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News y— Editors N-otes: | |
“ You will have noticed that we have not published a
From - Newsletter for some time, this has been because we have
been because of a lack of articles to publish. The Newsletter
CBA needs the input from the South East Region to be viable, and
informative for the members. We need articles, be it from
South Local Societies or individuals about archaeological activity in

the South East.

At the Conference and AGM in November Eva and | will be
standing down from the committee, this is due to increasing family commitments. We have
enjoyed our time on the Committee and hope we have helped, in a small way, to the cause of
archaeology in our region. We would like to take this opportunity to thank all those who have
helped us with the Newsletter over the last few years with words of encouragement as well as
those who have contributed articles.

Ea St Steve Corbett

CBA SOUTH EAST CONFERENCE 2007

UNDER THE PLOUGH-THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF THE TOP SOIL

The subject of the CBA South East conference, held at Chatham in 2007, was finds and their
collection from the top soil layers. These layers, being frequently ploughed and disturbed by
farming, produce significant amounts of archaeological material, but are often disregarded by
many archaeologists. One of the objects of the conference was to determine whether field
walking, geophysics and metal detecting could produce important and relevant information to
enhance the archaeological records, and how this information could be interpreted and utilised.

The following presentations were given:

The South East Research Framework: Project Update-Jake Weekes
Interpreting Lithic Scatters-Chris Butler

Field Survey on the Lincolnshire Wolds: Charactering Roman Settlement in a Downland
setting:-Steve Willis

Field Walking: Theory, Method and Practice-Jeremy Taylor

The Portable Antiquities Scheme: more than just small finds-Liz Wilson Andrews
Digging Hoards and Scatters: Some case Studies-David Williams

Hands Across the Divide: Detectorists and Archaeologists working together-Derek Page
Interpreting Anglo-Saxon Metalwork Scatters-Andrew Richardson

Pol i ci ng JsegeanbAndy Braal t

Jake Weekes, who is currently responsible for producing the South East Research Framwework
(SERF), has organised seminars on many aspects of the archaeological environment in the south
east in an attempt to draw together the many facets of regional archaeology. He showed how
publications become so quickly dated as more and more information is gained from various
sources. He was concerned about the panoramic perspective of archaeology and how few
instances there are of independent projects being brought together to examine the larger picture.
Both Jake Weeks and Chris Butler emphasised the positive side to field walking, producing
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numerous results of past investigations. New sources of information and published studies of
recent finds allow the re-evaluation of old field walking projects. The information could now be
used to re-assess the artefacts found. An example was given that showed distinct patterns of
knapped flint. Different assemblages could be interpreted as base camps or temporary hunting
sites. The presentation also went into the problems with field walking, the experience required
and how, or non-recognition of finds may impact on the final conclusions of such enterprises.

Further examples of research patterns were drawn by Steve Willis and his investigations in the
Lincolnshire Wolds. Aerial photography frequently noted features in the landscape, but it required
a systematic survey of the lands to determine through the collection of artefacts the nature and
dating of such features. Jeremy Taylor talked about the variable quality of information, the vast
amount of unpublished material, and the frequent lack of subsequent excavation of sites found by
field walking. The papers stressed the importance of finds collection and their identification. Any
pottery and other artefacts could be significant when trying to determine whether a site might be
a small farmstead or villa, or indeed part of a larger urban feature. Topographical surveying and
local knowledge often provided useful and important data for sites and monuments records. Both
speakers emphasised the need for local groups and societies to promote research into their local
areas, but most importantly to publish their findings. However, it was stressed that the results of
field walking finds are not necessarily indicative of what lay below the soil. All too often important
sites have already been destroyed by ploughing leaving only the artefacts as the indicators of
ancient activities.

The afternoon programme focused more on the metal detecting aspect of finds collecting. Liz
Andrews-Wilson, who had been the Finds Liaison Officer for Sussex, emphasised the importance
of the Portable Antiquities Scheme and what a dramatic impact this has had on the recording of
metal detected finds. She stressed that the early, cautious days of hostile and acrimonious
relations between detectors and archaeologists running in parallel worlds, is now changing,
although some parts of the country have still to remove the barrier of suspicion. This was also
emphasised by David Williams, the Surrey FLO, who spoke about the recent investigation of coin
hoards. He stressed how relevant and important was the creation of density diagrams for the
many metal finds being recovered, and how they enhance the archaeological record of field
walking and geophysics. David stressed the importance of the accurate provenancing of finds,
and the use of good GPS. It was noted that an examination of finds from some metal
detectorists clearly indicated that the items
preserved than more recent finds, reflecting the impact of modern chemicals being used for
agricultural purposes.

