Iron Age and Roman settlement
at Highflyer Farm, Ely,
Cambridgeshire

James Fairclough

With contributions by

Sander Aerts, Rob Atkins, Paul Blinkhorn, Andy Chapman, Chris Chinnock, Nina Crummy,
Mary Ellen Crothers, Rebecca Gordon, Tora Hylton, Sarah Percival, Adam Sutton
and Yvonne Wolframm-Murray

[llustrations by
Sofia Turk

ARCHAEOPRESS ARCHAEOLOGY



ARIC] |
HAIL

MNE

ARCHAEOPRESS PUBLISHING LTD
Summertown Pavilion

18-24 Middle Way

Summertown

Oxford 0X2 7LG

WWW.aI'ChanpI'ESS.COI’I’I

ISBN 978-1-7896-9842-8
ISBN 978-1-7896-9843-5 (e-Pdf)

© MOLA Northampton and Archaeopress 2021

All rights reserved. No part of this book may be reproduced, or transmitted, in any form or by any means, electronic,
mechanical, photocopying or otherwise, without the prior written permission of the copyright owners.

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



Contents

LISE Of FIGUIES c.veeveeueeneereerenrenreesensesseessssessesssssesssssessessosssssossossossassossassossassassessansassessansessensansessenssnsesssnsessssssnssssssssnes iii
LISt Of TADLES.cucuiviuiuiieiiiiiiniieiisiseit sttt sttt sttt s ss sttt b s s ss st s b s st s b s st sbsss s bssssssssasssssssnas v
CONLTIDULOTLS .eevieieeeeeuereirieieeteeetetetesteete e teseeteate st ssessssssssssssesssssssssssssnssssasessstssssssnsssssessssssssssssssssessssesessens vi
ACKNOWIEAZEIMENLS ....veeveereririrenreinreensentiensssessessssessssesssssssessssessssssssssssessssssssssssssssssssssensessssssssssssssansessnssssssssenes vii
Chapter 1 INETOAUCHION ....ceveevererreereerreteenreensesessessesesssssssesssssssssssssssssensssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnssssssssssssssssenssssssssssses 1
POJECE DACKGTOUN «.oovvvivviviriierirsisessissississississ s ssss s siss s siss s s s sassssssassssssassssssasssssssssssssssssssssssassssssasssnssnssssssssssssssasssns 1
Location, topography arid GE0LOZY .....eurrririrrisiinrirrisrinsississsssssssisssssssssssssssisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassens 1
Historical and archaeological DACKZIOUNG .......cccviverieriniieinsinsissississississississ i sssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassens 1
Archaeological WOrk WIthifl the Area.........ieriisriniisissisinsisssssisssssissinsssssisssssisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnns 3
Site phasing of the PreSent MItIGAtION .. sssississ st ssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssses 3
Chapter 2 The archaeological eVIAENnCe .........ceceveeeurieuinireieciecieieeteetecetet ettt saseees 8
Period 1: Late Neolithic to early Bronze Age (3000 BC t0 2000 BC)....vvurrerrumremremressressssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnes 8
Period 2: Early Tron Age (600 BC £0 400 BC) .uuvuururrernrianrverrsresssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnss 8
Period 3: Middle Tron Age (400 BC-100 BC) c..uvvurremrvemiemrssnressssnsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssssssssssssssnses
Period 4: Late Tron Age (100 BC-AD 50)......crurrrrremrrerremrsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssses
Period 5: Early ROMAN (AD 50-AD 150) c.uvuurverrrnrresrresesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsssasssssssssssssssssssses
Period 6: Middle ROMan (AD 150-AD 300) .....ccvrrieerurisieesesesesesisessssestsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssssssses

Period 7: Late Roman (AD 300-late 4th century) ...
Period 8: Latest Roman (Up to a least AD 4007) ....
Period 9: Early SaXon .........eeeevvenerereerevsneiseisrinsinenns
Period 10: Late Saxon to medieval
Period 11: Post- medieval and modern...............
Undated features

