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Abstract
Archaeological work ahead of a proposed natural gas pipeline between Honeybourne
(Worcestershire) and Wormington (Gloucestershire) culminated in the excavation of five sites. Of
most significance was evidence for a Roman rural settlement at Honeybourne, where a compact
group of pits and ditches suggested backyard plots of a farmstead. The size and nature of the
settlement remains unknown, but the occupation appears to have been quite tightly focused on the
second century AD, with limited finds of earlier and later date. Evidence for animal husbandry
included indications of the breeding of cattle, sheep and horses.
Features examined in other parts of the pipeline route included a pre-Roman or Roman boundary

ditch north of Willersey, an undated trackway west of Childswickam, and undated ditches north-west
of Childswickham. These features may relate to the Iron Age and Roman farming landscape in this
part of the county.

Introduction
Between July 2006 and October 2007 Cotswold Archaeology (CA) undertook archaeological
recording along the route of the proposed Honeybourne to Wormington Gas Pipeline, Worcestershire
and Gloucestershire (Fig. 1). The work was undertaken at the request of Laing O’Rourke
Infrastructure on behalf of National Grid and in accordance with a detailed Written Scheme of
Investigation produced by CA and approved by Worcestershire County Council Historic
Environment and Archaeology Service (WHEAS) and Gloucestershire County Council Archaeology
Service (GCCAS).

The proposed route runs broadly north-east/south-west for 9.8km through both Worcestershire
and Gloucestershire. The north-eastern end begins at just below 50m AOD at the Honeybourne
Above Ground Installation (AGI), 0.6km to the west of Honeybourne in the Vale of Evesham (NGR
SP 1064 4357). To the east of Wickhamford, the route rises to 60m AOD at the foot of the Cotswold
Hills before descending into the Severn Vale, terminating at the Wormington Compressor Station,
1km from the village of Wormington (NGR SP 0519 3688). The solid geology of the route is Jurassic
Lower Lias deposits comprising mainly clays without drift deposits except narrow strips of alluvium
along Badsey Brook and its tributaries near Wickhamford and Childswickham.1

Project background
Archaeological work commenced in 2006 with a series of studies contributing to the Cultural
Heritage aspects of the project’s Environmental Statement, prepared for submission by National
Grid to the Department of Trade and Industry under the Public Gas Transporter Pipeline Works
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Fig. 1 Proposed pipeline route showing location of archaeological sites (1:50,000 and 1:1,000,000)
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(EIA) Regulations (1999). This work started with a Desk-Based Assessment (DBA) of a 1km-wide
corridor along the proposed route, and included a field reconnaissance survey.2 This was followed
by a geophysical survey of potential sites identified in the DBA,3 which identified a number of
anomalies that were then tested by field evaluation.4 The results of this preliminary work were
included in the Environmental Statement.5

As a result of the preliminary work, five sites were identified for archaeological excavation as
mitigation ahead of construction, and these excavations were undertaken in 2007. The sites (Fig. 1)
comprised Roman settlement features at Site 504 (centred on SP 1065 4345), to the south of the
Honeybourne AGI; a probable Roman ditch at Site 501 (centred on SP 0984 4145), near Willersey
Barn; and undated ditches at Sites 500 (Avondale House), 502 (Old Well Farm) and 503 (Murcot
Road; centred on SP 0605 3855, SP 0725 3975 and SP 0695 3965 respectively), located north and
west of Childswickham. Willersey Barn (Site 501) is in Gloucestershire; the remaining sites are in
Worcestershire.

Although the pipeline was ultimately not constructed, National Grid decided to complete the
mitigation works for the excavated sites and commissioned a post-excavation assessment of the
archaeological information6 followed by the analyses and reporting of the results presented here.

Methodology
The sites in Childswickham, Sites 500 (south of Avondale House), 502 (north of Old Well Farm)
and 503 (east of Murcot Road) lay within the Severn Vale at c.50m AOD (Fig. 1). They were within
an area of known cropmarks, believed to represent extensive Iron Age and Roman settlement and
fields showing medieval and later ridge-and-furrow cultivation. Three areas (Site 500: 100m × 5m,
Site 502: 100m × 5m and Site 503: 78m × 5m) were stripped to the clay and gravel substrate,
revealing a number of undated ditches and other features. Site 501 (near Willersey Barn) lay at 55m
AOD within the Vale of Evesham near Willersey (Fig. 1). The layout of small fields in this area was
noted in the DBA as being of possible medieval origin.7 The geophysical survey showed an indistinct
pattern of ditches. An area 100m long and 27m wide was stripped to the top of the clay substrate.

Site 504 lay immediately south of the Honeybourne AGI, whose construction had resulted in the
identification and excavation of Roman features in 2000.8 The geophysical survey had identified an
indistinct complex of ditches in part of this site and areas of magnetic interference at the northern
end. An area 210m long and 27m wide was stripped to the top of the geological substrate, which
here comprised Lias Clay with outcrops of limestone. There was some disturbance from the
construction of the AGI installation at the northern end, and the stripped area included part of the
previously excavated site. Figure 4 includes a plan of the excavations carried out in 2000, including
ditch 2026 which was re-examined in 2007.

At Avondale House, Old Well Farm and Murcot Road, Childswickham (Sites 500, 502 and 503),
low levels of archaeological remains were encountered during the evaluation. Limited further
mitigation at these sites entailed the excavation of 5m-wide areas along the proposed pipeline
centreline, which confirmed the low density of features. At Willersey Barn (Site 501) and
Honeybourne AGI (Site 504), a greater density of archaeological remains was encountered and the
full 27m width of the pipeline corridor was stripped of topsoil. On all sites, this extended for a
length of 10m beyond the last significant feature to define the extent of archaeological remains. All
topsoil stripping was undertaken using a mechanical excavator equipped with a toothless bucket,
following which hand excavation was undertaken following a strategy agreed with GCCAS and
WHEAS, which typically required the excavation of a minimum of 20% of each linear feature,
50% of each discrete feature and 100% of funerary features. Because the pipeline was not eventually
built, no further archaeological work was undertaken on the remainder of the route.
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Excavation Results
The most significant archaeological remains were found at Honeybourne AGI (Site 504).
Occupation in the vicinity of the site appears to have started in the Iron Age (Period 1), but the
main period of occupation related to ditches apparently forming irregular enclosures of more than
one phase, interspersed with pits of various sizes, dated to the Roman period (Period 2). The site at
Willersey Barn (Site 501) contained a ditch tentatively dated as Roman or earlier, and six undated
ditches, all cut by plough furrows. Further south, the Childswickham sites (sites 502, 503 and 500)
contained undated ditches, which were cut by plough furrows and also seem likely to be of Iron Age
and/or Roman date.

Site 504, Honeybourne AGI; Roman settlement edge (Figs 2–7)
Stratigraphic relationships between features were difficult to establish since most ditches contained
similar homogenous fills and because of truncation by modern land drains. Two broad periods of
occupation were identified, a poorly defined presence in the Middle Iron Age (c.300–100 BC), and
Roman occupation starting in the later first century or early second century AD. In addition to these
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Fig. 2 Site 504, Honeybourne AGI, with nearby sites and finds locations from Worcestershire HER
(1:25,000)
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periods, which are described below, a few residual finds included five worked flints (including a
Mesolithic bladelet) and a sherd of Early or Middle Bronze Age pottery.

