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Introduction

Our current archaeological knowledge of Dorchester and its ainterland
suggested that proposed housing developments for an area of some 16 hectares,
1 kilometre to the south-east of the Roman town, Durnovaria, would impinge on
areas of archaeological and historical interest (Figs. 1 and 2).

The development area lies on a gentle ridge between the town, and Mount
Pleasant. Excavations have defined the importance of Mount Pleasant as a
centre in the Late Neolithic and Bronze Age period, which was subsequently
arablised and farmed from the Late Iron Age onwards (Wainwright, 1979).
Although not defined by survey or excavation, it is likely that an organised
set of agricultural field systems on this ridge was initiated in the later
Neolithic, and was fully developed into fixed patterns of land allotment
during the Bronze Age. The surviving Bronze Age round barrows on the western
edge of the development area are probably the residual earthworks of a linear
barrow cemetery enclosed and defined within this field system as indeed occurs
on the next ridge to the south (Grinsell, 1959 and 1982).

Settlement developments for the ridg? during the later Iron Age and
Roman period are not yet fully understood, but it is clear that the land-use
was probably intensive. A §eries of burials and settlement remains have
been recorded for this periaé. The construction in 1846 and widening of the
South-Western railway-cut in 1884 (SY 702 901), produced recorded finds of
various burials with associated Durotrigian Black ware vessels, a possible
pottery kiln with associated occupational deposits, and a large 'V'-shaped
dyke (running north-west to south-east) 7-8ft deep containing pottery, animal
bones, human and animal teeth. None of these findings need be later than the
1st century A.D. and some are perhaps earlier (Fig. 2,i). In 1884 Thomas Hardy
recorded various burials found in the construction of Max Gate House (SY

7044 8991), 3 of which were in one elliptical grave with early Black ware
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vessels, fibulae and other associated grave goods. Other material on this
site was of a more occupational nature such as pits, pottery, tools, bones
(Fig. 2,vi). _Even more inhumations were recorded beyond Max Gate House to the
east (SY 7060:8996, and SY 7060 8999), unearthed during modern housing
development. In 1960 4 inhumations were recorded to the east and south-east
of Wareham House (SY 7030 8999), along with a variety of occupational evidence
(Fig. 2, iii, iv, v). This occupation evidence has been summarised and
generally described in the Royal Commissions Survey (R.C.H.M. II, 1970, 575-7).

The topographical position of the ridge in relation to the Roman town
also suggests that it may be the location for an extended Roman cemetery of
the Poundbury type (c.f. R.C.H.M. II, 1970, 532 and plan opposite 584); in
addition a Roman road connecting the town to the Whitcombe and Broadmayne
settlements (R.C.H.M. II, 1970, 532 and 619, 594) through to Purbeck may be
present in the vieinity.

The presence of early Saxon burials on the fidge points to settlement
continuity in the post-Roman period. Saxon burials were excavated at Mount
Pleasant (Wainwright, 1979, 181-183), and the burials excavated in 1892 and
described by the Royal Commission can now be ascribed to the 6th century A.D.
(R.C.H.M. II, 1970, 575, 218,b). These eghavations revealed 9 or more
inhumations (SY 7027900F, and at least 6 were in close fitting 2ft deep graves,
all were extended and "faced'%he north-east". Another "faced south", and
two more are recorded with rich grave goods of jewellery and a bone comb.

Other finds include various pits, one filled with charcoal making it a possible
stoke hole, whilst another had a fill of 'red earth' and contained an antler
pick. These features are more likely perhaps to belong to an earlier
prehistoric episode,(Fig. 2, ii).

The development of the agricultural landscape in the post-Roman period
is uncertain, but a pattern of field development has been suggested (Keen,

1983 and Fig. 3). The development area is located across the eastern side of
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this field system, which ultimately developed into the medieval open fields
of Fordington parish and the land allotment boundaries of the Duchy estates
which we knowTEBday.

This intensity of archaeological record in itself promoted the need
for a full archaeological evaluation of the development area. It was hoped
that survey and limited trial excavation would be able to pin-point areas
of outsténding archaeological interest, from which a strategy to more fully
record and recover the archaeological deposits and remains could be designed
and developed, before housing construction took place.

The evaluation and survey work described in this report was undertaken
by the Trust for Wessex Archaeology for the Duchy of Cornwall and the Historic
Buildings and Monuments Commission for England. The work was
co-ordinated by Susan M. Davies and Peter J. Woodward (field officers for
Trust for Wessex Archaeology), and the trial excavations were carried out
under the supervision of Michael J. Heaton and a team of six field workers
who were all funded within a Manpower Services Community Programme under the

agency of Dorset County Council.



