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Part I: Prehistoric Ceramics
Part 1.1. Descriptions of Prehistoric Pottery

Part 1.1.1. Prehistoric Pottery from Parc Cybi, Holyhead

Frances Lynch

See volume 2 figure 131 for general location of pottery
See part I.1.5 below for full catalogue

Early Neolithic Pottery

Rectangular Timber Building in Area H

Figs.1.1.1to [.1.1.3

About 1100 sherds were recovered from pits, postholes and hearths associated with a rectangular structure
(almost certainly a tri-partite house) at the southern end of the site and directly west of the well-known
megalithic tomb, Trefignath, which, when excavated in the 1970s, had revealed a few sherds and some slight
evidence of settlement under its cairn (Smith and Lynch 1987). All these new finds, with one minor exception
(1770)" are consistent with Early Neolithic 'Trish Sea Ware": undecorated fines wares normally vesicular without
visible tempering, though very well crushed stone grit is occasionally present; both shouldered and
unshouldered bowls being the normal form with a variety of light, out-turned rims.

Condition of the sherds

The vast majority of the finds are small sherds, fragments and crumbs, usually with abraded edges; the surfaces
are often worn and in some cases badly eroded. Except in the cases of Hearth B and Postholes 50174 and
50166, only very small quantities of any one pot is present and most contexts contain a mixture of fabrics
suggesting that several disparate pots are represented. Very few ancient joins are possible, though some now-
shattered segments must have been quite large when they were incorporated into post-packing or fell into the
hearth.

Despite the size of some segments such as 1700, 1422 or 1397 (Figs 1.1.1.2 and 3) there is no suggestion that
any pieces were deliberately placed into pits or postholes. The over-whelming impression is that this material is
domestic debris accidentally incorporated into features. The same conclusion was reached in studying the
pottery from the postholes of the Neolithic buildings at Llandygai 1 and 2 (Lynch and Musson 2001 and Lynch
in Kenney 2008).

Contexts of the pottery

The pottery comes from a number of postholes and gullies which are judged to have supported the structure of
the building, and from several large pits and hollows without obvious packing stones, some of which are on the
lines of the putative walls and might be damaged postholes; others are within the enclosed space and others
outside it, but close by. In the south-eastern corner of the building a 'floor deposit' was recognised which
contained several sherds in a similar condition to those within the features.

There is only one instance of sherds from the same pot (1545/1559 (Figs 1.1.1.3)) being found in two different
features. These, the beam slot 50166 and a posthole 50174 cut into it, are inter-cut and material may have been
displaced between them. Pieces of the same or very similar pots frequently come from separate find groups
within the same feature suggesting a certain amount of movement (perhaps by mice) around the posts and pits.

Four hearths or fire pits were identified within the building; two (A (cut 50044) and D (cut 50145)) were within
the western compartment but D appears to cut away an aisle posthole and part of an internal division and it is
difficult to see how it would have been used when the building was intact. Hearth B (cut 50116) overlay, and
was probably a recut of Hearth C (cut 50133) in the eastern compartment and these also cut structural elements
at the eastern end of the building. The hearths, therefore, seem stratigraphically to post-date the use and
demolition of the building. The hearths contained more sherds (Hearth A 24; Hearth D 76; Hearth C 96 and
Hearth B 81) and some of them larger, than the other individual features but the mix of fabrics and shapes is
similar. The difference is perhaps due to the probably less disturbed nature of the context into which they fell.

' The numbers without prefix or identifier are Find Numbers



Where there are stratigraphic relationships it is not possible to claim any significant difference in the nature of
the pottery. The mix of fabrics and pot shapes is similar within all contexts.

Fabric Variation
Six variations of colour, density, hardness and preferred thickness can be recognised amongst the vesicular
fabrics, notable for the angular voids created by the loss of an original tempering. Three varieties of gritted
fabrics are present, all the grits or clasts being very minutely crushed. The gritted fabrics are all relatively rare
in the collection.

Since so many of the sherds are worn and abraded it is difficult to say much about surface treatment. However
two exceptional pieces should be mentioned. Find 1397 (Figs 1.1.1.2), a large segment of a weakly shouldered
bowl, shows a hint of rippling on the well smoothed out-turned rim. Such rippling has been observed on several
Irish bowls, but it rare in Wales. Find 1700 (Figs 1.1.1.3), a gently curved section perhaps from another weakly
shouldered bowl, is unusually thick and has an exceptionally finely polished surface. Find 1397 was from a
small pit or posthole and 1700 from animal disturbance, which does not explain why their surfaces were better
protected than sherds from other features, but they could suggest that the quality of finish in other sherds might
have been higher than it now appears. Generally the surfaces seem to have been fairly carefully smoothed,
especially around the rim, and show signs of grass wiping in some cases.

The definitions below are the result of quick, macroscopic identification prior to selection of samples for full
petrographic analysis. In fact all, both vesicular (V) and gritted (G), have been classified in the full analysis as
Group 1, demonstrating that these variations reflect the history of a particular pot, not the basic manufacturing
tradition of the community (Williams and Jenkins in Kenney 2008a and this volume Part 1.2.1).

V 1 : hard dark vesicular fabric 6-10mm thick with well smoothed surfaces often grass-wiped (where surviving).
V 2 : very hard dark vesicular 5-7mm thick, sometimes with a paler outer surface.

V 3 : pink-beige vesicular with grey core, softer than V1 and 2 and generally thicker (8-10mm)

V 4 : brown/ grey vesicular with complex voids, normally 8-10mm thick.

V 5 : red outer/black inner surfaced vesicular = washed material from residues, probably same as V1 or V2.

V 6 : a soft yellow/beige vesicular (rare) (Not analysed)

G 1 : thin, compact dark fabric with some minutely crushed stone grit, sometimes only recognisable from an
abrasive surface.

G 2 : avery hard, dark fabric with angular stone grit, more plentiful and harder than G1

G 3 : a hard yellowish fabric with quite a lot of stone grits; surfaces survive badly (rare). (Not analysed)

Group 1 in the analyses made by Dr David Jenkins and Dr John Llywelyn Williams over many years in most of
the Early Neolithic assemblages from North Wales, is characterised as a ‘clast-void’ fabric described
archaeologically as vesicular or ‘corky’. The added tempering was crushed shell or vein calcite (and
occasionally biogenic and organic material) which has largely burnt and subsequently leached out, leaving
characteristic rhomboid voids.

This easily recognised fabric is remarkably uniform and widespread within the Early Neolithic of North Wales
(and to a lesser extent southern Wales and Ireland) but it is a shared tradition of manufacture, rather than a
matter of trade. In the case of the Parc Cybi and Trefignath pots local manufacture within Ynys Gybi can be
demonstrated by occasional rock traces of Rhoscolyn serpentine and the use of a sandy clay with rounded quartz
grains (Williams and Jenkins this volume Part 1.2.1) In fact all the pottery, of Early, Middle and Late Neolithic
and also Early Bronze Age date is very likely locally made.

Radiocarbon dates

Radio carbon dates were obtained for several contexts within the building in Area H and the relict soil in Area
E. The building is dated between probably 3710-3665 cal BC (68% probability) and 3645-3625 cal BC (68%
probability). Two dates from Area E (3710-3640 cal BC (SUERC-81347) and 3780-3650 cal BC (SUERC-
81348) show that some, probably most, of the activity here could have been contemporary with the building,
though dates also suggested activity of other periods. Occupation at both sites therefore probably occurred
between 3,700 and 3,600 cal BC. This range is compatible with other houses in the region (Kenney 2008) and
with other dates for this type of pottery.



Pot shape variation

All the pots are general purpose bowls in various sizes ranging from 120mm to 330mm in diameter. There are
two main shapes: a shouldered bowl, normally with quite an open profile (e.g. 1394 (Fig I.1.1.1) but 1545/1559
(Fig 1.1.1.3) is slightly closed, with a rim diameter less than the shoulder; and an unshouldered form, sometimes
slightly bulbous (1420 (Fig 1.1.1.3)) but more often conspicuously straight-sided (1454, 1387 and 1196 (Fig
[.1.1.1)). There are some 12 shouldered bowls and 9 unshouldered ones distributed fairly evenly between pits,
postholes and hearths. Two bowls with everted rims (1422 and 1665 (Fig 1.1.1.2)) should perhaps be described
as 'open bowls' since their curvature could not be called a shoulder in any true sense.

In fact few shoulders on the reconstructable pots are sharply defined. There are several sherds which suggest a
concave neck but obvious shoulder sherds are rare, all of which suggests that the forms here have weak
shoulders (Fig 1.1.1.2), a point which was noted in the much smaller assemblage from Trefignath and is a
typological distinction which has been used in the past (Lynch in Lynch and Smith 1987, 119-120) to suggest a
slightly later date within the Early Neolithic. With many more radiocarbon dates available and larger
assemblages emerging, such distinctions are now judged less significant. Some concave but straight necks, such
as 1394, 1454.8 (Fig I.1.1.1) and 1892.2 from Area M (Fig 1.1.1.5), may belong to globular amphorae-like jars
such as those from Borras and Clynnog — a shape which seldom survives intact (CPAT unpublished and Roberts
2007).

Whereas shoulders are rare in this large assemblage, rims are quite common and show a considerable variety. It
should also be noted that there is some variety around the circuit of the individual pot in some cases (e.g.
1387/1380/ 3078 (Fig I.1.1.1)). Only the very worn 4098/2045 (Fig I.1.1.1) is a truly pointed rim but 1394, 1422
and 1721 (Figs 1.1.1.1 and 2) are classic simple everted rims, as is 1545/1559 (Fig 1.1.1.3) but it is more
clumsily formed. The majority of rims are more developed, hooked, rolled or pinched out, and several have
been constructed by adding clay strips to create a flat-topped overhanging rim. These added coils have often
separated (1189, 1586, 1544 etc (Fig 1.1.1.3)). The wide flat rim on 1550/1625 (Fig 1.1.1.3) (definitely from the
same red pot and from the same feature) and the outward sloping hooked rim on 1664 (Fig 1.1.1.2) are both
unusual forms in the Welsh Early Neolithic and it is regrettable that nothing remains of the body of these pots.
The outward sloping rim on 1454.8 (Fig I.1.1.1) is probably just a more extreme version of the pinched out rim
seen on 1454.7 (Fig 1.1.1.1). The makers of straight-sided bowls seem to have a slight preference for this kind
of projecting rim which may make it easier to pick up a pot which does not have a concave neck.

The only sherd amongst these 1100 which is not obviously Early Neolithic is 1770 (Fig I.1.1.3). It is a hard
slightly abrasive fabric with an outward sloping rim and possibly some impressed decoration. Such a rim might
belong to a Peterborough (Mortlake) pot. It comes from a feature (50258) near the line of the northern wall of
the building that might be a distrubed posthole but could even be a later disturbance.

Area E (Fig 1.1.1.4)

Area E lies some 300m to the west of H, across a shallow valley. Some 550 sherds were found within an area of
relict soil (Contexts 31025, 31001, 31024, 31110, 31123, 31201, 31374, 31527, 31524, and 31557) preserved in
a hollow in the glacial gravels. No structural features were recognised in association with this soil but some
post and stake holes were found cutting it. Some of these contained Beaker pottery. There were some pits
which may be contemporary with the occupation; at least one, Pit 31595 (context 31596) contained a lot of
sherds, probably from 7 different pots (5209, 5371, 5386, 5423), but only small quantities of each (Fig I.1.1.4).

Context 31025 Relict Soil

This is the major context for this area with 275 pottery find groups but there are only 132 sherds larger than
25x25mm in area, as against more than 396 scraps, fragments or crumbs, a ratio of 1:3 indicating that the
material in this soil has been trampled, though not necessarily moved very far since some groups of finds are
likely to belong to the same pot, though there are few joins on ancient breaks. The material from Context
31596, a pit containing 54 pieces of pot representing perhaps 7 vessels contained 16 sherds over 25x25mm and
33 scraps etc, a ratio of 1:2. Most edges were quite abraded, unlike sherds from the postholes in Area H. It is
notable that, unlike Area H, none of the vessels can be reconstructed even on paper. Some find groups are noted
as coming from the 'top' or 'bottom' of this soil layer. The range of shapes and fabrics from these sub-contexts
does not suggest any significant variation between the two.

Fabric Variation

As in Area H there are variations in colour, density, hardness and preferred thickness in vesicular fabrics and
there are broadly similar fabrics in which very well crushed stone grit can be seen. The only significant
difference in the range of material between H and E is the presence in E of a poorly fired, red/black 'mealy’



fabric (Fabric 0) which is quite unlike anything in H. It had had a smooth matt surface which survives
occasionally over the rim but has usually become badly eroded on the exterior; all the broken edges have
crumbled.

The vesicular fabrics from E have been given separate numbers from those in H but it is unlikely that the
differences will prove to be significant. Few sherds from area E were analysed, but they also all belong to Group
1 and the variations noted here are not significant, except for recognition.

V 7 : A hard compact grey vesicular with or without a beige surface (which might be a slip).

V 8 : A softer compact beige/grey vesicular. It varies from 7 mainly in the firing. Both vary in thickness from
05 - 12mm, the majority being 07-10mm thick.

V 9 : A very hard reddish brown vesicular with complex voids (and occasional grits) which tends to laminate or
split vertically. It is normally 05-08mm thick.

G 4 : yellow soft surface with medium exposed grits on grey core (rare)

G 5 : A hard grey fabric with an abrasive surface and occasional small grits, otherwise similar to V 7 and 8.

In general the material from E is more compact and rather paler than in H where the vesicular wares are looser
and more finely finished. Grass wiping, for instance, is not seen in E (though this might be due to the more
eroded condition of many surfaces in E). The possibility of the use of an outer slip (pink-beige in colour) is
more apparent in E, but would need to be checked by closer examination. Intense black sherds and red surfaces
are seen in H, but not in E, except in Fabric 0. This could be a factor of firing (unfortunately Fabric 0 was not
analysed)

Fabric 0 is unlike all the others, but it appears intermixed with the more conventional Early Neolithic material
and everted pointed rims and concave neck sherds suggest that it was used for normal open shouldered bowls. It
is found in the Relict Soils and in some of the pits.

Context 31024 (hollow). 1 sherd associated with a variety of other fabrics.

Context 31025 (main Relict Soil context) 21 sherds and fragments of which 4 are pointed rimsherds. It
is associated with other fabrics in 6 find groups (890, 5155, 5221, 5239, 5247, 5257). It
occurs 3 times in find groups noted as coming from the top of this soil, but is not found in any
noted as deriving from the bottom.

Context 31110 (soil) 4 crumbs

Context 31374 silt below 31025 1 sherd

Context 31557 (soil) 2 crumbs

Pit 31509 1 crumb (only find from pit)

Pit 31595 (pit with 54 sherds) 3 rimsherds and 2 crumbs

Pit 31606 1 crumb

Pit 31609 2 crumbs

Pot shape variation

The shape of the pots can only be judged by the profile of the rims and the presence of concave neck sherds. As
in Area H the number of recognisable shoulder sherds is very low and none are sharply defined. Consequently
no typological difference can be seen between the two assemblages except that the average thickness of pot
walls in E is very slightly greater and the firing temperatures lower.

Later pottery from Area E

The vast majority of the material from Area E is clearly Early Neolithic, but some sherds of Beaker ware were
also recovered. Apart from 3 pieces of Beaker in the relict soil (5282, 5359 and 5069), these possibly later finds
all came from discrete pits or stakeholes cut through the occupation soil. They are discussed in a later section,
as is 952 a reddish upright rim in a fabric unlike any other in Area E. It came from an isolated pit oven, and is
probably Middle Bronze Age.

Early Neolithic pottery from Area M (Fig 1.1.1.5)
There is remarkably little residual Early Neolithic material from the site as a whole. There is none in Areas |
and B3 down the slope from H, nor from the areas close to E. But there is a small concentration of such
material in Area M which is some 150m north of E.

There are four contexts there which contained Early Neolithic sherds. In two instances (3049 from posthole
22118 and 4093 from posthole 40092) there is a single eroded sherd. In posthole 22118 it is associated with
what look like fragments of Bronze Age pottery and may be judged residual (see Bronze Age pottery



commentary). 1411 from posthole 40088 is a genuine Early Neolithic sherd, in eroded condition, but this
posthole also contained 4 pieces of probably the same pot with an Early Neolithic profile but not a typical
fabric.

However 1892 from pit 40079 does contain several sherds from four Early Neolithic pots which are quite fresh
and join on ancient breaks. They are identical in both shape and fabric to the material from H and E. One rim
has a neatly drilled hole below it, drilled after firing, possibly from the inside. The fourth pot is represented by
featureless sherds less obviously Early Neolithic but not obviously Bronze Age. There is nothing clearly later
than Neolithic in this pit and the Neolithic material must have been quite fresh when it got into the pit.

The Early Neolithic Pottery from Parc Cybi in Context

The most obvious context for comparison is the assemblage from the megalithic tomb of Trefignath (Jenkins
1987 and Smith 1987, 10-33, 73-79) where 30 sherds and 34 crumbs of 8 undecorated pots were found under the
cairn and 1 (E with 57 sherds) in the quarry, perhaps contemporary with the building of earlier parts of the
tomb. Only E can be reconstructed with any confidence and it is a concave necked bowl with a simple rim and a
weak shoulder, made from a Group 1 fabric (Fig 1.1.2.1). Several of the others are made from this same
vesicular fabric, while 5 others contain visible grit temper which is demonstrably of local origin. Though the
quantity of sherds is quite high, they are all small and mostly featureless, a situation similar to that in Area E at
Parc Cybi. There were also a large number of struck flakes of flint and chert, but the percentage (10%) of
artefacts is small and most of those are points or scrapers.

The bulk of this pottery was judged to derive from domestic activity either pre-dating the tomb building or
associated with it. There were no structural remains found which might have been associated with this domestic
activity, but the later discovery of the large wooden building in Area H and the wider distribution of Early
Neolithic activity in the vicinity (within Parc Cybi), show that burial monuments may lie quite close to the
houses of the living; an unsurprising conclusion which it has seldom been possible to verify in the past, because
the tombs are eternally present in our landscape — and the wooden houses are not.

This phase at Trefignath had one radiocarbon date of 3980-3690 cal BC (HAR-3932)* which suggests a broad
contemporaneity to the building. The later phases of tomb use and closure are associated with mid-Neolithic
Mortlake or Fengate pots (discussed in a later section) whose makers can be recognised digging pits and burying
pottery within the area of Parc Cybi. A final phase of interest in the great monument is indicated by a later Iron
Age date (410-60 cal BC (HAR 3933))* for a pit dug at its impressive final entrance. Again there is evidence
for people living nearby at that time.

Tombs have been the context for much of the Early Neolithic pottery known from Wales up to the present
century, but the finds have seldom been prolific. The major assemblage from the Portal Dolmen at Dyffryn
Ardudwy, in fact provided the type site for the original definition of the ‘Irish Sea ware’ group (Powell 1973
and Lynch 1976). This provided the best examples of the elegant and sharply refined shouldered bowls with
classic vesicular fabrics carefully finished and burnished. But the quantity was not large and it should be
remembered that the pottery did not come from the chambers, but from the forecourts outside the entrances.

At Din Dryfol in Anglesey (Lynch in Smith and Lynch 1987) this area outside the final entrance had been badly
disturbed in the Roman period, and later with the building of a road and the digging of exploratory pits around
the entrance stone. A few small sherds from one or two shouldered bowls in vesicular fabric were found in the
area of the putative Chamber 1, but perhaps belonging originally to deposits in front of the earlier Chamber 3.
Fragments of the blade of a smashed and burnt axe were found in the same area. Din Dryfol is an interesting
and puzzling tomb with a long history of development, not unlike that of Trefignath, and the pottery
demonstrates that it belongs to the same cultural and chronological context as both Dyffryn and Trefignath.

All three of these tombs belong to the classic ‘Stone Box’ tradition of tombs (Lynch 1997) judged to be amongst
the oldest in the Irish Sea area. The other two tombs in Anglesey which have produced pottery, Pant y Saer and
Bryn yr Hen Bobl, are also closed stone boxes, but of rather idiosyncratic design. Pant y Saer, excavated in the
1930s ( W.L.Scott 1933), contained several sherds from an unshouldered bowl with a rather heavy rim, made
from a compact fabric containing a lot of limestone tempering. There is one shoulder sherd and one showing a

? Calibrated using OxCal 4.3. HAR-3932: 5050+/- 70
3 Calibrated using OxCal 4.3. HAR 3933: 2210+/- 70



lug but the general impression of this small assemblage is that it is likely to be rather later than the Trefignath
and Din Dryfol material.

The chamber at Bryn yr Hen Bobl, excavated at much the same date (Hemp 1935), had been badly disturbed and
most of the finds came from under the cairn, from presumed settlement debris. The recollection of Colin
Gresham, who took part in the excavation (Gresham 1985) is that there was undecorated pottery under the cairn
and its strange ‘terrace’, suggesting a situation comparable to Trefignath. The undecorated pottery from Bryn
yr Hen Bobl, being vesicular in texture and including several quite sharp shoulders, is closer to the classic Irish
Sea Ware than that from Pant y Saer but there is no precise dating though the site is clearly an old one since
Mesolithic flints come from the same horizon. Associated charcoal, animal bones and stone working debris
confirm its identification as a settlement area, but the size of the excavation trenches would not have allowed the
recognition of structures on the site and it was not until later that it was recognised as settlement debris (Piggott
1954, 180). Like Trefignath the mound retained an attraction, because a fair quantity of Middle Neolithic
pottery of Mortlake type was found in other trenches opened to examine the back of the cairn and its edge. The
context of this may have been the ubiquitous and unexplained Middle Neolithic pit digging, but interest clearly
continued because a Bronze Age urn and cremation was placed at the end of the ‘terrace’. Moreover early
records speak of inhumation burials in the top of the cairn, which may be another instance of renewed interest
during the Iron Age (Rowlands 2™ ed.1766, 215 and Lynch 1991, note p 284). Bryn yr Hen Bobl, therefore,
like Trefignath, was a burial monument which remained at the centre of a settled population, whether
continuous or intermittent.

More recently large scale ‘strip and map’ excavations have revealed the substantial wooden buildings which had
previously been missing from the British Early Neolithic. The ridge to the east of Bangor, between the rivers
Ogwen and Cegin, in the parish of Llandygai is the site of two of them standing some 500m apart, a separation
akin to that of modern farms in the region. One was found in 1966 during excavation of the later Henge
monuments (Houlder 1968 and Lynch and Musson 2001, 26-36) and the other in 2004, further south on the
ridge at Parc Bryn Cegin (Kenney 2008, 14-33). Both are long rectangular buildings of much the same
dimensions (about 12 x 6-7m) with 5 bays; the trusses supported by paired aisle posts down the centre, a plan
seen at Lough Gur, one of the first Irish Neolithic houses recognised (O’Riordain 1954) and Ballyglass
(O’Nuallain 1972) one of the best preserved, which proved very influential in interpreting the truncated remains
at Llandygai I. Llandygai II was better preserved with evidence for internal divisions and some patches of
burning on the floor. Llandygai I was more obviously tripartite in design with a clear central ‘room’ as in the
much larger Continental examples but details of how the spaces were used had been lost because of extensive
ploughing of the site. However the doubling of posts suggested that the main structure had been repaired during
its lifetime and the intensity of burning revealed that it had eventually burnt down. The better preservation of
the floor at Llandygai II revealed the possibility of heavy furniture and some internal partitions, and also details
of the outer walls which seem to have had slighter posts than the central aisle posts. A fuller series of
radiocarbon dates and the lack of evidence for post replacement suggested that it was occupied for perhaps 40-
110 years (Kenney 2008, 26-7), although, if well-maintained, such an oak house could have stood for much
longer — and several did so in the later mediaeval period.

Neither building produced a great many finds but what was found is consistent with that from other houses, in
both pottery and stone working. All are small pieces, badly broken and often eroded, suggesting domestic
rubbish which had lain on the floor, trodden in and perhaps swept to the walls and thus becoming incorporated
into the softer fill of the postholes. Finds at both buildings were concentrated inside, with most coming from the
postholes, but at Llandygai II there was early Neolithic pottery in an external pit with Graig Lwyd rock and
broken axes. At neither site was there an extensive area of old ground surface surviving, like Area E at Parc
Cybi, where a quantity of pottery and stone tools indicated Early Neolithic activity away from any recognisable
structure.

The pottery is mainly classifiable by fabric and small pieces of rims and shoulders, since few good profiles
survive. There are shouldered bowls and unshouldered bowls, notably the carefully buried segment, SF167
from Llandygai II, and the fabrics are closely comparable to Group 1 at Trefignath and Parc Cybi (Jenkins in
unpublished GAT Report 674). Since it is exclusively associated with the postholes of a relatively short-lived
building it can be confidently dated to 3700 — 3600 cal BC (Marshall and Kenney in Kenney 2008, 121-32). It
is likely that necked globular pots like that from Borras, (Wrexham) existed in both Llandygai assemblages but
were reconstructed as the more familiar open shouldered bowl (Lynch 2018).

The most recent discoveries of Neolithic rectangular wooden buildings have been made at Llanfaethlu on the
north Anglesey coast only some 9 miles from Parc Cybi (Rees and Jones TAAS 2015-16 (prior to the discovery



of the 4™ building)). Here there are three buildings set close together at the foot of a slope with a fourth some
25m away, closer to a small stream. Houses 1 and 2 are both clearly rectangular with the paired aisle posts seen
at Parc Cybi and Llandygai. House 1 may be over 20m long and 7-8m wide with at least one internal wall.
House 2 is shorter and slightly wider with internal compartments and perhaps an external verandah. Between
the two there was an area of postholes much disturbed and confused by Middle Neolithic pits. This is
interpreted as a third, smaller house 10m by 6m . The fourth house, found in the following year’s excavation,
seems to be three-sided with an external verandah. It is not clear whether the far end has been lost, or never
existed. This should, perhaps, be interpreted as a non-domestic structure. The scant remains of a human burial
lay close to it.

However all four buildings produced pottery of Early Neolithic ‘Irish Sea’ type and in the small quantities that
might be expected, mainly from posthole fillings and quite a bit, residually, in the filling of the Middle Neolithic
pits, presumably from surface scatters, such as the material from an undisturbed relict soil outside House 1.
The closeness of houses 1-3 would suggest that they are not all contemporary, but there is no significant
variation in the style of pottery used. The rims are mainly simple and neatly everted, but there are some that are
definitely out-turned and thickened. The shoulders are weak, most just have an S curve but one or two have a
defined change of direction. The upright neck with a globular body (Borras type) is probably present here, as at
Parc Cybi. Another Borras type with a globular body and sharply out-turned rim may also be present. The only
pot which can be fully reconstructed is a small cup, 100mm in diameter. There is another almost identical —
perhaps the same pot since this comes from the fill of a Middle Neolithic pit).