Period 1: Middle Iron Age (fourth to first centuries BC)
A small Middle Iron Age pottery assemblage was recovered largely from Roman and modern
features, indicating Iron Age activity on or near the site, although the distribution of the pottery
gives no indication as to the focus of this activity (Fig. 3). Only pits 504079 and 504167 contained
exclusively Iron Age finds, and adjacent pit 504241 contained three sherds of Iron Age pottery but
with a sherd each of Roman and medieval pottery. It is unclear whether the later pottery is intrusive
or the earlier material residual but, given the common occurrence of residual Iron Age pottery within
Roman features across the site, it is possible that all three pits were actually Roman.

Period 2: Roman (first to third/fourth centuries AD)
Roman features were found throughout the site and comprised ditches and pits (Fig. 4). The pottery
assemblages from these features were largely indistinguishable one from another and date to the
second to earlier third centuries AD, whilst small amounts of transitional first-century pottery (Fig.
3) and an assemblage from a single late third to fourth-century AD feature were also present. The
pottery, while a moderately large group, was generally abraded and found along with notably small
quantities of other finds such as tile, fired clay and objects of metal. The Roman ditches have been
assigned to three phases based on their spatial relationships, on the few established stratigraphic
relationships, and the presence of a single incidence of late Roman material. Stratigraphic relationships
between the pits and ditches were absent and the pits have been omitted from the phasing.

Period 2a (second century AD)
Several ditches in the southern half of the site may represent the earliest Roman activity. They
lacked the rectilinear layout of the Period 2b ditches (described below), were narrower and were
generally on a slightly different alignment. However, only one stratigraphic relationship between
Periods 2a and 2b was present, and this was a poorly established instance of intercutting between
ditches 504339 and 504356.

The most substantial exposed feature of this period was north-east/south-west aligned ditch
504352, which featured a spur extending from its eastern side. It had a rounded profile and was
typically 2m wide and 0.4m deep. It contained a single homogeneous fill which yielded a substantial
assemblage of pottery of broadly second-century date, mainly Severn Valley ware and local
coarsewares, but including more specifically datable Antonine Central Gaulish Samian (c.AD 140–
190), together with Dorset Black-Burnished ware and a sherd of probable Oxford whiteware
mortarium of a comparable date range.

A number of short ditch lengths to the east seem to have been associated with ditch 504352,
based on their alignment and relatively narrow width. Ditches 504243, 504245 and 504272 were all
flat-based, between 0.5m and 1m wide and 0.2m to 0.3m deep and were perhaps beam slots, hurdle
supports or cultivation trenches rather than ditches. Ditch 504257 was v-profiled, 1.1m wide, 0.65m
deep and contained two fills, the lower of which yielded animal bone, Roman pottery and a child’s
femur, presumably redeposited from an unlocated grave (Fig. 6, section AA).

This stratigraphically defined early activity was not reflected in the pottery assemblage from
these features, which was of a similar composition to that from Period 2b. One possible explanation
for this is that some of these potentially early ditches may have remained open during Period 2b.

Period 2b (second to third centuries AD)
The majority of the Roman features are included in this period. The principal of these was north-
east/south-west aligned ditch 504358, which ran along the north-western edge of excavation. The
dimensions of this ditch varied, but it had a broad, rounded profile and was typically 2m to 5m
wide and 0.2m to 0.8m deep (Fig. 6, section BB). These variations may imply the presence of
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Fig. 3 Site 504, Honeybourne AGI, showing distribution of Iron Age and Iron Age/Roman transitional
pottery (1:500)

01_Worcs23-Honeybourne_001-028  15/8/12  10:25  Page 6



7

Fig. 4 Site 504, Honeybourne AGI, Period 2, Roman features (1:1000)
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re-cuts that were not apparent in its fill, and the ditch’s composite profile supports this suggestion.
Only a single homogeneous fill (504093) was identified but it contained pottery that included
probable earlier second-century forms again suggesting that an earlier phase may have existed. Fill
504093 also contained a human foot bone.

Ditches 504165 and 504227 extended at right angles from the eastern side of ditch 504358. Ditch
504165 was adjoined by ditch 504057, and might thereby have separated two adjacent enclosures
(A and B), each slightly under 10m by 10m in extent. Enclosure A included a 1.5m-wide gap along
its eastern side which, with the terminus of ditch 504307, created two narrow exits suitable for
stock management.9 The ditches varied in size, with ditch 504057, for example, being between
0.6m to 2.6m wide and 0.1m to 0.45m deep. All contained small quantities of second-century AD
pottery, and ditch 504307 also yielded a tile fragment. Feature 504281 within Enclosure A was 2m
wide and 0.25m deep and was perhaps an area of erosion caused by livestock.

Three closely spaced, flat-based, ditches lay to the north of Enclosure A (ditches 504217, 504215
and 504358). It was unclear what these might have been, although, as with ditches 504243 and
504245, possibilities include beam slots, cultivation trenches or supports for hurdles to funnel
livestock.

In the central part of the site, ditches 504350 and the terminal of ditch 504144, both on a north-
west/south-east alignment, may have joined ditch 504358, although any such relationships lay
beyond the excavation. Ditch 504350 had been re-cut twice in Period 2c (Fig. 6, section CC) and
very little survived of this phase, although it yielded animal bone and first to second-century AD
pottery.

Three ditches, 504355, 504356 and 504357, all appeared to extend at right angles from ditch
504350, although any stratigraphic relationships had been destroyed by re-cutting of ditch 504350
and by a modern land drain. These ditches may have defined the eastern edges of two further
enclosures (Enclosures C and D). Ditch 504356 appears to have been maintained by re-cutting and
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Fig. 5 Site 504, Honeybourne AGI, looking north-east
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then to have been replaced by ditch 504355, suggesting minor remodelling of Enclosure D which
could therefore have been a relatively long-lived feature. Period 2a ditch 504352 may have remained
open into this phase, being incorporated into the enclosure layout. This may explain ditch 504353,
an extension of ditch 504352 towards Enclosure D, creating an entrance approximately 5m wide.

One inhumation, burial 504329, was present and lay within oval grave in the upper fill of ditch
504355. The burial comprised a female laid out on a north/south alignment in an extended supine
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Fig. 6 Site 504, Honeybourne AGI, sections (1:20 and 1:50)
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position with her head to the north and her arms tight to her sides. Her legs were bent at the hips,
ruling out the use of a coffin, although the body might have been buried in a shroud (Fig. 7). She
was aged between 42 and 50 years at death and had suffered from osteoporosis and osteoarthritis
(Human skeletal remains, below). A radiocarbon date of 78–215 cal. AD (NZA35077; 95%
confidence) was obtained from a rib bone (Radiocarbon dating, below). First to second-century
AD pottery was recovered from the grave fill, although this was probably redeposited from the
ditch, and no grave goods were present. This burial provides a terminus ante quem for the
abandonment of ditch 504355 that potentially applies more generally to Period 2b, suggesting it
extends no later than the early 3rd century AD.