Chapter 3 Finds
Worked Flint
by Yvonne Wolframm-Murray
EArly PrehiStOrIC POLEEIY civuvirvrirririnriesinniesisseniissississssssssssssssssssssssssssssssasssssssssssssssssssssasssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassasssssassasss 57
by Sarah Percival
[roN Age aNd ROIMNAN POLLETY wvvuvvevvrerrerrerraersesssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssasssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssans 58
by Adam Sutton
POSE-ROMAN POLLETY worviiiiriiiriiiiiiiniiiiiiiniiiiiiniinicisrsissct st sb bbb b s bbb bbb st a st bs b sbe b sassbsasabsnssssnsssns 74
by Paul Blinkhorn
BIOOCKHES ANA COINS ovvvvriairireinieiireiietseistise ettt sttt st s sttt 75
by Nina Crummy
OLRET FINAS 1ottt s s s sttt 77
by Tora Hylton
THE GLASS cuuvuvreiriririrsissississississississ st s s s s sas bbb bbb s st stttk s st s s R bbb bbb bt 84
by Claire Finn
THLE/DTICK wrveveviieerceeiiets ettt s tstss s tss st ss s st s bt s s sssassssstsssssstssassssasassssssasassssnsasssssssassssssassssstssssssnsassosssassssssssases 84
by Rob Atkins
Fired Clay including kiln material and l0OMWEIGhES .......c.cvvveirivriniiririirrissisrississississssissssissssssisss s sses 85
by Mary Ellen Crothers
MILISEONE ANA QUETTIS 1ttt eetste s ststs et st tsts s ssssatsssssssssassssssssssasassssssssasasessssssasasassssssssasessssssssasesssssssssssssses 88
by Andy Chapman
MELAIWOTKING AEDIIS vuvvurvriririeririierisisisis st sssssssassssssssssssssssssssssssssssasssssassassassassassassassans 88
by Andy Chapman

Chapter 4 Human, faunal and environmental eVidence..........ceceeeueevrerveseevrsenuenerenirsenresesvesesessssessssessessssesessens 90
Human remains
by Chris Chinnock
ANIINALDONIE ettt e s s 93
by Rebecca Gordon




Plant MaCTOfOSSI] TEIMAINS c..vvveivviiecriiirersiicrsisissssssisssssssissssssessssssssssssssstssassssssassssssssasssssssssssssssssssssassssssssssssssassssssas 108

by Sander Aerts

MATINE SHEIl FEMAINS..ccvrvveivieiiieciicie ettt st 108

by Sander Aerts

RAAIOCATDON dALING w.vvvvvririreiriiirissississississississississississississsssssassssssssssassss s sss s sss s s s s s sasssssssasssssssssssssssssssssoses 112
CRAPLEr 5 DISCUSSION ....uveuereerreeeneerentetssesaesestesessssesssssssssessssssessssssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssesesenes 114
by Rob Atkins and James Fairclough

OVETVICW..uuiuiiiiniriririnisisiiiiiisisisisiiisisissssssssssssssssssesessssasss sttt bssssasasssassssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssasasassssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssass 114

Period 1: Late NeolithiC t0 €arly BrONIZE AZE.....covuririieririissiirsinsiinsississsississississssssissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssasssssas 117

PEriOd 2: EATLY ITON AZE ceovvuveririerireinrississississiassisssssisssssssssssssssinssssssssssssssssssssssnsssnssnssssssssssssssssasssnssnssssssnssssssssassssses 117

Period 3: Middle Tron Age (400 BC-100 BC) ..uvvurverrrerrerremresrssnssnsssnsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnns 120

Period 4: Late Tron Age (c100 BC-cAD 50)

Period 5: Early Roman (AD 50-150) .............

Period 6: Middle Roman (AD 150-300) ..c.vrveeerrereeeereriseeeesesesssessssesssssssesessssessses

Period 7: Late Roman (cAD 300-late 4th Century).......cooevvemrvrreerrrensressresnrennes

Period 8: Latest Roman (Up to a least AD 4007) c..vuererenrrenrrnmessnssssessessennes

PErIOA 91 EATLY SAXON .urrtririrremniimiisirsessnesiesiesisesisessesusssssssssssssss st sssesssessse s s sssesssssssss s sassssnssansssnessnessnessnsssnes
BibLIOZTAPNY ..eveveveerrerienreinreresenteensetssestsessssesssessetssessssssssssssentssensssssssssssssssssssessssenssssssssssssessanssssnssssssnsssens 135

ii



List of Figures

Chapter 1 Introduction

Figure 1.1.
Figure 1.2.
Figure 1.3.
Figure 1.4.
Figure 1.5.

Site 10CAION (SCALE 1:4000) vuuvrveerieeiererieseseaseseeisssesssstssastsssstasesssessassssassssassssssessastssssssssstssssssssasssssssasassasassasssssssssassssssssssssssssoss 2
Dated and undated features plan (scale 1:1750) ..
Drone shot of Site, l0OKING SOULN-WESL .....c.uvvrirrinrirrississssecise sttt ssss s ssssssssssssssssssssssnns

Site SHOWN t0 the GENETal PUDLIC.....cuuiveeieeiierietieeiseie ettt ettt 5
Phased plan (SCALE 1:1750) ...uuururermrrrresrrsssssssssssssssnssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssnsssssssssssssssssssssssassssssssssssssssssasssans 6

Chapter 2 The archaeological evidence

Figure 2.1.
Figure 2.2.
Figure 2.3.
Figure 2.4.
Figure 2.5.
Figure 2.6.
Figure 2.7.