The positive side of the metal detecting and archaeological divide was emphasised by Derek

Page from the Brighton and District Metal Detecting Club. Derek spoke about the useful and
positive links that had been formed between his group and the Brighton and Hove Archaeological
Society who now work very closely together. Research projects that contain field walking and
resistivity surveying now utilise the same grids for the recording of metal finds. The partnership of

the two groups has greatly enhanced the archaeological record in that area, and given everyone

a greater I nsi ght i nto the positive benefits
excell ent DVD (shown as part of t he presenta
detectorists who want to engage in archaeological investigations.

Andrew Richardson presented a paper about Saxon Brooches from Kent and other finds, noting
their relevance to the overall archaeological record. Many brooches were found to have come
from distinct contexts and were clear indicators of either burial locations or casual losses. Few
finds are recovered from marsh areas or woodland and these factors obviously have an impact
on the understanding of ancient activities. Finds were important as items recorded highlight
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areas of concentration and thereby the possible location of an ancient sites. The type of brooch
could indicate whether the site was a settlement or cemetery. Finds were also good indicators of
trade and the movement of goods.

Sergeant Andy Small of the Kent Constabulary was the final speaker. He stressed the
importance of heritage policing, and the problems caused by the theft of artefacts. The Kent
police are among the vanguard of British polic

ng

volunteer support. They were actively seeki
illegal metal detecting fraternity. Kent police work closely with the Kent FLO, Andrew
Richardson. He stressed that Societies, groups and their local police force needed to work
together to combat heritage crime.

The conference throughout emphasised the immense value of research through field walking,
surveying and metal detecting, and its importance in creating and maintaining a fuller and more
accurate record of any archaeological endeavour. The new spirit within the metal detecting and
archaeological environments of working closer together can only produce positive results.
Several papers did note that despite the numerous projects associated with the archaeology of
the top soil, the overall conclusions drawn from such projects may not be able to accurately
reflect on what actually lies beneath this upper layer. Only excavation can supply the
information as to how the top soil finds relate to what lies beneath the surface.

John Funnell

CBA SE WHITMOOR COMMON, WORPLESDON, SURREY
Grant Report JUuDY ENGLISH

Further work on this field system, thought to be prehistoric in origin, has been facilitated by
grants from CBA-SE, CBA and the Surrey Archaeological Society (SyAS).

As previously reported (English 2006) a coaxial field
system surviving as standing earthworks on an area of
the lowland heath of north-west Surrey has been
surveyed. In summer 2006, with temperatures hover-
ing over 30°C, members of the SyAS sectioned four of
the boundaries and took samples from the palaeosoils
beneath the banks and the silt fills of the ditches &
besi de t hem. One for med
were parts of the 6mainbé
series of banks which appeared to be a later
adaptation. In other areas previously sub-rectangular
fields were converted into long, narrow strips, similar to
those surveyed on Whitmoor Common, by ploughing over one boundary and dividing the
resulting, larger, field lengthways (McOmish et al 2002, 54). The palaeosoils, and a probable
stake hole driven into the palaeosoil beneath a bank of the early phase of the field system were
dated by radiocarbon, and both they and the ditch fills assessed for pollen content.

Radiocarbon dates are calibrated and givenas arangeat2i .The 6éear |l yd phase
adate of 15221 1415BC, the O6mai nd phal8IBC, (h¢ possible ddapthtjon o f

(trench 2) of 1317 7 1123BC and the probable stake hole (trench 4) of 1373 i 1339BC. These

dates conform the relative dating derived from

field system but the date of the possible adaptation cannot be statistically separated from that on
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the 6maind system and the | ong, narrow fields
provide a terminus post quem rather than an absolute date for the construction of the field system

but they confirm dates obtained by multi-element analysis (Dolan et al 2004) and, together with

the coaxial morphology, suggest a Middle Bronze Age genesis.