Period 2c (third to fourth century AD)
Period 2c was limited to the re-cutting of Period 2b ditch 504350 on two occasions (Fig. 6, section
CC). The first re-cut (504230) was u-profiled and was up to 1.4m wide and 1m deep. It contained
two fills, the lower of which, 504275, yielded an infant’s radius. The upper fill, 504262, was
unusually rich in finds and contained animal bone, fired clay, an iron nail, a copper alloy toiletry
instrument, 119 sherds (403g) of second to fourth-century AD pottery, a coin of AD 317–326 and
an infant’s humerus. The latest re-cut, 504349, was up to 1.85m wide and 1m deep. It contained a
single fill from which animal bone, fired clay, burnt stone, a stone tile fragment and redeposited
second-century AD pottery were recovered.

Period 2 Unphased (2nd to 3rd centuries AD)
Unphased features included a small number of ditches as well as pits containing Roman pottery. It
was unclear how these related to the phased ditches, although they were most probably broadly
contemporaneous.
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Fig. 7 Site 504, Honeybourne AGI, burial 504329 looking east. Scale between reference markers 1m
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In the north-west part of the site, ditch 2026, recorded during the AGI excavations, had been
heavily disturbed and no relationship between it and ditch 504358 was apparent. A return of ditch
2026 may have linked with ditch 504085, to form the corner of a subrectangular enclosure.

The pits were distributed throughout most of the site, with a greater density towards the northern
end, outside Enclosures A and B. The pits were all broad and shallow, generally irregular or rounded
in profile, and were typically between 0.75m to 3.2m wide and 0.05m to 0.5m deep, although a few
examples up to c. 8m wide were present. Similar pits identified during the AGI excavations were
interpreted as quarry pits and this may be the case for many of those within Site 504, although some
of the very shallow examples might simply represent localised erosion. Most contained a single
fill, and finds from these fills included small quantities of animal bone, burnt stone, fired clay, a few
brick or tile fragments and pottery broadly of the second and early third centuries AD. In addition,
four pits in the north-eastern part of the site contained notable finds, including an iron bar (pit
504009), an iron rake prong (504061), a baby’s humerus (pit 504049) and a fragmented, possibly
adult femur with a fragmented radius (pit 504035). There was no indication that these finds were
anything other than incidental inclusions.

Undated
Undated features consisted of pits which were dispersed throughout the site. Morphologically, these
were similar to the Period 2 pits and may be Roman in date but it is possible that some were Iron
Age or post-Roman.

Site 501, Willersey Barn; Roman ditch and possible medieval
cultivation features
Possible Roman activity comprised northwest/southeast-aligned ditch 501004 (Fig. 8). This was
steep-sided with a slightly rounded base and was up to 2.3m wide and 0.7m deep. It contained a
single fill from which a flint flake was recovered. Nine sherds of Roman Severn Valley Ware pottery,
not closely datable, were retrieved from the surface of the fill, but it is possible that the ditch itself
was pre-Roman.

Six undated ditches and a posthole were also present. The ditches were all smaller than the
possible Roman ditch and all had u-shaped profiles and varied in size between 0.9m wide and 0.3m
deep to 0.2m wide and 0.05m deep. They followed several different alignments and need not all have
been contemporaneous, but ditch 501039 truncated the possible Roman ditch and all were truncated
by the furrows. These six ditches therefore date to sometime during or after the Roman period, and
it is possible that some or all represent an earlier phase of medieval ridge and furrow cultivation,
rather than being ditches.

Sites 500, 502 and 503, Avondale House, Old Well Farm and Murcot
Road; undated ditches
Within Site 500 two parallel ditches, 500023 and 500017 (Fig. 8), were identified in the location of
a cropmark which extends for c. 70m from each side of the site and is thought to be a
northwest/southeast-aligned trackway (WSM01864; Fig. 1). The ditches were up to 0.85m wide,
0.25m deep and were 6m apart, which is consistent with them having flanked a trackway and,
although no surfacing was present, several ruts were recorded. Further undated ditches were present
to the south, along with four small pits or postholes.

Three undated north-west/south-east aligned ditches were identified within Site 502 (Fig. 8).
Continuations of these for 20m to the south-east were recorded by the geophysical survey.

Within Site 503, further undated ditches and an undated pit were exposed (Fig. 8). Of these,
ditches 503055, 503024 and 503056 were laid out on co-axial north-east/south-west and north-
west/south-east alignments. Whether these ditches related to the other undated ditches in the
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south-western half of the site is unclear, although all were morphologically similar. The pit (503052)
comprised a steep-sided, flat-based cut 0.5m wide and 0.2m deep and contained a single fill devoid
of finds.

The undated features on these sites suggest the presence of pre-medieval agricultural activities,
probably peripheral to settlement. This tentatively corroborates the interpretation of cropmark
evidence as relating to extensive Iron Age and Roman farming landscapes, but falls short of
providing any confirmation through dating.
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Fig. 8 Sites 501 (Willersey Barn), 502 (Old Well Farm), 503 (Murcot Road) and 500 (Avondale House),
plans (1:1000)
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Worked flint by E.R. McSloy
Five pieces of worked flint and two pieces of burnt flint were recovered from Honeybourne AGI
(Site 504), and a single flake was recovered from Willersey Barn (Site 501). Most is of indeterminate
date and all appears to be re-deposited within Roman features or topsoil/subsoil deposits. Raw
material consists of unpatinated, grey-brown, dark brown and honey-coloured flint of varying
quality. A bladelet (from pit 504029) in dark brown flint, which features retouch at its distal end, is
the only identifiable tool. The bladelet proportions and oblique truncating retouch suggest Mesolithic
dating. The remainder consists of secondary and tertiary flakes, without secondary working and
which are hard-hammer struck, and a probable flake core which is burnt. The presence of this re-
deposited flintwork in later features is indicative of earlier prehistoric activity about which little
more can be said.

Prehistoric and Roman pottery by E.R. McSloy
Prehistoric pottery from Honeybourne AGI (Site 504)
A total of 42 sherds weighing 546g was recovered. Only six sherds (38g) from three features (pits
504079, 504167 and 504241) were considered possibly to relate to features pre-dating the Roman
period. The majority of the remainder was demonstrably residual, occurring with Roman material.
Despite the residual nature of much of the prehistoric group, its condition is good and average sherd
weight moderately high at 13g.

A single sherd in a coarse grog-tempered fabric from a modern land drain is thought, on the basis
of its fabric and sherd thickness (11mm), to be of earlier prehistoric date, probably Early or Middle
Bronze Age. The remainder comprises fabrics typical of the later prehistoric period of the region,
the majority in fossil shell or limestone-tempered types. There are in addition a small number of
sherds in Malvernian-type igneous/metamorphic rock-tempered and quartz-tempered fabrics (Table
1).10 Few featured sherds are recorded and identifiable forms are restricted to jars of barrel-shaped
(5 sherds) and globular form (2 sherds). Rim forms for the barrel-shaped jars are simple/rounded
or squared (Fig. 9; no. P2) and short upright for the globular form jars (Fig. 9; no. P1). A small
sherd in Malvernian rock-tempered fabric from pit 504049 features impressed (fingernail?)
decoration below its rim (Fig. 9; no. P3).

The late prehistoric fabrics, most of which suggest local manufacture utilising materials
obtainable from Jurassic geology local to the Cotswolds, are typical of groups in the area across the
later Prehistoric period including from the Wormington to Tirley pipeline.11 Malvernian fabrics,
similarly are known to have been utilised throughout the period, although are most commonly seen
in the Middle/Late Iron Age. The represented forms and single instance of decoration suggest
Middle Iron Age dating, between the fourth and first centuries BC.