Late Neolithic-early Bronze Age and early Iron Age features (scale 1:1500) ... .9
Pit [340], 100KiNg NOTth-WESE. ...cvvrrrerrrirerireriieeiieeie e sissssissssienee .10
SECtioN Of PIt [643] (SCALE 1:25) cuuurvurirrrerrrerrierisessssisssissssessissssssssssssssssssssasssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnnes 10
Pit [5408] and adjacent ditch [5406], during evaluation works, 100king North-€ast..........c..eevvrmrrermeremsressrrsnrresssresssrenns 11
Pit [1876], l00KING NOTTN-WESL ...cvvveverrirrirrisseeiieeiissiisse i sisesis i sasssenns

Middle Iron Age features plan (scale 1:1000)....

Ring ditch southern side, looking north-west ..

Figure 2.8. Drone shot of ring ditch, 100KiNg NOTth ...ttt
Figure 2.9. Middle Tron Age southern area (SCale 1:500) ......ouurrrrerrerressssrisnsssnssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssns
Figure 2.10. Middle Iron Age sub-phases (scale 1:750)....

Figure 2.11. Burial [510] ..ccveueveeereeeeeereeiesererneeisseeines

Figure 2.12. Late Iron Age features (scale 1:1500)............ .
Figure 2.13. Section of ditches [279] and [281] (SCALE 1:25).....crvurrurrrirnrissnriirssiisssissssissssissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssses
Figure 2.14. Early ROMan features (SCAIE 1:1500) ....cuuuruuueverereseriserisesisessssesssesssssssssessssessssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnssssnssses
Figure 2.15. Section of ditch [574] and pit [576] (scale 1:25). .
Figure 2.16. Section of feature [213] (SCAE 1:50) ...ruurverrinirirneriserisssisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnssses
Figure 2.17. Early Roman features, northern area (SCale 1:500) .......cvuruueremerusnerisnerissesissesissessisesissessssessssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssnssssnssses 27
Figure 2.18. Posthole [955] truncating undated pit, looking north-east.. .29
Figure 2.19. Middle Roman features (scale 1:1500; insert 1:600) .........oc.oeverererrrerereenene .30
Figure 2.20. Northern and eastern routeways with obscuring soil spread at junction .. .32
Figure 2.21. Plan of Trench 56 (SCAlE 1:200) ....uvvrrirrremirrnissrsnsssnsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssns 33
Figure 2.22. Dog burial Within CONEEXE (1952) c.vumrumiiurrierirerineisiisseiseiisesisssisssisssissssssssssssisssisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssns 34
Figure 2.23. Bone deposit within south-west corner of E15.. .36
Figure 2.24. Sections 387 and 414 (scale 1:25; 1:50) ................ .36
Figure 2.25. Middle Roman, central internal features (scale 1:500) .37
Figure 2.26. Well [1414] and ditch [1416], l0OKING SOULN-WESE.......cvuemeruemreereiiseriseeisseeissesissesisses e sassessssessssessssss s sssssssssssssssssssssssssssen 38
Figure 2.27. Sections of pits [1651], [1758] and [1732] (SCALE 1:50) ..uvurrerrerrermrinrrnrssssissssssssssssnsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssens 40
Figure 2.28. Ditch [18], looking north-west...........coevvervrerrernrrennns .41
Figure 2.29. Rows of postholes, looking north-west.. .42
Figure 2.30. Sections of postholes [1285], [1299] and [1336] (scale 1:25).. .
Figure 2.31. Section of [1819] (SCAIE 1:100) ... curueruerrrenirinerissesisesisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsssssssses
Figure 2.32. Remains of 1amb Within Pit [1512] .. sissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssasssssssssssssssssssssssssasssens
Figure 2.33. Late Roman features (scale 1:1500). .
Figure 2.34. Ditch [198], |00KING NOTER-WESE ...uvvvurverriiririnirissssisse sttt sisss i sssssssssss s s sssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnseses
Figure 2.35. Latest Roman features (SCAle 1:1500)........urrurrrmrrmrrsssssssrssnsssssssssssssssssssnsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssasssens 48
Figure 2.36. Ditch [1781] and feature [1779] of E29, looking north-west . .50
Figure 2.37. Sheep/goat remains within pit [105], looking south............. .51
Figure 2.38. Early to middle Saxon and late Saxon features (scale 1:1500).. .52
Figure 2.39. Plan of sunken-featured building [1373] (SCALE 1:25) c..vvuvrurrenrinrinrrssisssiisssisssissssnsisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssens 53
Figure 2.40. Sunken-featured building [1373], l0OKING WESL ......urrurmrerrieniriseiissiissssissssissssissssssssssesssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsssssssses 54
Figure 2.41. Antler comb found during evaluation works (scale 20mm)..... .55
Figure 2.42. Post-medieval to modern and undated features (SCale 1:1500) ...vuuvverrerrenresnrirnrinsissrissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssns 56
Chapter 3 Finds