The Survey Strategy

It was hoped to undertake a full geophysical survey at the outset of
the evaluatioﬁckFig. 1). This would have enabled a more rational excavation
strategy. However this was not possible, but it is hoped that a geophysical
survey can now be undertaken during December/January 1984-85, by the Ancient
Monuments Laboratory (H.B.M.C.(E).). Indeed this would be essential for a
full evaiuation prior to development.

In the absence of this geophysical survey the primary archaeological
areas were selected on the basis of the data described in the introduction.

The most important area lies to the north of the east-west track from Hardye's
School.

The area to the west and south of Fordington Farm could not be usefully
sample excavated prior to geophysical survey, but is likely to contain informa-
tion relating to a Bronze Age barrow cemetery.

The area within the field to the east of Fordington Farm could however
be usefully examined by small scale excavation-trenching. This trial-
trenching was designed to identify the intensity of settlement occupation, the
possible presence and extent of cemeteries, the nature and extent of the
assumed and projected field systems, and to assess the quality of archaeological
survival. The quality of any surviving stfatigraphy was not likely to be
good due to modern ploughing, the sites location within the medieval open-
field system, and the likely terracing of the fields into the shallow dry-coombe
to the south. The recorded soils for the site are shallow calcareous silty
soils (Soil Survey of England and Wales, 1984, 342a).

The trench layout is depicted in Fig. 2. The trenches were cut down to
chalk bedrock by machine with a 2-metre wide toothless bucket. The located
archaeological features cut into bedrock were then excavated by hand and recorded,
together with the overlying stratigraphy recorded in section. The total area

excavated was about 800 square metres, spread more or less evenly across the )

3.46 hectares of field.



A Summary of the Excavation Results

The following summary is based on a detailed trench description by
M. J. Heaton. The excavation results are described in trench order (location
of trenches Fig. 2). For brevity, only one detail trench plan, and one
full trench section are reproduced here.

Trenches A and B revealed no discrete archaeological features but a
deepening of the soil profile along the southern trench edge indicated that
the trenches had been sited along the line of a field terrace. The soils
overlying the scarped chalk bedrock were at their deepest in these trenches,
0.70m.

Trench C, running up hill from the eastern end of B, again produced
little archaeology. Here the plough-soils were shallower, and the chalk
bedrock had been severely scoured by modern ploughing; plough marks visibly
scarred the chalk surface.

Trench D was more productive, the main features of interest were three
medieval ditches; 085, 092, and 093. These lay at an angle to the trench and
may represent arable field boundaries and headlands. These three ditches
cut and were cut by a whole series of shallow gullies and ditches, all running
north-south, and probably represent a serieé of structures and infield
boundaries. The dating evidence (pottery) suggests a medieval or later date
for this group.

Trench E sited on the crest of the hill, showed a very shallow ploughsoil
cover, but contained the highest concentration of features and material finds
(Figs. 2, 5 and 6). The location and the shallowness of the ploughsoil
suggests that all the archaeological features were severely eroded. The
trench is crossed by numerous ditches and gullies, all running north-south,
which probably represent boundaries and drains (c.f. 096 and 135), or

structures (129 052). Running along the trench are two lines of post-holes;
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these may represent the walls of a building.

The majafity of these features could be dated from the pottery to the
later Iron Age and earlier Roman period, although small pieces of medieval
pottery were identified in the top of feature 060 only. However the deposition
of these sherds may be a result of animal disturbance at the base of the
medieval.ploughsoil. Medieval pottery was frequently found at chalk level.
Feature 063 was a grave cut for one crouched inhumation 064 (adult, female)
accompanied by a small bowl of Late Iron Age/Early Roman type (Fig. 5).

Nearby were two other small jars of similar type in a shallow scoop, 120

(one illustrated in Fig. 6). This burial and associated vessel group, can be
compared to the Max Gate burials (refer to introduction), and probably rélate
to the same settlement episode. The burial here may well be part of a more
extensive cemetery. Other notable small finds included a small bone spoon
(Fig. 6) from ditch 133. Very similar to one found in Winchester, dated to
early 1st century A.D. (Cunliffe, 1964).

Trench F was sited off the crest of the hill, along the same alignment
of D and E. The plough soil deepened in the north-western end of the trench,
and points to agricultural erosion of the soils (refer also trenches A, B
and C). The soils were up to 0.6m deep at the north-western end (Section,
Fig. 7). In the eastern end of the trench were a series of shallow features,
overlying a large recut 'V'-shaped ditch of Roman date, feature 086/100.