13

Table 1: Site 504, Honeybourne AGI. Prehistoric pottery summary

Fabric Description Count Weight(g) EVEs
IA SH Coarse or medium fossil shell (Jurassic) 25 304 .07
IA LI Limestone tempered and shell (Jurassic) 2 73
IA Q Quartz-tempered 10 104 .05
IA Qorg Quartz-tempered with organic 2 17 .03
IA MAL Malverns igneous/metamorphic 2 33 .02
PRE GR Coarse grogged 1 15
Total 42 546 .17
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Illustrated vessels (Fig. 9)
P1 Fabric IA Qorg: Globular jar with short, upright rim. Period 1, pit 504079.
P2 Fabric IA SH: Barrel-shaped jar with squared rim. Unphased
P3 Fabric IA MAL: ?barrel-shaped jar with impressed decoration below rim. Period 2 pit 504049

14

Fig. 9 Pottery; Iron Age (nos P1-P3) and Roman (nos 1-11) (1:4)
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Roman Pottery from Honeybourne AGI (Site 504)
A total of 1999 sherds (17.4kg) of Roman pottery was recovered, 1366 sherds (11.3kg) from phased
deposits. Quantification was by sherd count and weight for each fabric type within context. Vessel
form, cross-context joins or same-vessel matches and the presence of carbonised or other residues,
were also recorded. For the most part pottery fabrics are representative of commonly known and
previously described ware types and reference is made to published fabric descriptions and form
classifications (Table 2).12 Average sherd weight for phased group is 8.3g, which is low for a Roman
group and suggestive of a fairly fragmented assemblage. Surface preservation was variable, and
for types including the common Severn Valley wares tended to be poor resulting in a powdery feel.

Assemblage Composition
The overall composition of the group is shown in Table 3. Types thought to span the Late Iron Age
to early Roman transition, ‘Belgic’ grogged-tempered and Malvernian rock-tempered wares, occur
in small quantities throughout and appear to be re-deposited (Fig. 9: nos. 1–2). The large part of the
assemblage dates to the second to earlier third centuries AD (below) and comprises mainly local
coarseware types, particularly Severn Valley ware (51.2% by sherd count) and reduced grey or black-
firing coarsewares (22.1%), with Malvernian limestone-tempered (MAL REA) and grey-firing (MAL
GW) coarsewares also present (6.3%). The continued use of ‘native style’ handmade pottery in the
form of MAL REA into the second century AD is a feature common to assemblages in the north

15

Table 2: Site 504, Honeybourne AGI. Roman pottery fabrics summary

Source Fabric Code Description
Local/ BEL GR ‘Belgic’ grog-tempered
uncertain SVW OX Severn Valley wares

SVW OXo Severn Valley ware with organic inclusions
MAL REA Malvernian handmade igneous/metamorphic rock-tempered
MAL REB Malvernian handmade Palaeozoic limestone-tempered
MAL GW Malvernian wheelthrown grey-firing wares
LOC GW1 Local sandy-textured greyware
LOC GW2 Local fine-textured greyware
LOC GW2m Local fine-textured greyware (micaceous)
LOC GW3 Greyware fabric with grog/clay pellet
LOC GW4 Dark-grey/black-firing sandy-textured greyware
LOC BB Dark-grey/black-firing Black-Burnished imitation
LOC OX Local oxidised ware
LOC CC Local colour-coated ware
ROB SH Roman shell-tempered wares ?Oxford or Midlands
WH Misc whitewares ?Oxford or Midlands
WS White-slipped flagon fabric ?local or north Wilts

Regional DOR BB1 Dorset Black-Burnished ware
OXF RS Oxford Red and Brown slipped ware
OXF RSm Oxford red slipped ware
OXF WHm Oxford whiteware mortaria
SAV GT Savernake grog-tempered wares
MAH WH Mancetter-Hartshill mortaria

Imports SG SA South Gaulish (La graufesenque) samian
CG SA Central Gaulish (Lezoux) samian
EG SA East Gaulish (Trier or Rheinzabern) samian
BAT AM Baetican (southern Spanish) amphora
AMPH Red sandy amphora fabric with common gold mica. Source uncertain
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Gloucestershire and Worcestershire area. It follows on from increasingly wide dispersal of
Malvernian types in the Late Iron Age which Moore saw as relating in some way to the prominence
of the Malvern Hills as landscape features.13 Whether the continued use of native style vessels relates
to their ancestral significance or purely to their technical qualities as cooking vessels is unclear.

Continental imports are present as Gaulish Samian (54 sherds; 2.7%) and as amphorae sherds of
Southern Spanish (Baetican) and an unknown type. The Samian is mostly Central Gaulish (mainly
from Lezoux) and of second-century date, although three fragments are East Gaulish, dateable after
c.AD 150 and there are two small chips of South Gaulish Samian, dateable before c.AD 110. Forms
include Drag. 31 and 31R bowls, plate/bowl forms 18/31 and 18/31R, the hemispherical bowl Drag.
38, dish Drag. 36 and cup Drag. 33. Only one fragment, almost certainly a bowl Drag. 37, is
decorated. The assemblage is typical of many rural ‘low status’ sites.

Most common among British traded wares are Dorset Black-Burnished wares (c.10% by count).
There are also small quantities of red-slipped and whitewares (including mortaria) from the Oxford
region, whiteware mortaria from Mancetter/Hartshill, Warwickshire, and Savernake wares (SAV
GT) from East Wiltshire.
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Table 3: Site 504, Honeybourne AGI. Roman pottery quantification of fabrics by Period and phase.

Period> 1 2 2a 2b 2c Unph. Total
Fabric Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. EVEs Wt.(g)
BEL GR 1 2 4 2 2 11 69
SVW OX 243 87 190 63 382 965 7.08 8119
SVW OXo 6 1 30 5 17 59 .53 783
MAL REA 18 3 45 18 21 105 .70 798
MAL REB 2 1 11 14 .18 549
MAL GW 2 1 1 3 7 .16 109
LOC GW1 1 61 8 93 42 86 291 2.48 2052
LOC GW2 4 7 2 13 .22 83
LOC GW2m 3 1 4 .25 91
LOC GW3 4 13 6 23 .77 555
LOC GW4 9 6 70 10 16 111 .96 977
LOC BB 1 1 .10 78
LOC OX 33 11 24 5 27 100 1.07 998
LOC CC 1 1 1
ROB SH 1 1 2
WH 2 7 5 14 .15 58
WS 1 2 3 20
DOR BB1 27 5 8 95 65 200 1.90 914
OXF RS 9 9 .20 47
OXF RSm 1 1 4
OXF WHm 1 1 2 .05 20
SAV GT 3 8 2 13 .04 283
MAH WH 1 2 3 .13 75
BAT AM 1 1 2
CG SA 7 11 7 16 41 .71 641
EG SA 3 3 23
SG SA 1 1 2 43
AMPH 1 1 90
Total 1 426 134 515 255 668 1999 17.68 17404

Ct. count; EVEs estimated vessel equivalents; Wt. weight
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Forms
The range of forms reflects a typically utilitarian assemblage which is common for most rural
assemblages. Jars dominate (65.9%), the remainder comprising dishes/bowls (17.5%), tankards
(13.2%) and beakers/cups (1.9%). Flagons and mortaria occur rarely. Of note are a number of
carinated or S-profile bowls in local greyware fabrics (Fig. 9; no. 7). Evidence for use as vessels for
cooking or for heating/storage of water was noted in the form of sooting, and/or internal burnt food
residues, on ten sherds (fabrics LOC GW and MAL REA) and internal limey residues on 21 sherds
(all SVW OX).