Pollen analysis shows little significant difference between samples taken from beneath the banks

of the two phases of the field system or from the ditches, presumably open during its period of
use. In general the pollen indicates an environment with some deciduous woodland, particularly
Quercus (oak) and Tilia (small-leaved lime) with an understorey of hazel and polypody fern
(Polypodium) which may have been growing at the edge of this woodland. Tilia requires a fertile,
base-rich soil (Keith-Lucas 1994), which suggests that at the time the brown earth cover still
partially survived but the presence of considerable amount of Calluna and Erica species,
indicators of acid, nutrient poor soil and indicate that the process of podzolisation had already
commenced (Gimingham 1972, 19). The abundance of grasses and a diverse assemblage of
herbs indicate substantial areas of clearance and the amount of charcoal may indicate the
deliberate use of fire. Pollen from Hordeum (barley) is indicative of arable farming and broken
ground would have supported the ruderal weeds Rumex (dock) and Lactuceae (dandelion-like
plants). Areas of shorter, possibly grazed, turf are indicated by the presence of Plantago lanceo-
lata (ribwort plantain), Potentilla type (possibly tormentil or cinquefoil) and Asteroideae (daisy).
The presence of Cyperaceae (sedges), Filipendula (meadowsweet), Ranunculus type (possibly
buttercup), Succisa (scabious) and spores from Sphagnum suggest a damp environment in the
vicinity although the dry loving species Caryophyllaceae (pink family) is also present.

Despite the belief that the degradation of brown earths to the present podzols has an
anthropogenic origin, and the not infrequent finding of signs of agriculture on land surfaces
beneath Bronze Age barrows, few prehistoric field systems have been located on sandy heath-
land in this country. In Dorset, fieldwork in advance of development of the Wytch Farm Oilfield
located a group of six parallel ditches on Bagshot Sands (here known as Poole Formation) and
finds of carbonised plant remains included barley and wheat suggestive of arable use. A date of
Early T Middle Bronze Age was attributed to the field system on the basis of a radiocarbon date
for the subsequent phase of activity of 1450-1224 cal BC (at 20 ) CoX & Hearne 1991, 27-45). In
the Hampshire possible systems are known to have existed on Bagshot Sands at Hursley near
Winchester, (Crawford 1953, 94; NMR No SU 42 SW 14); on Bracklesham Beds at Dairy Lane,
Nursling (Gardiner 1994) and in the New Forest on Barton and Becton Sands (Smith 1999) and
on Plateau Gravels. One such, on Ridley Plain south-east of Fordingbridge is on Barton Sands
and Plateau Gravels (Dave Field pers com). The apparent bias in the location of this small
sample of sites towards sands derived from superficial Eocene and Pleistocene deposits rather
than those from greensand of the Cretaceous period is probably artefactual; prehistoric barrows
are found in both areas and evidence from pollen analysis of deposits in Ockley Bog on Thursley
Common, Surrey, a raised bog overlying Lower Greensand, indicated cultivation (Moore &
Wilmott 1976) although such evidence was notably absent from the land surface beneath, and
turves within, a barrow close by (Graham et al 2004).

Evidence of 6Celticd field systems on sandy h
examples found in Denmark, Holland and northern Germany (Bradley 1978). In a number of
areas including Vassen in Holland (Brongers 1976, 59) and Store Vildermose in Jutland (Nielsen

1971) field systems were constructed on land which had already been cultivated and where the
process of podzolisation was advanced.. In a detailed case study from Pleistocene sands in the
Noordseveld of Zeijen in the Drenthe in Holland (Spek et al 2003) five developmental periods

were identified for a single field within a system in use from the late Bronze Age to the Roman
Period.

Pollen recovered from beneath the bank from the earliest phase of the field system indicates
both human activity and grassland grazing. The dating, longevity and degree of permanence of
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this activity remains unknown but the land would have been known and understood as a
patchwork of significant locales and links between them, a changing patchwork probably already
many centuries old when the first field system came to be constructed. By this time the presence
of pollen from Pteridium and Calluna sp suggests the brown earth cover had already started to
deteriorate; elsewhere on Bagshot Series derived heathland in Surrey, at Ashley Farm,
Windlesham, the first appearance of Calluna has been dated by radiocarbon to 1610-1430 cal
BC (at 20 ) Jon( Groves, pers comm.). It is inconceivable that this vegetational change was not
observed at the time, and unlikely that its implications for crop yield were not appreciated, yet the
expenditure of effort involved in creating the field system was deemed necessary, a situation
paralleled by Continental findings (Neilsen, 1971). Itis possible that making the field system was
allied to some attempt to slow the podzolisation process or that the act of creating the system
was important in its own right.