The pottery from House 4 shares the same styles but there is a contrast in that the find groups often contain
several sherds of the same pot and so more can be meaningfully reconstructed. The rims have the same range
but the shoulders are slightly better defined and a slightly inward leaning profile can be reconstructed. The
upright neck and assumed globular body, the small cup and the ubiquitous shouldered bowl are all present. The
main contrast between House 4 and the others is that the pottery is better preserved, in that more of the
individual pot is present. This may be a result of some difference of function and deposition.

Outside House 4 there was not only the human burial (date unknown at present) but a pit (77) which contained
142 Irish Sea Ware sherds, significantly more than any other pit but the majority are featureless. Typical
concave necks, shoulders and neat everted rims are present. It recalls the pit outside the house at Parc Bryn
Cegin, but all the sherds are relatively small and deliberation seems less apparent.

The Clynnog pottery is from a series of pits randomly distributed over the west-facing nose of a slight ridge
about 250m from the present coast just north of the village which lies on the natural route between the Menai
Straits and Cardigan Bay. This coast has eroded eastwards in the last few centuries and Neolithic tombs have
been lost (Kelly 1974). The site looks suitable for settlement but no structures were recognised during
excavation for road improvements on the A499 (Roberts 2007 and 2009)

Some fifty pits and eleven post or stakeholes and a few amorphous linear features were scattered over an area of
1625 square metres. There were two areas where pits were clustered tightly together and several were inter-cut
(Pit Groups I and II). Both early and late Neolithic pottery was found on the site and for the most part the
distributions of the various styles were distinct, and those few sherds found away from their main focus were
featureless and undiagnostic.

Sherds of undecorated vesicular ware probably represent the scanty remains of 11 pots. One Pot (A) is an
unusually large intact segment of an upright-necked bowl with a globular body, which confirms this unusual
profile; but the others are all small pieces of traditional Irish Sea Ware (Lynch 1976) found intermixed with
charcoal in 4 pits over an area of about 140 sq metres. The bulk of the material however (pottery and flint),
came from the fill of Pit 37.04, one of 2 largish pits in Group I which cut a third (37.163) which contained no
artefacts. Two radiocarbon dates (both ¢.3700-3650 cal BC) were obtained from this pit. Another pit (37.210)
which contained a fragment of polished stone axe and sherds of an undecorated lugged pot (Pot X) which was
difficult to parallel, produced two radiocarbon dates (also both ¢. 3700-3650 cal BC) which indicate an Early
Neolithic context, a conclusion supported by the analysis of the fabric.

This early pottery at Clynnog comes from a line of widely scattered pits which contrasts with the tightly
clustered pits containing Mortlake Ware, the paired pits with Grooved Ware and the fairly close-set pits with
Beaker (a rare appearance of this material in North Welsh pits). Whatever the meaning of “pit groups’, I suspect
that the burial of Early Neolithic pottery is incidental to normal domestic or agricultural activity (Anderson-
Whymark and Thomas 2012). The excavation area at Clynnog was relatively narrow and it is probable that a
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substantial building like those at Llandygai might be beneath the modern farmhouse.

Borras on the outskirts of Wrexham in north-east Wales is a very large gravel quarry which in prehistory was a
rolling landscape of glacial clays with several kettle holes whose water-holding qualities made it attractive to
man and animals over thousands of years (Grant 2015). The Neolithic component of the settlement there does
not include any recognisable structures but there may have been ovens with hearths and there are certainly pits
with pottery.

The earliest pottery there may be judged to be Ebbsfleet Ware a lightly decorated style thought to lie behind the
development of the heavily decorated Middle Neolithic series of Impressed Wares (Piggott 1954). The
relationship of this pottery to the Western Neolithic/ Carinated bowls/ Windmill Hill-Abingdon Bowls/ Irish Sea
Ware series (Sheridan 1995) is fluid, perhaps because the geographical distributions have seldom overlapped.
At Borras, a significant Marcher location, there are shouldered bowls and a necked bowl like that from Clynnog
but the rim forms are more complex and the numbers that are lightly decorated is high. The seven dates from
Borras for the Ebbsfleet pits are all, like the pottery, astonishingly consistent within a range of 3700-3370 cal
BC. The Ebbsfleet Style has not been much studied in isolation and few radio carbon dates relate directly to it
and these Borras dates must constitute the largest group so far (Ard and Darvill 2015).

The settlements in the north-west of Wales are slightly earlier than this Ebbsfleet occupation in the north-east
and their cultural background, with simpler pottery shapes, lack of decoration and substantial buildings, looks
much more Irish than the activity at Borras. But this Ebbsfleet link is indicative of how contacts to the east were
developing in the mid-third millennium to bring westward a style of richly decorated pottery with little
connection to middle Neolithic Irish styles and a way of living which no longer included the use of great
wooden buildings.

Middle and Late Neolithic Pottery

The majority of the Middle and Late Neolithic pottery comes from pits situated on the slopes below Trefignath
megalithic tomb and the Early Neolithic building in Area H, about 100-200m away from these earlier centres of
activity. The Mortlake pits are at the bottom, probably close to the contemporary edge of the marsh (Area K)
and those containing Fengate and Grooved Ware are a little bit higher up the slope to the east (Area J). There is
also a pit with Grooved Ware across the valley in Area D3, in the vicinity of Area E.

Mortlake Pottery (Fig 1.1.1.6)

The quantity of Mortlake pottery is not especially large and it is restricted to the 5 pits in Area K9, except for a
few sherds from the eastern chamber of Trefignath tomb, probably associated with its closure (Smith and Lynch
1987).

Nine different pots may be recognised but only two, Pots A and F, can be reconstructed in any meaningful way
(Fig I.1.1.6). Pot A is a classic Mortlake bowl and Pot F is the lower half of a similar bowl with a flattened base
and carelessly scored lines. The upper part is not present.

The sherds come from 5 pits, one of which (80686) contained the bulk of the material (30 sherds, some pieces of
base quite large, from fragmentary Pots A, B, and F). This was flanked by pit 80602 which contained 2 sherds
from the rim of A; and by Pit 80594 which produced 11 sherds from Pots C, D and E. Beyond Pit 80594 was
disturbed Pit 80788 in which there were 2 sherds of Pot E. These four pits form a line, all close together but
there was one more pottery pit (80610) some 2.5m to the north which contained a single sherd of Pot F. Three
of these 5 pits contained sherds of the recognisable pots from the main deposit, indicating that they were all
active in some way at the same time. The other two pits are linked by Pot E. These pits also contained variable
amounts of charcoal and fire-cracked stones and pebbles. In one case the filling is described as a ‘dump of
hearth material’. Another two large pits in the vicinity contained no pottery.

Comment on pit use and filling

All the Mortlake pits contained burnt stone and charcoal and one or two flint or chert flakes. The burnt material
was a significant feature of the fills and was described as ‘a dump of hearth material’ in Pits 80686 and 80610.
Pit 80686 also contained some bone, the only occasion this is mentioned. With the Fengate pits the situation
was similar, but there is less mention of burnt stone. The Grooved Ware pit in Area J has quite a bit of flint, but
no burnt stone. In Area D3 the main pottery pit (60093) contains a lot of charcoal and burnt stone and several
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flints (2 worked) and a polishing stone. There is a hearth close by. It is notable that the pits which contain the
most pottery also contain the most struck flint and stone flakes and possible hearth debris.

The idea that the presence of pottery, tool-making waste and the debris of fires (but not, it seems, food waste
since bones are seldom found, even in alkaline sites) is due to the practical need to fill in a pit dug for an
unknown purpose and not part of a quasi-religious ritual, is gaining ground. But it does raise questions about
the management of waste around Middle and Late Neolithic settlements. These settlements already have
significant problems, since any form of shelter seems to be lacking on most. In fact these pits are often the only
guide to a domestic presence, as is the case at Parc Cybi.

One site where there are typical ‘pot pits’ and some reasonably convincing contemporary structures is Sewerby
Cottage Farm near Bridlington, Yorkshire, where at least three episodes of settlement over about 500 years are
recorded (Fenton-Thomas 2009). Over this time there are some quite substantial rectangular and, later, oval
structures and some rubbish dumps at one end of the site; and at the other, some 20-30m away, there are distinct
clusters of pits containing Ebbsfleet Ware, Mortlake Ware, and Grooved Ware. Whatever was going on in the
pits it seems to be kept away from the living area, and there remain questions about whether or not the pottery in
the filling is too unabraded to come from the much trampled dumps around the huts.

The linkages suggest that the pits at Parc Cybi, for whatever purpose they were dug, were filled in at the same
time or that they were filled in from the same midden deposit, which has not been found in our case. This
interpretation suggests that the pottery content should not be considered a deliberate ‘offering’. This view is
very strongly supported by a study of the 20 pits which contain Mortlake pottery at two recently excavated sites,
at Llanfaethlu only some 9km away on the north coast of Anglesey (Rees and Jones 2016), and at Brookside,
Denbigh (Rees and Jones 2017). However the pattern of deposition in the various chronologically distinct pit
clusters at Parc Bryn Cegin near Bangor suggested more deliberation in the placing of pottery in the pits there
(Lynch in Kenney 2008) and perhaps the obvious difference in quantity of pottery in Pit 80686 and the others
might have some significance that we cannot fathom.

Mortlake Pottery comparisons

The nature of the Mortlake pottery from Parc Cybi is very typical of the style across the country, in the use of
large pieces of quartz and other light coloured stone tempering in a predominantly pinkish clay matrix, in the
rather careless impressed decoration in varied techniques, and in the shape of the bowls and their rims (Gibson
1995).

The single analysed sherd from this assemblage (5720 Pot A) unfortunately included an area without large grits,
but the bulk of the material has got the characteristic large inclusions. The detailed analysis demonstrated that
it, and the pots from the tomb and all the other Middle to Late Neolithic pots, were made from local “clays” and
local stone fillers from within Ynys Gybi (see Williams and Jenkins, this volume Part 1.2.1).

Impressed Wares were relatively rare in the archaeological record of North Wales until the advent of large
developer funded excavations which uncovered the non-monumental pits in which it is usually found. Since
2000 (Lynch et al 2000) their distribution has considerably expanded and there are now several large
assemblages from across the region.

In Anglesey the style has been known since 1935 when a small group of sherds was found found at the back of
the cairn at Bryn yr Hen Bobl megalithic tomb (Hemp 1935, Gresham 1985, and Lynch 1991, 339), probably
reflecting ‘settlement’ close to the tomb. The site at Llanfaethlu, like Parc Cybi, has an initial phase of Early
Neolithic occupation with large wooden houses and the use of undecorated shouldered bowls in the tradition
widespread in Britain and Ireland. This pottery appears in the context of ‘domestic rubbish’ for the most part.
Then, like here, the next manifestation of settlement is the puzzling phenomenon of pit digging which is carried
through into the Late Neolithic with Grooved Ware (Rees and Jones 2016). On the mainland, Parc Bryn Cegin
near Bangor shows the same sequence, with an early Neolithic building and limited pottery finds and then a
series of pit clusters containing Mortlake, then Fengate and finally Grooved Ware pottery (Kenney 2008).
Further south on the mainland at Clynnog there is no building, but some Early Neolithic pottery in a pit and
other pits containing some rather untypical Mortlake Ware, Fengate/Grooved Ware and some Beaker (Roberts
2007). This normally ubiquitous pottery is surprisingly rare in the context of pits, but there is Beaker from a pits
at Hidre-faig Farm, Penmynydd (Davidson et al 2010, 10-12).

Further east at Brookhouse near Denbigh a small excavation produced evidence for 13 pits of which 7 were
filled exclusively from a midden containing Mortlake pottery (Rees and Jones 2017). At Borras Quarry in
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Wrexham a very large area excavation has demonstrated, like Parc Bryn Cegin, a shifting occupation with
clusters of chronologically distinct pits which contain a lot of Ebbsfleet Ware, some Mortlake, some Grooved
Ware, virtually no classic Beaker, but a lot of Domestic Beaker (Grant 2015). Sites around Fourcrosses near
Welshpool have produced an Ebbsfleet pot with an early single burial (Warrilow, Owen and Britnell 1986) and
some pits with rather fine small Mortlake bowls (Fourcrosses by-pass), similar to some at Borras. Dates
obtained from several of these sites confirm a horizon of use from about 3300 — 3000 cal BC, in line with the
picture from Britain as a whole (Ard and Darvill 2015). The dates from Parc Cybi itself come from Pit 80686
(3350-3100 cal BC (SUERC-81358) and 3350-3030 cal BC (SUERC-83287)) and from Pit 80594 (3350-3090
cal BC (SUERC-81359)).

Detailed comparisons can be made with local contemporary sites. It could be argued that those who were
using/closing the tomb at Trefignath would have been part of the community living just down the hill at Parc
Cybi, but in fact the pottery is not especially close. Trefignath B is the most standard Mortlake pot with a ridged
rim decorated with twisted cord which is also found on the rounded body (Smith in Smith and Lynch 1987, 73-
9). The rim shape is comparable to Pots C and perhaps D at Parc Cybi, but all the Parc Cybi pottery is decorated
by fingernail impressions or broad incisions, there is no twisted cord. Trefignath A and C (I would judge that
these rim sections are all from the same pot) have a lozenge-shaped rim carelessly decorated with whipped cord
herring bone. Rims of this shape and the use of whipped cord are popular at Llanfaethlu but neither is seen at
Parc Cybi. Trefignath G has an odd damaged rim with twisted cord on the top edge.

A flat base at Trefignath is thought to belong to A/C which has led to its designation as Fengate Ware of which
the rim is not very typical. But it is worth noting that Pot F at Parc Cybi definitely has a flattened base — and so,
less obviously, does the base 5714. A very straight-sided narrow pot (100mm diameter) from Carrog near
Llanfechell, Anglesey in very typical Peterborough fabric with a date of 3340-3080 cal BC must also have had
a flat base (Smith et al 2014); as does a small elongated pot (E) from Brookhouse, Denbigh (Rees and Jones
2017). This all points to the fact that we are dealing with a spectrum or continuum and typological distinctions
are fluid.

The 4 rims at Parc Cybi are all relatively narrow and Pot A has a style of rim which is widespread, the lines of
deep dots on a rounded rim profile is popular at many sites, including Bryn yr Hen Bobl (Lynch 1991 fig 28.13)
and Borras (Grant 2015). What is perhaps surprising is that there are none of the ridged lozenge shaped rims
which occur at Bryn yr Hen Bobl (Lynch 1991 Fig 28, 17) and are particularly popular and often most carefully
made at Llanfaethlu (Rees and Jones 2016). Nor are there any of the sloping T-shaped rims which seem to be a
feature of the Marches and South Wales (Gibson 1995). Though Peterborough styles are easily recognised
around the country there are regional preferences, some of which may even be personal preferences of particular
potters.

Fengate Ware (Fig 1.1.1.7)

There are some 13 identifiable vessels which can be ascribed to the Fengate Style of the Peterborough or
Impressed Ware series. Traditional typology and, to some extent, radiocarbon dating suggest that they are
slightly later than the Mortlake pots and a bit earlier than Grooved Ware. All three styles are normally found in
pits and are very seldom associated with domestic structures or burials. At Sewerby Cottage Farm it is
interesting, but puzzling, that Fengate ware is only found in the rubbish dumps and not in any ‘pot pit’ (Fenton-
Thomas 2009, 151).

The Fengate Ware is more widely distributed than the Mortlake or Grooved Ware. It occurs in one quite tight
cluster of 8 pits covering an area of about 14 sq m in Area I, and in 5 more widely dispersed pits in Areas I and
J. It has also been recorded in evaluation excavations by Wessex Archaeology in an area just to the east of the
limits of Parc Cybi, some 100m below Trefignath tomb (Wessex Archaeology 2015) (Fig 1.1.2.1) (see this
volume part [.1.2).

Of the 8 pits (in a cluster of 9) in Area I which contain Fengate Ware and occasional worked stone, only Pit
21221 contained any significant quantity. There were 34 sherds and 53 fragments from 3 different pots (L, N
and 1151) together with 2 residual sherds of Early Neolithic pottery (Fig 1.1.1.7). Pit 25054 close by contained
only 3 sherds, all from Pot L in Pit 21221; Pit 21219, also very close, held only 2 essentially featureless sherds
and some crumbs. These three pits are part of a tight cluster and around them are 5 smaller pits which contained
a few Fengate sherds but there are no linkages. Pits 18065 and 21210 each contained only 2 sherds from a
single pot (G and K); Pit 18063 contained 13 sherds perhaps from 3 pots (including Pot M). The 2 sherds and
11 fragments of pottery in Pit 21212 may also represent 3 different pots, and the 2 sherds in Pit 21208 include a
possible fragment of a flat base, but they cannot be assigned to any of the identified pots.
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More than 50% of the pottery came from Pit 21221 and its neighbour 25054, and there were several linkages in
their content. There were no linkages between the other pits, but it is notable that where there were only 2
sherds, they often came from the same pot.

Within the same Area I there are two other pits (21037 and 19075), some 30-50m apart from the cluster and
from each other, which contain 3 Fengate sherds (Pot I and 1033). Some 100m further north in Area J there are
two more pits just over 2m apart: 70173 which contained 4 sherds and 11 fragments from two very typical
Fengate collared jars (Pots H and J); and 70181 with 1 featureless sherd and 12 fragments in a compatible
fabric. Some 16m north from these pits is another (70202) with a featureless fragment of pottery which may be
Fengate.

Fengate Pottery Comparisons

There are several very close similarities between the shape and decoration of the vessels from Parc Cybi and
Parc Bryn Cegin, with 27 vessels probably the largest Fengate assemblage from Wales (Kenney 2008a and b).
The jars at Parc Cybi are collared, most of them with a relatively narrow incurved collar and a bevelled rim with
herring-bone decoration. The characteristic pits under the collar occur only in Pot J; in Pots G and L they are
clearly not there. These jars would normally have a conical body coming down to a narrow base.

Pot I is larger and has a straight collar, looking very much more like an Early Bronze Age Collared Urn, but
decorated sherds from the lower body suggest that it was fully decorated. In fact it is closely comparable to
PGVI.A from Parc Bryn Cegin where the fingernail marks come right down to the base, which is very seldom
the case with Collared Urns in Britain (Longworth 1984). Rather surprisingly the use of fingernail impressions
is relatively rare at Parc Cybi. They occur on Pots J and L, but on A it is incision and on I the lines are created
by a ‘stab and drag* technique with a thin stick, though the body has fingernail marks on it. The inserted base of
Pot L is unusual, and may have been a repair during manufacture.

The fabric of all these pots contains a lot of very conspicuous angular stone grit, some of it dolerite and
sandstone. Analysis of 2 sherds demonstrated that, like all the other Neolithic pottery, these jars were made
with local materials. The walls are quite thin and the grits protrude from the surface making them look rather
rough. The colour is usually a darkish brown.

Parc Cybi and Parc Bryn Cegin both have pits containing the triple range of pottery styles : Mortlake, Fengate
and Grooved Ware that are most frequently found through the Middle to Late Neolithic. Of the three, Fengate
seems to be the rarest in Wales. For instance Borras in north east Wales has Ebbsfleet, Mortlake, Grooved Ware
and Domestic Beaker but no Fengate. Nor does Llanfaethlu in Anglesey have typical Fengate, though there is
much Mortlake and Grooved Ware. At Ogmore in Glamorgan all three styles are present, as they are at Walton,
though the identifications are fluid and there is clearly not very much Fengate material (Gibson and Kinnes
1997 and Gibson 1999). At Clynnog, Gwynedd, there is a problem in distinguishing Grooved Ware and
Fengate, as there is at Llanfaethlu where the appropriateness of modern typological classification may be in
question. If it was a matter of distinguishing Mortlake and Fengate, this would be no problem since they
clearly overlap in date, but there does currently remain a chronological separation between Fengate and
Grooved Ware (Garwood 1999) and this is maintained by the Grooved Ware date for material here in Area D3
(see below).

Fengate Ware seldom appears in any context except Pit Groups, but there is a characteristic sherd from beneath
the Late Neolithic enclosure bank at Castell Bryn Gwyn, Anglesey (Lynch 1991,101) and from a single pit
within a probably unrelated enclosure at Brynderwen, Powys (Gibson and Musson 1990). In southern England
it appeared notably in the filling of the West Kennet Long Barrow chambers (Piggott 1962) and in the ditches of
Causewayed Camps such as Windmill Hill (Keiller 1965) alongside all the other Impressed Wares, collectively
categorised as Secondary Neolithic by Stuart Piggott in 1954. The Fengate style was first distinguished by
Isabel Smith in 1956 (Smith 1956, 106-16) but, though it is widespread across Britain, it has not received much
exclusive discussion since then. It has been occurring frequently across the Midlands and in Yorkshire in
recent years because, as in Wales, largescale commercial excavations have revealed the pits in which it is
normally found. In Yorkshire it has been usefully studied by Terry Manby in the course of many specialist
reports. His discussion of the material (Rudston, Mortlake, Fengate and Grooved Ware) from Sewerby Cottage
Farm near Bridlington contains a useful résumé of the stylistic ranges, contexts and dates for the northern
material (Manby in Fenton-Thomas 2009, 175-85). The Yorkshire Fengate material in particular is extremely
close to the Welsh material, reinforcing the impression that there is a good deal of contact between north Wales
and Yorkshire in the Later Neolithic and the Early Bronze Age.
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Dates from the Fengate pits at Parc Bryn Cegin give a range of 3350-3020 cal BC for material from both Pit
Groups V and VI. This is almost the same as the date range for Pit Group 1 with Mortlake pottery: 3360-3090
and 3330-2920 cal BC, but is earlier than the dates (2900-2670 and 2890-2670 cal BC) for Grooved Ware from
Pit Group VIII at the same site. At Parc Cybi the dates for the pits in Area K with Mortlake pottery are 3350-
3090 cal BC (SUERC-81359), 3350-3100 cal BC (SUERC-81358) and 3350-3030 cal BC (SUERC-83287);
and for the pits in Area I with Fengate pottery the dates are 3330-3010 cal BC (SUERC-81342), 3270-2920 cal
BC (SUERC-83275) and 3330-2930 cal BC (SUERC-83276), suggesting that there is very little chronological
difference between these styles in this region. The date for Pit 60093 with Grooved Ware in area D3, however,
is 2860-2570 cal BC which does confirm some genuine chronological difference.

However it is becoming apparent that Grooved Ware is present before 3000 cal BC in Scotland and dates from
Yorkshire are in general earlier than in southern England (Manby in Fenton Smith 2009, 183) so the question of
overlapping of all three major styles remains open.

Grooved Ware (Figs 1.1.1.8 and 9)
Grooved Ware occurs in two groups of pits, in Area J and Area D3, and there are residual sherds from Area B2
with the stone roundhouses. One sherd has also been recognised at Trefignath tomb.

A single sherd identified as Grooved Ware, largely because of its use of grog as a temper (Jenkins 1987) and the
presence of a single groove, came from the disturbed central chamber of Trefignath tomb (Fig I.1.2.1). Like the
Mortlake material it demonstrates the continuing interest of the community in this ancestral monument (whether
or not it was theirs) (Smith 1987, 76-8).

Analysis of the Grooved Ware from Parc Cybi shows a certain continuing vesicularity but also a rather greater
use of grog as a temper (Group 1/2 Voids+ grog) which was not a significant element of the Mortlake and
Fengate fabrics (See Williams and Jenkins, this volume Part 1.2.1). In the 2 samples, 6381, 6394, it resulted in a
rather soft, lightweight fabric which occurs at Capel Eithin, Parc Bryn Cegin and Bryn Celli Ddu and appears to
be quite a distinctive feature of Grooved Ware in this region. Notwithstanding this distinction, the pottery was
very likely made locally, like all the other ceramic material.

Grooved Ware from Area B

There is a single base sherd (sf 4070, Pot U) from a small bowl (designed like a Chinese rice bowl to be held in
one hand) which, on the basis of the soft, lightweight fabric (described above) is considered to be Grooved Ware
(Fig 1.1.1.9). The lack of decoration (at the base at any rate) and the simple shape make typology fallible, but a
broadly similar small jar from Clynnog (Roberts forthcoming) can be cited as a parallel. This comes from a
charcoal patch between Roundhouses C and E. Sf 4316R, 6 fragments in a similar soft fabric from a charcoal-
rich deposit in the first phase of Roundhouse C might also be Grooved Ware. An incurved rim (Pot V) from a
stone surface in use with granaries linked to the roundhouse group is also probably a bit of residual Grooved
Ware, since it is similar to sf 1651 (Pot X) from Area D3. It is strange that only Grooved Ware occurs
residually in this much used area of the site, down by the edge of the marsh.

Grooved Ware from Area J (Fig 1.1.1.8)

The Grooved Ware from this area of Middle-Late Neolithic activity comes from two inter-cut pits (70503
cutting 70529) and a possible posthole, 70480, some 3-4m to the east of them. The group is quite isolated from
other humanly dug features

The material from Pit 70503 comes from a context (70502) in the upper fill and is almost certainly redeposited
from the disturbed Pit 70529 but it also contains sherds which are very similar to those from posthole 70480.
There is only one join on featureless sherds, but pieces of distinctive pots such as Pots O and Q (pit 70929) and
R (postthole 70480) can be recognised in both pits. The mixing therefore predates the disturbance of Pit 70529.

The upper fill of Pit 70503 contains 31 sherds from perhaps 12 different pots, most of them differentiated by
fabric and minor variants of decoration, because very little of each pot is present. In Pit 70529 there are 44
sherds from possibly 15 pots. These come from several contexts at the bottom and the sides, suggesting that
sherds were widely dispersed in the original fillings. Again not much of any one pot survives except for Pot Q
where there is quite a substantial piece of base made from several joining sherds and 5 other pieces from further
up the jar.
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Grooved Ware from Area D3 (Fig 1.1.1.9)

The only other occurrence of Grooved Ware at Parc Cybi is in Area D3 some 500m away to the west. Here
there are two pits only one of which contained any significant quantity of pottery. Pit 60162 contained 2
undecorated sherds; one is perhaps part of a base (110mm in diameter) and both have fabrics which suggest that
they might belong with the Grooved Ware from Pit 60093 which is 2m SE of 60162.

Pit 60093 had three distinguishable fills but the mixture of pottery in them suggests that the differences had little
significance. The pit contained 26 sherds and 25 fragments all in approximately the same fabric: hard, compact
with well-crushed stone grits. The colours varied from a pink-beige to dark brown. Five pots could be
identified but only one was present in any quantity and could be reconstructed on paper. The pit also contained
burnt stone, charcoal, some flints and a polishing stone. It may be relevant that there was a hearth close by.

Pot W from Pit 60093 is a tub-like bowl halfway in size between Pot Q and Pot R from Area J, but with very
different decoration. It is 200mm in diameter at the simple upright rim and 130mm at the missing base. The
height is estimated at 145mm. It is decorated all over with neat vertical lines of sharply cut impressions. They
are so uniform in size that they must be made with a stamp but some appear to be triple, like a tiny bird
footprint, and others double. The fabric is compact, well-fired and smooth with well-crushed grits. The colour
is pink/beige with a grey core.