Description and dating by phase
Period 2a (134 sherds/ 1121g)
The only sizeable pottery group relates to ditch 504352 (110 sherds). The remainder relates to
ditches 504272, 504243 and 504257. Dating across the Period 2a features is broadly consistent in
the second to earlier third centuries AD range and there is an absence of fabrics or forms certainly
post-dating c. AD 250. Pottery from ditch 504352 consists primarily of Severn Valley wares, but a
more specific indicator of date is Central Gaulish Samian, including sherds identifiable as from a
Drag. 33 cup, which is probably Antonine, and a form Drag. 38 bowl which dates c. AD 150–200.
Similarly, an abraded mortarium flange, probably an Oxford whiteware vessel, suggests dating after
c. AD 150.

Period 2b (514 sherds/ 4497g)
There is little quantifiable difference between the pottery from Period 2b features and that from
earlier deposits (Table 3). Assemblages are dominated by Severn Valley wares and local
coarsewares, including Malvernian hand-made rock-tempered ware. The largest pottery group
relates to ditch 504358 (169 sherds). Among the Malvernian-type wares are handmade ‘tubby
cooking pots’ (Fig. 9; no 3), forms which probably do not outlast the second century. A Savernake
sherd, a carinated bowl (Fig. 9; no. 7) and rusticated greyware vessel (Fig. 9, no. 9), are also
suggestive of earlier Roman, almost certainly earlier second-century dating. Pottery from ditch
504357 (69 sherds) included few identifiable forms; mostly long-lived utilitarian jars or bowls, with
second-century dating from more diagnostic forms. Further similar, moderately large, groups were
derived from ditches 504353 (87 sherds) and 504356 (80 sherds). Smaller pottery groups were
recorded from ditch 504144 (60 sherds) and from three other Period 2b features (13 sherds), and
again the focus remains in the mid/later second century.

Period 2c (255 sherds/3251g)
Pottery from Period 2c relates in its entirety to east-west ditch re-cuts 504230 and 504349. A coin
of AD 317 to 326 was recovered from the earlier re-cut and the Period 2c pottery includes several
joining sherds from an Oxford brown-slipped funnel-necked beaker (Fig. 9; no. 10:),14 a sherd from
a conical flanged bowl in Black-Burnished ware and a small sherd of Oxford whiteware mortaria,
all of which may be of comparably late (fourth-century) date. The composition of the remainder,
comprising Severn Valley wares, local reduced wares and Black-Burnished ware, is
indistinguishable from Period 2a/b groups.

Period 2, unphased (426 sherds/3251g)
Unphased features comprised mainly pits containing pottery of similar composition to that from the
phased groups. Sherd count per feature is low, with 33 of the 37 features producing fewer than 20
sherds. Pit 504179, containing sherds from a Black-Burnished ware jar with obtuse-angled lattice
decoration, is typical of vessels dating after c. AD 220.15 The largest and best-dated pottery groups
relate to pits 504185 (57 sherds) and 504146 (37 sherds). There are no fabrics or vessel forms
present which need post-date c. AD 250/70 and the more closely dateable elements are of the second
or earlier third centuries.

17
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Conclusions
The pottery assemblage exhibits much in common in terms of composition with other Roman groups
from rural sites in the area. A Roman group of 252 sherds, which relates to the same site excavated
in 2000, is published in summary form.16 That group is of similar composition to that described for
Periods 2a/b above and dates to the late second to third centuries.

Despite evidence for more than one phase of activity (Periods 2a–c), there is little observable
difference in the associated pottery. Most would appear for the most part to belong to a relatively
narrow date bracket, largely confined within the second to early third centuries AD, reflecting the
conservative nature of ceramics in the region. The seemingly discrete nature of the activity may be
a factor in the representation of Gaulish Samian (54 sherds or 2.7%) which is not low for a rural
group. Other factors including the low presence of decorated Samian forms or of flagons and
mortaria are signifiers of unexceptional status consistent with much rural settlement in the Roman
period.

Evidence from the pottery for Iron Age or ‘transitional’ Late Iron Age/early Roman activity is
present, although primarily in the form of re-deposited material. The evidence for pre-Roman and,
albeit equally sparse, for Late Roman activity demonstrates occupation in the area of the site over
a long period.

Illustrated vessels (Fig. 9)
1 Fabric MAL REB. Globular jar with everted rim. Unphased.
2 Fabric MAL REB. Large ‘hammerhead’ rim storage jar. Unphased
3 Fabric MAL REA. ‘tubby cooking pot’. Period 2b ditch 504358.
4 Fabric LOC GW4. Necked bowl. Period 2b ditch 504357
5 Fabric LOC OX. Tankard. Unphased
6 Fabric SVW OX. Necked jar (Webster A). Period 2b ditch 504358.
7 Fabric LOC GW3. Carinated bowl with flat, reeded rim. Period 2b ditch 504358.
8 Fabric LOC GW3. Necked jar. Period 2b ditch 504358.
9 Fabric LOC GW2m. Bowl with clay rustication. Period 2b ditch 504358.

10 Fabric OXF RS. Funnel-necked beaker with painted decoration. Period 2c ditch 504349
11 Fabric LOC BB. Conical flanged bowl. Unphased.

Roman pottery from Site 501
A single deposit in ditch 501004 yielded nine sherds (14g) in Severn Valley ware, datable only to
between the first and fourth centuries AD.

Other Finds from Honeybourne AGI (Site 504) by E.R. McSloy
Roman brick and tile
A small group of eight fragments (429g) of Roman ceramic building material is insufficient to imply
the presence of a Romanised building in the immediate area and may represent material re-used for
purposes including the linings for domestic hearths. The condition of the material is generally poor,
with most fragments small and heavily abraded. Examples of tegula (two fragments) and imbrex
(three fragments) were identified, with the remainder comprising smaller fragments of indeterminate
form.

Fired/burnt clay
A small quantity (657g) of fired clay was recovered primarily from Roman deposits. Nearly all
comprise formless fragments or have a single smoothed surface. A single small unstratified fragment
preserves a rounded surface and might derive from a small object such as a sling-shot. Objects of
this type were recovered from Iron Age and Roman deposits from the Wormington to Tirley
Pipeline.17
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Some variation was noted in fabric, most fragments being without coarse inclusions and others
including quartz or other minerals. None had clear organic inclusions and none can be positively
asserted to be structural daub. A small number of fragments, including pieces from Period 1 pit
504167 (Fig. 3), appeared to be very highly fired, almost vitreous, and might relate to an industrial
or other high-temperature process.

Roman coin
A single coin, a late Roman bronze issue, was recovered from ditch re-cut 504230 (fill 504231). It
is in moderately good condition and, although corrosion partly obscures the reverse legend and
mint mark, sufficient detail is visible to identify the coin as a SOL INVICTO COMITI issue of
Crispus (AD 317–326).