This is clearly a substantial boundary, and runs south-west to north-east.

This ditch has no clear relationship to the 'V'-shaped ditch recorded in

the railway cutting (refer introduction). This boundary in turn overlies an
earlier rectangular structure composed of shallow gullies, 056, 058, 088, and
possible post-holes 158, 160 and 162. Feature 125, which contained a quantity
of burnt flint, may be associated with hearth or kiln. A series of shallower
linear cuts and gulleys 122, 124, 138 and 137, lay to the north-west; the south-

western half of the trench was devoid of features (Fig. 2).
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Trench G produced few archaeological féatures; but examination of the
section showed that a series of ancient fields had terraced the slope. Below
this terrace erosion was a single most interesting feature; a ditch, 127,
2m wide, 1.5m deep with near vertical sides (Section, Fig. 8).

Laid in the base of the ditch within primary chalk collapse was a trussed
inhumation, with head against the western trench section (Fig. 9). 'The only
finds in the primary silts of this ditch was knapped flint waste. This flint
was in mint condition and examination of the material shows that the waste
derived from perhaps as few as four nodules. One broken hammerstone was
present, and two preparation flakes refit.' fotools or retouched flakes were
present. The trench section also showed that the ditch had been severely
truncated as a result of later arable developments. The shape of this ditch,
the inhumation, and the flint waste strongly point to an early prehistoric
date, which is not unlikely to be of the Neolithic. Ditches of this type

can be seen in the causewayed camp, and more particularly the long mound at
Maiden Castle (Wheeler, 1943), and excavations of a comparable causewayed camp
site at Hambledon Hill has emphasised the qssociation of these sites with ritual
and burial (Mercer, 1980). If this ditch is of this date it is of crucial
importance for the interpretétion of the debelopment of the earlier prehistoric
landscape in the area. Beééuse of this potential a column of the ditch silts
was sampled for environmental analysis; the analysis of the land snails in
these deposits would provide useful comparative data for the sites at Mount
Pleasant (Evans, 1979), Poundbury (Vaughan, 1982), Greyhound Yard (Allen, in
preparation), and Winterbourne Steepleton (Bell et al., 1982).

Trench H failed to locate ditch 127, so its alignment may curve away
towards Alington Avenue, but this may be confirmed by geophysical survey.
Trench H did however produce a series of shallow ditches or gulleys, similar

in form to those in trench E, and running north-south and east-west. The
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pottery preséqp_indicates Roman and medieval dates for these features but a
detailed analysis of the assemblage has yet to be carried out. However one
ditch, 075, has a fill, and absence of pottery which may associate it with
ditch 127, and it be of early prehistoric date.

Trench J produced no archaeological feature, but in common with all

other trenches showed the site to be heavily scarped by medieval and modern

ploughing.



The archaeological implications

The pre&ious section has described in general terms the principal
features and thé sequence of land-use. Despite the continual erosion of
soils and previous occupation episodes, the surviving archaeological features
and stratigraphy are of great importance to the Dorchester area, which in
itself is an archaeological area of outstanding national importance.

The principal episodes, which are of crucial interest and which fall into
current research themes and strategies of the Trust for Wessex Archaeology and
other bodies, needing further archaeological work are:

1. The earlier prehistoric episode and ditch 127; this needs

to be defined by geophysical survey and further excavation.
2. The Bronze Age cemetery to the west of Fordington Farm;
this needs a geophysical survey before excavation can be considered.
3. The prehistoric agricultural development; the downslope colluvial
deposits need further examination for preserved environmental
sequences, structures, and artefact assemblage.

4, The Late Iron Age - Early Roman cemetery and its associated

structures, and their development into the post-Roman period.

Later periods and farming episodes are either not fully represented in

the present evaluation, or are of lesser importance.



Recommendations

With reference to Fig.i ; this depicts where further geophysical

survey is neqhired, and where area excavation would be desirable.

It is proposed that the Trust for Wessex Archaeology should carry
o out the work, together with the current Dorchester Manpower Services

Community Programme; this is under the agency of the Dorset County
Council and an extension by the sponsor (T.W.A.) needs to be applied for
from April 14th 1985.

It is proposed that the Trust should apply for project funding
from The Historic Buildings and Monuments Commission for England and
“ales. The Duchy of Cornwall, the District and County Councils and the

Developer.
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W89 Trench E
Inhumation 064 in grave [063]
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Vessel with inhumation 064
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W89 Trench E
Black Durotrigian decorated jar in feature

]

W89 Trench E
Bone spoon fragment in ditch




W89 Trench F
East facing short section 020
South facing long section 017
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