Figure 3.1. Pottery representation DY SIte PETIOQ ... .rrrieuriiseisseiiserisesisssisssissssssesisssisssissssssssssssisssssssisssissssasssssssssssissssnsssnsssssssassssns 63
Figure 3.2. Proportions of broad Roman pottery ware categories DY PEriod.....rirniirsinrinsinrissisrississsississsississsssisssssassssssassies 64
Figure 3.3. Representation of HOrningsea Wares DY PEriOd .....cuvueurveieisneieisniireiseissisisssisssssssssissssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssissines 65
Figure 3.4. Representation of Wattisfield greywares by period.......... .66
Figure 3.5. Representation of Godmanchester white wares by period.. .67
Figure 3.6. Representation of Roman shelly wares by period...........ccoeoevrerrrrunnnnee .67
Figure 3.7. Representation of Lower Nene Valley colour-coated wares by period...........e.uernernerinsrinseessisnesnssisssinssisssssssassenns 69
Figure 3.8. Representation of Roman form types DY PETIOq ....urirerrireinrinsiniissisiissinssississsssisssssisssssasssssisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassies 70
Figure 3.9. Pottery illustrations (scale 1:2) .....ccoccerevrerevrinnns

Figure 3.10

. Pottery illustrations (scale 1:2)

il



Figure 3.11. Maker’s stamp on PRN 1463, MalledUus Of LEZOUX .....c..euurururrereuseiineiiesinesisseissessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnssssssssssssssssssssssns 74

Figure 3.12. Registered finds illustrations (scale 1:1)............. .. 82
Figure 3.13. Registered finds illUStrations (SCAIE 1:1) cec..cuucrireecriirieiritiieiiseisiessiessisessisse i sissessssessissssssssssssssssessiesssnesssnssssssssss 83
Figure 3.14. Distribution map of Roman tile/brick and opus signinum (scale 1:1500) .......cccerreemerermerererissersiserisseressesisssssssssesssessseses 86
Figure 3.15. Distribution map of kiln structure/furniture, loomweights and fired clay (scale 1:1500) ......covvrrrerrremrrernrenrrrrrenrrernenns 87

Chapter 4 Human, faunal and environmental evidence

Figure 4.1. Left femur from gully [1643], showing rodent gNaw Marks ..........ce..oeevueresrissrissmsssssrissssssssisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssseses
Figure 4.2. Skeleton (509), posterior view of the right patella ........cooccovevumeeenereinneiinneriserisecisesiseeineens .
Figure 4.3. Preservation of identifiable hand-collected post-cranial bone from periods with>100NISP........c.ccccvvvrvrerrerrrsrerrinrerrines
Figure 4.4. Preservation of hand-collected identifiable post-cranial bones from pits and ditches (Periods 3-8) .......c.coeverrvvrrennnn.
Figure 4.5. Tooth wear data for sheep/goat mandibles (n=16) from Period 3.........ccoevuemereumeremerenereneriseeiesseeesserinenes

Figure 4.6. Percentage body part representation for hand-collected cattle and sheep/goat bones from Period 3