Copper alloy
Two Roman items of copper alloy were recovered. A possible brooch pin fragment, found as a
redeposited item within a post-medieval ditch, cannot be identified further. The other is a fragment
of toilet instrument (Fig. 10.1).

1 Fragment from ‘toilet’ instrument with expanded ‘probe’ end and portion of stem. Such items are common
throughout the Roman period, thought to be used for the application of cosmetic or possibly for medical
purposes.18 Surviving length 30mm; diameter at probe end 4mm. Period 2c ditch fill 504262 (ditch
504230).

19

Fig. 10 Metal objects: 1, copper alloy toilet implement; 2, iron rake prong (1:1)
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Iron
A total of nine iron fragments were recovered from Roman deposits. They comprise nails or bar
fragments with the exception of a probable rake prong (Fig. 10.2).

2 Probable rake prong.19 Surviving length 95mm; thickness 10–3mm. Period 2 fill 504062 (pit 504061).

Iron slag
A small piece of moderately vesicular ironworking slag (9g) came from ditch 504353. This may
have derived from smelting or smithing. A highly fired, vitreous fragment of clay hearth or furnace
lining (10g) was recovered from a modern land drain and may have been re-deposited from a Roman
context, although no other fragments were found.

Human skeletal remains by Harriet Jacklin
Skeletal analysis was carried out on an articulated inhumation and a collection of disarticulated
remains from eight separate contexts. All are judged to be Roman in date. The inhumation (burial
504329, Fig. 7), which was unaccompanied by grave goods, was stratigraphically relatively late
within the Roman sequence. A sample of rib returned a radiocarbon date of AD 78–225 (NZA
35077: 95% confidence). The other remains (Table 4) are likely to be within this date range, if not
a little earlier. Standard skeletal analysis was undertaken to assess the age, sex, dentition, dental
health, cranial and post-cranial metrics and stature of all skeletal material where possible.20

Skeleton 504329 (Grave 504331, context 504330)
The remains were identified as those of a female on the basis of cranial, pelvic and femoral
examinations. Age at death is estimated at between 42 and 50, or perhaps older (50+ years) based
on dental eruption, ante mortem tooth loss, alveolar bone re-absorption and epiphyseal fusion.
Stature was unable to be estimated due to the fragmentary nature of the skeletal material. The bones
were in fair condition, although fragmented and with few complete specimens. They represented 50–
75% of the skeleton. Age-related changes, in the form of osteopenia (osteoporosis) affecting the long
bones, and osteoarthritis affecting the cervical vertebrae (neck), were present. The thoracic and
lumbar vertebrae were unavailable for study, so it is not known whether the mid and lower back was
also affected. A small area of eburnation (polishing) on the articular surface of the right triquetral
(hand bone) indicates a possible precursor to osteoarthritis, but no other hand bones were available
to study other related changes.

Radiocarbon dating for burial 504329
A fragment of right rib from skeleton 504329, the inhumation in grave pit 504330, was sent to
Rafter Radiocarbon Dating Laboratory for AMS dating. The results are presented in Table 5,21 and
indicate that the burial is likely to date to the second century AD, and most probably to the earlier
part of the range.

Animal bones from Honeybourne AGI (Site 504) Roman period
by Philip L. Armitage
A total of 1,739 hand-collected animal bone elements/fragments were recovered from Roman
ditches and pits. Owing to the highly fragmentary condition of much of this material, only 570
specimens (32.8%) are identifiable to species and anatomical part. Of these, 568 (99.6%) are
recognized as mammalian and only two specimens (0.4%) are from birds. An indication of the
degree of fragmentation is seen in the high proportion of isolated teeth of cattle, sheep/goat, pig and
horse, which together make up over twenty-four percent of the specimens. Most notably, 13 of the
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29 identified horse specimens (44.8%) are isolated teeth, although it should be observed that
included in the 13 are two deciduous premolars that had been naturally shed, with the remainder
deriving from fragmented mandibles and maxillae. In addition to the hand-collected bone, there
are 13 specimens recovered from sieved samples, which provide evidence for the presence of small
wild fauna (common frog, house mouse, field vole and bank vole).

Table 6 provides a summary of the numbers of hand-collected and sieved specimens from each
of the identified taxa. Summaries of the anatomical distributions for cattle and sheep/goat are kept
in the site archive together with complete data sets of the recorded anatomical parts for all species
represented and metrical data taken on selected bones and information relating to aged and sexed
specimens.

Interpretation and Discussion
Sample sizes from the three Roman phases (Periods 2a, 2b, and 2c) are insufficient to determine
meaningful chronological trends in the local livestock economy and changes in the diet of the
inhabitants. Interpretation of the recovered animal bone therefore is based on an overview of the
combined assemblages from the Period 2 contexts, including bone from the unphased Period 2
contexts (Table 6).

As is the case for most rural Roman sites in Britain, the faunal material is dominated by cattle
and sheep/goat, in almost equal abundance in this case, with little evidence that pigs were other
than a minor component in the local farming economy (or diet). The preponderance of cattle/horse-
sized over sheep/goat/pig-sized categories among the unidentified bones perhaps suggests that cattle
dominated more than the identifiable fragments indicate. Evidence of poultry keeping is absent and
the single wing bone from pit 504049 could derive from a wild graylag goose rather than from a
domestic goose. This is perhaps the only indication for the exploitation of wild resources as there
is a notable absence of game species (deer and wild boar) and only a single fish bone (a vertebra
from a freshwater eel) came from the site. Although horse bones were found intermixed with the
food debris there is no indication for the human consumption of horse flesh. The presence of a knife
cut-mark in combination with evidence of dog gnawing on the innominate (hip) bone from pit

21

Table 4: Site 504, Honeybourne AGI. Summary of disarticulated human bone

Feature Fill/deposit Description Age at death
Ditch 504257 504258 (upper) Right femur fragments, proximal end, unfused 6–12 years
Pit 504035 504034 (upper) Right femur fragments, proximal and mid-diaphysis Adult?
Pit 504035 504034 (upper) Radius fragments, proximal and mid-diaphysis ?
Unstratified 504312 Right tibia, proximal and distal ends, fully fused 17+ years
Unstratified 504312 Right fibula, distal end and mid-diaphysis, fully fused 15+ years
Pit 504049 504048 Right femur, unfused Birth-2 months
Ditch 504230 504262 (upper) Right humerus, mid and distal diaphysis, unfused Birth-2 months
Ditch 504230 504275 (lower) Left radius, proximal and mid diaphysis, unfused Birth-2 months
Ditch 504358 504093 Right navicular (foot bone), fully fused Adult
Unstratified 504310 Two foot phalanges, fully fused Adult

Table 5: Radiocarbon (AMS) dating results from Burial 504329

Lab Ref. Material C:N ratio Conventional Calibrated date Calibrated date
radiocarbon age BP 95% confidence 68% confidence

NZA 35077 rib bone 3.3 1873+/-20 AD 78 - 215 AD 81 – 139 (60.2%)
plus AD 197– 208 (6.3%)
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504049, points to the dismembering of horse carcasses for feeding dogs at the site. Among the direct
evidence for the presence of dogs is the part-complete articulated skeleton of an adult animal
recovered from ditch 504352. The estimated shoulder height of this dog is 560mm (based on
reconstructed greatest length of 171mm in the humerus22), placing it within the upper size-range of
Romano-British dogs (260 to 720mm), documented by Harcourt23 and comparing in stature with
modern German shepherd and English setter dogs (although no direct ancestral link with either of
these modern breeds is implied).