Two other upright rims are present. One (Pot Y) is very hard with a diagonal slash across the top and a firm
stab-mark on the outer surface. The other is also flat-topped with three rather carelessly drawn grooves on the
outer surface (Pot Z) and is probably from a tub with a band of grooves around top as in Pot PGVIII B at Parc
Bryn Cegin (Kenney 2008, Fig 15). Another grooved body sherd (1656) comes from lower down in the pit and
is not part of the same tub because of difference of fabric and style of grooving.

Pot X is represented by a narrow segment of a rounded incurving rim with a band of decoration of horizontal
grooves and oblique square-ended stab marks. This band seems to be 45mm deep and may end with a fringe of
confused vertical lines. A sherd (Sf4502R) with 3 grooves and confused stab marks, from lower down the pit,
probably belongs to this pot; as does another undecorated sherd from the middle fill. Pot X was analysed (1651)
and is slightly different in fabric from those from Area J, but does contain both grog and stone filler. This
incurving profile is common in the Durrington Walls style, but usually on much heavier, coarser jars
(Wainwright and Longworth 1971, Figs. 36-49). In Anglesey, notably at Llanfaethlu and at pits near
Penmynydd (Davidson et al 2010, 12-17) this profile appears frequently, often with rather richly carved grooves
and cordons embellished with nicks and complex stab marks. The impression gained is that these are rather
finer bowls than the heavy southern jars and that this particular style may have been become more refined in
North West Wales.

Grooved Ware Pottery Comparisons

The majority of the pots can be reconstructed as some kind of tub with a flat base, gently sloping sides and an
upright rim with various forms of elaboration. Body sherds (Pots S and T) suggest that some of the larger pots
had quite prominent cordons bordering bands of grooved or ribbed decoration. The small tub (Pot R ) 70mm in
diameter and probably 50mm high is the most complete, with a slightly thickened rim on the inside and three
lines of sharply incised horizontal grooves topping a broad band of jagged filled triangles below. This is a
classic Clacton-style pot typical of many found widely across Britain. In Anglesey, pottery recently found in
pits near Bryn Celli Ddu (excavations in 2016 by the University of Central Lancashire) belongs to this style as
does the pottery from Pit Group VIII from Parc Bryn Cegin, Bangor (Kenney 2008, Fig 15). The two analysed
sherds (6381 and 6394 from Pits 70503 and 70529) respectively — see above) contain significant grog and are
rather soft and lightweight, as are the pots from Parc Bryn Cegin and Bryn Celli Ddu. Both these sites can also
provide parallels for Pot Q with its rather haphazard bands filled with sharp triangular stab marks. The scraps of
angular grooved decoration from various pots (Fig MLN 3) belong to the same style though the curvilinear
pieces are less common, but not unknown (eg at Durrington Walls itself (Wainwright and Longworth 1971)).
The elaborately decorated rims (Pots ?Q and P) probably come from similar, but slightly larger tubs. It is
possible that rim 6384 might belong to Pot Q. The internal ridging and the raised wavy cordons are found
frequently, especially in Scotland (Sheridan 1999, Fig 12.6) and in the Woodlands style which is judged to be
contemporary with Clacton (Garwood 1999, 158). The large more curvaceous jar, Pot O 705529 is a much
bigger vessel with a very elaborate internally moulded rim (a distinctive feature of Grooved Ware) and a
grooved and stabbed exterior. The wavy cordon inside the rim links it with Pot P even though the shape of the
jar is not common in Grooved Ware.
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Grooved Ware in North Wales

Grooved Ware has become more common in Wales since 2000 (Lynch et al 2000, 112-15 and gazetteer in Cleal
and MacSween 1999) and in Anglesey alone there are now 6 significant assemblages : Parc Cybi, Llanfaethlu ,
Wylfa estate Evaluation 9, Penmynydd, Bryn Celli Ddu and Capel Eithin, as well as the single sherds from the
tombs at Lligwy and Trefignath. These collections, most of them not yet published, differ in the styles of
Grooved Ware preferred. The Clacton style with sharply incised bands and triangles on tub-shaped vessels
occurs at Bryn Celli Ddu and amongst the Area J pits at Parc Cybi. At Capel Eithin the style was described at
Woodlands (Longworth in White and Smith 1999, 76-77) and was characterised by bowls with multiple raised
cordons in a very lightweight fabric. This style occurs again in the much larger and more varied assemblage at
Llanfaethlu where it is associated with vases with incurved rims and deeply cut grooves and also with wavy
‘pie crust’ cordons, both of which are seen at Parc Cybi. The pits at Penmynydd produced bowls with incurved
rims and gently waved cordons in a particularly richly embellished style which is also seen at Parc Cybi D3,
Llanfaethlu and Wylfa. This may turn out to be a distinctive feature of the pottery from the island at this period.

Bronze Age Pottery

Beaker Pottery from Area E

The vast majority of the material from the relict soil in Area E is clearly Early Neolithic, but there is a very
small amount of Beaker pottery, some 14-16 small sherds in all, from the vicinity of the hearths and from the
relict soil (Fig 1.1.1.10).

Five sherds of Beaker pottery (Finds 5052, 5282, 5286, 5359 and 5069) are recorded from the Relict soil itself
and 6 others (Finds 851(5 sherds) and 976) come from features (a stakehole and a pit) cut into it. In 2004
fourteen finds of Beaker pottery were made within the area of an Evaluation Trench (6) in this same location. It
has proved difficult to relate the plans precisely, but the pottery occurred in 2 scatters, both from the relict soil.

All the Beaker pottery occurs as small eroded sherds, from at least 7 different pots. It is probable that finds
2321/ 24/28 are from the same pot but no reconstruction is possible. Only one of these Area E Beaker finds
(851) was analysed. The sherd proved to contain a mixture of grog and clasts, finely crushed and, like all the
other Neolithic and Early Bronze Age pottery, most likely to have been made locally. The other sherds were
assessed macroscopically and were judged to be fairly characteristic in both fabric and decoration of Early
Beaker styles, with horizontal bands of hyphenated or rouletted lines in simple designs. Comparison with other
Welsh Beakers (Lynch et al. 2000 Fig 3.13, p 117) would put them in Lanting Steps 2 or 3 (Lanting and Van
der Waals 1972) at a chronological horizon of 2500 — 2250 cal BC (Needham 2005 Period 1 — Pre-Fission).
However there are no rims present and no indication of the shape of the body so this is not a firm conclusion.
More pertinent is the condition of the sherds and their scattered distribution which suggests that they are
essentially domestic rubbish and comparable to a number of similar scatters often found beneath the protection
of later monuments or in patches of eroding soil.

In Anglesey the collection from the Newborough sand dunes (Lynch 1991, 123-5) is the best known and has
been compared to other coastal sites at Merthyr Mawr Warren, Glamorgan, Dalkey Island south of Dublin and
Glenluce Bay in south-west Scotland. A more recent find of similar material was made at Cromlech Farm,
Llanfechell where some 20 small sherds with zoned hyphenated decoration were found in a crack in the bedrock
close to the remains of the fallen megalithic tomb at Cromlech (Smith 2013, 60). Elsewhere scatters of Beaker
sherds have been found beneath Bronze Age monuments at Brenig 51 (Lynch 1993, 104-5), Trelystan (Britnell
1982, 165) and throughout Britain (Gibson 1982).

Beyond Area E at Parc Cybi fragments of Beaker are very rare. There are a couple of classic decorated sherds
from Cae Glas 1 to the east, excavated by Wessex Archaeology, and there were thought to be 3 undecorated,
Beaker fabric sherds from Area I, which are now thought more likely to be Middle Bronze Age in date, and
there is one small fragment with possible decoration (5416) from Area F1, from the old ground surface around
Roundhouse I.

Although complete Beakers were very carefully buried in 3 pits within Henge B at Llandygai I (Lynch and
Musson 2001, 65-7) there were none at nearby Parc Bryn Cegin within the virtually contemporary ‘broken pot
pits’ (Kenney 2008) and there are none within pits here, nor at Llanfaethlu. Whatever the role of these pits,
Beakers do not seem to be involved. They seem to be either trodden under foot or reserved for more formal
roles, normally accompanying burials.
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On Ynys Cybi itself the only other Beaker finds come from one of the barrows at Porth Dafarch which were
excavated by W.O. Stanley (Stanley 1876; Lynch 1991, 126, 130-2). The virtually complete Beaker is Long-
necked and belongs to Step 5, probably dating to around 2000 cal BC. Two small sherds from another Beaker,
perhaps never complete, were also found in the central cist. They look very similar to 2323 from Parc Cybi and
demonstrate the difficulty of precisely dating very small remains.

Over the country as a whole Beaker pottery is found more frequently in the formal context of burials where a
complete pot may have served to hold refreshment for the journey to the underworld. In the barrow in Area M
one of the stone cists (7) contained just such a complete pot.

Multiple Cist barrow

Beaker (SF 4102) from Cist 7 (Fig 1.1.1.11)

This is a rather wide but short Long Necked Beaker (diameter at mouth 160mm; height 168mm) decorated with
two similar panels, on body and neck, of exuberantly scored chevrons. The gently everted rim is encircled with
short vertical strokes. The decoration suggests rapid work by an experienced hand. The fabric is pale beige and
contains a good deal of stone grit, including serpentine which indicates local manufacture (See Williams and
Jenkins). The pot is complete, barring a damaged foot but had been broken. This revealed that it was
constructed from two broad coils (neck and body) with the foot added to a gently rounded base.

A close parallel to this Beaker is the one from Linlathen, Angus, which was associated with a flat bronze dagger
which can be dated to 2200-1950 cal BC. The pot is judged to belong to a class of Weak-Carinated Beakers
(WC) in the Fission Period or middle stage of Beaker currency (Needham, 2005, 189). In Clarke’s 1970 Corpus
the Linlathen pot and several others with largescale angular decoration are designated S4 (Final Southern),
something of a ‘dustbin’ category. Needham also admits that his WC Beakers are morphologically mixed and
suggests that they may reflect more domestic styles, the formality of funerary wares having by this stage
diminished.

A single worn sherd from close to the collared rim of another Beaker comes from Cist 2 (Fig I.1.1.11). This is
very unlikely to have been part of a funerary vessel in the cist. The fabric is typical and it is decorated with one
clear hyphenated line and perhaps another below.

Bipartite Vase Food Vessel (SF 2038) from Cist 3 (Fig 1.1.1.11)

This small Vase Food Vessel is 144mm in diameter and 135mm tall, decorated to the foot with deep horizontal
grooves creating a corrugated profile in which there are three broader bands which are variously decorated with
vertical incisions created with a squared stick. The central band has alternate vertical and horizontal lines
reminiscent of the lugged Bowl Food Vessels, just as the three broader bands reflect the Tripartite Bowls. Two
intermediate ridges have a row of squared dots which are also present on the inner slope of the rim. The pot is
complete except for some damage to the top of the rim, suggesting that the pot was not specially made for the
funeral, but taken from a domestic shelf.

This type of ovoid Vase Food Vessel is not especially common in Wales, but is quite widespread, having been
found in cairns at Llanllechid and Llandygai, near Bangor (RCAHMW 1956), at Trelystan and Fourcrosses in
Montgomeryshire (Britnell 1982 ) and at Welsh St Donats 2 in the Vale of Glamorgan (Charlton et al 1982). It
is also to be found in Ireland, especially in the north (Waddell and O’Riordain 1993 nos 73, 509, 511, 556) and
the Isle of Man where the pot from Lhergyveck, Kirk Michael, was a chance find without funerary context
(Woodcock 2008, no.19). Anna Brindley (2007, Figs 63 and 153) places these Bipartite Vases of ovoid profile
in her Stage 1, overlapping with the Bowl Food Vessels, with a date range of 2000-1900 cal BC. The date from
Trelystan (Britnell 1982, 167 and 191 (CAR -279 (3750 +/-70 BP), which, recalibrated, would be 2460-1950 cal
BC*. Such a date would allow this Vase and the Beaker from Cist 7 to be contemporary within the same cairn.

Other Early Bronze Age Sherds (Fig 1.1.1.12)

The ditch of the D-shaped Enclosure : Area M

Sherds from an Undecorated Vase Food Vessel and a single sherd from what is probably another Vase Food
Vessel come from three different points in the ditch fill of this enigmatic feature whose date and purpose is
unknown.

* Calibrated using OxCal 4.3
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There are seven sherds and scraps from a small undecorated Vase Food Vessel (FV1: Sf 1090 /1094 (Fig
1.1.1.12)) from two different points in the ditch of the D-shaped Enclosure. There is no suggestion that these
sherds belong to a container or accompaniment to a cremation burial, beyond the fact that it is not far from the
Multiple Cist Barrow and has been broken and thrown away, perhaps at a later date.

This pot has a rim diameter of 200mm and a probable height of 220mm, a sharp inwardly bevelled rim and an
unusually high shoulder. The fabric is beige throughout with plentiful well-crushed grits which is generally
typical of Food Vessels. Analysis has shown that there is local serpentine amongst these grits and the
composition of the matrix and fillers is similar to that of the Cordoned Urn from Area K1 and Beaker from cist
7, as well as some of the earlier pots from Trefignath (see Williams and Jenkins, this volume Part 1.2.1).

The sharp high shouldered profile puts this pot into the class of Tripartite Vase Food Vessels (O’Riordain and
Waddell 1993 no 409). The lack of any decoration is rare but not unknown in Ireland, though a glance through
Abercromby’s catalogue (1912) reveals none, emphasising the normal density of decoration on these vases. In
Anglesey the Vase Food from Cerrig Dewi (Lynch 1991 Fig 53.7) is very much the same size and has a high
shoulder, but is covered with the ubiquitous herring bone incision. Elsewhere in Wales the vase from
Candleston on Merthyr Mawr Warren in Glamorgan (Ward 1919), found with a flat bronze dagger similar to the
one from Linlathen, judged to date from 2200-1950 cal BC, is similar in shape, though it has some limited
decoration. This burial has been dated by Anna Brindley for her larger project of dating Bronze Age pottery in
Ireland (Brindley 2007, 367). The dates of 2130-1890 cal BC (GrA-27615) and 2120-1880 cal BC (GrA-
27614%) conform with the Irish series (Brindley 2007, 265).

The other pot (FV2: 1074 (Fig 1.1.1.12)) is represented by a single large sherd (65 x 60 x 12mm) with 2 lines of
fingernail marks, one on the edge of the rim, the other set between very shallow grooves. The rim is lightly
expanded, with a slight inward bevel. The fabric is hard and well-fired with a lot of stone small-medium grit:
mica and hornblendite. Analysis by Patrick Quinn (this volume, part 1.2.2) concludes that the fabric is similar to
that of the Cordoned Urn from Area K1, and to a lesser extent, the Beaker from Cist 7 and the Undecorated
Food Vessel (FV1) from this same ditch. These pots belong to Williams and Jenkins Group 3a.l containing
ultramafic rocks suggesting local manufacture.

The dating of this sherd (1074) has been the subject of much debate because it was at first thought to be a piece
of stamped Malvernian Iron Age pottery. This was categorically rejected by Elaine Morris on grounds of both
fabric and decoration. The fact that the subsequent detailed microscopic analysis demonstrates that it is similar
in composition to the Cordoned Urn and must be a local product has turned attention to earlier periods.
Comparison with the not very plentiful Middle and Late Bronze pottery in North Wales (Castell Odo (Alcock
1960), Rhuddlan (Berridge in Quinnell and Blockley 1994 132-8) Glanfeinion (Britnell et al 1997) and
Llandegai (Lynch and Musson 2001, 74) is not very close.

Since the other sherds from the ditch of the D-shaped Enclosure can be reasonably confidently identified as part
of a Vase Food Vessel, it is worth looking for possible parallels within that group. Close parallels do not occur
but the burial urn from the foot of Maen Llwyd, the Standing Stone in Glynllifon Park south of Caernarfon
(Wynn 1875) is an undecorated pot of much the same size, with a similar rim. This is normally identified as a
Vase Food Vessel (Savory 1957 no.B3) for which its context is appropriate.

Another couple of sherds (Sf 4327 and 6339 (FV3 (Fig 1.1.1.12)) come from a tree hollow, 40199, close to the
edge of the Multiple Cist Barrow. These have the same fabric as the Vase Food Vessel (FV1) discussed above,
but are rather thicker and clumsier. 4267 is a fragment of an out-curved rim with oblique incisions on the
exterior. They do not seem to be part of a herringbone decoration. 6339 is undecorated and from a gently
curved shoulder. Identification as a large Vase Food Vessel or Food Vessel Urn is dependent more on fabric
than shape or decoration, but a reasonable parallel can be found in the pot from a cairn at Garthbeibio,
Montgomeryshire (Savory 1957, Fig 4.3).

Two other fragmentary rims, 1635 and 6352, from areas K and J in the hollow between the elevated ground of
Trefignath at the east and the Multiple Cist Barrow at the west end of the site, might belong to Vase Food
Vessels or perhaps an Early Collared urn.

> GrA-27615: 3630 +/- 35 BP; GrA-27614: 3605 +/- 35 BP
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Pot FV4 (SF 1635 and 1637 (Fig 1.1.1.12)) is from topsoil close to the Early Christian Cemetery in Area K7.
1635 is part of a well-made everted rim with 2 lines of twisted cord on the sloping inner face, and slashes across
the outer edge of the rim. The fabric of the rim and of the featureless 1637 and 5 crumbs is hard with a lot of
well crushed grit, typical of many Food Vessels.

Pot FV5 (SF 6352 (Fig 1.1.1.12)) from J3 is a fragment of a pointed rim with whipped cord in herring bone
pattern on both sides. This could be a Food Vessel rim or perhaps an Early Collared Urn where the use of
whipped cord and of herring bone patterns is more popular than in the Late Neolithic styles. It comes from a
deposit of buried soil in the vicinity of some collapsed later walling and is very worn and abraded (found in
sieving). The fabric is dark, hard and without out much visible grit.

Neither of these pieces is significant beyond demonstrating that there is non-funerary Early Bronze activity on
the site, some 650m to the east of the burial cairn and the Standing Stone.

Cordoned Urn (SF 1031 and 1476) from Fire pit 20081, Area K1
Sherds of a cordoned Urn (SF 1031 and 1476) were found in a fire pit 20081, in Area K1, some 20m west of the
Timber Roundhouse.

There are 26 sherds from probably a single Cordoned Urn in this fire pit, confirming the non-funerary nature of
the Early Bronze Age activity on the lower ground. Cordoned Urns are normally associated with cremation
burials but they do occur on settlements on the northern Irish coast, notably at Downpatrick where sherds from
several urns were found in occupation layers associated with two round wooden houses (Pollock and Waterman
1964).

The sherds are all abraded and there are no joins on ancient breaks though they all come from a segment,
amounting to about 25% of the circumference, of the upper part of the pot (Fig 1.1.1.12). The fabric is
distinctive: brick red on the outside at the rim with a sharp distinction between the red and a dark inner
core/surface. Lower down the pot this distinction is less sharp and the surface is a reddy brown. Fresh breaks
show the fabric to be compact with a lot of well-crushed stone grit. A few small sherds seem to have a darker
grit than others and might not be the same pot, but this is unlikely.

The decoration is made by lines of thick cord carefully impressed in the upper section between the simple
upright rim and the cordon. Not enough of the pot survives to show whether or not there was a second cordon.

Cordoned Urns are most frequently found in burial contexts and occur in Scotland (more than 150) and Ireland
(more than 80) and in smaller numbers in the Isle of Man and in coastal areas of Wales (Waddell 1995, Fig
11.3). It is interesting that the Early Bronze Age material at Parc Cybi, such as it is, follows an Irish Sea style,
so prominent in the Early Neolithic but lacking in the design of Middle and Late Neolithic material. However,
like all the pottery on site, this very Irish looking Cordoned Urn was locally made, containing a very rare
hornblendite from intrusions of ultramafic rocks in the Rhoscolyn area (See Williams and Jenkins, vol III, part
1.2.1). This rock also occurs in the problematic sherd FV2 (1074).

In Anglesey Cordoned Urns have been found at Treiorwerth, Llanddyfnan and Menai Bridge (Lynch 1991); in
Caernarfonshire at Braich Lwyd, and at Circle 278 on the hills above Penmaenmawr (RCAM 1956). All these
are burial sites, but there is a sherd from another probable Cordoned Urn from what may be a metal-working pit
at Tre-wyn near Pentraeth (White 1977 and Lynch 1991, 363, Fig 17a). In mid and south Wales they have been
found with burials at Fan y Big on the Brecon Beacons (with a bronze razor — a strangely consistent association
throughout the country and in Ireland) (Briggs et al 1990) and at Mount Pleasant, Glamorgan (Savory 1952). In
Ireland they have been part of an extensive dating programme and typological study (Brindley 2007).

This pot with its simple upright rim and its large-scale open ornament is typical of Stage 3 urns in Ireland and
elsewhere (Brindley 2007, 287-92). Stage 1 Cordoned Urns overlap with Collared Urns and look very similar;
Stage 2 is the largest group, current from 1650-1600 and the final Stage 3 urns are judged to be current from
1570-1500 cal BC.

Middle Bronze Age Pottery (Fig 1.1.1.12)

Evidence of settlement and activity seems to be the densest and longest in Areas K and J, which is at a crossing
between two areas of marshy land. Whereas Early Neolithic occupation seems to prefer the higher ground
(Areas H and E) activity from the Middle Neolithic, through the Bronze Age to the Iron Age, Roman and post
Roman periods seems to concentrate in this valley bottom.
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Early Bronze Age activity occurs here, but also elsewhere, whereas Middle Bronze Age material is concentrated
(if that is the word for no more than a handful of sherds and a few crumbs) within Areas K and J. A few other
undistinctive sherds which may be later Bronze Age in date come from Areas L, B and F in the vicinity of the
Iron Age stone round houses and granaries,a little closer to the marsh.

The rim and 3 fragments (sf 952 and 951) from an earth oven (Pit 31306) in Area E is the most far-flung of the
possible later Bronze Age material. The rim (sf 952) has a slight internal bevel and may have been gently in-
turned (Fig 1.1.1.12). Though the fabric has a rather loose vesicular texture, sf 952 and the 3 similar fragments in
sf 951, are unlike the Early Neolithic or Beaker pottery from Area E and are best compared to the simple Middle
Bronze Age rims in Area J.

A group of intercut pits and hollows (70050/70054/70128 and 70126) in Area J have produced 6 small sherds
(one of them a rim sf 1703) and Middle Bronze Age radiocarbon dates of 1450-1370 cal BC (SUERC-81339)
and 1400-1210 cal BC (SUERC-83269). This is the strongest evidence for pottery of this date at Parc Cybi and
has influenced the interpretation of other undated deposits with essentially featureless pottery in this part of the
site.

The rimsherd (1703) is small, flattened and slightly out-turned in a hard but smooth fabric with small grits (Fig
[.1.1.12). It is not distinctive but it is compatible with other pottery of this date. There is another featureless
sherd in this same find which contains rather more grit and is closer to some of the other possibly Middle
Bronze Age material from Area B. The rest are featureless and also very small, several only crumbs, but the
group is consistent.

Three other sherds and 6 crumbs (sf 1630, 1793, 1800, 1801), recovered from the ploughsoil in Area J, are
broadly similar in fabric. 1793 with a compact smooth fabric and small grits is fairly close to the non-rim sherd
in sf 1703; 1800 is red/black and might be Grooved Ware but a later identification is more probable. The
fragments are very small.

Some 20m to the SE is another pit (70064) with a sherd (1782R) of hard dark fabric which might equally be
residual Early Neolithic, and about 40m further S is Sf 6440R — less likely to be Early Neolithic. Both these
pieces were found in sieving, an indication of their small size and scarcity.

Further west in Area K1 lies a firepit (18124) which contained 2 quite large but featureless sherds (sf 3051)
from two different pots. One is hard, with orange/pink surfaces and slightly darker core; relatively sparse
angular grits of large-medium size include black shiny rock. The other piece shows clear indication of coil
building and is pale grey with beige surfaces, rather soft with relatively sparse angular grit. The diameters of
both are 280-300. Neither of these sherds is dateable. They could belong to a Late Bronze tradition, but the
fabric could also be Late Neolithic. However the grit seems sparser than is usual in the Late Neolithic pots on
this site. This firepit is some 9m east of the Wooden Round house. To the west of it lies the pit (20081)
containing the Early Bronze Age Cordoned Urn which has a more distinctive red/black fabric.

Some 100m north, in Area K7 near the clay walled roundhouses which stand close to the edge of the eastern
marsh, are 4 pieces of hard abrasive pottery with visible grits but otherwise entirely featureless (sf 4482/4375
from a gully and a burnt patch). Sf 4382 also contains 4 pieces which are probably rotted stone rather than
pottery. Sadly these hardly help to date the structures.

Areas L3, B1, B2, and F2

These areas are down by the marsh and contain a complex group of stone round houses and possible granaries.
The finds are sadly very sparse and undiagnostic and are little help in sorting out the history of this area of long
occupation. There is some residual Late Neolithic material and a few sherds, listed below, which might be
Middle Bronze Age, but they lack good diagnostic features. The only distinctive material is some sherds from
Cheshire Salt Containers which should belong to the Iron Age.

Area L3

A small structure with postholes and hearth in a roughly oval hollow (see volume 2 figure 83) produced from
the central hearth 5 pieces of similar brown pottery and 1 scrap of paler pot (sf 5495R). These were all
essentially featureless and no shape could be reconstructed but the fabric : brown, very hard, sandy and abrasive
with angular stone grits of variable size, some quite large, most medium. The surface, where present, is dark
brown and fairly well smoothed. It is impossible to guess at the date of these sherds from 5495R, but it is
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noticeable that the reddish brown, slightly abrasive sandy surface of the main group is common to other finds in
this area: sf 88, 766, 2098R and 4123R. All could be Middle Bronze Age in date.

This fabric, and the simple rims of the possible Middle Bronze Age material generally at Parc Gybi, find their
closest parallel in the simple rounded pot from Pit 38 at Capel Eithin (White and Smith 1999, 59 and Fig 28;
Lynch 1991, Fig 12a, 253) which has a date of about 1400 cal BC, broadly comparable to the date from the pits
in Area K.

Area B1: Pit group 25046

A group of 19 pits with fairly charcoal-rich fills. Only 4 contained pottery, three only crumbs and the fourth (Pit
10001) contained a single rimsherd SF 1210 (30 x 25 x 8mm) in a compact heavily gritted fabric (medium stone
grits), well fired and brown throughout (Fig 1.1.1.12). The bevelled rim has a slight inward curve. This could
be MBA and is not unlike the fabric of sf 1703 in Area K, but it is not the sandy fabric which occurs in possible
MBA contexts in L3 and B2.