Figure 4.7. Percentage body parts representation for hand-collected cattle and sheep/goat bones from Period 6............oervennec. 98
Figure 4.8. Tooth wear data for cattle mandibles (n=20) from PEriod 6..........oeccuerueerereeruserenerisserisseeissseessseeesseessneees .99
Figure 4.9. Epiphyseal fusion for cattle from Period 6 (1=22).....ccccrrveererrrnnes .99
Figure 4.10. Tooth wear data for sheep/goat mandibles (n=10) frOmM PEriod 6........occurverrvmrremerimsrinssrisssssssssssssssssssesssssssssssssssseses 99
Figure 4.11. Percentage body part representation for hand collected cattle bones from Period 7.......oc.veeveerneeneeererereceneruecennens 101
Figure 4.12. Tooth wear data from cattle mandibles (N=11) from Period 7 .......coc.ervrrverrerseernriinrisnsssssssssssssisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssses 101
Figure 4.13. Tooth wear data for sheep/goat mandibles (n1=12) frOm Period 7.........coevvmmrvermevermeremsrisssrissssssssssissssisssssssssssssssasssssssssenns 102
Figure 4.14. Relative proportion (%NISP) of cattle, sheep/goat and pig from the Roman periods (excluding sheep/goat from pit
105) c1vuvuessersanssssasssssassasssassassssssassssssasssassasssassasssassassaes s a bR AR AR AR AR AR AR A AR ARt 102
Figure 4.15. Percentage body part representation for hand-collected cattle bones from Period 8 ...........ccccveveeeerneeererererererisneennens 103
Figure 4.16. Tooth wear data for cattle mandibles (n1=10) from Priod 8..........cevuerrrrrerrrermresssnsisssnssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnses 103
Figure 4.17. Tooth wear for sheep/goat mandibles (11=9) from PEriod 8 ...........ccveumvvurrierinerrseriiesiissesisesisessssesssssssssessssessssssons 104

Figure 4.18. Relative proportion (% NISP) of hand-collected cattle, sheep/goat and pig from the Iron Age, Roman and Saxon
PETIOMS cvvvrverirrerisiississsississississ s siss i sasssssbasssss s ssssbsssssssssssssssasssss s ssssssssssssssassssssassssssassssssasssss s sass s sassssssassssssasssss s sasssssassssssassssssasssnssnnss
Figure 4.19. Tooth wear data for sheep/goat mandibles (n=22) from the Iron Age (combined Periods 2, 3 and 4)..........ccecrrrvvne.
Figure 4.20. Tooth wear data for cattle mandibles (n=41) from the Roman period (combined Periods 6, 7 and 8)..........c.c....c.....
Figure 4.21. Tooth wear data for sheep/goat mandibles (n=31) from the Roman period (combined Periods 6, 7 and 8)
Figure 4.22. Radiocarbon determinations for SKEleton (509) .........mrrererrinrimrissiinsissssssssssssississsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsses

Chapter 5 Discussion

Figure 5.1. Comparative Ely Iron Age and/or Roman enclosures and combined Highflyer and Prickwillow Road (scale 1:5000)115
Figure 5.2 Comparative Ely enclosures Iron Age and/or Roman enclosures (CONtinUed).........o.uvrrmrrerrermrersrssnssnrssssesssssssssssnssnses 116
Figure 5.3. Excavations at Highflyer Farm and Prickwillow Road (Scale 1:2500) ......cocccuvvumrrmmrmmeemsneriseniseriserssesssssssssesssesssnessens

Figure 5.4. Development of the settlement, early Iron Age to early Roman (scale 1:5000) ..
Figure 5.5. Known Iron Age and Roman Sites (SCAle 1:50000) cuuvucvrvecrieerieemrieeerissisisssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassssasssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssss
Figure 5.6. Development of the settlement, middle Roman to Saxon (scale 1:5000)........cccrvummrrmmermsmemsmerssersserisessisessssesssesssnessens
Figure 5.7. Highflyer Farm and enclosure system to the north-east (scale 1:8000) ........cc.covvvermererrrisssrrssmeriseriserissssissssssssssisssssssssens

iv



List of Tables

Chapter 1 Introduction

Table 1.1. Summary of site chronology and significant archaeological fEAtUIES ..........ccvevurrurreereirneriserirreiseiseseise s sisenes 7
Chapter 3 Finds

Table 3.1: QUANTtIfICAtioN Of WOTKEA LN ucucuiriviiieeeiesiiiseeisiicets sttt ststs st tsssssssstsssssssssssstsssssssssssssassssssssassssssssssssssssssssassssons 57
Table 3.2: Quantification of prehistoric pottery by feature.... .57
Table 3.3: Feature types producing Iron Age pottery.........coemeceunnee .58

Table 3.4: Interventions producing 500g or more of Iron Age pottery
Table 3.5: Iron Age pottery fabrics..