Both the dogs and horses probably would have been employed in assisting herd and flock
movements between livestock enclosures and grazing pastures. It is of significance that certain of
the site features are believed to have been enclosures and the presence of a foal jawbone as well as
two shed equine deciduous premolars strongly indicates horse breeding at the site. However, the
limited sample size prevents consideration as to whether this evidence reflects small-scale breeding
for working horses for the farm (as replacements for aged animals) or a more extensive stud breeding
enterprise producing animals for sale to other farms, nearby towns or the military.

Statures (withers heights) in two of the adult horses at the site are estimated to have been 1.32m
and 1.39m.24 Whilst not of the stature of the larger Roman horses (up to 1.5m) these animals
nevertheless were above the documented average withers height for the Roman period and were
somewhat taller than the majority of their contemporaries, which were generally small pony-sized
animals. Their stature would have proved a considerable advantage to the farmer when riding such
animals during the rounding up and movement of the cattle and sheep.25

22

Table 6: Site 504, Honeybourne AGI. Summary counts of Roman animal bones (NISP) by taxa and phase

Taxa/Period 2a 2b 2c 2 Totals
unphased

Hand-collected
horse 7 11 11 29
cattle 25 116 30 73 244
sheep/goat 16 116 30 89 251
pig 5 4 5 14
dog 25 1 1 3 30
goose 1 1
carrion crow 1 1
undentified mammal:
horse/cattle sized 38 108 56 49 251
sheep/goat/pig sized 4 16 3 24 47
indeterminate 197 281 264 129 871

Sieved samples
house mouse 1 1
field vole 2 2
bank vole 1 1
mouse/vole sized 3 1 4
common frog 1 1
amphibian (sp.indet.) 3 3
freshwater eel 1 1

Totals 312 662 388 390 1752

Note: Period 2a bones include 25 elements from a partially complete dog skeleton
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Regarding the size and type of the local cattle, a horn core/part skull from ditch 504357 is
identified as a young adult, small short-horned ox (castrate).26 Pit 504146 also yielded evidence of
the presence of small cattle whose withers height is calculated to have been 1.1m.27 Such small
cattle were common in the Iron Age and persisted into the Roman period.28 The local herd apparently
also included larger sized cattle, as evidenced by a complete radius from an animal with an estimated
shoulder height of 1.23m.29 Three adult cattle innominate bones are recognized as female30 and,
although this is a very limited sample for the purposes of interpretation, it is nonetheless interesting
to note that generally prime-aged cows were sent to provision Roman towns, whilst oxen and bulls
were retained on the rural sites.31 In addition to the presence of the cow innominate bones, on-site
cattle breeding is indicated by the kill-off pattern established from the tooth eruption/wear stages
in seven mandibles32 which include three immature animals (aged c.15 months) and two sub-
adult/prime-aged animals (aged c.2 to 3 years). The remaining specimens derive from cattle aged
between c.4 to 8 years; with the older animals probably representing culled worn-out/surplus
breeding cows and worked-out plough oxen.

All the sheep bones appear to derive from small-sized animals. Withers height in one of the sheep
is estimated at 0.59m.33 On-site breeding is indicated by the presence of a lamb mandible aged 2 to
6 months34 and a lamb radius. Of particular note is the high proportion (70%) of sheep mandibles
derived from prime young animals (aged 1 to 3 years), suggesting the flocks were kept primarily
as meat (and perhaps milk) producers rather than for their wool.

Apart from the goose wing bone mentioned above, the site yielded only one other bird bone, a
femur of a large carrion crow. Crows were common scavengers in Roman rural settlements and
towns. Another ‘scavenger’ at the site (perhaps attracted by stored grain) was a house mouse,
evidenced by a femur from pit 504025. This same sieved sample produced evidence for the presence
of field vole, while the sample from undated pit 504300) yielded the ulna of a bank vole. The
presence of these small mammals indicates the existence at or near the site of rough, ungrazed
grassland (the preferred habitat of field voles)35 and well-vegetated banks and/or scrubland (habitats
favoured by bank voles).36

Charred plant remains and charcoal from Honeybourne AGI (Site 504)
by Dana Challinor
Four soil samples were taken and 10–litre subsamples were assessed from Roman period features
including pit 504300, ditch 504358 (two samples), and pit 504025. The floats were small and
dominated by sediment and roots. Charred was limited to a few fragments of Quercus sp. (oak)
charcoal in pit 504300 and ditch 504358, and two cereal grains of Triticum (wheat) and/or
Secale (rye) in ditch 504358. Some coal was recovered from the sample residue from ditch 504358,
indicating a degree of modern contamination, and molluscs from three of the samples included
the burrowing species Ceciloides acicula. The results were considered to be too meagre to
provide useful economic or environmental information about the site and no further work was
undertaken.

Discussion by Jonathan Hart and Andrew Mudd
Honeybourne AGI (Site 504)

Date of occupation
Despite the occasional presence of hand-made Iron Age pottery and transitional Late Iron Age/early
Roman pottery of the first century AD, there is no convincing evidence of features of this date
within the excavated area although it must be assumed that occupation of Iron Age to early Roman
date (whether continuous or not) lay somewhere in the vicinity of the site. The features revealed by
excavation yielded material dating within a quite restricted time span of the second to early third
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centuries AD and the single feature of later (Period 2c) date suggests a very limited continuity of
the site into the fourth century.

In southern Worcestershire, as in the well-studied region of the Upper Thames Valley, many Early
Roman rural settlements have Middle or Late Iron Age origins, although the focus of the settlements
shifted over time.37 Given the likely presence of Iron Age settlement close to the current site,
similarly early origins for the Roman settlement might pertain in this instance. However, the
difficulties associated with identifying continuity from the Middle Iron Age to the Roman period
in the region are well known, and stem from the continued use of handmade Middle Iron Age pottery
until the late first century AD and the poorly understood dating of the transitional Late Iron
Age/Early Roman wares more common on sites in the south-eastern counties.38

The intensity of activity in the second century is noteworthy, and included the cutting of at least
three sequential phases of ditches bounding Enclosure D on its eastern side, and several phases of
recutting elsewhere. There is no evidence that the site remained in general use beyond the early
third century AD. The stratigraphically late enclosure ditch burial 504329 (with a radiocarbon date
of AD 78–215) may have been an event close to the termination of the main phase of occupation.
Activity in third and fourth centuries was restricted to the successive re-establishment of the ditched
boundary between plots C and D, the latest re-cutting of which post-dated the deposition of a coin
of AD 317–326. It is tempting to see this as the maintenance of a property boundary relating to
larger, more centralised, villa estates, although such an interpretation is conjectural.