This project could not have been undertaken without the fieldwork skills of Angela Arathoon,
Mike Brace, Mike Borrell, Alan Hall, Joyce Herve, Rose Hooker, Pauline Hulse, Jenny Newell, the
late Jim Quinlan, Geoff Stonehouse, Sue Walker and Hew Wilson, and assistance from the
Ranger responsible for the area, Mark Havler. Thanks are also due to Jon Groves for permission
to quote his unpublished radio-carbon date.

Bradl ey, R. , 1978
systems in Britain and north-west
Europe 7 a review of some recent
wo r Wdrld Archaeol, 9, pp. 265-280.

Brongers, J. A., 1976. Air photography
and Celtic field research in the
Netherlands, (Amsterdam).

Cox, P. W. & Hearne, C. M., 1991.
Redeemed from the Heath: the
archaeology of the Wytch Farm Oilfield
(1987-1990), Dorset Natl Hist &
Archaeology Soc Monograph Ser 9.

Crawford, O. G. S., 1953. Archaeology
in the field, (London)

Dolan, C, Entwistle, JA & English, J
2004 The use of multi-element analysis ,
of acid heathland and buried podzolic ———= MEafy’ phase
soils to investigate former land-use — P’ phase
activity at Whitmoor Common,

Worplesdon, Surrey, Seesoil 15, 38-71 | Supvey of field system on Whitmoor Common

English, J 2006 Whitmoor Common,
Worplesdon, CBA-SE Newletter 27, 15

Gardiner, J., 19%94ndoadytaltempt drm D aArahaeologyaim Hampshite); arsidali n g 6
report for 1993, ed. M. Hughes & S. Smith, (Winchester).

Gimingham, C. H., 1972. Ecology of heathlands, London: Chapman & Hall

. Z

Graham D., Graham, A. & Wiltshire, P., 2004. 61 nSueeyt i ga
Archaeol Coll, 91, pp. 151-166.
Moor e, P. D. & Wilmott, A., 1976. OPrehistoric forest ¢

| owl ands of Br i t"drtemationaliPeat CBngress, Pazhan, Pdiaad, . 1-15.

McOmish, D, Field, D &Brown, G 2002 The Field Archaeology of the Salisbury Plain Training Area, Swindon:
English Heritage

Ni el sen, V., 197mar lbd riom Rtger @ | biulgdhEoolsremdTdlage, N, pp. 158-165. ut | a n c
Smith, N., 1999. 6The eart hwor k rPeooHantiFeldGléb54 ppcl-56.s ur e i n

Spek, T., Groenman-v an Waateringe, W., Kooistra, M. & Baskhisorypof L. ,
Celtic fields in north-west Europei an i nter di sci plinary case &uropdfrchaeol, 6Ze i |
pp. 141-173.
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CBA SE
Grant Report AN INTERIM REPORT ON THE EXCAVATIONS AT WILBEES FARM, ARLINGTON

INTRODUCTION

Fieldwork comprising of geophysical survey, fieldwalking and excavation has been carried out
between 2003 and 2008 on land at
Wilbees Farm, Arlington. This work T
carried out by volunteers from several I
of the East Sussex archaeological
societies has established that a large

and important roadside settlement
existed here in the Roman period.

The main site is situated on one of a
number of low Weald Clay ridges
adjacent to the River Cuckmere Valley
and due south of the medieval village 7
of Arlington. To the east lies Arlington by
Reservoir which was constructed in the
late 1960s by diverting the course of ——

the river. Field 10, Wilbees Farm, Arlington

Prior to the project, there had been a
number of findings in the area, including a rescue excavation of a small area of Romano-British
features during the construction of the Arlington reservoir and an unpubllshed excavation of a
Roman masonry building. The local BN : R /
landowner has also collected a vast quantity
of Roman artefacts. Ivan Margary's
pioneering work on Roman roads in Sussex
has also established that a road linking the
port and fortress at Pevensey with the Ouse
Valley crossed the River Cuckmere at this
point.