Area B2

Area B2 contains a very complex group of stone round houses and granaries with a certain amount of
superimposition. The discovery of two pieces of Grooved Ware already suggests that that relict material may be
involved, so dating by artefacts will be very difficult. The ceramic material found is all very small and
featureless, and the similarity of fabric may be the safest guide. In this respect there are several find groups
which include small featureless sherds which are similar to the larger group from L3, but none provide any
diagnostic elements.

Roundhouse A has produced 2 relevant contexts : 92073 (sf 2098R)and 701 (4 sherds)

Roundhouse B has produced 1 relevant context : 90002 (1 sherd sf88)

Roundhouse C has produced 4 relevant contexts : 91161; 91745; 91516; 92324 (2 fragments and 58 crumbs,
only sf4123R is close to L3 sherds)

Roundhouse E has produced 1 relevant context : 91579 (1 sherd, 1 fragment and 3 crumbs sf766)

The other material which is fairly widespread is Cheshire Salt Containers, of which there is one diagnostic sherd
(Fig 1.1.1.12) from Roundhouse E whose identity has been confirmed by Dr Elaine Morris, and 9 other find
groups of small sherds and crumbs from Roundhouses A (6) , C (1) and I (2).

Area F2

Context 21122 (F697), patch of burnt clay, possibly a hearth on the distinctive rounded hill just west of the
roundhouse settlement, produced 2 featureless sherds (sf 1095) of a general Bronze Age fabric which could be
either Early or Later Bronze Age.

Commentary on Later Bronze pottery

Later Bronze Age pottery is both rare and undistinctive in Wales, as in many areas of the west and north of these
islands. The reduction in funerary pottery and the elusiveness of settlements is undoubtedly a factor, but it is
also likely that pottery was no longer valued and used in the way that it had been; no longer are there regional
styles expressive of cultural identity or pride in craft skills. And because of the functional uniformity there is
little evidence of trading networks. Analysis suggests that the vast majority is locally made. The appearance of
boundaries and of possibly defensive enclosures in this period gives an impression of societies more turned in
on themselves and more anxious than in the past.

There are not many assemblages of Later Bronze Age pottery in Wales. The best is from Glanfeinion in the
Severn valley near Llandinam (Britnell et al 1997) where there is a good wooden round house, 258 sherds
from some 10 pottery jars and secure radiocarbon dates in the range of 1400-1170 cal BC. The pottery is all
heavily gritted, rough surfaced and simple in shape with very tentative and minimal decoration. The profiles are
largely straight-sided with upright rims, often with an internal bevel. There is one more rounded pot with an
out-turned rim, and a single base sherd suggestive of a slightly bulbous lower wall. All the decoration is
carelessly applied without much coherent design but there is a variety of technique: impressed cord, incision and
fingernail/tip slashing on poorly defined cordons.

The parallels quoted in 1997 include the pottery from the Late Bronze Age hillfort on the Brieddin (Musson
1991) and various of the late burial urns from Bromfield (Stanford 1982) as well as one with a Middle Bronze
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date from Pennant Melangell (Britnell 1994). Comparable collections of coarse and simple pottery were also
quoted from the Peak District and the north of England, from Yorkshire to Northumberland.

The pottery from the Breiddin is well stratified within the Late Bronze Age timber-laced rampart, from under
the Iron Age rampart and Bronze Age deposits behind it (Musson 1991, 118-23). There are 47 vessels
represented, but few profiles are complete. Most of the rims are simple upright rims as at Parc Cybi and there
are straight-sided jars and bowls with a gently curved profile. Some of the fabrics are very coarse, which is not
the case at Parc Cybi, but there are smoother surfaces amongst the bowls, comparable to the material from L3.
The stratified contexts could have some chronological depth, but Musson (1991, 119) suggested an 8" century
be date (uncalibrated) for the assemblage as a whole. However the calibrated dates from the Bronze Age hillfort
range from at least 11™ to 5™ centuries cal BC (Musson 1991, 195) and closer analysis would be necessary to
improve the precision. Dates associated with the pottery are 1020-540 cal BC (HAR-1223) and 800-430 cal BC
(HAR-1415) (95% confidence, recalibrated).

Another hillfort, Castell Odo on the Lleyn Penisinsula, has pottery (some 158 small sherds) from an early phase
of occupation. Its stratigraphic position under the first rampart is not in doubt, but the date remains uncertain.
However the upright and slightly everted rims are comparable to those at the Breiddin and the red, rather
smoother fabric may bring them closer to the Parc Cybi material.

Another north Welsh site mentioned in relation to Glanfeinion is Rhuddlan where the major excavations of the
1970s (Quinnell et al 1994, 132-9) produced a good deal of pottery but, because of later mediaeval disturbance,
the context was less clear. The largest group was from a pit, C46 on site A, which contained the remains of 15
large jars, many with well-formed internally bevelled rims, and most with perforations below these rims.
Fingernail slashing on cordons and incised decoration on the upper part of the jar were also present. There
were no direct dates from Rhuddlan but arguments from comparable sites suggested a horizon between 1300
and 900 cal BC; before Breiddin and after Fourcrosses This material in turn was compared to a smaller
assemblage from the upper levels of the ditch at Henge B at Llandygai I (Lynch and Musson 2001, 73-5) and a
far smaller group from Bush Farm (Longley et al 1998, 230 Fig 19). The perforations or pits beneath the rim
were a particular feature of these groups. The Llandygai material had a date of 1210-940 cal BC (GrN-26821°)
(Lynch and Musson 2001, 121).

In Anglesey pottery with perforations below a simple rim, as seen at Rhuddlan, appears at the multi-period site
at Capel Eithin (White and Smith 1999, Fig 28) in two very rough-surfaced jar s C14 and C15. A radiocarbon
date for the poorly preserved C15, which contained a little cremated bone, indicate a very late (after ¢. 800 cal
BC’) example of funerary use of this crude pottery, which is not represented at Parc Cybi. Though there is a
parallel between the smoother but abrasive pottery from L3 and a pot from Pit 38, Capel Eithin with a date in
the Middle Bronze Age, other parallels are not close. There are a few sherds of a very hard brown/black pottery,
one with a simple upright rim, from within the ‘cairn’ which are relatively smooth surfaced, though containing a
good deal of grit. These are broadly similar to the undistinctive ‘Middle Bronze Age ‘ material from Parc Cybi
and might be contemporary since the cairn overlies a surface containing a few Early Bronze Age sherds.

Recent work on the Wylfa Estate in north Anglesey has produced evidence of two possible Bronze Age
settlements. One at approximately SH 350 927 (Hotspot 14) produced evidence of a small (c. 4m) wooden
round house associated with five sherds which probably were part of two Early Bronze Age Food Vessels.
Other sherds excavated by Wessex Archaeology in the same area, but less clearly associated with the structure,
represent two further Food Vessels. The discovery of Early Bronze pottery in a settlement context is rare but is
seen at Stackpole Warren Pembrokeshire, Site A where it is found in a building, perhaps a house later
associated with burial and ritual, as the site was eventually covered by structures related to the Devil’s Quoit
Standing Stone (Benson et al 1990, 185-9, 216-8).

The other Wylfa site was not far away at SH 350 933 and produced some 24 body sherds, 1 large rimsherd and 2
pieces of base. Not all are from the same pot but they share a broadly similar fabric, hard, heavily tempered
with variably sized stone grits which are visible on the surface. The surfaces are quite smooth but lumpy. The
one rimsherd is rather clumsily out-turned but crisply finished and has a row of fingernail marks 30mm below it.
It is very similar to Pot 7 from Glanfeinion and the Wylfa site has a comparable Middle Bronze radiocarbon
date.

° GrN-26821: 2890+-30 BP
" CAR-455 2530+ 70BP (810-430 cal BC at 95% confidence)
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Figures for Part 1.1.1

Fig I.1.1.1. Irish Sea Ware from the hearths/fire pits in the Early Neolithic Building (drawn by Frances Lynch)

Fig I.1.1.2. Irish Sea Ware from the middle and western sectors of the Early Neolithic Building (drawn by
Frances Lynch)

Fig I.1.1.3. Irish Sea Ware from the eastern sector of the Early Neolithic Building (drawn by Frances Lynch)

Fig I.1.1.4. Irish Sea Ware from Area E (drawn by Frances Lynch)

Fig I.1.1.5. Irish Sea Ware from Area M (drawn by Frances Lynch)

Fig I.1.1.6. Mortlake Ware from Area K9 (drawn by Frances Lynch)

Fig I.1.1.7. Fengate Ware from Parc Cybi (drawn by Frances Lynch)

Fig I.1.1.8. Grooved Ware from Area J (drawn by Frances Lynch)

Fig I.1.1.9. Grooved Ware from Areas B2 and D3 (drawn by Frances Lynch)

Fig 1.1.1.10. Beaker sherds from Area E (drawn by Frances Lynch)

Fig I.1.1.11. Pots from the multi-cist barrow (drawn by Frances Lynch)

Fig I.1.1.12. Bronze Age pottery and a sherd of Iron Age Cheshire Salt Container from Parc Cybi (drawn by
Frances Lynch)
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Fig I.1.1.1. Irish Sea Ware from the hearths/fire pits in the Early
Neolithic Building (drawn by Frances Lynch)
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Part 1.1.2. Note on Pottery from Cae Glas, Penrhos

Frances Lynch

See Fig 1.1.2.1

Evaluation excavations in 2014 by Wessex Archaeology in Cae Glas (Cae Glas 2), the area just to the east of
Parc Cybi, revealed a pit in Trench 24 (Wessex Archaeology 20xx). This pit contained the remains of 2 Fengate
Ware jars and some pieces of burnt clay.

One collared jar in a red fabric containing well-crushed quartz filler was represented by only 2 sherds, one being
part of a fairly broad collar decorated with counter-hatched incised lines.

The other pot was more complete, and was believed to have been fully complete on discovery, but this is
unlikely since so little (less than 1/3) of the rim now remains. It is a small conical jar with a narrow inturned
collar and a rim with a corrugated edge. The rim and body are covered with fingernail rustication in
approximately horizontal rows. The fabric is very heavily gritted with large dark stone grits, most angular but
some rounded. The colour throughout is mainly dark grey. The diameter at the top is 170mm and the height
about 150mm.

The medium-sized conical jar is the commonest form among the 11 poorly preserved Fengate pots at Parc Cybi,
where Pot G from finds 113 and 114 is the closest parallel. The very heavy rustication is less common, only
appearing on a small body sherd, 1033 from Pit 21037, but preference for the use of fingernail decoration is
everywhere, and this pot from Cae Glas is obviously the product of the same community.

Close parallels occur at Parc Bryn Cegin where PGIII.C is very close in size and shape (Kenney 2008 Fig 11).
The narrow inturned collar is also popular in Yorkshire. At Sewerby Cottage Farm near Bridlington there are 5
examples on relatively small conical jars as here and at Carnaby Top there are 2 others, although they have
rather more T-shaped rims than inturned collars (all illustrated by Manby in Fenton Thomas 2009, 167-73). The
decoration on the other collared jar can also be seen at Sewerby Cottage Farm which has a particularly varied
Fengate assemblage.

In the nearby Trenches 25 and 26 6 small sherds of Early Neolithic ‘Irish Sea Ware’ were found, including a
damaged out-turned round rim, probably from a typical open bowl. The fabric is classic dark vesicular
(Williams and Jenkins Group 1), smooth surfaced and thin. In Trench 27 there were 2 scraps of pottery, one a
piece of thin yellow Beaker fabric with 2 lines of hyphenated impressions. The other is undatable ‘prehistoric’.
These limited finds suggest that the prehistoric activity seen in Parc Cybi continued eastward. But the second
area explored at Cae Glas (Cae Glas 1) some 400m further to the east produced no prehistoric material.
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Part 1.1.3. Notes on Sherds sf1074 and sf4070

Elaine L Morris

Sf1074

Fig.1.1.12

1. The fabric is not Group A (Malvernian rock-gritted) fabric. This was immediately observed at x10 power
microscopy as a high density (visual abundance representing 40% or more of the fabric as a whole) of what
appeared to be a uniform variety of very poorly-sorted ferromagnesian/mafic minerals (very shiny, platy) which
were vary greatly in size, with pieces from less than 0.3mm up to Smm across. Group A fabric Iron Age pottery
as defined by Peacock (1968, 415-21) does not have large quantities of very large fragments of ferromagnesian
minerals. This has been confirmed by Dr Patrick Quinn in his detailed, thorough petrographic report (Quinn
2018). Quinn has identified the principal inclusion type as an amphibolite such as hornblendite and proposed
that the most likely source would be a local one. Dr Quinn has been asked to investigate whether the fabric may
have originated from resources located in Cornwall or Ireland which, if so, would indicate that the vessel had
been transported to Anglesey in the later prehistoric period.

2. The form and size of the vessel based on the upper vessel profile including rim, is not similar to Iron Age
pottery made from Group A (Malvernian rock-gritted) fabric: (a) The diameter of SF 1074 measures c. 220-
240mm across. The vast majority of Iron Age vessels made from Group A fabric are smaller, ranging from 100-
180mm in diameter. SF 1074 is a medium-sized (200mm-<300mm), rather than small-sized (100-<200mm)
vessel. The size ranges of Group A fabric vessels were calculated using publications for Croft Ambrey hillfort
(Stanford 1974) in Herefordshire and Midsummer Hill (Stanford 1981), and Conderton Camp (Thomas 2005)
hillforts in Worcestershire, as well as others examined by Peacock (1968); and (b) Group A fabric vessels are
ovoid, convex jars with simple, rounded rims curving slightly inwards or slack-shouldered, S-shaped profile jars
with slightly everted rims as shown in these same publications. These vessel forms are not at all like that of the
SF 1074 vessel which is thickened at the upright rim and very strongly bevelled on its interior which is much
more reminiscent of Middle/Late Bronze Age pottery such examples recovered from excavations at Rhuddlan,
Clwyd, North Wales (Berridge 1994, fig. 12.1, 1, 3, 5-10).

3. The method of decoration and decorative design is not at all similar to that found on Group A Malvernian
rock-gritted fabric Iron Age pottery. The SF 1074 vessel was decorated very lightly with small, shallow and
faint, finger-nail impressions in two significant rows and a third quite minor or incomplete row around the upper
rim/neck area of the vessel including one row along the exterior edge of the rim lip. Group A Malvernian fabric
pottery vessels are not decorated with up to three rows of finger-nail impressions but with tooled impressions
which leave clear, not faint, marks or with shallow, tooled designs in a linear, parallel pattern that occasional
includes a line crossing the parallel lines.

Conclusion This vessel was not made by a potter using natural resources on or around the Malvern Hills in the
Herefordshire-Worcestershire area of England during the Iron Age. The most likely interpretation currently
favours a Middle/Late Bronze Age or at least a Bronze Age date for the vessel form and decoration and a local,
Anglesey source for its production until further information is received from Dr Quinn.

Sf4070

A single base sherd from a handmade vessel with a soapy feel to it (find no. 4070; Pot U; Fig 1.1.1.9) was
recovered from context 91681, a small dump of charcoal likely to have been placed on the surface of a courtyard
related to roundhouse E, part of the main enclosure settlement (volume 2 figure 69).

Although the sherd weighs only 9 grammes, it provides a considerable amount of information as to the type and
date range of the vessel from which it derives. It belonged to a small, handmade, bonfired pot with a base
measuring just S0mm in diameter; a significant 25% of this diameter is represented by the small sherd making
this measurement quite reliable. The vessel had been ring or coil-built as the sherd clearly displays a spiralling
coil rising up from the base angle on the exterior wall surface, which is typical of vessels made by this method
(Gibson and Wood 1990, 36-9, figs. 11, 1, 7-8 and 13); this joint had been well-smoothed over on the vessel
interior surface but not on the exterior. The lower wall of the container measures 5.5-6mm thick. The wall had
been attached to the base plate or disc by pinching the joint together creating a frilled or curled-up, exterior edge
to the vessel which not only kept the wall and base together but also offered an extra projection around the base
which had the ability to assist in balancing the original small pot on irregular surfaces, such as the ground inside
a roundhouse or on a trampled, earthen courtyard. The profile of the vessel wall expands upwards and outwards
beyond the base circle revealing that the body of the original pot had not been straightwalled but rather convex
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in shape. Such a small base diameter and relatively thin lower wall thickness point towards this having been
quite a small pot.

The fabric of the vessel was slightly affected by having been incorporated into the charcoal-rich deposit where it
was recovered. Nevertheless, it is possible with careful washing of the sherd’s fractures (broken edges) to
determine that it is finely grog-tempered with a common to very common amount (20-25% concentration) of
well-sorted, angular to subangular grog fragments measuring up to 2mm across in a fine, slightly silty, clay
matrix. The presence of this grog temper explains the soapy feel to its texture. No lithic or mafic inclusions
were identified in this paste. The sherd fractures were examined using x10 power binocular microscopy and this
description utilises the recommendations for the analysis provided by the Prehistoric Ceramics Research Group
(2010, appendices 2-6).

The firing method of the vessel is indicated by the overall brown colour of the sherd with hints of orange
demonstrating incomplete or irregular oxidisation of the vessel during firing. The surface of the sherd can be
scratched by a fingernail which reveals that the firing had occurred at a low or modest temperature which made
this a softly-fired vessel fabric (see Peacock 1977, 30; Orton, Tyers and Vince 1993, 138; Orton and Hughes
2013, 158).

Based on the recovery location of the sherd, the prospect that this base fragment may have derived from an Iron
Age vessel was a prospect. However, the details provided above have removed that option completely. Instead,
it is most likely that this sherd had been incorporated into the charcoal-rich layer at some stage in its history.
All of the characteristics described above point towards this small vessel dating from within the Early/Middle
Bronze Age, with the prospect that it may have been an undecorated Beaker. Detailed analysis of Neolithic and
Bronze Age pottery from North Wales has shown that coarsely grog-tempered pottery fabrics were used to make
later Neolithic vessels, while finer grog-tempered fabrics are frequently found amongst Final Neolithic/Early
Bronze Age Beakers in particular, including both domestic and funerary examples (Williams and Jenkins 2004,
13-18, table 3). This fabric type, the thin-walled construction, and the small diameter support such a date for this
vessel.
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Part 1.1.4. Cheshire Salt Containers (Stony VCP)
Elaine L Morris

Two contexts from different areas of the site produced examples of Cheshire salt container material. Two sherds
of a handmade, coarse fabric, pot-like material (sf422; 20 grammes (Fig 1.1.1.12)) were found in context 91443,
one of the stone roundhouses in Area B2. The larger piece is a body sherd with a concave or waist-bearing
profile from the middle of a vessel and the other is a fractured-off flake from this same sherd to which it joins.
Both sherds are oxidised throughout and are a homogenous medium orange colour. The main sherd measures a
variable 9-12-mm thick, and with the attached flake in place they measure 12-18mm thick. The exterior of the
sherds when joined is a consistently smoothed surface while the interior is highly irregular in its landscape with
finger-pressed clay creations of rounded hills and sweeping valleys along its surface. If the bulbous end of these
joined sherds is called the lower part of the sherd pair, the upper end displays a strong 45 degree angle typical of
handmade, collar-or ring-built vessels with one collar put on top of another collar/ring, pressing down on the
interior creating the lumpy interior surface and smoothing upwards to join the added collar to the next collar
above creating the distinctive angle and construction weakness. The fabric comprises a number of angular rocks
up to 8mm across in a sandy clay matrix. Three minute pieces of similar material were recovered from context
05027 in Area B1 (sample 8; sf2067; less than 1 gramme). This material was from pit 05026 in pit group 25046
(PRN 31592), about 40m NW of the stone roundhouses. The pit group produced a sherd of Bronze Age pottery
but also three late Iron Age radiocarbon dates, which fit with the presence of the Cheshire salt container
material. Other material submitted as possibly from salt containers proved not to be so.

These pieces derived from a type of ceramic container used to evaporate water from brine and transport the
dried salt crystals from brine springs located in Cheshire to settlements and hillforts in the West Midlands Welsh
Borderland and Wales during the second half of the first millennium BC (Morris 1985, 353-370, figs. 7-10;
1994). During the past 30 years, excavations at many more Iron Age sites in these areas have revealed dozens
of additional examples of these containers throughout the area (volume 2 figure 132) (Morris 1985 figs. 9-10;
1999; 2002; 2015; Hancocks 2006; Philpott 2010, fig. 5.5) demonstrating an extraordinary distribution of
Cheshire salt to sites from Anglesey to Nottinghamshire and from Monmouthshire to Leicestershire. The
examples found at Parc Cybi reinforce this dynamic network of contacts between Wales and the Midlands
during this period. These two small sherds from such a distinctive type of ceramic container provide tangible
evidence for this connected world.

Cheshire salt containers were made from a very distinctive but highly varied type of fabric characterised by the
presence of angular, igneous and sedimentary rocks including microgranite, granophyre and felspathic
sandstone, to name a few, and their disaggregated components of potash and plagioclase felspar and mafic
minerals (Morris 1985, 355-64, tables 2-4). In addition, many but not all sherds of have been shown to have
rounded examples of micaceous siltstone/fine sandstone. Altogether, these highly characteristic rocks and
mineral comprise an ill-sorted collection of pieces measuring from very small fragments up to large pieces
10mm or more in size and are found to have a density ranging from 5 to 45% concentration in the fabric. So far,
no single sherd displayed all of the rock types described. These various types of rock were found to occur in a
typical sandy clay matrix with round to subround quartz grains usually measuring about 0.7mm or less in size
with the occasional much larger grain up to lmm across which represent 10-35% of the fabric. Detailed
research has demonstrated that the range of rock types mirror the distribution of Lake District glacial drift
erratics and local sandstone found on the Cheshire Plain where naturally-occurring sandy clays are also common
(Morris 1985, 364-6). The presence of both angular and rounded large rocks in the fabric of Cheshire salt
container sherds has been interpreted as indicative of the rocks being naturally-occurring in the sandy clay
matrix of this fabric; had there been only angular rock fragments in the sandy matrix, then this could have been
described as a humanly-made fabric with crushed rocks added as temper to the clay. Currently, there is no
actual published evidence of prehistoric salt production in the Cheshire Plain region as has been found at
Droitwich. However, saltworking sites of Roman medieval and modern date are well-documented at
Middlewich, Nantwich and Northwich, so there is every prospect that prehistoric evidence will be discovered —
and hopefully, in the near future.

Due to the fragmentation which Cheshire salt containers were subjected to, presumably in order to extract the
salt they contained, most sherds are quite small which makes reconstruction of vessel form challenging. The
Parc Cybi sherds display the typical characteristics of vessel form and manufacturing technique recognised
elsewhere, including the flared profile of the upper part of these vase-shaped cylinders, walls measuring 12-
18mm thick depending upon building angles of collar/ring joints and bulbous mounds of clay from finger-
pressing effects to keep the collar/rings together. Evidence from several excavated assemblages has indicated
that examples probably measured approximately 190mm tall with a rim diameter of ¢.180mm and base of
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¢.95mm with rims either folded over to the interior or simply rounded (Morris 1985, figs. 7-8; Britnell 1989).
These vessels were industrial ceramics; practical, functional containers with flaring profiles that allowed for
steady evaporation of water from brine and a construction method that held together during brine processing and
transportation of the salt but were easy to crack open when necessary to extract the salt.

Cheshire salt containers, like the one found at Parc Cybi, once boasted the descriptive but now obsolete name of
stony VCP (the rock-rich variety of Very Coase Pottery; see Gelling and Stanford 1965m fig, 1). The
manufacture and use of Cheshire salt containers occurred at a similar time to the production and more southerly
distribution in the West Midlands, Welsh Borderland, Cotswolds, Oxfordshire and Wiltshire area of salt crystals
which had been dried in either sand and marl or organic-tempered fabric containers made near the brine springs
at Droitwich in Worcestershire (Morris 1985, 338-352, figs. 3-6; Rees, 1986; Woodiwiss 1992). The pieces
found at Parc Cybi are typical examples of this special ceramic material, as are those identified previously on
Anglesey at Bryn Eryr (Longley 1998) and Pant-y-Saer (Morris 1985, tables 3 & 5).
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Catalogue of material studied as possibly Cheshire salt containers

Find Nos. 198 and 200, 90475 (RHA) - sparse (5-7%), A-sub-A quartzites up to 2mm with majority < Imm in a
sandy clay matrix; one side of the pieces subjected to high heat, melting the quartzite to fuse the
surface hard; interpretation = general furnace or hearth material - and none obviously crucible, mould
or tuyere fragments

Find No. 209, 90009 (RHA) - too much quartzite and no rhyolites or granophyre fragments and also fabric is
full of holes (vesicles) in the structure of the matrix which is very NOT Stony VCP in nature which is
properly dense like pottery; interpretation = generally irregular structure typical of fired clay fragments

Find No. 228, 90479 - only fired clay fragments with the too porous structure as for Find No. 209

Find No. 231, 90479 - see Find Nos. 198 & 200 above as this is the same type of furnace/hearth material

Find No. 2060, 91858 - (a) two reddish-orange round pieces = fired clay fragments; (b) two black core/brown
surface = potsherd 'flakes' (not full vessel wall thickness); *definitely pottery* but not VCP

Find No. 2067, 05027 - (a) three pieces (total weight less than 1 gramme) of Cheshire salt container
material/Stony VCP based on pale orange-coloured clay, rare (1%), round quartz grains measuring
about Imm in size and rare igneous rock fragments that appear to be the usually common types; these
pieces have been put into a very small bag and labelled 'Cheshire salt container' and put back into main
context bag; (b) rest of this context of ceramic material is fired clay with one possibility of a pot sherd

Find No. 2349, 701 - (a) two fragments are not VCP because they have the wrong clay colour and no real rock
inclusions (these are tiny pieces); (b) one fragment has a massive amount/high density of the wrong
rock types and also has the wrong clay colour to be VCP; most likely fired clay...(?); (c) one has the
wrong sorts of rocks

Find No. 4018, 90632 - minute pieces of fired clay

Find No. 4089, 90919 - (a) one has a massive quantity of the wrong range of rocks and the wrong colour of clay
as mentioned previously; (b) one has a really red (iron-rich) clay which is wrong for VCP

Find No. 5475, 93524 - fired clay

Find No. 5747, 93605 - most likely potsherd; definitely not VCP with wrong rocks and wrong clay
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Part 1.1.5. Catalogue of Prehistoric Pottery from Parc Cybi, Holyhead

Frances Lynch

NB. The catalogue below and commentaries in the main text superceed the preliminary assessment and
interpretions within that. The preliminary assessment can be found in Kenney et al 2011

Find numbers in bold indicate the sherd has been illustrated. “R” after a find number indicates that it came from
the wet sieving residue.

