentiate enclosure uses such as residential enclosures
(i.e. containing residential roundhouses) stock or ritual
enclosures.

‘Pit’ functions are characterised based their profiles and
fills (ecofacts and artefacts) particularly where deposits
are primary. ‘Storage’ is considered a valid interpretation
for cylindrical form pits, with a working assumption that
the majority of such forms were used as seed-grain stores.
The term ‘ritual pit’ is generally avoided in favour of pits
containing placed or structured deposits, as it is clear that
many Iron Age pits with ritual offerings or symbolic/
structured depositions represent secondary re-use of pits
with other functions. The report recognises that post-
holes and small cylindrical pits are not always possible to
differentiate, whilst, as with pits, there is clear evidence
nationally for re-use of structural post-holes for placed-
depositions.

The term ‘aggregated’ site (rather than agglomerated) is
used for a distinct concentration of settlement clusters of
the ‘East Midlands style’. Each geographically distinct
settlement area is therefore classed as an aggregated
settlement. The population represented by the combined
zones of Iron Age occupation sites is referred to as ‘the
Crick/Kilsby community’. Archaeological periods are
henceforth abbreviated; Bronze Age to ‘BA’, Iron Age
to ‘IA’, Roman-British to ‘RB’, with prefixes applied for
Early and Late (e.g. EBA, LIA etc).

For site chronology broad phases are referred to as Periods
1, 2 etc, with sub-periods applied where dating evidence
allows (e.g. 3.1 and 3.2 of the earlier Middle Iron Age).
The following Period boundaries apply in both DIRFT
monographs, and are broadly in accordance with most
national schemes and with the Updated East Midlands
Research Agenda and Strategy (Knight, Vyner & Allen
2012) as follows:
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Period 1.1 — Early-Middle Neolithic - ¢.4000 — 2900 BC)
Period 1.2 — Late Neolithic - ¢.2900 — 2500 BC
Period 1.3 — Early Bronze Age (EBA) - ¢.2500 — 1500 BC

Period 1.4 — Middle Bronze Age (MBA) - ¢.1500 — 1150
BC

Period 2.1 — Late Bronze Age (LBA) - ¢.1150 — 800 BC
(plain ware)

Period 2.2 — Earliest Iron Age (earliest IA) - ¢.800BC -
600BC (decorated ware)

Period 2.3 — Early Iron Age (EIA) - ¢.600 BC — 400 BC

Period 3.1 — Earlier Middle Iron Age (earlier MIA) ¢.400
—300/250 BC

Period 3.2 — Earlier MIA - ¢.250/300 — 200 BC

Period 4.1 — Later Middle Iron Age (later MIA) - ¢.200 —
150 BC

Period 4.2 — Later MIA (¢.150 — 100 BC)
Period 5.1 — Late Iron Age (LIA) - ¢.100BC — AD 0/43

Period 5.2 — Late Iron Age/early Romano-British (LIA/
early RB) (c.AD 0/43 —70)

Period 6.1 — Early Romano-British (early RB) (c.AD 70
—200)

Period 6.2 — Mid Roman (mid RB) (c.AD 200 — 300)
Period 6.3 — Late Roman (late RB) (c.AD 300 —410)
Period 7.1 — Early Saxon (¢c.AD410 — 600)

Period 7.2 — Middle Saxon (c.AD600 — c.AD 850)

Period 7.3 — Late Saxon (c.AD 850 — 1066)

Period 8 — Medieval (c.AD 1066 — 1530)

Period 9 — Post-medieval (c. AD 1530 — 1800)

The Iron Age ceramic basis is broadly in accordance with
Cunliffe (2005, 97) but there is some ambiguity due to
currency of overlapping styles, such that he preferred a
diffuse 400/300 BC for the beginning of the MIA whilst
¢.450 BC is preferred in the updated Research Agenda
for the East Midlands (Knight ef a/ 2012). For DIRFT the
conventional 400BC date is used, although the absurdity
of artificial and arbitrary breaks in cultural flow is

acknowledged.

Kidd (1999, 3-4) discussed the basic ceramic distinctions
for IA Northamptonshire. In short Post Deverel-Rimbury
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(PDR) plainwares were replaced by LBA/EIA styles,
which remained conservative until the 5th/4th century BC,
when earlier La Tene (LT) styles appear. From the mid 1st
century BC to the mid 1st century AD curvilinear decorated
LT styles are present. Because shell-temper appears
throughout and forms are long-lived with few diagnostic
types, there remain difficulties distinguishing between
certain Periods, including the LBA and EIA and EIA and
MIA, ‘whilst further problems derive from radiocarbon
calibration platform in the EIA (c.800-400 cal BC). Thus
far the main contribution radiocarbon dating has been to
provide some measure, however imprecise, of an absolute
chronology as well as dating specific features...’

Refinement of the broad LBA to IA date of certain
DIRFT pottery assemblages was a key objective of the
2014 radiocarbon-dating programme but the degree
this might assist with the chronology of IA ceramics in
the East Midlands generally remains less tangible. The
integration of the site chronology, using stratigraphy
(where available) and absolute dating, to test pottery
sequence has been of particular importance. BUFAU
attempted to circumnavigate the problems associated with
the radiocarbon calibration curve by use of luminescence
dating. However, the margin of error for these dates, if
anything, was broader and less reliable than C14. For this
reason a programme of radiocarbon dating was conducted,
using suitable material collected from all the DIRFT sites,
to improve the accuracy of the overall site chronology.
Suitable samples were identified during a data review
process in 2013 and 2014 with two tranches submitted to
allow for a feedback process. These were selected from
the most secure contexts, including grain depositions
and organic residues on pottery, to target key issues. Key
phases, most notably the beginning and/or end of structural
ring-gully sequences, were chosen to:

Date the possible BA activity on the NLK sites, including
cremations and the ‘burnt stone related’ activity;

Establish the date of the earliest A settlement, targeting
contexts containing confirmed EIA pottery and the early
phases of ring-gullies at each site;
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Establish the terminal date of the ‘LIA’ activity.
PROJECT AIMS

The various DIRFT sites reported are important examples
of ‘aggregated settlements’ in their own right but this
volume also aims, in combination with CCF, to provide
an overall interpretation of social, economic, political and
spiritual aspects of the overall ‘Crick/ Kilsby community’
throughout the IA. This report therefore builds upon
the important work at CCF, where the sheer numbers of
circular buildings allow population estimates well above
the norm for other British IA rural sites. A key question is
whether clustering of settlements is genuinely unusual or
is a product of restricted area investigation elsewhere. If
the site is unusual why did it emerge, what level of social,
economic and political organisation does it represent and
what mechanisms led to its demise?

The aims of Volume 1 are reprised with amendments to
consider the wider community as a whole as follows:

1. Chronology: to assist in the dating of the origin of
large settlements in the East Midlands; to date the
site’s abandonment; to calibrate, through C14, the
IA pottery sequence.

2. Settlement: to examine settlement development,
zonation, building and enclosure functions,
economy, population and the dynamics of decline.

3.  Society: to examine cultural associations, social
units within the site and non-domestic activities.

4. Economy: to examine the nature and scale of cereal

storage facilities; the extent and intensity of arable
cultivation, the evidence for charred/waterlogged
plant remains; the identification of stock control
features; the evidence for husbandry and animal
butchery; the evidence for specific craft activities
and trading links.

More broadly an aim was to contribute thematic
information to key aspects raised in the Updated Research
Agenda and Strategy for the East Midlands (Knight ez a/
2012).