Table 3.6: Iron Age pottery forms.... .. 60
Table 3.7: Iron Age pottery surface...... orer 60
Table 3.8: Iron Age pottery use-wear..... wren 60
Table 3.9: Iron Age pottery technology ..........ccc...u.... weer 60
Table 3.10: Feature types producing Roman pottery ...........eemeenee )
Table 3.11: Interventions producing 500g or more of Roman pottery ... 62
Table 3.12: ‘Mixed’ groups of Roman and early-middle SAXON POLLETY .......cvumvvvmvrumcrimerririieerireeriecriaeesieenene e 63
Table 3.13: Post-Roman pottery occurrence by number and weight (g) of sherds per context by fabric type.......c.coeeverererrereencees 74
Table 3.14: COIN CALALOZUE wvvvvvrveerirrirrirriesissieiiesississsississsss s ssesiss s ssss s ssss s ssss st ettt sttt ss s s s sassbrs

Table 3.15 Summary of registered finds recovered by period and material..

Table 3.16: ROMAN FEZISTETEA FINAS c.vuvvvvverrererierireiseiiseiiiise ittt sttt

Table 3.17: Quantification of Roman tile/brick, opus signinum and post-medieval to modern brick and drain........c...coecverererrnnes 84
Table 3.18: QUANLITICALION Of SIAZS cevvururvvurrirriirriiiiiiieiieii vttt esise sttt sttt 89

Chapter 4 Human, faunal and environmental evidence

Table 4.1: SUMMAry Of diSArtICULALEA DONE.......cvuvreerierieiireiire ettt s s issssnes 90
Table 4.2: Number of hand-collected specimens present (NSP) from Ely, Highflyer Farm. Antler fragments not included........... 95
Table 4.3: Number of identifiable specimens present (NISP) from Ely, Highflyer Farm’s environmental samples................ e 96

Table 4.4: Tooth wear data for major domesticates from Period 4 ...........ccoveuevrerererensrisneinseissisneiisssinssisssisssinssssseses w97
Table 4.5: Tooth wear data for major domesticates from Period 9 .. ..105
Table 4.6: Plant Macrofossil TEMAINS.........cviviviiiiiiiiiiiiiisivis ittt ssass s sassssssss s ssasessass 109

Table 4.7: OYSEEr SNELLS DY CONEEXE c.uurumriuririierierierissrisseiseisse it sisss s ssss ittt sssssasesins 111
Table 4.8: OYSter SNEllS DY PEIiOU .. ..vumivueriiieiireriiieiiseiseiiseiise ittt s it 112
Table 4.9: Radiocarbon determiNations.........iiiimimiiiiiiiisisisisisiesiissississsissssiss st ssassssssssssssssssssssassssasessassssasss 113



Contributors

Sander Aerts BA MSc
Finds and Environmental Processing Officer, MOLA

Rob Atkins BSocSc DipArch MCIfA
Reporting and Publications Manager, MOLA

Paul Blinkhorn BTech
Freelance Saxon and medieval pottery specialist

Andy Chapman BSc MCIfA FSA
Former Senior Project Manager

Chris Chinnock BA MSc ACIfA
Post excavation and Reporting Officer and human bone
specialist, MOLA

Mary Ellen Crothers BA MA
Heritage Assessments and Reporting Officer and fired
clay specialist, MOLA

Nina Crummy BA MA
Freelance coins and Roman small finds specialist

vi

James Fairclough BA MA PCIfA
Project Officer, MOLA

Claire Finn BA MA PhD
Post-excavation and Reporting Officer, MOLA

Rebecca Gordon BSc MSc PhD
Former Finds and Environmental Processing Officer,
MOLA

Tora Hylton
Former Finds and Archives Officer, MOLA

Sarah Percival BA MA MCIfA
Freelance prehistoric pottery specialist

Adam Sutton BA MA PhD
Iron Age and Roman pottery specialist, MOLA

Yvonne Wolframm-Murray BSc PhD
Project Supervisor and lithics specialist, MOLA



Acknowledgements

MOLA (Museum of London Archaeology) gratefully acknowledges the generous support of our clients Redrow
Homes. Dr Michael Dawson of RPS Consulting is thanked for his advice and significant help in making the project
well run.

The project was managed by Anthony Maull and Mo Muldowney. Thanks are also due to Andy Thomas, the
Cambridgeshire County Senior Archaeological Advisor, who monitored the project. The report has been prepared
by James Fairclough with editorial comment and proof reading by Rob Atkins, Ant Maull and Tracy Preece.

Finally, as always, MOLA are indebted to the many staff who undertook the site fieldwork. Excavators included
Gareth Carmichael, Katy Davies, James Fairclough, Simona Falanga, Sara Farey, David Haynes, Peter Haynes, Radl
Gémez Herndndez, Roman Katuziiski, Nicolas Mias, Annie Moore, Olwyn Moyne, Esther Poulus, Magdalena Rybska,
Guilherme Sarmento Anna Rojek, Paige Savage, Paul Sharrock, Kat Winzer and Harry Young. Thanks to all the
specialists and illustrators who were involved.

vii



viii



Chapter 1

Introduction

Project background

Archaeological mitigation was undertaken at Highflyer
Farm, Ely between January 2018 and May 2018 by
MOLA (Museum of London Archaeology) who were
commissioned by RPS on behalf of Redrow Homes prior
to construction of a residential development.