For references see bibliography to Part I.1.1
Early Neolithic Pottery
Area H: Early Neolithic Building

Hearth pits
Hearth A, cut number 50044 (and possible secondary cut 50041). This hearth is in the western sector of the
building.
Context 2100
1025 originally 1 sherd; curved body yellow out surface soft, not obviously vesicular but Neolithic 38x36
x09mm. Sherd sampled for lipid analysis
1615 1 out-turned rim sherd 27x15x07mm dark vesicular ?burnish over rim + 1 crumb
2001 2 crumbs vesicular? incomplete surface
2002 R 1 curved body sherd 25x25x07mm red outer surface vesicular + 4 scraps beige vesicular + 4 crumbs
yellow/black vesicular. One sherd sampled for lipid analysis
2045 R 1 sherd from thin pointed ? rim pale beige vesicular 23x10x04mm + 2 crumbs similar
2084 R 1 crumb pale beige vesicular 07mm thick
4098 R 1 badly eroded out-turned rim sherd 40x30x04mm. Pale beige vesicular + 2 dark crumbs. Sherd
sampled for lipid analysis
4216 R 1 scrap eroded yellow vesicular
Context 50045
1143 1 rimsherd (57x40x06mm) from a possible straight-walled pot c. 180mm in diameter; rim is unevenly
curled; hard brown vesicular + 1 scrap with evidence of coil fracture. Sherd sampled for lipid
analysis
1144 2 sherds (1: 30x15x05mm, featureless) 2: 47x28x05-07mm from a poorly defined shoulder. Both are
dark grey vesicular, very abraded. 1 featureless sherd (30x25x09mm) with orange/brown surface
and brown core, vesicular; might be part of pot in find 1143.
1969R 2 small sherds (31x20x06mm and 20x20x06mm) + 2 crumbs of dark vesicular (1 with pale surface)
Early Neolithic; 3 scraps + 2 crumbs of red/black harder pottery with some grits, 08mm thick.
These scraps could be late Neolithic or Bronze Age, but impossible to say.
3084 R Tiny crumbs and another bag with 1 crumb, orange/brown.
Two finds were not seen; 2024R had been lost and 4260R was judged not to be pottery and discarded.

Hearth B, cut number 50116. Hearths B and C are in the same place, with B represents a re-use of C
Context 50108
1194 15 crumbs brown vesicular; 1 thick vesicular sherd 35x45x11mm (similar 1196 or 1379); 3 sherds
hard thin slightly darker vesicular. 30x30x07, 30x22x05mm and 22x12x05mm; 4 scraps similar
with new break. These could be from 1196 main pot; 1 sherd brown vesicular smooth outer
surface, badly corroded inner one 42x25x05-07mm showing shoulder ledge. This is not the same
as the fabric of the unshouldered bowls where an eroded inner surface is not evident.
1448 R 1 eroded sherd 25x18x06mm brown vesicular
1534 R Tiny crumbs
1600 R 10 washed scraps; 5 show tiny stone grits alongside voids
Context 50110 and 50111
1196 42 sherds altogether of which the majority are probably from 1 non-shouldered bowl (diameter
¢.240mm) with flattish out-turned rim; hard brown vesicular quite thin (07mm) on main section but
there is another rim sherd which is 09mm at wall. Wall gets slightly thicker (08mm) and less hard-
fired as is goes down. There are softer pieces with pink/beige surfaces in and out (with evidence of
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grass wiping) which look like base (12-14mm thick) which might be the same pot, or another very
similar. Several sherds are 50x60mm and have quite fresh (but not recent) breaks. This contrasts
with other find groups where the sherds are clearly eroded. There are 2 rimsherds and a 3™ which is
close to the rim; there is no evidence of a shoulder and the main rimsherd joins another giving a
depth of 85mm without any indication of a concave neck. 5 scraps have a rather more yellow/beige
surface and might be a different pot. 1 sherd (50x25x07mm) is close to a less abruptly out-turned
rim, is in the same dark hard fabric but might be a different pot. All edges are ancient breaks.

More work would lead to more joins but not greater length of profile to main pot. Sherd sampled
for fabric analysis, and another sherd for lipid analysis (1196.10)

1366 6 featureless sherds in 3 fabrics + 9 crumbs similar. 2 sherds soft pale beige outer surface, grey inner,
vesicular; 1: 42x30x06mm, other 20x20x08mm; 2 sherds very hard ,thin large voids, dark grey
vesicular 26x30x04mm; 25x20x06mm. 2 sherds brown slightly softer than other dark ones
25x25x06mm; 25x20x06mm. Similar range to 1196. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis

1367 R 8 crumbs including 1 pale beige. All vesicular

1368 R 5 scraps of gritted pottery, featureless but quite thick (11-14mm), pale outer surface, black core and
inner, small angular grit including mica.

1389 2 sherds thick softish vesicular, red outer, brown inner, 35x45x12mm and 40x25x12mm (similar
1194), 1 sherd 20x20x10mm with slight concavity = neck, 2 scraps similar red surface. 3 crumbs
brown vesicular; 2 scraps hard thin (04mm) vesicular; 1 eroded scrap with some small angular
quartz grit.

1409 R Lots of washed crumbs. Red surfacing shows more than in main find groups

1430 R 1 scraps pale beige with some v. small quartz grits showing

1464 R Many crumbs dark + red surfaces

1436 R 10 fragments of dark vesicular with very well crushed grit including mica

1535 R Many crumbs similar to 1436 but with some quartz grit.

Context 50115

1379 15 sherds showing the same range of fabrics as 1196. 1 rimsherd (54x55x11mm) in a well-fired but
softer fabric than 1196 main pot with pink outer surface. It has a flattened out-turned rim similar to
the thicker rim in 1196. They might be the same pit with colour variation. Both are probably
200mm diameter rather than 240mm. The profile is likely to be unshouldered. There is a hard grey
body sherd (45x55x05-09mm) and a scrap which might belong to 1196 main pot and show
thickening towards base. There are 2 small scraps of hard 04mm thick fabric and 1 scrap of
yellow/beige. The other 8 sherds probably belong with the rim. One sherd sampled for lipid
analysis (1379.13)

1646 R A lot of scraps and crumbs, vesicular with a few small grits showing; dark and pale surfaces.

Context 50122

1377 2 sherds and 2 scraps. The 2 sherds (50x44x06mm and 35x33x06mm) are hard vesicular and could be
part of 1196 main pot, one has grey outer surface with grass marks, the other rather paler. 1 scrap is
red; the other is a more abrasive fabric with possible a little stone grit. One sherd sampled for
lipid analysis (1377.1)

3081 R 1 30x25x06mm dark vesicular + 3 scraps paler surface, 1 with tiny grits showing + 4 crumbs

4063 R 7 crumbs, 3 red

4132 R 2 red crumbs

Context 50123
1621 R 1 scrap vesicular. Beige outer black inner surface

Hearth C, cut number 50133 (underlies Hearth B).
Context 50124
1380 1 rimsherd and 9 other sherds of thin ( 04mm) black vesicular fabric. The rim is flat out-turned and

the body probably straight. The other sherds have strong curvature but do not join the rim.
Diameter diff to judge (measurement of 1387 sherd from same pot suggest diameter of 140mm) but
thinness and fragility suggest a small cup/pot. Rimsherd 45x35x04mm; main body sherd
45x35x04mm; 3 others ¢ 30x25x04mm. 4 other pieces probably belong but are even thinner and
may lack a surface. All are hard but fragile.
1 rimsherd from a simple, possibly out-turned, rim of shouldered bowl but no concave neck nor
shoulder survives. A good section of body (broken at both edges of coil join) suggests a pot with
body 240mm-+ in diameter. These sherds are softer, thicker vesicular with brown/pink exterior and
dark grey interior surfaces. Rimsherd 30x23x07mm). Body coil 97x47x08mm. 3 other featureless
sherds + 1 scrap.
4 scraps pink/yellow throughout ? burnt clay or reburnt sherds. Slightly vesicular
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3 sherds of soft pink outer/grey inner vesicular c. 35x35x 09-14mm thick
1 sherd 35x27x09mm of beige denser vesicular

1 burnt stone

9 scraps and crumbs all vesicular

One sherd sampled for lipid analysis (1380.13)

1385 3 featureless vesicular. sherds+ 2 crumbs (1 red) 2 sherds, thin very fine, dense clay, join on old
break making piece 52x36x06mm., quite marked curve, as of small bowl base; a v slight angle is
probable a coil join. Other sherd (40x24x08mm) is looser vesicular.

3076 R 1 tiny rimsherd from same pot as 1380 but doesn’t join; 1 sherd 20x27x05mm from same and
several crumbs. 1 yellow/grey vesicular sherd 45x25x06mm; 1 scrap red/black vesicular.

4060 R crumbs

4131 R many tiny crumbs

Context 50127
1934 R 2 crumbs thin black vesicular
Context 50132

1387 Rimsherd + wall sherd 70x50x05mm, diameter ¢ 120mm. This is part of the unshouldered bowl from
1380

1394 6 pieces (of which 4 can be reconstructed on recent breaks). Others are part of same piece but joins
lost.

Section of neck of shouldered bowl with simple out-turned rim 240mm in diameter. Fabric black vesicular,
outer surface had been well-smoothed and is reasonably intact, inner surface red brown, badly
eroded. 9 sherds and scraps may also belong to this pot. They are 06-08mm thick and have a very
similar colour. All are featureless; 1 (30x40x06mm) has a curvature which suggests lower body.

1 red/black vesicular 52x38x09mm suggests body and 1 greyer piece of same size shows clear coil join at
top. Both are too thick to belong to the main piece.

1 softish yellow sherd 40x35x11mm is from yet another pot. 4 pots represented in this find group

1 scrap ? burnt clay

2019 R 1 rimsherd flat slightly out-turned 34x20x08mm, grey vesicular + 6 scraps similar. Sherd
40x25x11mm grey vesicular with yellow outer surface, featureless, 1 scrap ? burnt clay. One
sherd sampled for lipid analysis

3024 R 1 scrap beige tiny quartz grit

4072 R many tiny crumbs

Hearth D, cut number 50145 in the western sector of the building.
Context 50146
1622 R 3 scraps: 2 red/black vesicular, 1 more beige.
Context 50147
1454 3 pots represented, 2 with rimsherds.
Potl: outward sloping rim rather than out-turned, fairly compact grey vesicular averaging 09mm thick + 3
featureless sherds + 1 scrap. Rim section joins make a piece 80x80mm with an outward lean which
suggests quite an open bowl, but no indication of shoulder. Diameter at rim 240-200mm lower
down it could be 160mm but only a short ac present. Test on paper. Surface of pot eroded below
c.65mm.
Pot 2: Diameter c. 200mm; flat out-turned rim (uneven) in harder, thinner dark grey vesicular (average
thickness 06mm) + 3 featureless sherds.
3" pot: 1 featureless softish orange vesicular 50x40x 10mm.
1900 R 3 scraps. 1 might be part of Pot 1 rim
3088 R 3 scraps red/black vesicular; 1 scrap grey vesicular
4050 R Tiny crumbs
5875 R Tiny crumbs
Context 50153

3068 R 6 scraps, hard dark thin vesicular

4002 R 1 body sherd 32x29x09mm in dark grey vesicular
Context 50154

1457 9 sherds + 4 scraps of featureless body. 3 pots may be represented.

Largest group (5) are red surfaced vesicular with brown eroded inner surface. Largest sherd 77x65x09mm is
from curved body 200mm in diameter. 4 other sherds 40x30 — 30x20mm belong.

3 other sherds are from the body of a beige/brown vesicular pot; largest sherd 50x60x08mm.

1 other sherd 3030x06mm is more yellow and harder.
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1509 2 sherds + 1 crumb. 1 small piece of out-turned rim, very loose black vesicular in poor condition
25x20x?07mm. Featureless sherd 35x27x09mm of same fabric. Crumb is redder tinge.
4003 R 1 small rimsherd in dark vesicular 20x20x06mm + 1 crumb same + 1 crumb redder.
4086 R 1 scrap dark vesicular with 2 quartz grits visible
5776 R 2 tiny crumbs
5900 R 2 tiny crumbs
Context 50158
3040 R not found
3053 R 3 scraps and 4 crumbs (largest 40x18x08mm) of featureless thin vesicular with a very white outer
surface. Similar to Clynnog pottery
Context 50161
1552 1 featureless sherd 35x35x09mm of loose red/brown vesicular.
4480 R 1 sherd red/black vesicular. 35x23x08mm. Decoration noted is grass wiping + another scrap and 2
crumbs. 1 scrap grey vesicular.
Context 50163
1518 featureless sherd 45x30x08mm of loose red/black vesicular
1555 Small rimsherd (25x25x08mm), neatly out-turned. Red surfaces, vesicular brown core. Accidental
fingernail mark below rim. Sherd sampled for lipid analysis
1852 R 1 crumb red/black vesicular
1976 R 1 scrap hard black vesicular showing coil join (not rim)
3035 R 3 tiny crumbs
4321 R 1 thick softish vesicular featureless sherd 45x25x11mm; 1 scrap and 3 crumbs + crumbs of yellow
burnt clay.
5544 R 3 crumbs; 2 dark, 1 yellow
5953 R 1 tiny crumb

Context 50206, small hearth pit 50207
1682 1 sherd (20x22x07mm) + 2 crumbs, vesicular, orange throughout with visible small white grits
5903 R Tiny crumbs, dark gritty

Structural features: Postholes, beam slots etc

West Sector
Context 2096: cleaning over posthole 50051, North Wall
1021 1 featureless body sherd (40x32x09mm) softish pink/brown vesicular
Context 2097, western gable end posthole 50033
1022 1 sherd (43x37x06mm) very hard, dark vesicular.
Context 2095, posthole 50058, near North Wall
1020 1 small rimsherd (20x17x06mm) in well-smoothed dark vesicular. Rim is out-turned and might have
been a flattened rim since inner edge seems to have a coil finish + 1 crumb.
Context 2099, aisle posthole 50062
1024 1 soft orange sherd 50x35x08mm; curved piece from base. Slightly vesicular but poorly fired; with a
few v. small grits
Context 50038, posthole 50270
3008 R not found
Context 50040, posthole 50039, W gable end
1079 1 sherd (20x20mm) possibly the back part of an out-turned rim. 1 featureless sherd (20x20x07mm) +
3 crumbs, brown vesicular.
1080 2 featureless sherds (40x35x09mm and 45x50x08mm) + crumb in soft vesicular; pale beige surfaces,
brown core. Scoring on one sherd is recent damage.
1083 1 sherd 25x23x07mm beige surface, brown core, vesicular + 5 crumbs
4504 R 3 scraps + 7 crumbs, thin black vesicular and another bag with 6 similar crumbs.
Context 50048, slot 50047, part of western gable
1089 1 sherd (35x25x10mm) from a rounded shoulder in softish yellow/beige vesicular with brown core + 2
scraps + 2 crumbs similar.
1645 1 scrap hard red/black vesicular
Context 50064, aisle posthole 50062
1489 1 fragment outer surface orange, inner lost vesicular
Context 50086, posthole 50085, inside south wall line
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1148 2 sherds and 8 crumbs. Crumbs and 1 sherd (25x25x09mm) are hard, brown almost burnished
vesicular. The sherd shows a shoulder angle. Other sherd (30x30x09mm) is also vesicular but
softer and paler.

1617 not found

Context 50144, posthole 50143, just inside W gable wall

1393 3 fragments vesicular pot, not obviously part of 1397

1397 1 sherd (86x69x07mm) giving profile from rim through shoulder. The rim is smoothly out-turned and
curled over with the hint of rippling on the almost flat upper surface; the shoulder is softly rounded
with no sharp change of direction though the upright neck is certainly concave. The fabric is
vesicular, brown outer, black inner, with a well smoothed surface (almost burnished over the curve
of the rim). It is less well-fired below the shoulder. Diameter at shoulder and inside rim 300mm

1876 R 1 fragment orange/black vesicular; unlikely to be part of 1397.

Context 50177, aisle posthole 50178

1573 1 small sherd (25x20x08mm) dark vesicular, slightly abrasive; 1 sherd (18x18x09mm) yellow gritty

1576 1 rimsherd (25x25x09mm) hard brown vesicular, v. slight out-turn to rim; 1 body sherd
(50x50x09mm) softish pink/brown vesicular with a few v. small grits, groove on outer surface is
trowel damage; 1 sherd (30x27x08mm) similar pink vesicular; 2 fragments from different vesicular
pots.

1816 R 1 sherd (20x25x06mm) black vesicular with good surfaces + 6 crumbs similar

1984 R Tiny crumbs, mainly dark vesicular.

4053 R 1 crumb, red/black.

4332 R 1 sherd (23x27x09mm) brown vesicular + 3 fragments similar; 1 fragment 05mm thick better
quality black vesicular; 1 fragment 06mm thick, beige vesicular.

4342 R not found

6088 1 featureless body sherd (60x40x08mm) of very loose red/brown vesicular fabric with badly corroded
outer surface and heavily grass-wiped inner surface + 4 other pieces and crumbs similar; 2 scraps
yellow gritty fabric.

Mid Sector
Context 50068, posthole 50067, on South Wall
1160 1 thick clumsily out-turned rimsherd (45x30x11mm), grey/brown vesicular, possible diameter
260xmm
Context 50077, posthole 50065, near S Wall and on line of internal division
1161 1 sherd (22x22x08mm) beige/black vesicular with some small grit
Context 50148, gully 50176, internal division

1422 1 large piece of rim (100x65x08-08mm) from a non-shouldered pot 240mm diameter at out edge of
rim; hard brown vesicular, carefully smoothed at rim but outer surface corroded below.

1569 2 featureless sherds + 3 fragments + crumbs of grey/brown softish vesicular. Both sherds (50x40mm
and 25x25mm) are 10-12mm thick. Larger sherd is from a slightly concave neck 200mm in
diameter. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis

1571 2 sherds + crumbs, encrusted with sooty deposit. 1 sherd (58x45x10+mm) from concave neck or
perhaps the inner face of pot from 1422, in pink vesicular with small grits, reasonably good ?outer
surface but poorly fired ?inner surface lost; 1 featureless sherd (30x33x10mm) with pink outer
surface and good black inner surface; 6 fragments, gritty as 1666.

1572 1 sherd (42x25x09mm) hard brown vesicular; 1 sherd (25x25x09+mm) pinker vesicular + 2 ‘lumps’
and crumbs of hard gritty vesicular (as 1666).

1666 4 featureless sherds and 3 fragments in 4 different fabrics. 2 (43x30x10mm and 40x25x10mm) in
softish pink/beige vesicular; 1 (25x20x08mm) in hard abrasive surfaced brown vesicular; 1
(35x30x09mm) in brown gritty fabric with vesicular inner surface and very uncertain outer surface;
fragments are thinner (05mm) hard, dark vesicular.

1988 R 2 fragments dark vesicular

4317 R 1 sherds (30x20x08mm) pink/brown vesicular + 6 crumbs

4380 R 1 fragment red, slightly abrasive surfaces; 3 crumbs red/black vesicular

4432 R 1 sherd (25x30x07mm) beige/grey vesicular + 2 crumbs thin (05mm) dark vesicular

4433 R 4 fragments hard dark vesicular+ 4 crumbs; 1 crumb beige/grey vesicular

4450 R 1 crumb dark vesicular with small grit

4479 R 1 abraded fragment grey vesicular

5541 R Many tiny crumbs

5545 R 1 fragment red/black vesicular with small grit

5894 R not found
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5895 R 1 crumb
6341 R Tiny crumbs, some with grits
Context 50168, aisle posthole 50167.

1855 R 1 featureless sherd (35x25x07mm) pink-beige/black vesicular; 1 possible straight, rounded rimsherd
(20x25x07mm) (but all edges abraded) in hard dark abrasive fabric with v. small grits + 4
fragments and 1 crumb similar; 1 abraded black vesicular sherd (18x23x06mm) + 3 fragments
similar. Sherd has curve which suggests a rounded shoulder, but outer surface gone.

4308 R 3 fragments of black vesicular 05mm thick. Similar 1855 but better condition.

5577 R 2 crumbs yellow gritty, 1 crumb red.

5817 R Tiny crumbs, mainly black abrasive, as 1855.

Context 50188, posthole 50196, part of internal division

1663 1 sherd (32x28x07mm) pink/grey vesicular + 3 fragments and 11 crumbs generally similar. One sherd
sampled for lipid analysis (1663.2)

1665 1 sherd (25x37x08mm) very close to rim + another fragment probably from same pot, beige/grey
vesicular + 2 crumbs.

1674 Another ? rim fragment from same pot

4496 R 1 sherd (30x30x07mm) with red black outer surface and greasy black inner surface, vesicular with
slightly abrasive surface + 1 crumb similar

5818 R 2 crumbs (thin slivers).

Contexts 50189, 50190, 50191, 3 fills of aisle posthole 50179.

1945 1 scrap red/black vesicular 06mm thick

1949 R 1 sherd (223x18x04mm) + 1 crumb, hard dark vesicular

3092 R Tiny crumbs, orange, some v. small grit

5820 R 2 tiny crumbs, red/black vesicular

6080 R 1 fragment of thin dark Neolithic with tiny grits.

1672 1 sherd (30x25x08mm) very pale pink-beige soft vesicular; suggestion of smooth shoulder curve

4111 R 2 frags; 1 + crumb dark vesicular, 1 red

4138 R 2 tiny crumbs, red

1670 2 featureless sherds + 2 crumbs (25x25x07mm and 25x20x06mm) soft orange vesicular

1879 1 small rimsherd + 2 crumbs. Rim rounded upright similar 1855 from Pit 15, hard, dark abrasive with
v small grits.

Context 50193, posthole 50200 on S wall line and start of internal division

1664 1 rimsherd (45x20x10mm) with ? sloping out-turned rim (inner diameter 160mm) in hard dark
vesicular with well smoothed surface over the rim. Probably a pot-bellied pot.

5436 R 1 crumb dark gritty

Context 50198, posthole 50199, on internal division
1676 1 sherd (20x25x06+mm) hard dark vesicular with small grits
Context 50247, possible posthole 50248, in Mid Sector

1721 3 sherds: 1 Rimsherd (45x25x09mm) probably from an open bowl perhaps 240mm in diameter in
hard dark vesicular ware with well smoothed surfaces in and out, almost burnished on the outside. 1
featureless sherd (25x18x08mm) from same pot, and another (20x20x07mm) from a different pot
because the dark vesicular has more voids. Sherd sampled for lipid analysis

3042 R not found

Context 50275, possible posthole 50276, on North Wall

2093 R 3 scraps yellow gritty pottery

Eastern Sector
Context 02093, old ground surface/relict soil in eastern end of building

1015 1 sherd (23x27x07mm) brown vesicular with well-smoothed surface.

1153 4 scraps all grey rather compact but still slightly vesicular fabric with a little small grit

1173 1 sherd (60x38x08mm) softish pink-brown vesicular + 3 crumbs.

1182 1 sherd (65x40x10mm) yellow/black vesicular from body of pot c. 280mm diameter; 1 other sherd
(35x27x09mm) probably from same pot + 2 crumbs, similar.

1189 3 incomplete rimsherds: 2 from flat-topped overhanging rims (possible same pot) in had dark
vesicular ( 24x14 and 22x12mm); 1 fragment (18x12mm) from perhaps similar rim but in more
compact and abrasive fabric; 3 crumbs similar 1182; 2 crumbs hard dark vesicular; 2 crumbs dark
gritty fabric, v. small angular stone.

1500 1 crumbs thin red/black; 1 crumb dark vesicular
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1586 1 rimsherd (15x15x09mm) could be part of 5030; 1 incomplete rim or shoulder (20x14mm) in hard,
dark fabric with very small angular grits; 1 sherd (35x20x14mm) soft pink/beige vesicular; 8
crumbs thin hard black vesicular.

5030 1 rimsherd (60x42x09mm), rolled over rim, fairly straight-sided pot c. 30-34mm diameter in very hard
dark vesicular. There is a gouge running beneath the rim, seemingly part of the final shaping
process ? accidently cutting too deep. 1 sherd (32x37x08mm) + 1 crumb in pink-surface vesicular;
2 scraps brown.

5897 R crumbs

5901 R crumbs

Context 50083, posthole 50084, on South Wall

1445 1 crumb dark, hard

1563 Several crumbs, hard, dark vesicular

3052 3 sherds from same hard, dark vesicular pot: 1 incomplete rim (14x20mm), quite squarely out-turned;
sherd (50x42x10mm) from slightly undulating straight neck + scrap (25x21x08mm); 1 sherd
(33x25x10mm) softish yellow/grey vesicular. One sherd sampled for lipid analysis (3052.1)

Context 50099, South Wall foundation slot 50101

1176 1 sherd hard black vesicular (37x35x07mm); inner surface damaged by a groove. This must have
happened in antiquity by unlikely to be functional.

1177 1 scrap (09mm thick) pink/black vesicular. Groove on inner surface prob. Damage.

1181 not found

1418 3 scraps dark vesicular 06-07mm thick with almost polished surfaces and indication of concave neck;
2 scraps orange ?re-burnt.

Context 50102, posthole 50164, part of E gable end

1186 5 scraps red/black vesicular with some small grits.

1512 1 sherd (20x20x04mm) + 4 crumbs similar; 1 scrap and crumb similar 1806.

1806 1 sherd (43x25x07mm) beige/brown vesicular with some quartz grit + 1 scrap + 1 crumb similar

3062 R 1 scrap (? reburnt) orange vesicular

Context 50105, posthole 50139, inside E gable end

1188 1 simple everted rimsherd (35x20x08mm) in very hard black vesicular with well-smoothed surfaces; 1
fragment dark vesicular, badly abraded + 3 crumbs and others in separate bag

1417 1 sherd (30x20x09mm) in softish beige/grey vesicular + crumbs (pinker)

5812 R 3 tiny crumbs

Context 50135, posthole 50136 inside E gable end
1388 5 crumbs dark vesicular
1699 1 body sherd (53x40x09mm) in hard beige/grey vesicular. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis
1707 2 crumbs beige/grey vesicular
1742 R 1 fragment dark, slightly abrasive with some small grit.