THE FIELDWORK

Following the reporting of the finding of
quantities of Romano-British artefacts by §
metal detectorists, to the Archaeology Team
at East Sussex County Council, an
investigation project was set up, initially by :
the Mid Sussex Field Archaeology Team and Roman road

later expanded to include members of the

Eastbourne Natural History and Archaeological Society and The Brighton and Hove
Archaeological Society, under the direction of the author.

Fieldwalking and geophysical survey quickly established an area of activity in what has been
named 'Field 10'. This work was followed by a series of evaluation excavations over a number of
seasons, which identified a wide flint metalled surface with associated side ditches, a number of
linear ditches and clusters of post holes.
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In 2006 & 2007 larger scale excavation took place, which confirmed that the metalled surface
was a Roman road, bounded by wide deep side ditches. Joining these side ditches at right
angles were a number of probable property boundaries or enclosure ditches, one of which
contained a series of large post holes provisionally interpreted as a wooden building. The finding
of the road was a surprise, as Margary had
plotted it running a rather erratic course 150 Arl/07/544
metres south of the site. : =

Vast quantities of bloomery slag and fired N —
clay, suggests that iron smelting had taken =
place nearby and in 2007 a trench across the
southern road ditch and close to a small
circular geophysical anomaly recovered a very
large quantity of this material, suggesting that
the anomaly is a bloomery furnace. It is
planned to excavate this feature this summer.

1cm

TR o

Excavations have also taken place in a l
number of other fields on the farm, these have Tt T
confirmed the 'new' alignment of the road and Glass bead
located one of the cemetery sites associated

with the settlement. This cemetery site, 900 metres to the east of the main site and adjacent to
the Roman road contains an unusual, well constructed flint structure, or base, 6 metres by 5
metres in area and 0.5 metres thick, currently postulated as a shrine or mausoleum. To the north
of this structure 5 badly ploughed Romano-British cremation burials have been excavated and it
is likely that the continuing excavation of this field will identify more.

THE FINDS

The excavations have recovered a very large quantity of finds, mainly comprising of pottery
sherds, but also including Roman coins, Roman glass and iron objects including a spearhead.

Although the pottery is presently being catalogued, an initial assessment shows that c. 60% of

the assemblage comprises of locally produced fabrics, predominately grog tempered East
Sussex Ware and sand tempered wares.
The remainder of the assemblage
comprises of iported wares, including
British wares such as Nene Valley colour
coated wares, New Forest indented beakers
and south-east grey wares. Samian,
Eastern Gaulish and Trier wares provide
evidence of European trade links. The large
quantity of drinking vessels recovered is a
surprise, possibly suggesting the settlement
contained an inn and certainly highlighting
the high status nature of the settlement.
Although masonry buildings have not yet
been identified on the main site, their
presence nearby is suggested by a quantity

3of roof, floor and box flue tiles recovered.

Spearhead J
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CONCLUSIONS

The initial post excavation assessment suggests that the road was constructed in the early 1°
century and that a settlement and industrial areas quickly formed along its sides. Analysis of
pre-project finds suggests it formed both sides of the river crossing and contained at least one
masonry building. The site is likely to have acted as the main market/administrative centre for the
area and its postulated size, c. 35 hectares, places it in the Roman small town category. The
settlement appears to have gone into decline, possibly being totally abandoned in the late third
century. The Roman fortress of Anderitum at Pevensey was constructed in the late 3" century
and it is likely that this became the main administrative and market centre for the area, thus
making the Arlington settlement redundant.

The map below shows the site at Arlington in the larger Roman context in Sussex.

The author would like to take this opportunity to thank the CBA SE for the grant towards
excavation costs, without which the excavations would have been on a much smaller scale. We
must also thank all the volunteers from BHAS and MSFAT who have taken part in this project,
sometimes in adverse weather conditions, but without whose support this regionally important
site would not have been investigated.

Greg Chuter, Assistant County Archaeologist, East Sussex County Council. April 2008
Bob Washington
Steve Corbett