Previous archaeological works comprised a desk-based
assessment (Dawson 2010), a geophysical survey of
the entirety of the site (Walford 2010) and two trench
evaluations (Taylor 2011 and Brown 2011). A Written
Scheme of Investigation (WSI) was produced for the
excavations by MOLA (Atkins and Muldowney 2017)
which followed the Heritage Management Plan by RPS
(Dawson 2013) and project brief by the Cambridgeshire
County Council Senior Archaeologist (Thomas 2017).

The excavated area covered approximately 4.5ha with
linear exclusion zones having to be established due
two live utilities (water and overhead power). This
mitigation aimed to investigate features that had been
identified by the geophysical survey and also to look
for the continuation of an early Iron Age to late Roman
settlement located to the south that was excavated
in 1999 and 2000 at Prickwillow Road (Atkins and
Mudd 2003). In addition to the mitigation area, three
evaluation trenches were excavated which were spaced
evenly between the northern limit of the mitigation
area and the treeline forming the current boundary
in order to investigate a droveway that was identified
during the evaluation works (Taylor 2011).

Location, topography and geology

The site was located to the north-east of Ely, north
of Kings Avenue, south of the village of Chetisham,
situated on a broad ridge of land which sloped gradually
to the east (Fig 1.1). The topography varied across the
site; at the southern extent the area had an average
height of 19m above Ordnance Datum, rising to 20m in
the northern extent and the eastern extent was 14.41m
above Ordnance Datum. These heights were similar to
the continuation of the settlement excavated to the
south at Prickwillow Road which lay at between 21.7m
and 17.9m OD (Atkins and Mudd 2003).

The underlying geology ranged from the Lower
Cretaceous, Woburn Sands Formation of the Lower
Greensand Group, the underlying Kimmeridge Clay
Formation of the Upper Jurassic Ancholme Group and

the overlying Mid Pleistocene Anglian Tills. A water
course lies 150m to the east along the areas boundary
roughly aligned north to south. A paleochannel with
peat silting was recorded in Trench 2 adjacent to the
boundary (Taylor 2011, 29)

Historical and archaeological background
Neolithic and Bronze Age

Lithics have been found around Ely as either findspots
or during archaeological works. Numerous findspots
were found along the Ely bypass and in its vicinity
(CHER06137, 07168, 07254, 07263). The excavation at
Prickwillow Road recovered 97 flints as well as Neolithic
and Bronze Age pottery (CB14805, Atkins and Mudd
2003). Findspots of Bronze Age artefacts are rarer, a
bronze rapier (CHER07209) and a socketed bronze axe
(CHER07207) were both found 1.6km to the north-
west of Highflyer farm at Padnal Fen. The excavation
of a multi-period site on Cam Drive investigated a
middle Bronze Age enclosure system and possible
contemporary structures (MCB23517, Phillips and
Morgan 2015). Further posthole structures along with
pits and a waterhole were found west of Lynn road,
¢850m north-west of the Highflyer Farm (Moan and
Phillips 2018).

Burials dating to both the Neolithic and Bronze Age
have also been found. Two Bronze Age inhumations
with grave goods (CHER07245, NMR375276) were
found 1km to the south during quarrying at Old Pits,
Springhead Lane, in 1914. A Neolithic burial with
Beaker and flint scrapper was discovered during
drain works for housing to the west of the site
(NMR375274).

Iron Age and Roman period

Excavations directly to the south of this mitigation
in 2000 identified Iron Age and Roman burials and
settlement remains (Atkins and Mudd 2003). The site, at
Prickwillow Road, identified part of a rural settlement
occupied from the 5th to the 3rd century BC and
through to the late 4th century AD. They showed that
a single sub-circular enclosure of Iron Age date was
replaced by a more extensive complex of rectilinear
enclosures during the Roman period. The settlement
was recorded as continuing to the north-west and
to the north (into the Highflyer site area). Iron Age
activity comprised a rounded enclosure, a few pits, two
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crouched inhumations and a midden. The enclosure was
used into the early Roman period, when an enclosure
and field system was created. Along with these was a
small mixed cemetery containing both cremations and
inhumations that was probably in use from the 2nd to
4th century AD.