While the excavations were limited and do not appear to have located a focus of settlement, at
face value the occupation fits with the suggested regional model of Roman rural settlement which
sees Iron Age sites continuing into the early Roman period, but being abandoned following
reorganisation of settlement in the second century. New second-century settlements flourished
during the second and third centuries but were abandoned before the fourth century AD for reasons
that remain unclear.39 The farmstead at Saxon’s Lode Farm, Ripple, for example, established in the
second century AD, was abandoned by the mid third century,40 and the dislocation of Roman
settlement in the Carrant Valley has been shown to have been similar.41

Nature of the settlement
The features revealed comprise mainly enclosure ditches and a range of generally shallow pits and
hollows. They would appear to represent paddocks or agricultural features peripheral to a settlement
such as a farmstead. The wider pattern of these features is not known; however, a possible Roman
branch road west from Ryknild Street is followed by the present road immediately north of the site.
This would have passed close to the north-east corner of the excavation area, and it is possible that
the main focus of the settlement lay in this direction, fronting the road, with the excavation site to
the rear. The main ditches of the site would have run approximately at right-angles, or parallel to,
the road. There is little observable pattern to the excavated features, but it has been demonstrated
that ditch 504349, and its precursors, formed a long-lived boundary that would have demarcated
areas of activity throughout the duration of the occupation, with enclosures A, B and C located to
the north, and Enclosure D to the south, and it may even have divided adjoining plots of land
ownership. The notable discontinuity of the ditches 504357 (to the north) and ditches 504355 and
504356 (to the south) through this boundary perhaps imply that it always had a greater significance
than the other ditches here. The narrow entrance to Enclosure A, and the possible stock runs leading
into it formed by ditch 504360, indicate that it could have been used for penning livestock, while a
similar interpretation is possible for Enclosures C and D, although their wider entrances appear less
suited to corralling livestock (unless augmented by features that have left no trace), and they may
have contained buildings.

There was no clear evidence of structures, although it is possible that the enclosures contained
ancillary farm buildings of some sort. The absence of clear structural features such as postholes,
beam slots or masonry footings is not uncommon on rural Roman sites where wooden or cob-walled
constructions are assumed not to have needed deeply set foundations. The problem of defining
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structures has been mentioned in relation to sites in the wider region such as Saxon’s Lode
Farm and Throckmorton Airfield.42 The general absence of building material from the finds
assemblages suggests that any buildings present were not of Romanised design. Some of the smaller
gullies may have been for structural foundations or planting trenches, while the smaller pits may
alternatively have been post-holes for racks, gates, or tethering posts. The site is also characterised
by pits, of various sizes but mostly shallow and not of the steep-sided, flat-bottomed type normally
associated with food storage. They appear to be broadly contemporary with the Roman occupation
as they contained no later material, although they are in some cases inconveniently located in
relation to the enclosures, for example blocking the entrance to Enclosure C. It appears likely
they were dug on an ad hoc basis throughout the life of the settlement, and their interpretation as
quarry pits for the extraction of clay for building or other uses has its merits.43 In the possible
context of the enclosures being used for livestock management, some may have been areas of
erosion caused by confined farm animals such as cattle and horses. Also, in their natural state pigs
will dig out moulds or wallows where sows will farrow in a lined nest,44 and this may have been
generally tolerated in particular areas of the farmstead. Whatever the origin of the pits, it appears
that the farmyard here would have been characterised by rough ground through all or most of its
existence.

The range of finds recovered from the excavation suggests that the occupants of the settlement
had little interest in (or capacity for) a Romanised way of life. That said, there was a fairly large
quantity of pottery which includes a range of traded wares, such as material from the kilns at the
Savernake Forest, Oxford, Mancetter/Hartshill and Dorset. The preponderance of jar forms, with a
more limited presence of bowls, dishes and tankards, is typical of Roman rural settlement in the
region. The animal bone assemblage is also typical of Roman rural sites, being dominated by cattle
and sheep/goat. The presence of immature animals indicates the breeding of horses, cattle and sheep.
It is unclear if the settlement specialised in animal husbandry, or whether this was just an aspect of
a broader mixed agricultural economy. The absence of identifiable grain storage facilities and of
significant charred arable plants in the area excavated may be a consequence of the settlement’s
layout or reflect the vagaries of rubbish disposal and taphonomy rather than being indicative of a
pastoral economic emphasis. The presence of horses larger than average for this period is interesting,
and suggests an engagement by the inhabitants with aspects of Roman-influenced husbandry. The
identification of both small Iron Age cattle and larger-sized animals is also noteworthy as an
indication of native farmers in transition.

There was a single inhumation burial of a mature woman, and a number of disarticulated human
remains within the area excavated. Burial within the settlement area was commonly practised in both
Iron Age and Roman periods, but as elsewhere, inhumation appears to have been the exception for
most of the population and disposal of the dead may instead have taken a form that left little trace
in the archaeological record.45 The disarticulated human bones might result from secondary or
incidental burial following on from a practice such as excarnation, which appears to have been the
Iron Age tradition, although it is possible they represent the disturbance of more complete
inhumations by later ditch and pit digging. Whether any of the disarticulated remains derive from
Iron Age burial on the site is not known.

Honeybourne AGI lies within an area of known Roman activity, although settlement remains of
that date have not previously been recorded in the locality. Ryknild Street Roman road runs 1km east
of the site, and a possible branch runs to the immediate north of the site itself. Another possible
Roman road lies to the west and is followed by the line of the B4035 Weston Road. Unstratified
Roman finds have been recovered from around Honeybourne (Fig. 2), including pottery found in
the immediate vicinity of Honeybourne AGI in 1938 at the former RAF Honeybourne
(WSM02826). Roman features were recorded immediately north of the site prior to the construction
of the Honeybourne AGI (shown on Fig. 4). These included ditches interpreted as field boundaries
and shallow pits interpreted as quarries. Undated cropmarks, including conjoined enclosures of
likely Romano-British form, have been recorded west of the site, near Bretforton (WSM31104 and
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WSM32494; Fig. 2) but a geophysical survey in 2000 along the route of the Newbold Pacey to
Honeybourne gas pipeline, which links to the Honeybourne AGI, recorded ridge-and-furrow remains
without earlier features (Fig. 2). 46

Occupation north and west of Childswickham (Sites 500, 502 and 503)
The remains at Old Well Farm and Murcot Road (Sites 502 and 503) are undated, but would appear
to be associated with the extensive cropmarks located north-west of Childswickham (Fig. 1). A
possible prehistoric enclosure was identified at Site 503 (CA 2006, Site 43) although it is not well
enough defined by the cropmark or the subsequent geophysical survey to amplify the excavated
findings. The cropmarks to the north of the pipeline route, south of Murcot Road (WSM02857), are
thought to be largely Iron Age or Roman in date, while those further south nearer Old Well Farm
(WSM01866) are less easily interpreted. The wider picture appears to suggest a density of Iron Age
and Roman activity similar to that in more intensively studied regions such as the Avon Valley.
There is villa recorded at Perrins Farm, Childswickham,47 while a kilometre or so to the south-west
there is confirmed Iron Age and Roman occupation at Burnside Cottage, Childswickham (WSM
26891), thought to relate to settlement. Within a kilometre further south-west the cropmark of a
trackway (WSM01864) was examined by excavation at Site 500, although without producing any
understanding of its date.

Ditch north of Willersey (Site 501)
Towards the northern end of the pipeline, the single Roman or pre-Roman ditch traced for over
30m seems likely to have been a field boundary and a similar interpretation is likely for the undated,
ditches on the same site. There is no immediate context for this feature, although in common with
the other remains encountered, it suggests a density of occupation and relatively early attention to
land division in this region.
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