4326 R 1 fragment yellow/grey vesicular

4413 R 1 crumb red.

5543 R 2 crumbs dark vesicular

Context 50137, posthole 50138, inside E gable end
1414 2 sherds + scrap probably from same pot in hard dark vesicular (40x30x09 and 40x40x09mm), outer
surface well smoothed, inner eroded, suggestion of slightly concave neck + 13 crumbs of dark
vesicular; 2 scraps redder from a different pot.
4135 R 1 tiny red crumb
Context 50159, posthole 50164, part of E gable end
1514 4 featureless sherds of pink/brown softish vesicular 10-11mm thick + 4 crumbs; 3 sherds hard thinner
dark vesicular, 1 (40x30x06mm) being from a concave neck
1517 1 rimsherd (26x10x06mm) neatly rolled, fine red vesicular
1798 1 fragment very hard black vesicular + crumbs
3057 R 1 fragment dark vesicular
4011 R 1 crumb dark gritty vesicular
5758 R 1 crumb of hard black slightly abrasive rim edge + others various
5866 R dark crumbs
Context 50165, beam slot 50166 in E gable wall
1544 2 small abraded sherds, 1 the outer edge of a rim (30x10x05mm) ?flattened + crumbs, all in fragile,
thin black vesicular.
1545 a section of the rim and neck of pot found in sf 1559 from Posthole 50173 made up of 6 sherds, the
segment measures 92x68x8-11mm with shoulder diameter of probably 240mm and a rim diameter
of 220mm (same as 1559), the pink/brown fabric is well fired, the outer surface hard and
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smoothed, the inner one somewhat corroded. It is likely that it reached the postholes as several
pieces but it cannot have been a pot in recent use. 1 sherd of softer pink-grey vesicular
(40x42x12mm); 2 fragments main pot. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis

1695 71696 2 small sherds yellow beige/black vesicular

1755 R Several crumbs

5450 R not found

5769 R Tiny red crumbs

6106 R 2 crumbs very hard black vesicular

Context 50171, posthole 50173, part of E gable end

1547 1 rimsherd (50x35x08mm) hard vesicular, probably from a shouldered pot ¢.280mm in diameter; 1
rimsherd (37x29x07mm) looser vesicular pink/brown surfaces + 1 sherd (45x33x08-09mm) with
slight s-curve; 1 rimsherd (30x15x08mm) in black vesicular; 1 sherd close to rim (37x30x08mm)
very hard vesicular with grit, grey + small scrap; 3 other featureless body sherds, some with
exceptionally large stone grits; 3 frag, 1 very thin =possibly 7 different pots represented. 1 bag of
crumbs, none interesting. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis and another for lipid analysis
(1547.5)

1557 2 featureless sherds (40x40x06mm and 30x30x06mm) from same pot, hard coke-like vesicular,
pink/brown outer surface, core black, not same as any in 1547.

1559 A single section of a shouldered bowl in softish pink/grey vesicular 09-10mm thick. The piece is 90 x
90 x 08-11mm, made up from 5 recently broken sherds. The rim is a simple out-turn and the
shoulder is strongly defined. Diameter at shoulder is 240mm, the rim (not very even) perhaps a
little less ?220mm. This is part of the same pot as sf 1545 from slot 50166 which is close by.

1975 R 1 crumb of rim joins 1547; several dark crumbs, 1 pale beige.

1989 R 1 fragment dark vesicular 06mm thick

4075 R not found

4403 R several vesicular crumbs

Context 50172, posthole 50174, part of E gable end

1550 1 partial rimsherd (20x23x08mm) from a flattened out-turned rim, red-surfaced vesicular; 1 sherd
(40x40x06mm) very hard black vesicular similar to a featureless sherd in 1547; 1 sherd
(40x25x08mm) pale beige/grey vesicular; 1 sherd (43x30x12mm) pink/black vesicular; 1 scrap
yellow vesicular + crumbs

1628 A lot of vesicular crumbs, mainly dark.

1625 R 1 complete red-surfaced rimsherd as that in 1550. Rim is flat out-turned 21mm wide. There is no
indication of shape of rest of the pot. 1 scrap of pale grey vesicular; 3 dark vesicular crumbs.

Contexts 50183 upper fill / Context 50184 lower fill posthole 50182, E gable end

1702 2 rimsherds, 3 sherds and 2 crumbs probably all from the same pot in hard black vesicular, but not
joining. I rim (50x30x09mm) is simple, pointed probably from a concave neck; the other
(20x25x09mm) is slightly more rounded. The largest body sherd is 50x45x09mm and has lost most
of the other surface, the others are 35x35x09mm and 25x23 without an outer surface. Several
crumbs similar to main pot.

1796 A large upright neck sherd (87x48x10-12mm) made up of 4 recent breaks of softish grey vesicular
with some largish grits and complex voids, 1 sherd (35x25x10mm) + 6 scraps; 3 sherds (larger
20x23x 05mm possibly an abraded rim) hard dark vesicular + 1 crumb.

1805 3 tiny fragments of rolled over rim in hard dark vesicular + 9 small fragments of similar thin dark
fabric; 3 scraps red/black vesicular, thicker.

1882 R 6 red/black crumbs

4142 R 1 red crumb

4507 R 7 red/black crumbs

5449 R 1 crumb vesicular

1660 2 sherds (35x35 and 35x25) softish pink black vesicular with grits 12mm thick; 2 sherds (35x35 and
25x%25) compact grey vesicular with well smoothed, almost burnished surfaces, 07mm thick; 2
crumbs.

1659 1 rimsherd (40x34x06mm) hard well smoothed black inner and outer surfaces, coke-like vesicular,
slightly out-turned rim on concave neck. No other pieces of this pot present. 2 featureless sherds of
softish pink/black vesicular with grits 12mm thick; 1 small thinner pink/black sherd and 2 sherds
beige/grey; 1 larger sherd (50x50x11mm) softish grey vesicular with some large grits and complex
voids (this is quite a distinctive fabric which appears in several contexts, but without evidence of
shape).

2086 R 4 red/black crumbs

3085 R not found
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5862 R Tiny dark crumb
5984 Said to come from east end ‘facade’ 1 sherd (35x30x10mm) hard yellow/beige vesicular
Context 50208, hollow 50209 in NE corner
1680 1 arc of body 200mm diameter, well fired orange outer surface, brown inner, vesicular with a few
small grits, sherd 70x30x10mm, breaks fresh and unabraded but not recent.
1681 3 crumbs pink/beige vesicular
Context 50211, posthole 50210, at NE end of North Wall
1685 +1689 1 large body sherd (62x50x11mm) beige/brown vesicular with black core.
1686 1 sherd (35x25x07mm) compact with much v. small quartz grit, black burnished outer surface with
yellowing brown inner surface. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis
1687 scrap pink/beige vesicular 09mm thick. Might belong to 1685.
1688 2 crumbs pink /black vesicular
1690 3 scraps of pink/black vesicular 10-11mm thick + 2 crumbs
4323 R 4 yellow/beige frags; 3 crumbs black vesicular (1 a tiny piece of rim tip)
Context 50213, beam slot 50166 in E gable wall
1722 1 very hard dark vesicular sherd (30x35x08mm) with an indication of change of direction as at
shoulder; 2 scraps red/black; 1 sherd (25x30x10mm) softer pink brown vesicular.
1947 R 1 scrap 06mm thick hard black compact slightly abrasive, + 3 crumbs
1978 R several crumbs, red/black vesicular
4503 R not found
Context 50222, posthole 50221, part of North Wall
1694 1 sherd (30x24x09mm) softish orange/brown vesicular. Surface voids look a bit like impressed
decoration but interior clearly vesicular, some medium stone grit.
Context 50229, natural hollow 50228 in NE corner
1700 Exceptionally thick sherd 95x55x13-16mm, very hard grey/beige vesicular with a polished outer
surface and well smoothed inner. Sherd has slight S-curve, diameter of body 240mm
Contexts 50233 upper fill and 50235 lower fill of beam slot 50232
1708 1 body sherd (45x43x12mm) in very hard and compact fabric, pink/black, voids on surface; 1 sherd
(30x28x10mm) beige-pink/brown, hard but looser vesicular.
1914 R 1 scrap pink vesicular.
4483 R 1 sherd (32x25x09mm) similar to body sherd in 1708 + frag. Orange ? re-burnt
4329 R 1 fragment dark vesicular + 1 crumb yellow
5873 R 1 crumb red/black vesicular.
Context 50249, probable posthole 50258, on North Wall
1720 1 tiny crumb, red/black vesicular
1770 1 small rimsherd (15x17x10mm) in a hard brown fabric, slightly greasy to touch, but also some
vesicularity, Rim has outward slope and might have some decoration, but deepest mark might just
be grass inclusion. Possibly not Early Neolithic.
Context 50274, E gable wall slot 50166
1794 2 small sherds (20x30x05mm) dark vesicular and 1 sherd (25x30x07mm) orange vesicular with grit.
3020 R 1 sherd (30x25x07mm) + 2 scraps dark vesicular; 4 crumbs orange/black vesicular.
5902 R Several dark crumbs + 2 red crumbs
Context 50277, probably fill of beam slot 50101
4158 R vesicular pot fragment
5814 R 2 dark crumbs

Pits within Early Neolithic building
Context 50055, pit 50054, in middle of W Sector
1118 1 scrap softish orange vesicular
1119 1 scrap + 2 crumbs of dark vesicular, abraded
1123 1 scrap of softish orange vesicular; 2 scraps very hard thin dark vesicular + 2 crumbs
1124 1 body sherd (45x50x08mm) in beige/brown vesicular with a great number of complex angular voids;
1 sherd (20x24x07mm) hard orange; 1 scrap thin dark vesicular (as 1123). Sherd sampled for
fabric analysis
1125 2 sherds joining at ancient break to form a section of curved body (67x40x05-07mm) c. 240mm in
diameter; thin, hard dark vesicular.
1643 R 1 crumb, hard dark vesicular
2021 R 3 scraps as 1124 (2 with many voids, other hard orange)
5899 R Tiny crumbs
Context 50090, pit 50092, large central pit
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1482 R 17 crumbs of yellow gritty fabric, unlike others from this area but not possible to date (but similar
1497) which includes definite Neolithic sherd.
Context 50103, pit/hollow 50104 in Middle Sector
1185 1 sherd (20x18x08mm) pinkish beige/brown vesicular
Context 50106, pit 50107 in Middle Sector
1199 1 sherd (30x25x08mm) from curved body; hard yellow/black vesicular with some v. small grit.
1519 1 tiny crumb, red
Context 50117, pit 50120, central pit with stone capping
1429 1 crumb orange/grey. Doesn’t look v. Neolithic
1433 1 small sherd (18x20x07mm) reddish brown vesicular with some grit. This is Neolithic
1497 12 crumbs yellow ?pot with a good deal of small angular stone grit similar 1482 + 4 crumbs redder but
probably the same.

Outlying features
Contexts 02098, 50060 and 50061, pit 50059, just W of building
1023 3 scraps (2 join) ¢.20x20x08mm; pink/beige surfaces with black core. Not noticeably vesicular, but
Early Neolithic.
1064 1 scrap + crumb pink/black vesicular 045mm thick
1130 1 scrap hard darkish vesicular (similar 1125)
1131 1 crumb
4148 R Tiny crumbs only
4005 R 1 scrap thin red/black vesicular + 10 crumbs similar
Context 02103 Patch relict soil to north of building
1029 1 scrap orange (?re-burnt) gritty fabric.
Context 20048, posthole 20047, just E of the building
118 Not found
119 1 body sherd (60x58x08-10mm) in hard dark vesicular. Shows a very slight s-curve. 1 crumb dark
gritty
3054 1 fragment pink/black vesicular + 1 curved fragment but too small to understand.
Context 20050, pit/posthole 20049/50142, just E of the building
120 and 121 2 body sherds (53x37x07-08mm and 28x35x07-08mm) from same pot, pink/black hard
vesicular
Context 50026, posthole 50025, to the W of the building
1772 3 crumbs, black gritty
Context 50076, large amorphous pit 50075, immediately west of building
4253 R 1 featureless abraded sherd (25x25x07mm) of hard dark grey vesicular
1110 2 fragments + 2 crumbs of hard black slightly vesicular, but with a few v small grits
1111 1 fragment beige/black slightly vesicular but with abrasive feel as 1140
1113 1 fragment of neat rim which joins a fragment from 1110; slightly abrasive surface, 07mm thick
1115 1 small sherd (20x25x05mm) + 1 fragment same red/black vesicular
1121 5 small fragments similar 1140--gritty
1134 1 tiny crumb of neatly out-turned rim. This is softer and thinner (05mm) than 1113, also outer surface
beige
1136 1 fragment + 7 crumbs similar 1140 + 3 stones to which pottery had adhered.
1140 1 crumb. Very small grits present in some quantity. Abrasive feel
Context 50141, pit/posthole 20049/50142, just E of the building
1642 2+ crumbs of hard black vesicular
1644 1 crumb same
Context 50152, hollow/animal burrow 50151, just S of South Wall
1420 + 1423 1 rimsherd (70x63x10mm) hard black/grey vesicular fabric. The pot has a curled over rim
(outer diameter 205mm) and an unshouldered profile (possibly 120mm deep), 4 sherds join, at least
one is an ancient break; 3 fragments grey vesicular (1 with grit); 1 lump ? burnt clay
4520 R 2 crumbs dark vesicular, 1 with grits
Context 50203, posthole 50202, near SE corner of building
1673 Scrap of orange hard vesicular pot 06mm thick ? re-burnt
Context 50265, natural hollow 50264, to N of building
1894 1 rimsherd (50x50x10mm) with roughly turned over rim and straight neck, probable diameter 240mm
outside, hard brown fairly compact vesicular. 3 body sherds (largest 65x57x06mm) in hard
pink/black looser vesicular, diameter perhaps c.280mm, unabraded breaks but no joins. 1 fragment
dark gritty. One sherd sampled for lipid analysis (1894.6)
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4120 not found

Area E: Occupation area

Fabric types

V = vesicular

G = gritty

V 7 : A hard compact grey vesicular with or without a beige surface (which might be a slip).

V 8 : A softer compact beige/grey vesicular. It varies from 7 mainly in the firing. Both vary in thickness from
05 - 012mm, the majority being 07-10mm thick.

V 9 : A very hard reddish brown vesicular with complex voids (and occasional grits) which tends to laminate or
split vertically. It is normally 05-08mm thick.

G 4 : yellow soft surface with medium exposed grits on grey core (rare)

G 5 : A hard grey fabric with an abrasive surface and occasional small grits, otherwise similar to V 7 and 8.

0 : A poorly fired, red/black 'mealy' fabric with a smooth matt surface which survives occasionally over the rim

but has usually become badly eroded on the exterior

NB. There was also some Beaker pottery from this area, for Beaker and possible Beaker pottery see “Early
Bronze Age Pottery” below.

Context 31001 Natural Loess 20 sherds
850 1 sherd (30x30x12mm) orange grey V8
879 lost
880 1 sherd (30x20x10mm) V8
887 1 sherd (25x25x08mm) pale grey hard slightly abrasive G5
903 1 fragment similar 887 G5
944 1 crumb reddish
980 top (23x12x07mm) red /black, hard ?V5
981 top Recently broken small sherd V4 as 887 V8
5135 R 2 fragments + 3 crumbs
6340 R 2 sherds (25x20x11mm V8) and (25x20x07mm G5)

Context 31013, Pit 31010 1 sherd
4565R 1 crumb dark, G2

Context 31024 Hollow 31082 30 sherds

305 2 v. abraded sherds + 1 fragment of yellow/grey V8 09-12mm thick. Largest sherd 25x30x12mm.

872 2 sherds join on ?ancient break There are other recent breaks as well) to make piece of concave neck
(60x43x11mm) Rim has been abraded. Diameter 300mm. Fabric orange/black dense vesicular
probably with a lot of v. small grits. A rather mealy/ crumbly appearance. This is what is described
as odd fabric = Fabric 0.

873 1 sherd (25x20x10mm) + 3 fragments same V8 + a sherd now in 872.

883 3 abraded sherds all yellow/grey, 2 12mm thick, other harder, 08mm thick. V7 & 8. Largest sherd
45x25x12mm.

905 1 sherd 45x20x11mm similar 883 V8

906 lost

907 1 sherd hard grey vesicular with rather sandy/abrasive feel not quite G5 20x23x12mm with curve on
?outer surface, either a shoulder or close to rim.

908 1 sherd 23x25x11mm V8§

4555 R 4 fragments of yellow/ grey + 7 crumbs similar V8 1 fragment darker with largish grits ? G2

4559 R 2 fragments grey, outer surface lost, some grit G5

5447 R 1 fragment yellow/grey, some minute grit visible G5
Except for 872/3 this hollow contains almost exclusively yellow/grey sherds (V8) which might have
come from a single pot.

Context 31025 Relict Soil

This is the major context for this area with 275 pottery find groups but there are only 132 sherds more than
25x25mm in area, as against more than 396 scraps, fragments or crumbs, a ratio of 1:3 indicating that the
material in this soil has been trampled, though not necessarily moved very far since some groups of finds are
likely to belong to the same pot and there are a few joins on ancient breaks. The material from Context 31596,
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a pit containing 54 pieces of pot representing perhaps 7 pots contained 16 sherds over 25x25mm and 33 scraps
etc., a ratio of 1:2. Most edges were quite abraded, unlike sherds from the postholes in Area H.
Some find groups are noted as coming from the 'top’ or 'bottom’ of this soil layer. The range of fabrics etc from
these sub-contexts does not suggest any significant variation between the two.
858 1 freshly broken rimsherd (30x35x09mm) in ‘odd fabric’ = Fabric 0
865 2 sherds same hard grey vesicular (25x25x11 and 20x34x10mm) ? join on an abraded break G5
866 1 sherd (30x22x07mm) hard grey/beige vesicular V8
868 Tip of rim coil join (10x23x11mm) well fired beige/grey vesicular V7
869 2 fragments hard dark vesicular 05m thick V9
871 1 crumb similar
870 1 fragment same
874 1 fragment same showing angle ? shoulder V9
875 1 crumb
876 1 fragment gritty vesicular 06mm thick G5
881 1 fragment hard brown slightly abrasive vesicular G5
882 2 bags Charcoal and several crumbs, hard fired.
889 fired clay not certainly pottery
890 1 sherd (25x25x09mm) softish crumbly + 1 fragment hard grey vesicular 08mm thick ?Fabric 0 and V7
891 1 sherd (25x21x08mm, hard grey vesicular as 890 V7
893 1 crumb hard grey vesicular V7
900 4 pieces of 1 fragment hard grey vesicular V7
910 5 crumbs softer grey vesicular V8
911 1 v. abraded sherd (20x20x07mm)
931 1 sherd softish beige grey vesicular showing coil overlap (37x40x08mm) V8. Sherd sampled for lipid
analysis
963 bottom 1 sherd softish yellow/grey vesicular (40x35x07mm) and 1 hard grey vesicular (35x25x10mm)
V8 & 7
964 bottom 1 fragment of sharply out-turned rim softish beige/grey vesicular (18x20x08mm); 1 sherd
(25,30x10mm) similar fabric; 3 fragments thin ( 06mm) hard grey/beige V8
971 bottom 7 fragments and crumbs of thin (06mm) hard grey vesicular, probably all same pot but ancient
breaks; 1 fragment and 2 crumbs softer yellow grey vesicular. V9
964 and 971 suggest that the bottom layer of this relict soil has not been disturbed or sherds moved much.
979 top Scrap hard beige/grey vesicular with at least 1 small quartz grit, I Imm thick G5
988 4 scraps + 1 crumb softish beige/grey 10-11mm thick V8
989 3 scraps beige/grey vesicular 10mm thick with grits; 1 scraps no grist + crumbs G5
2166 1 sherd (45x30x08mm) soft beige/grey vesicular, all edges abraded V8
2167 1 everted pointed rimsherd of Fabric 0 (42x28x09mm) + crumbs same. V. similar 858 but rim is
pointed. Outer surface is badly eroded.
4487 1 sherd + 3 scraps same (25x25x10mm) brown vesicular with grits. All edges eroded ? R G5
5004 top 3 crumbs hard grey vesicular. 06mm thick V7
5005 top 2 pieces of rim hard grey vesicular (20x25x14mm and scrap 12mm thick + scrap of coil below
rim) + 2 crumbs and scrap of softer pink beige vesicular V7
5006 bottom 1 out-turned rimsherd (22x20x07mm) hard beige/grey vesicular, eroded V7
5008 top 1 sherd (2 pieces ? join) thick hard grey similar 2005 (38x24x12mm); 2 scraps thinner (10mm)
and 7 fragments and crumbs 07mm thick all hard grey. V7
5009 top 2 scraps grey/beige with grit. G5
5010 1 curved sherd (35x30x08mm) softish yellow grey vesicular and 1 scrap + crumb harder. V8
5011 1 scrap badly eroded, yellow grey with grit + 3 crumbs. G4
5020 1 sherd (20x20x07mm) pale grey vesicular + 3 crumbs similar V8
5022 4 crumbs beige/grey with grit 12mm thick G5
5026 missing
5028 1 sherd (37x30x11mm) beige/grey vesicular, softish V8
5029 1 scrap similar V8
5030 number problem 1 fragment hard thin (05mm) dark grey V9
5032 1 sherd (25x20x06mm) very hard dark grey vesicular V9
5033 bottom 2 fragments similar V9
5034 1 scrap similar V9
5035 bottom 1 scrap similar, with undulating surface V9
5036 top 2 softer, thicker scraps ? yellow/grey V8
5037 top hard beige/grey crumb 08mm thick V8§
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5038
5041
5042
5043
5044
5045

5046

5047
5048

5067

1 scrap + 2 crumbs hard grey vesicular 08mm thick V7

bottom 1 scrap hard grey with grit G5

3 crumbs beige/grey with grit G5

missing

bottom 1 scrap + 1 crumb hard grey/beige vesicular, concave sherd V7

bottom 1 sherd (35x27x11mm) beige /grey vesicular formed from 1 recent and 1 ancient break + 5
scraps similar and 2 crumbs V8

bottom 1 sherd (30x35x09mm) possibly from near everted rim, softish grey/beige vesicular + 2 scraps
+ 1 crumb similar. V8

bottom 1 sherd (20x30x10mm) softish grey vesicular, some grit. G5

bottom 1 sherd (25x22x06mm) hard grey, vesicular; 4 scraps and 4 crumbs beige/grey softer vesicular
V7 &8

1 crumb beige/grey vesicular with grit G5

5068 2 bags 1 crumb hard grey + 1 tiny crumb

5070
5071
5072
5073
5074
5075
5077
5078
5079
5080
5081
5082
5084
5085
5086
5088
5089

5090
5091

5092
5093
5095
5096
5106
5107
5109
5110
5111
5112
5115
5116
5117
5120
5121
5122
5124
5125
5128
5129
5130
5131
5132
5134
5137

bottom 1 scrap and 3 crumbs hard grey 05mm thick V7

top 1 scrap similar V7

bottom 1 crumb beige/grey V8

bottom 1 lump (35x25x15mm) rolled appearance yellow clay with much small grit ?? part of pot
bottom 1 scrap and 1 crumb hard beige/grey 09mm thick V8

1 scrap hard pink-beige/grey vesicular showing coil join 07mm thick ?

1 rimsherd in 4 pieces (27x18x08mm) out-turned, hard grey with some grit G5

bottom 2 scraps pink-beige/grey with grit 07mm thick, same pot ?

bottom 1 sherd (25x25x08mm) pink/dark grey vesicular Pink surfaced sherds are rare in E
flattish out-turned rim in hard grey vesicular (45x27x08mm wall) V7

bottom 2 scraps beige/pale grey vesicular 09 and 08mm thick V8

bottom v. badly eroded, curve towards rim, pink beige throughout ? reburnt

1 fragment + crumbs had grey 07mm thick

crumbs

bottom 1 fragment beige/dark grey vesicular 07mm thick

top 2 crumbs

bottom 1 sherd (22x25x08 wall) in very hard grey (apparent rim due to hollow caused by loss of ?

shell inclusion) V9 + 1 scrap softish beige grey V8

bottom 1 scrap hard beige/grey vesicular 07mm thick V7

bottom 1 sherd (37x24x07mm) softish pink beige/grey vesicular showing coil overlap + 2 fragments

similar V8

bottom 1 sherd (45x35x10-12mm) beige/grey vesicular with 1-2 grits, imminent lamination G5
bottom tiny crumbs

top several small crumbs

bottom 1 rimsherd rounded everted (30x18x10mm wall) hard grey vesicular with beige ?slip V7
top 1 scrap + several crumbs, softish pale grey vesicular 10mm thick V8
bottom 1 scrap + several crumbs, similar V8

1 crumb hard dark grey

1 scrap + crumbs v. hard laminated beige grey V9

1 scrap hard grey 09mm thick V7
top 1 rimsherd (20x11x05mm wall) hard grey vesicular V7

1 sherd (32x25x09mm) hard beige grey vesicular V7

3 scraps + 4 crumbs beige/grey vesicular V8

4 crumbs + dust, beige grey vesicular 07mm thick V8

missing

1 scrap beige/grey vesicular with grit 08mm thick G5

missing

1 abraded scrap beige grey 08mm thick V8

1 rimsherd (28x25x09mm) badly eroded, in Fabric 0,

1 scrap v. hard grey 08mm thick V9

1 rimsherd (36x34x09mm) badly eroded in Fabric 0. Sherd sampled for lipid analysis

1 sherd (30x25x08mm) softish beige grey vesicular + crumbs same V8

Destroyed

1 fragment v. hard grey 05Smm thick V9
bottom Concave neck sherd (37x25x08mm) in hard brown/grey vesicular V9
top several grey crumbs
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5138
5140
5141

5142
5143
5144
5149
5150
5151
5154
5155

5156
5157
5158
5159
5160
5163
5164
5165
5166
5167
5169
5172
5173

5174
5175
5176
5177

5178
5179
5181
5183
5184
5186
5187
5188

5189
5190
5191
5192
5193

5196
5197
5198
5199
5201
5203
5204
5205

5206

top 1 sherd (25x30x09mm) in softish beige/grey vesicular V8

bottom 1 fragment + crumb grey 05Smm thick

top 1 rimsherd (50x55x10mm) hard grey vesicular with some grit, inner surface eroded, outer good.
Out-turned rim and probable straight neck, diameter c¢. 240mm G5. Sherd sampled for lipid
analysis

top 4 fragments + crumbs softish beige grey vesicular V8

1 fragment of top of quite thick rounded rim in hard brownish vesicular V9

bottom 1 sherd (15x27x08mm) hard beige/grey vesicular V7

4 fragments softish beige/grey V8

2 fragments same (V8) 07mm thick; 1 crumb Fabric 0

1 scrap brownish/grey liable to laminate, 08mm thick V9

3 fragments beige grey

1 scrap Fabric 0 05mm thick (thinner than usual); 1 fragment v. hard grey with ?grass marks; 2

fragments + 2 crumbs beige/grey 06 and 09mm thick V9 & V7

1 crumb beige grey 06mm thick

bottom 1 sherd (25x26x09mm) beige grey vesicular V8

bottom missing

missing

1 sherd (20x20x10mm) and 1 scrap + crumb all softish beige/grey vesicular V8

top missing

bottom 1 fragment hard grey 05mm thick V7

1 fragment + 4 crumbs yellow grey

crumbs and dust

1 sherd (20x20x10mm) beige grey vesicular with some grit + 1 crumb G5

top 1 crumb red, ? re-burnt

bottom several crumbs (3 Fabric 0)

top 1 sherd (30x30x09mm) hard compact grey vesicular; 1 sherd (25x22x05mm) v. hard browny
beige/grey slightly laminated. V9 & G5

top 1 fragment orange ? re-burnt

top 1 crumb softish grey V8

3 fragment hard grey vesicular 06mm thick; 1 fragment (spall of beige outer surface) V7

top 1 out-turned rimsherd (25x18x08mm wall) hard grey vesicular, coil join at top of wall + 1 crumb
V7

top 1 sherd (30x25x09mm) softish beige grey, compact vesicular (as most of softish b/g are) V8

top 1 fragment softish beige grey 09mm thick + 2 crumbs

top 1 sherd (25x20x09mm) softish beige/grey compact vesicular. V8

top several crumbs gritty vesicular G5

top tiny crumbs

top scrap of beige grey vesicular with grits recently broken into crumbs G5

top 1 sherd (25x20x11mm) beige grey compact vesicular + 2 crumbs V8

top 1 rimsherd (35x25x09mm wall) in hard beige grey looser vesicular, out-turned rim as added coil.
V7

6 crumbs, all thin ? laminations of outer surface V9

top 1 scrap of gritty fabric ? tip of rim G5

top 1 crumb 05mm tick

top 1 scrap rather poorly fired (rare in this group) 07mm thick

bottom 1sherd (35x25x10mm) pink beige/grey hard but laminated and outer surface lost in places
(often the case with this fabric) + 1 crumb same and 1 crumb more compact 07mm thick. V9

top 6 fragments + crumbs softish beige grey vesicular V8

1 scrap similar 09mm thick. V8

top 1 scrap similar 11mm thick V8

top crumbs and dust, poorly fired vesicular

top Outer lip of rim (20x10x08mm) hard grey vesicular, some grit, coil join visible. G5

several crumbs

1 scrap gritty pot, as 5219 ?G2

1 sherd (32x25x11mm) + 4 scraps and Sfragments + 6 crumbs of softish orange (? Reburnt). Slightly
gritty fabric, v. difficult to identify surfaces. 2 scraps may show angle of out-turned rim, one has
lines which I think are trowel damage. Impossible to make much of this but all same pot.