An Iron Age settlement was also discovered during the
construction of the Ely to Littleport bypass, 1.8km to the
north of Highflyer farm site (NMR 1143868). Roman sites
have been found in numerous locations notably during
the Fenland Survey (Hall 1996); during developments
at High Barn ¢250m to the south (CHER10259, 11906
and NMR1388201) and again during the construction
of the Ely Bypass (CHER07167). Works in 2017 west of
Lynn Road, ¢850m to the north-west of Highflyer Farm,
found Roman cultivation strip laid out next to a Roman
trackway (Moan and Phillips 2018).

Saxon and medieval

Two Saxon cemeteries were also found at the Lynn Road
site, one was positioned within the limits of the Roman
trackway and comprised 20 furnished inhumation
burials and a two urn cremation burials. The majority
of the inhumations matched the orientation of the
trackway, being aligned north-east to south-west. The
second was a smaller group of eight inhumations to
the south-east of the first and was mainly contained
within the limits of a small Roman enclosure abutting
the trackway. An early Saxon cemetery was also
encountered c600m to the south-west of the site in
1959, during housing development at High Barns
(CHER02074). Around Ely smaller amounts of evidence
of Saxon activity has been found during numerous
small archaeology works.

On the west side of Ely south of West Fen Road
excavations revealed extensive Saxon and medieval
settlement. The settlement looked to have been
established in the 8th century and showed continued
use and development until the 15th century (CB15478,
Mortimer et al 2005)

Archaeological work within the area
A geophysical survey of land within the site was

undertaken by Northamptonshire Archaeology
between August and October 2010 (Walford 2010).

INTRODUCTION

The survey recorded a large complex of ditched
enclosures and settlement activity covering an area of
approximately 3.7ha. This formed the northern part of
the occupation recorded at Prickwillow Road (Atkins
and Mudd 2003). The results of the survey showed that
the remains within the site followed a similar pattern
to the Prickwillow Road, with rectilinear enclosures of
probable Roman date predominating (Figs 1.1 and 5.4).
The geophysical survey results also suggested that the
settlement continued to the west of the site but this
area was already occupied by 20th century housing.

Two trial trench evaluations were undertaken in
the area surrounding Highflyer Farm. A total of 103
trial trenches were excavated within and adjacent to
geophysical survey anomalies (Taylor 2011; Brown
2011). The evaluation works undertaken within the
area of this present excavation (Taylor 2011) targeted
the enclosure complex and the droveway. It also
investigated a droveway to the north-east of the
mitigation that lead to another enclosure system at
its northern end. It revealed a chronological sequence
of activity broadly parallel to that seen to the south at
Prickwillow Road and confirmed Highflyer Farm as a
continuation of it. A peak of activity occurred during
the 2nd and 4th centuries AD when a more structured
and densely spaced complex of rectilinear enclosures
developed (Fairclough 2019; Fairclough 2020).

During the excavation members of the public were
shown around the site (Fig 1.4).

The other phase of evaluation (Brown 2011) targeted an
enclosure system north-east of the present Highflyer
Farm excavation. Two main phases of activity were
noted, pits and enclosures were predominantly dated
to the late Tron Age becoming abandoned before the
Roman period. However, in the late Roman period,
mid 3rd to 4th centuries, another group of enclosures
were established. These were abandoned by the late
4th century; with a possible coin hoard found being
contemporary with this end phase.

Site phasing of the present mitigation

The stratigraphic analysis combined with the pottery
has enabled a chronological sequence to be established
which is summarised below (Table 1.1; Fig 1.5). The
archaeological features are discussed by period.
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Figure 1.4. Site shown to the general public
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Table 1.1. Summary of site chronology and significant archaeological features

Period Features
1 |Late Neolithic to early Bronze Age | Two pits
(3000BC to 2000BC)
Pits
2 | Early Iron Age Postholes
(600BC to 400BC) Ditches
Ditched enclosures
3 Middle Iron Age Ring ditch
(400BC to 100BC) Pits
Burial
4 |Late Iron Age gil’f;:hed enclosures
(100BC to AD50)
Ditched enclosures
5 |Early Roman Pits
(AD50 to AD150) Post structure
Ditched enclosures
6 Middle Roman Routeways
(AD150 to AD300) Pits
Post structure
Late Roman .
7 (AD300 to late 4th century) gilghed enclosures
Latest Roman .
8 (Up to a least AD400?) D}tched enclosures
Pits
Sunken-featured building
9 |Early Saxon Waterhole
Ditch
10 | Late Saxon to medieval Ditches
11 |Post-medieval and modern Ditches

Postholes
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