4 sherds (largest 25x25mm), 3 fragments + 3 crumbs from same pot, hardish, compact beige grey
vesicular 08-10mm thick. 1 sherd (25x25x10mm) may show angle of shoulder, another has angle
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5207

5208
5212
5213

5214
5216

5217

5218
5219
5220
5221

5222

5223
5224

5225

5226
5227

5229
5230
5231
5232

5234
5235

5236

5238
5239
5240

5241
5242
5244
5246
5247

5248
5249
5250
5251
5252
5253
5254
5257

but it is on inside and must be coil overlap, another scrap may be part of an everted rim; 1 sherd
(25x25x07mm) + crumb in hard laminating fabric. V8 & V9
2 scraps (join on ancient break to make piece 35x25x06mm )+ 2 crumbs v. hard grey laminating
fabric; 1 sherd (32x20x10mm) + 2 scraps softish beige/grey compact vesicular V9 & V8
1 scrap v. hard grey vesicular 09mm thick
1 thin crumb
1 lightly everted rimsherd (25x18x06 wall) in hard grey vesicular with some grit + fragment similar
G5
1 sherd 25x22x09mm beige grey compact with some grit G5
1 rimsherd, slightly angular everted rim (50x25x08mm wall) in very hard dark grey vesicular, possible
diameter 280mm V7
1 sherd (25x18x11mm) beige/grey abrasive surface. Damage to inside looked like angle of shoulder,
but it is not. G5
1 dark laminated crumb 06mm thick + stone V9
1 scrap + crumbs of brown gritty pot like 5204 ? G2
1 scrap 05mm thick of Fabric 0
2 sherd, 3 scraps + 3 crumbs of grey vesicular 09mm thick, 1 sherd (40x30x09mm) is from a concave
neck, others featureless; 1 sherd (30x20x07-04mm) in fabric 0 is from close to pointed everted rim.
Another tiny crumb (12x15x06-04mm) in another fabric may be tip of another pointed rim. F 0 &
V7. One sherd sampled for lipid analysis
1 sherd (27x20x07mm) of softish beige grey vesicular badly abraded is from just under small rolled
rim (line of definition but overhang of rim lost); 2 fragments v. hard dark grey laminated V8 & V7
bottom 1 sherd (23x30x07mm) + crumb, pink-beige/dark grey laminated V9
bottom 1 sherd (45x35x10mm) + 1 crumb hard grey vesicular, 2 fragments v. hard dark grey
laminated. V9
(2 bags) bottom 1 crumb + 1 lump (25x25x18mm) of burnt clay.
1 everted rimsherd 45x25x09mm in several fragments, softish beige grey vesicular V8 +
stone
top missing
2 rimsherds ( 25x20x11-09mm and 20x18x09mm) could be same pot but don’t join, + 2 fragments
similar fabric, hard dark grey vesicular with abrasive surface. G5 or V9
Hard dark grey similar 5227 but with lost large inclusion ? sea shell, 20x20x08mm V9
1 sherd (recent break) (30x20x09mm) softish pink beige/grey vesicular some grit G5
1 crumb beige/grey compact vesicular V8
1 sherd (12x25x07mm) with hint of shoulder angle, odd inclusion on interior and scratches (some
recent) on exterior surface, hard beige/grey vesicular V7
1 scrap hard thin (05mm) grey vesicular
1 sherd (25x20x12mm) + fragment in hard beige/grey with abrasive surface; 1 sherd (20x23x07mm)
softish beige grey vesicular fairly compact; crumb orange ? re-burnt G5 & V8
1 sherd (30x27x07mm) hard compact beige grey vesicular; 1 sherd (25x25x10mm) looser vesicular,
pink-beige/grey. V7 & ?
1 scrap 05mm thick beige grey vesicular with grit G5
5 crumbs ( 2 fabric 0, 1 grey with grit, 2 grey vesicular) + 1 stone and charcoal fragment FO, G5, V8
top 1 sherd (25x20x07mm) with curve towards rim, soft yellow vesicular, 3 fragments grey with grit
+ 2 crumbs V8 & G5
1 sherd (30x25x08mm) in soft beige grey vesicular + 3 frags, harder V8
1 scrap hard grey 07mm thick
3 crumbs beige grey vesicular
top 1 sherd (ancient break) (40x25x08mm) hard brown/dark grey vesicular V9
top 1 pointed rimsherd (30x30x08-04mm) in Fabric 0; 1 scrap hard brown/dark grey as 5246 07mm
thick; 2 fragments beige/grey; 1 fragment v. hard dark grey 05mm thick F.0, V7, V9. One sherd
sampled for lipid analysis
1 sherd (30x25x10mm) hard grey with some grit G5
top 1 sherd (25x22x07mm) badly abraded hard brown/grey with abrasive surface G5
top 1 sherd (27x20x10mm) + 2 crumbs softish beige/grey vesicular V8
top 1 scrap hard brown/dark grey vesicular 07mm thick V9
21 sherds (25x23x08mm beige/grey with grit) and (25x23x05mm yellow soft and eroded) G5 & V6
2 lumps clay (23x25x20mm and smaller)
top 1 abraded sherd (25x16x 07mm) dark grey with grit G5
1 sherd (30x25x07mm) + crumb in Fabric 0; 1 scrap brown/grey vesicular laminated F.0 & V9
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5259

5260

5264

5266
5268

5269

5270
5271
5272
5273
5274
5275

5277

5278
5279
5280
5281
5283
5284
5285
5287
5288
5289
5290
5291
5292

5293
5294
5295
5297
5300
5301

5302
5303

5305
5306
5307
5308

5309
5311
5312
5313
5316
5317

5318
5319

3 sherds, 1 scrap, 3 fragments and 1 crumb of same beige/pale grey compact vesicular all 10mm thick.
Sherds 40x23x10mm, 30x25x10mm, 25x18x10mm. Non joins but probably from same pot. V8.
One sherd sampled for lipid analysis

(2 bags) 2 fragments softish grey 07 and 10mm thick 2" bag 1 fragment +2 crumbs hard, thin. V8
& V9

1 sherd (50x35x09mm) in hard compact grey vesicular, outer surface badly eroded, inner smooth, 1
fragment beige/grey 09mm thick V7. Sherd sampled for lipid analysis

1 sherd (30x25x11mm) softish beige/grey vesicular V8

2 sherds badly eroded soft beige/grey (27x22x07mm probably an everted rimsherd and 27x20x07mm)
+ 4 crumbs; | sherd (27x15x09mm) in harder grey vesicular V8 & V7

1 shoulder sherd (47x45x11mm) in 3 pieces with 1 join on ?ancient break, softish beige/grey compact
vesicular V8

top 1 sherd (40x21x07mm) v. had red-beige/dark grey laminate vesicular V9

top 4 fragments soft orange ? re-burnt

bottom 1 scrap +1 crumb v. hard dark grey with grit G5

1 scrap hard beige grey with grit G5

1 sherd (36x32x12mm) + 3 crumbs softish beige grey fairly compact vesicular V8

1 sherd (27x23x06mm) hard beige/dark grey laminating vesicular V9. Sherd sampled for lipid
analysis

I rimsherd (37x40x07mm wall) thick out-turned rim, hard grey compact vesicular, no beige out
surface. V7. Sherd sampled for lipid analysis

top 1 scrap (09mm thick) + 2 crumbs, Fabric 0

top 1 shoulder sherd (40x30x08mm) in hard compact pale grey vesicular V7

top 1 rimsherd (28x19x08mm wall) in hard dark grey vesicular with grit G5

bottom 1 lump (25x25x12mm) orange clay ? refired

crumbs v. dark grey vesicular

1 scrap beige grey 07mm thick + crumbs

4 crumbs beige/grey with grit G5

1 scrap hard red/grey vesicular 04mm thick

1 crumb grey vesicular with grit G5

1 sherd (30x20x05mm) hard red laminated vesicular V9

top 2 crumbs soft beige grey V8

3 scraps and crumbs softish beige grey 09-11mm thick V8

1 damaged rimsherd (25x30x07mm wall) softish beige grey compact vesicular, straight-sided pot, 2
fragments (1 a laminate spall) V8

2 scraps beige grey and 1 stone

1 scrap, 1 fragment and 1 crumb of dark grey laminate 07mm thick V9

1 sherd (recent breaks) strangely flat piece (38x35x05mm) in Fabric 0.

1 fragment + 3 crumbs hard red/grey vesicular 05mm thick; 2 black crumbs no surfaces. V9

missing

1 sherd (35x30x11mm) softish compact beige grey vesicular; 1 scrap hard grey vesicular 05Smm thick
V8 & V9. One sherd sampled for lipid analysis

top 1 scrap hard compact grey vesicular 099mm thick V7

top 1 rimsherd (25x15x07mm wall) in hard grey vesicular (as 5302); 1 sherd (23x25x07mm) hard
beige grey laminated vesicular. + 1 crumbs V7 & V9

top 2 fragments v. hard dark grey laminated vesicular V9

top 1 scrap 1 fragment softish beige/grey vesicular V8

top 1 sherd (22x25x07-04mm) from neck of bowl. Fabric 0

top 1 sherd (30x25x07mm) hard beige/grey laminated vesicular. V9. Sherd sampled for lipid
analysis

top 2 fragments beige grey vesicular

1 scrap orange, ? re-fired vesicular

1 crumb Fabric 0

1 scrap dark grey laminated vesicular V9

bottom 1 scraps, 2 fragments + crumbs hard grey vesicular 10-09mm thick V7

bottom 1 scrap with curve of everted rim, hard grey vesicular. 10mm thick; 1 sherd (25x25x08mm)
beige grey compact vesicular + 2 crumbs V7 & V8

bottom 1 scrap + crumbs of softish beige/grey vesicular. 08mm thick V8

bottom 2 scraps, 2 fragment + crumbs beige/grey compact vesicular 10mm thick V8
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5320 2 scraps, 1 fragment + crumbs beige/grey compact vesicular 11mm thick; 1 fragment v. hard dark
laminated vesicular. 05mm thick V8 & V9

5321 4 fragments + crumbs soft beige ? baked clay

5322 1 piece (30x20x09mm) + 1 scrap + crumbs of pale beige baked clay (? Pot ) with much variable grit

5323 top 1 fragment beige grey 09mm thick

5325 top 2 scraps grey vesicular 08-09mm thick + crumbs and stone

5328 top 1 scrap pale beige with largish grits + 3 crumbs. More convincing as pottery than 5322

5330 top 1 sherd (25x23x07mm) v. hard dark laminated vesicular + crumbs V9

5331 1 scrap yellow-beige/grey abrasive fabric with small grits ?2 fingernail marks but shape of scrap is
impossible to interpret. Odd

5334 1 sherd (25x25x08-10mm) hard beige grey compact vesicular. + 1 crumb; 1 fragment v. hard dark
grey V7 & V9

5335 several crumbs, beige/grey

5342 1 fragment grey 09mm thick

5344 1 fragment fabric 0

5346 2 fragments fabric 0

5349 bottom 1 scrap v. hard dark grey laminated 05Smm thick + crumbs V9

5350 1 sherd (21x23x08mm ) v. hard dark grey laminated vesicular V9

5351 1 neck sherd, diameter c. 260mm (47x35x07mm) in very hard brownish/dark grey laminated
vesicular. Outer surface has ? greasy deposit. Coil join (? to rim) or loss of large ?shell inclusion.
V9. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis

5352 1 sherd (25x23x08mm) pink-beige/grey very hard laminated, slightly gritty vesicular, 2 lines thought
to be decoration are probably accidental; 1 crumb softer beige/grey vesicular. V9 & V8

5353 1 fragment hard dark grey vesicular.

5355 1 scrap recently broken softish beige/grey compact vesicular. 10mm thick. V8

5356 stone + charcoal

5357 1 scrap hard beige grey compact vesicular 09mm thick V7

5358 missing

5359 2 crumbs beige/grey Early Neolithic pot and Beaker sherd (see below).

5360 1 sherd (30x17x05mm) hard dark laminated vesicular, badly abraded + 7 crumbs. V9

5361 missing

5363 missing

5908 R 3 tiny dark crumbs.

Context 31097 Stakehole 31097 cuts relict soil
857 2 sherds from same pot which do not join. Rim (35x20x09mm) and piece of concave neck
(40x27x08mm) in dense orange/grey vesicular with sandy/ abrasive surface. No grits visible Not
same as fabrics from relict soil. One sherd sampled for lipid analysis
5507 R 1 fragment red/black

Context 31110 Variant of 31025 = relict soil 17 sherds all v. small

894 4 crumbs ‘odd fabric’ + 1 charcoal. Fabric 0

896 4 crumbs grey vesicular V8

897 2 abraded sherds, larger 25x20x10mm beige /grey vesicular V8

898 1 fragment 18x18x07mm of simple rim, red/black

5050 top 1 sherd 25x20x10mm, possible curve towards rounded shoulder, but too badly abraded for
certainty, Hard grey with some grit G5

5057 bottom 1 fragment hard grey/orange with small grit as 5050

Context 31123 Variant of 31025 = relict soil most finds from base of deposit (including modern sherd)
5051 3 crumbs beige /grey vesicular with small grits G5
5052 1 sherd (25x20x07mm) yellow/grey vesicular with some v. small grit. Hint of 2 lines ??hyphenated,
probably accidental + 2 crumbs similar. Fabric is not similar to 5069, possibly Beaker
5053 1 sherd close to curve of rim (30x23x12mm) hard beige/grey vesicular, slightly abrasive feel. G5
5054 3 crumbs beige/grey vesicular V7
5055 5 tiny crumbs
5056 1 crumb, hard grey vesicular 06mm thick V7
5058 1 fragment + 2 crumbs black
5059 stone
5062 1 crumb black
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5100 1 fragment beige /grey, softish and thick (section incomplete) V8
5104 1 very abraded sherd (25x35x12mm) hard grey vesicular with some small grits G5

Context 31148 Pit 31147
4548 R 1 fragment yellow/grey vesicular with small grits

Context 31201 variant of 31025 = relict soil
934 7+ crumbs beige /grey with small grits G5

Context 31374 = silt below 31025
972 1 sherd (20x23x07mm) orange/black mealy fabric (odd); 2 sherds (larger 35x25x11mm) hard
beige/grey. Fabric 0 & V7

Context 31401 pit or posthole 31402
5473 R 1 fragment hard grey with grits G5

Context 31403, patch of clayey silt
983 1 sherd (25x30x10mm) hard, abrasive surface, brown/grey vesicular but probably some grits G5

Context 31510 Pit 31509
5429 R 1 crumb ‘odd fabric’ Fabric 0

Context 31527 deposit probably caused by root activity
5012 1 heavy rounded out-turned rim (40x40x10mm) + 1 sherd same pot (25x30x10mm) beige surfaced
hard grey vesicular. 1 small damaged out-turned rim sherd (25x15x08mm) in softer beige/grey
fabric + crumb. V7 & V8. One sherd sampled for lipid analysis

Context 31551 probable variation in the natural or root activity
5098 Tiny crumbs Vesicular ¢ 06mm thick

Context 31554 probable variation in the natural or root activity
5040 Tiny crumbs dark
5061 Tiny crumbs orange
Added nos.
5019 1 sherd (25x15x08mm) yellow/grey with grits on surface +crumbs 7G5
5315 1 rimsherd (37x35x09mm) well made out-turned rim in hard pink-beige/grey vesicular 7V9

Context 31557 patch of soil part of 31025 7 sherds including rim
5484 R 1 rimsherd (23x30x09mm), soft orange vesicular (?re-fired) with small grits; 1 sherd 25x25x05mm)
+ 2 crumbs ‘odd’ fabric ?V6 & Fabric 0
5512 R 3 dark tiny crumbs

Context 31570 Hollow 31571, partly burnt root hollow
5097 1 rimsherd (25x25x06mm) in very fine black dense fabric, but surface quite badly eroded. Possibly
G1. Sherd sampled for lipid analysis

Context 31596 Pit 31595 66 sherds Perhaps 8 pots involved including several rims and three joins on ancient
breaks, though most edges are abraded and no pieces are very large.
4542 3 crumbs dark vesicular; 2 crumbs grey abrasive
4554 9 crumbs dark gritty G5
4562 1 crumb, hard beige/grey V7
5209 16 sherds + 6 fragments of burnt clay. 1 rimsherd (40x50x07mm) joining on crisp ancient break,
though all other edges v. abraded in hard slightly abrasive beige/grey fabric with some grits as in
5371 + 10 frags. 1 rimsherd in crumbly orange/black (odd fabric) but thinner than in 5371 and a
more elegant everted rim (joining at ? ancient break, 50x30x09mm. 1 featureless sherd
(40x30x08mm) in yellow/grey fabric with grits as 5371 + 2 frags. 1 sherd (20x30x12mm)
beige/grey softish as 5371. Fabric 0, G5, V8
5371 19 sherds from perhaps 5 pots (+ 3 fragments burnt clay showing fingernail marks). 1 out-turned rim
joins a piece of neck at an ancient join (45x45x08-10mm). This is in a grey/beige vesicular with a
soft soapy surface. Another rimsherd (30x20x13mm) in similar fabric may be from the same pot
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despite difference of thickness; 1 featureless sherd (35x20x12mm) similar fabric. 1 out-turned rim
(40x35x09mm) in harder greyer vesicular; 2 fragments might be part of this pot. 1 everted rim
(25x20x08mm) in hard beige/grey vesicular with some grits akin G1; 1 sherd (25x25x08mm) and 2
frags. similar. 1 ?upright rim (30x35x10mm) in crumbly pink/grey fabric (odd fabric) + 1 sherd
(25x30x09mm) possibly another similar rimsherd but more abraded. 3 featureless sherds (largest
40x30x09mm) is yellow/grey fabric with some angular grit. 3 fragments of burnt clay. V8, V7,
G5 & Fabric 0. One sherd sampled for lipid analysis

5386 1 rimsherd (30x20x07mm) similar in fabric to beige/grey abrasive fabric in 5209, but rim shape more
angular; 2 fragments possibly similar. G5

5477 1 fragment ? pot

5423 R from sample 961 1 pointed rim (25x23x06mm) + 2 crumbs in orange slightly vesicular fabric and
11 crumbs hard grey slightly abrasive. All v. abraded. ? & G5

Context 31602 Pit 31595
5446 R Crumb of black vesicular

Context 31606 Pit 31605
5489 R 1 crumb ‘odd fabric’ Fabric 0

Context 31609 Pit 31608
5365 (5364 on bag) 2 sherds (35x35x06mm and 25x25x07mm) + 2 fragments same, hard dense grey
vesicular with well smoothed surfaces (outer surface lighter) ; 1 fragment looser hard V1 05mm
thick + 2 crumbs; 1 fragment softer vesicular
5485 R 5 sherds (largest 25x25x06mm) of hard beige/grey vesicular with a few grits, 3 fragments similar +
crumbs. 2 crumbs of orange/black mealy (odd) fabric. V7, V8, V9, G5 & Fabric 0 = all Area E
fabrics represented here.

Context 31622 Pit 31621
5378 1 sherd (25x20x07mm) + crumbs similar, beige/grey hard vesicular fabric. V7

Context 31624 Pit 31623
5385 1 sherd (20x23x10mm) + crumb in hard beige/grey vesicular V8

Context 31650 Pit 31652
5370 1 sherd (37x30x10mm) in softish orange fabric with grits on surface + 11 fragments and crumbs
similar, heavily abraded. ?G3

Context 31663 Pit 31666
5255 1 sherd (25x30x10mm) + 2 crumbs hard beige/grey vesicular. 2 fragments + 2 crumbs looser black
vesicular V7 & V9

Context 31667 Root hollow 31668
5383 2 non-joining pieces of the same rolled over rim in hard well-smoothed brown vesicular (35x15x
06mm wall) + (20x15mm outer edge only). V9

Context 31669 Animal burrow 31670
5039 1 fragment hard grey vesicular but only 07mm thick V9

Area E: Burnt mound
Context 31422 Burnt Mound
5542 1 crumb, hard grey with tiny grits

Area M Early Neolithic Pottery

There are 2 contexts with possible residual Early Neolithic pottery just to the west of the Multiple Cist Mound,
and 2 (or 3) postholes with a single sherd of probably Early Neolithic pottery, and a single pit (40079) with a
significant quantity of Early Neolithic pottery. These last 3 contexts are quite close together near the Ring
Ditch and some 40m to the south east of the first contexts. A posthole (22118) between the Ring Ditch and the
D-shaped Enclosure contains 1 Early Neolithic sherd but also some possible FV, so the Early Neolithic is
undoubtedly residual.
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Context 22117 cut 22118 posthole close to D-shaped Enclosure
3049 1 curved body sherd (35x35x07mm) hard brown vesicular with grit, crisp edges, definitely Early
Neolithic;
A good crisp sherd of Early Neolithic comes from this posthole but is associated with probably Early Bronze
Age sherds from a single pot

Context 40011 cut 40010/40088 posthole
1411 1 sherd (45x25x06mm) pink-beige/grey vesicular, hard inner surface but badly eroded outer (pink)
surface + 6-10 crumbs of dark vesicular, probably similar to the sherd. Genuine Early Neolithic,
but in eroded condition.

Context 40072 cut 40071 pit
5850 26 tiny crumbs of which 24 are likely to be stone; 2 might possibly be eroded, residual pottery.

Context 40077 cut 40076 pit
4100 1 fragment probably stone; other poss. V. eroded dark ?Early Neolithic pot
5805 most of the many tiny crumbs are likely to be stone, 3 are uncertain and 3 are likely to be pottery (1 is
certainly a red/black vesicular fabric 06mm thick)
4508 1 crumb red/black vesicular pot 05mm thick; 1 uncertain and 1 stone as 4100 etc.
5575 content lost except crumb modern. Note on bag that FML thought it Early Neolithic

Context 40080 cut 40079 pit
1892 Parts of 4 pots, 3 of which are certainly Early Neolithic. Joins of non-recent breaks suggest that
this group cannot be dismissed as simply residual. There must have been quite large segments of
pot available (there are some fresh-looking breaks which do not join) when they got into the pit.

Nothing indubitably post-Neolithic from this pit.

1 rimsherd (40x50x07mm wall thickness) out-turned, flattish rim with small hole drilled into wall
below it; hard grey vesicular + 1 small wall sherd (30x15x06mm). Junction of rim and wall
is an old break.

2 rimsherds from a thick grey hard vesicular with a little grit. Main piece (70x50x13mm wall
thickness) is a section of concave neck from everted rim to close to shoulder. Another piece
of the rim survives which may have joined a lost segment.

A third rimsherd + crumb (27x17x07mm wall thickness) in fabric similar to holed sherd.

Fourth pot is represented only by 3 featureless body sherds of orange/brown softer gritted fabric
with some vesicularity, not obviously Bronze Age. Largest sherd (32x37x12mm). There are
5 scraps and 2 crumbs of thinner (07mm) orange/brown fabric which might be from the
upper part of this pot.

4481 2 fragments smoothed and eroded red/black 05mm Early Neolithic

5883 4 crumbs yellow-beige pot + lots of tiny grey crumbs, probably mostly pot

Context 40089 cut 40088 posthole
1994 1 sherd (60x50x09mm) from a pot, diameter 200mm, with ?everted rim and slight shoulder 50mm
below it. Fabric rather poorly fired with a lot of well crushed stone grit.
4525 1 fragment only 05mm thick of same fabric.
5886 1 crumb certainly from 1994; 2 other crumbs more orange, but with similar grit.
4 pieces of probably the same pot with an Early Neolithic profile but not a typical fabric. However they are
close to other features with Early Neolithic pottery

Context 40093 cut 40092 posthole
4093 1 small sherd (25x20x08mm) very hard beige/black laminated vesicular. Genuinely Early Neolithic

Area M: Uncertain finds
Context 40098 cut 40097 natural hollow in pit/posthole scatter SE of multi-cist barrow
5877 1 minute crumb of crumbly black ? mineral
Context 40138 cut40137 pit in pit/posthole scatter SE of multi-cist barrow
3070 1 sherd (25x20x08mm) of poorly fired orange sandy fabric with smooth strange coloured surfaces,
bluey-green; might be close to a simple rim
Context 40153 cut 40152 posthole

53



5887 4 minute crumbs. Impossible to identify!

Context 40156 natural deposit cut by cist 40119
4230 1 fragment, rolled. Probably conglomerate stone

Context 40198 patch of silt containing charcoal within area of multi-cist barrow
5885 1 crumb, stone
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Mid Neolithic Pottery
Mortlake Pottery from Area K9

Context 80601 pit 80602

5711 1 reconstructed rimsherd (40 x 22 x 20mm - 4 pieces); 2 sherds (40 x 26 x 15 and 50 x 30 x 13mm)
+ 3 fragments and 4 similar crumbs of pink heavily gritted pottery with fingernail marks. These are
undoubtedly the same as the Mortlake bowl 5720 from the lower fill of Pit 80686. Pot A
This rimsherd is the best preserved piece of this rim, showing 4 lines of rounded stab marks on the
outer bevel and two on the inner, an area badly damaged on the other finds. There are fewer large
grits in this piece which probably explains its better survival. A rimsherd from 5724 (upper fill of
Pit 80686) is also likely to be part of this same pot, which links Pits 80602 and 80686.

Context 80609 pit 80610
5710 1 sherd (50 x 37 x 15mm) of hard pink heavily gritted fabric decorated with lightly scored lines in a
criss-cross pattern similar to 5719 from the lower fill of Pit 80686. Pot F.

Context 80638 pit 80594 4 pots involved, none present in large quantity.
Dated pit
5714  The bulk of this material is sherds in a pink, heavily gritted fabric with indications of fingernail
mark decoration. There are 4 featureless sherds of this type, of which the best (30 x 35 x 15mm)
has 3 fingernail marks in a line. 3 other pieces in the same fabric may fit together as part of a
rounded base. These do not show signs of decoration and the base is definitely more rounded than
that in 5719.
1 body sherd (35 x 45 x 11mm) with 5 horizontal lines of stab and drag decoration made with a
rough stick. The fabric is hard and well-fired with a good deal of medium angular granitic grit;
colour pink/beige with a dark interior. A similar piece (5729) comes from Pit 80788 in Area K9b.
Pot E
1 rimsherd (30 x 23mm) (outer corner only) with 2 horizontal grooves. Dark fabric with plentiful
grit. Pot D
1 rimsherd (40 x 20mm) (top of bevel) decorated inside and out with deep fingernail marks in a
herringbone pattern; heavily gritted pink/grey fabric. There are slight (accidental) finger nail marks
on the top suggesting that the larger gouges were made with the thumb nail, the clay pinched
between thumb and first finger. Pot C
5741R 1 fragment of main group

Context 80684 Upper fill of Pit 80686

Dated pit

Small quantities of various Peterborough pots. Links can be demonstrated with Pits 80602 and 80610 and also
the lower fill of this pit (Context 80685).

5716 1 rimsherd (62 x 45 x 10mm (wall)) in beige/grey hard fabric with much large angular granitic
grit; decorated with 2 rows of fingernail marks on sloping out bevel of complex rim with slight
internal overhang. Rim diameter 200mm. The concave neck and poorly defined shoulder exist but
there is no sign of other pieces of this pot from this context. It is different in fabric and rim profile
to the fingernail decorated rim in 5714 (Pit 80594). Pot B

5717  decorated body sherd ( 70 x 55 x 14+mm) from a bowl perhaps 280mm in diameter. The fabric is
pink with a grey interior and large angular grits including quartz, but unlike others in this broad
group it may have had a gritless slip added to the outside to allow the decoration to be cut through
it. The decoration is probably cut with a blade rather than a finger or thumb nail since the marks
are often 15mm long, deeply sliced and neatly arranged giving the impression of wickerwork. No
other pieces of this pot were found.

5718  decorated body sherd (50 x 50 x 15mm) in pink/grey fabric with much angular grit including
quartz, decorated with scored lines in a rather haphazard diagonal and criss cross pattern. This is
very probably the same pot as 5721 from the lower fill. Pot F

5724 4 small decorated sherds, same as 5718, with scored decoration. Most have lost the inner surface.
Pot F
1 rimsherd (20 x 20 x 10+mm) almost certainly from the same rim as 5720 from the lower fill of
this pit and possibly the same as 5711 from Pit 80602. Pot A. Only the outer bevel survives, but
decoration and fabric match.
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3 decorated sherds in similar pink/brown fabric, hard with much large angular stone grit and a
relatively smooth outer surface. One (30 x 40 x 12mm) has shallow gouged depressions
(?fingernail) and the other two (30 x 25 x 15+mm and 30 x 20 x 17mm) have incised lines, one
suggesting a unusual concentric circle pattern.

7 featureless, heavily gritted fragments and 13+ crumbs similar

Context 80685 Lower fill of Pit 80686
Larger quantities of 2 Peterborough Mortlake bowls

5719 Pot F A large section of flattened base 110mm in diameter and 20-30mm thick. It is widely
splayed and the pot may be 190mm in diameter only 70mm from the base. It is decorated to the
base with a lightly scored lattice pattern made with a pointed stick. The fabric is poorly fired, pink
surfaced with much angular stone grit (creamy white but not quartz).

5721 1 large body sherd (65 x 80 x 14mm) of pink surfaced fabric with light grey core containing angular
white grits (fewer than in 5720). This is more likely to belong to Pot F than A though the decoration
includes both finger nail marks and lightly scored lines.

5726 3 sherds (largest 30 x 31 x 15+mm) and 3 fragments of pink fabric similar to 5721 with hints of
scored lines.

5720  Pot A. 2 sections of rim + 1 fragment (with 5711 and 5724 amounting to ¢. 140mm (approx 40%)
of the rim of a bowl 230mm in diameter, with 2 large sherds (70 x 80 x 15mm and 50 x 75 x 16mm)
from the upper body with deeply cut fingernail marks. The larger sherd shows the curve of the
neck but does not join the rim. The fabric is pink on the outer surface with a dark core and inner
surface, very heavily gritted with large angular grits which include a good deal of quartz. The
firing is not very good and there are several large recently broken fragments. Sherd sampled for
fabric analysis

Context 80787 pit 80788
5729 2 body sherds with stabbed and scored decoration both similar in fabric and decoration to 5714
from Pit 80594 in Area K9a, but thicker. 1 sherd (30 x 30 x 15mm) with 3 lines of decoration, stab
and drag, the others scored with a rough stick. The other fragment (25 x 15 x 13+mm) has a hint of
circular stab marks. Pot E

Fengate Pottery

There is a cluster of 9 pits in Area Ia, 8 of which contain small quantities of Fengate pottery and knapped stone.
The 9" pit contains a stone macehead and other knapped stone. There are 2 isolated pits with Fengate sherds
some 20-40m away from the cluster, and in Area J there is one pit (70173) which contains good Fengate pottery
and two other pits which contain possible Fengate sherds.

Pit group PRN 31572 in Area la
Context 18064 pit 18063  c. 13 sherds, possibly 3 pots involved
Dated pit
3012 2 sherds ( both 20 x 20 x 12+mm) and 2 crumbs of dark pot as 3080; 2 fragments of pink abrasive
pot as in 3080; 1 featureless sherd (35 x 40 x 12mm) brown/black with much angular grit (quartz
and other stone) and 2 marks, unlikely to be decoration. The surface colour of the slightly greasy
surface suggests that it might be part of the same pot as the rimsherd of 3058; one fragment of
similar. The thick sherd shows a tendency to spilt longitudinally so the dark sherds in 3080 might
belong with this one and the rim, though quartz is not so obvious in either.
3058R 2 sherds not from the same pot. 1 rimsherd (40 x 30 x 11mm wall) of very hard fired brown/black
fabric with large/medium angular stone grit. Pot M. The rim has an internal bevel, clumsily turned
over on the inside. The exterior has two diagonal slashes probably a fairly uniform collar
decoration. There is one apparently deliberate stab mark on the rim bevel but it is unlikely that
there was consistent decoration there. Fengate rim but not absolutely typical.
The second sherd (58 x 33 x 12+mm) has a pink outer surface with two probably horizontal
incised lines and black core. The fabric is more heavily gritted with medium and small grits; the
outer surface is more abrasive than the rimsherd. The inner surface is lost. There is a crumb of this
pot (and more in 3080).
3080R 9 sherds probably from the second pot in 3058. The largest is 30 x 30 x 13mm, the smallest 17 x 10
without inner surface. 3 have an incised line; 6 lack an inner surface. There are several similar
crumbs.
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1 sherd (50 x 40 x 10+mm) of hard heavily gritted dark pottery with lost outer surface. 3 smaller
sherds and 3 crumbs might be from the same pot. This pottery might be similar to the thick sherd in
3012.

4117R 11 tiny crumbs of the dark pot

4124R 9 tiny crumbs of the dark pot and 3 from the pinker one.

Context 18066 pit 18065/21217
2 quite large joining sherds of 1 pot
113 and 114 2 rimsherds joining on an ancient break, from a medium-sized Fengate jar 200m in diameter.
Pot G. The collar has an inturned, flat-topped rim with diagonal slashes at the edges. The collar is
decorated with incised lines, the majority in one direction but with one section counter hatched.
The surviving segment of rim is about 25% of the circumference. The body below the collar is
haphazardly marked with short incisions. The fabric is hard and well-fired, red/black on the outside
and brown on the inside. The inner surface is very uneven with a lot of protruding large angular
granitic grit; the same grit is less obvious on the outer surface which has been slightly smoothed
and may have had a wet clay skim so that the decoration could be applied. No other sherds or
crumbs from this pit.

Context 21209 pit 21208
1425 1 flat sherd (40 x 35 x 20mm) perhaps part of a base. Hard, heavily gritted with large angular quartz
grits, orange surfaces, quite smooth, with brown core.
1 sherd (25 x 23 x 12mm) similar fabric and 3 crumbs.

Context 21211 pit 21210

1082 and 1137 2 rimsherds from the same collared Fengate jar. Pot K. The larger sherd has ancient
breaks, the smaller one has a fresh break but it is unlikely that they would have joined; the thickness
of the rim and the slight variation of decoration suggest that they come from separate parts of the
collar. The decoration on the top of the rim is carried out with a very sharp tool which has also
been used to define the triangles on the collar. These triangles are filled with neat stab marks made
with a thicker point. On the larger sherd they echo the triangle, on the smaller one this is less
obvious. The edge of the collar is defined by a raised cordon.
The fabric is very hard and well fired, with beige/brown surfaces and darker core. The surfaces are
well smoothed but the clay contains a good deal of medium stone grit, including quartz.

Context 21213 pit 21212
1139 1 sherd (30 x 25 x 12mm) soft orange outer surface, inner surface harder, dispersed grit, probably
quartz + 2 fragments similar
1504 9 crumbs representing 3 pots, not obviously similar to 1139. 4 softish brown with some angular
grit; 4 smaller crumbs beige/brown more heavily gritted; 1 orange fabric with abrasive surfaces.

Context 21214 pit 21212

1138 1 sherd (40 x 30 x 12mm), brown with large and small grits, possibly a coil join.

1232R 2 fragments + 3 crumbs of very abraded pottery (residue), red/black with angular quartz grits.
Largest 24 x 20 x 1 1mm; others have no good surfaces. Fabric suggests Late Neolithic.

Context 21218 pit 18065/21217
1451R 1 fragment, mid brown, undiagnostic
Context 21220 pit 21219
1149 1 sherd (40 x 40 x 16mm) with curve of shoulder. Random stabbing is probably decoration. Hard,
heavily gritted with medium/large quartz grits, pinky yellow colour.
Context 21224 pit 21219
1443R 1 featureless sherd (25 x 20 x 15mm) orange/brown with angular grits including quartz + tiny
crumb
1590  Crumbs, very tiny, orange

Context 21222 pit 21221
Major deposit of pottery At least three Fengate pots are present amongst the 34 sherds and 53 fragments.
There are also 2 sherds of residual Early Neolithic. There are close links with Pit 25054
1151 13 pink/orange body sherds (largest 55 x 53 x11mm; smallest 18 x 17 x 08+mm) decorated with at
least one quite deeply scored horizontal line. Where 2 are present they are 25-35mm apart. Most
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1162

1163
1170

1405R

1567

1595

1618R

1954R

2027R
4116R
4181R

are about 12-15mm thick, suggesting that the decoration probably covers most of the body. There
are two fragments without outer surfaces in the same fabric and one piece (35 x 21 x15+mm) with a
sharp bend on the inside suggestive of a flat base.

The fabric is uniformly red/orange on the outer surface but brown inside. The surface is smooth but
slightly abrasive to the touch. There are plentiful large angular grits but it is not quite as densely
tempered as 1167. There is one small sherd which might be the dark brown fabric as in 1167.
These pieces must come from the lower half of the pot and the fabric would be consistent with the
Fengate tradition. There are a few other pieces of this pot in 1163, 2027, 1150, 1567, 1595 and
1618. Pot J.

Base insertion, probably belonging to Pot L. 1 segment of this 70mm diameter base survives
reasonably intact (48 x 45 x 27mm). 2 other pieces show a smooth upper surface combining with
the large piece to suggest that about half the base would have been present originally. There are 4
other lumps and many crumbs. The condition of the outer edge and the fact that the top surface
runs up to a point shows that this is not the true base but is an insert. The fabric (poorly fired, dark
brown with a lot of large angular stone grit) suggests that it belongs to the Fengate jar Pot L.

2 small sherds (25 x 18 x 11+mm and 20 x 20 x 16mm) of red surfaced abrasive fabric (as 1151)

1 undecorated sherd (33 x 22 x 12mm) from near the collar of Pot L (1167); 3 sherds (largest 33 x
31 x 11lmm); 5 fragments (1 curved) and 8 crumbs in the same brown, heavily gritted fabric. 1
crumb of a different fabric. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis

1 Fengate rimsherd (27 x 28 x 11mm) in a well fired brown fabric with small/medium quartz grits.
The surfaces are smooth and appear slightly shiny (perhaps from washing in the sieving process).
This is not the same brown fabric as 1167. The inner surface is slightly red. The rim is inturned and
internally bevelled with diagonal slashes on both edges. The collar has short sharp slashes at the
top and hints of other dashed lines below. A second sherd in the same fabric (24 x 22 x 12mm) is
undecorated. Another sherd possibly from this pot is in 4181R. Pot N

1 crumb of abrasive red-surfaced fabric; 5 fragments of brown fabric; 30 crumbs and 39 tiny
crumbs of brown fabric.

1 sherd (25 x 30 x 08mm) with red outer surface with large grit + 3 crumbs similar; 2 crumbs red
throughout, abrasive.

2 small sherds from the collared jar Pot L. 1 (20 x 20 x 9+mm) is from the collar with decoration;
the other is a piece without outer surface (20 x15 x07+mm). 14 crumbs of brown fabric.

1 sherd with an incised line, red fabric (50 x 30 x 11mm) and 3 fragments and 5 crumbs similar.

2 featureless sherds (30 x 28 x 11mm and 25 x 20 x 09mm) + 1 crumb of dark brown vesicular
fabric. These are residual Early Neolithic pottery.

1 sherd (25 x 28 x 10mm) red-surfaced fabric + 1 crumb

2 crumbs brown fabric

Tiny fragment (15 x 10 x 3+mm) from a decorated surface, brown fabric closer to 1405 than 1167.
Decorated with small neat stab marks, rather similar to those on Pot K.

Context 21223 pit 21221

1150

1 sherd (45 x 31 x 16mm) red abrasive fabric with large grits including some quartz. It is clearly
the same pot as 1151 and has one horizontal line of decoration.

Context 25053 pit 25054
Pit 25054 was next to Pit 21221 and the 3 sherds are all from the same Pot L to which other sherds in finds
1162, 1170 and 1618R in Pit 21221 belong.

1167

Sherd (80 x 44 x 13mm) from the collar of a Fengate jar 200mm in diameter (Pot L). The rim is
not present but would have been inturned and perhaps bevelled. The body is likely to have been
conical and about 190mm tall, if the diameter of its likely base (1162) is a guide. This type of
Fengate jar was common at Parc Bryn Cegin, especially in Pit Group Ill (Kenney 2008b, 37). The
decoration of counter-hatched triangles and more tentative lines below the collar is well matched at
Parc Bryn Cegin but at Parc Cybi the use of fingernails to create the lines is less popular. It is
possible that the collar of 1167 is decorated by fingernail, but it is more likely incised with a sharp
pointed stick. There is a small sherd (20 x 20 x 9+mm) from 1618R and another from 1170 which
are part of this collar and other find groups contain featureless undecorated sherds which probably
come from the body of this pot.

The fabric is dark brown throughout and contains a great deal of large angular stone grit which
breaks the surface making it rough and uneven. The whole impression is of a crudely made and
decorated vessel. A high proportion of the undecorated sherds which probably belong to it have
lost the outer surface.
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1168 2 sherds (34 x 29 x 11+mm and 33 x 23 x 09+mm) of inner surface of heavily gritted brown fabric
as 1167 (This find no. is recorded under 21222 but this has been changed to Context 25053 on the
box).

Isolated Pits in Area |
Pits 19075 and 21037 are isolated pits some 45m and 23m respectively from the main cluster.

Context 19076 pit 19075.

2 sherds of 1 pot

1037 2 sherds, one a large piece of a heavy collar, the other a piece from lower down the same pot. Pot
I. The scale and shape of the collar which was probably over 300mm in diameter, suggests a
Collared Urn of full Early Bronze Age type, but the fabric, rather poorly fired with a great deal of
angular granitic grit, looks Late Neolithic, as is the probability that the lower body is decorated.
The dilemma is the same as that posed by Pot A from Pit Group VI at Parc Bryn Cegin (Kenney
2008b, 40, 45). In fact the pots are remarkably similar. At Parc Bryn Cegin the pot was assigned to
the Fengate Tradition and that judgement could stand for this one as well.
The rim is flat and might have been decorated, but the unevenness caused by the heavy gritting
makes this uncertain. The flat collar (49mm deep and 16mm thick) is decorated with counter-
hatched triangles carried out with a pointed stick and a stab and drag technique. The collar is well
defined but none of the neck, which would have been 13mm thick, survives.
The body sherd (60 x 48 x16mm) is decorated with vertical thumbnail marks which create a slight
rustication of the surface. It is difficult to judge the diameter but it probably comes from fairly
close to the base.
Both sherds are similar in fabric but both surfaces of the collar are orange/brown in colour with a
black core revealing a low firing temperature. The body sherd has an orange outer surface and
brown inner, with a brown core. Both contain a lot of large/medium angular granitic grit which
breaks both surfaces.

Context 21038 pit 21037
1033 1 Fengate body sherd (35 x 31 x 15mm) + 3 fragments and 7 tiny crumbs similar. The outer
decorated surface of the sherd has split from the inner. It is decorated with deep, close-set
fingernail marks which create a noticeable rustication. The fabric is hard and well fired but has a
tendency to split as both the sherd and fragments demonstrate. The outer surface is pink / orange,
the inner black; there is a good deal of angular grit but little of it shows on the surfaces.

Area J Fengate Pottery

Pits PRN 74831
Pit 70173 lay about 144m north-east of the Fengate cluster in Area la
Context 70171 upper fill of pit 70173
1815R 1 sherd (40 x 30 x 11mm) joins the main section of Fengate jar, Pot J (1705) at an ancient break.
The two lines of scored decoration are much more abraded than on 1705 which might suggest a
different pre-deposition history, however this sherd comes from sieving.
1 featureless sherd (15 x 25 x 09mm analysis) and 2 crumbs of similar hard fabric with medium
angular grit. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis
1824R and 1993R 4 dark crumbs similar to 1705 and 1 red/black crumb.
4189R 1 crumb red/black similar 1968
5851R  Minute dark crumbs with well-crushed grit similar 1705; 1 red crumb.
Context 70172 lower fill of Pit 70173
1705  Section of collar and neck of Fengate jar. Pot J. Originally a single sherd 80 x 75mm; all the
outer edges are ancient but with sharp breaks and the surfaces seem fresh. However the sherd from
1815, which joins it convincingly at the lower side, has a more worn and abraded surface which
might suggests that it had been lying around for some time before it reached a pit (but see comment
above and below re SF 6409R).
The jar has a curved collar decorated with oblique lines probably made with a fingernail; below the
collar there are small pits which almost pierce the wall and the neck is decorated with shallow
vertical lines scored with a rough stick. The rim had been badly damaged in antiquity and only a
slight, abraded bevel survives to suggest the common Fengate inturned rim with chevron marks.
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1968R

5794R

The diameter at the collar is 200mm and the conical body was perhaps 190mm tall. This is a style
of pot found frequently at Parc Bryn Cegin near Bangor (Kenney 2008).

The fabric is hard and well-fired, with brown surfaces and core with much angular stone grit of
medium size. The proportion of filler to clay is high.

A single sherd (30 x 30 x 07mm) from another Fengate jar of similar design but smaller than
1705. Pot H. The inturned rim and collar survive but the piece is very abraded and worn and the
decoration on the collar can scarcely be seen. It consisted of oblique lines with a hint of some
herringbone element. It may have been impressed rather than incised. The decoration on the rim
bevel, in contrast, is a sharply and neatly incised chevron pattern. The diameter at the collar may
have been 160mm. The fabric is hard with a black core and red surfaces. It is possible that this may
be a red slip. It contains a good deal of small grit, including some rectangular pieces which seem
unusual.

4 crumbs of pottery (1 pink, 3 dark) and 1 stone

Context 70182 pit 70181

1888R
1953R

3043R
5797R

1 fragment + 1 crumb very similar to 1953

1 featureless sherd (40 x 27 x 11mm) of abraded black fabric with a lot of small-medium stone
grits. There seems to be a variety of stone involved. The surfaces seem to have been smoothed but
a lot of grit is visible on the outer surface. This looks a bit like 1968 but without the red surfaces
and obviously a thicker wall.

5 dark fragments, as 1953, 3 paler with well-crushed grit) + 1 dark crumb and 2 red crumbs

6 crumbs similar 1953

Context 70201 pit 70202

1878R

1 fragment (20 x 12 x 10mm) of heavily gritted pottery similar to Fengate Pot J (1815 and 1705).

Later Neolithic Pottery

Grooved Ware was found in three areas of the site: J3 and D3 with pits and B2 with presumably residual sherds
found in the stone-walled roundhouse settlement.

Area J3: pits PRN 74832
There are some 87 sherds from perhaps 31 different pots, mostly represented by a single sherd
Context 70479 posthole 70480. 12 sherds from 4 pots.

6380

6404R

1 fragment as 6404,1 sherd of soft yellowish fabric with decoration, 3 pieces of harder pinker
surfaced ware with blackened interior and 1 sherd (25 x 23 x 13mm) of beige-surfaced grey fabric
with grits and slightly abrasive surface.

The yellow sherd Pot 6380 (50 x 50 x 13mm recently broken across the centre) is decorated with
curving lines enclosing an area of stabbed dots. The fabric is yellow/beige inside and out with a
grey core, a little small rounded grit is visible. It is light to pick up.

Grooved Ware - both dec and fabric. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis

The 3 pieces of harder fabric are pink with blackened interior. I sherd (30 x 25 x 12mm) is
decorated with a single shallow groove, roughly scored.

6 sherds from a single pot (+ 1 tiny crumb of pink fabric). There is 1 fragment of this pot in 6380.
The largest sherd is 35 x 40 x 13mm, the smallest 20 x 17 x 11mm. The fabric is dark grey, with
one reddish surface; hard but rather vesicular, though stone grits of varying size can be seen. The
dark surface is decorated with random deep triangular jabs. This just might be on the interior but
the shape of the pot is impossible to reconstruct. It is very difficult to visualise what this pot may
have looked like and it may not be a true vessel, just mangled fired clay.

Context 70502  Fill of pit 70503 (This cuts pit 70529)
31 sherds from more than 12 different pots, several links with pots from Pit 70529

6381

12 sherds of good Grooved Ware pots; 8 small sherds of similar fabrics and 7 crumbs (2 of which
might be similar to 6404). 1 sherd (37 x 30 x 20mm) is clearly a piece of the rim of Pot O from pit
70529; 2 pieces might be similar to the yellow sherd in 6380, 2 red sherds are similar to Pot Q from
pit 70529 and 1 pink-surfaced grooved sherd joins another from 6383 (70529). Sherd sampled for
fabric analysis

The ancient breaks on those sherds (which are not from sieving) are relatively sharp if the pottery is
well fired. Most joins are on recent breaks and the original segment of pot in such cases is quite
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6405R

6409R

small. Many pots are represented by a single sherd which suggests that this is normal domestic
rubbish which has found its way into posthole and pit fills. There is no hint of structured
deposition, but links might suggest redisposition from the same midden.

Pot R Small thin-walled bowl 140mm in diameter and perhaps about 100mm tall, decorated with 3
horizontal grooves below which there is a panel with filled lozenges. Another band of horizontal
grooves might have completed the scheme. The decoration is not symmetrical but is carefully and
sharply cut. The upright pointed rim has a slight internal bevel. The fabric is well-fired, hard and
smoothed on the outer surface. It has a tendency to split vertically. The colour is uniformly brown.
The surviving segment is 50 x 70 x 05mm.

Pot S One sherd (65 x 50 x 12-15mm) from a cordoned jar perhaps 280mm in diameter. There are
three lines of zig zag grooves above the cordon (or possibly below it). The fabric is compact, with
medium-small rounded grits, beige/pink in colour and slightly soft to the feel. There are 2 or 3
other sherds with chevron or triangular grooved designs broadly similar to this jar but they are
unlikely to belong to it, because of the use of a thicker line or a slight variation in fabric.

1 sherd (38 x 30 x 11mm) with a soft yellow outer surface but black and hard inside is decorated
with horizontal grooves 10-12mm apart and there is another with broader grooves a little further
apart which joins a sherd from sf 6383 (Pit 70529)

1 sherd (30 x 30 x 10mm) in a yellow beige fabric has a curvilinear design. With the piece from
6380 (Posthole 70480) and another from 6383, there are three different pots with curvilinear
patterns.

2 sherds (43 x 40 x 09 and 35 x 30 x 10mm) in a compact brick-red fabric, decorated with lines and
triangular stab marks must be part of the bowl from 6390 and 6393 from pit 70529 (Pot Q).

2 sherds (25 x 20 x 11 and 30 x 20 x 09mm) of dark grey with small grits, both decorated with 3
lines of small grooves c. Smm apart; 1 fragment similar and 2 fragments of hard dark grey slightly
vesicular fabric similar to 6404

1 rimsherd (37 x 24 x 09mm) from small decorated bowl, Pot R. This piece is from sieving and
joins the main rim at a recent break which is sharp and fresh on the 6381 piece, but is badly rubbed
and eroded, as is the outer decoration, on 6409. This demonstrates that judgement of abrasion and
wear cannot be made on finds from sieving.

Context 70528 Secondary fill of Pit 70529
44 sherds in three context groups from possibly 15 pots.

6383

6390

This is a mixed group containing single sherds from a variety of pots; some belong to pots more
plentifully represented in other find groups from Pit 70529 or Pit 70503.

Pot P A single sherd (50 x 35 x 11mm wall) from near the rim of a pot with a complex internal
bevel and a heavily rusticated exterior. The bevel seems to have a wave-like cordon similar to
that in Pot O, above a broad horizontal cordon divided by 2 scored grooves. The exterior is
rusticated by horizontal jabs which create a comparable vertical wave effect, emphasised by vertical
lines, perhaps created with a fingernail. The fabric is softish, pink with a grey core and some
medium-sized grits.

1 sherd (30 x 25 x 13mm wall) from a pot with a thin cordon defined by two rounded grooves.
The pink/yellow fabric is soft and slightly crumbly with small rounded grits. It may be the same
pot as a sherd from 6381 with two horizontal grooves above a slight cordon. The fabric is very
similar but the thickness not quite the same

1 sherd (30 x 22x 11mm) with 2 curved lines of grooved decoration. The fabric is a dark pink
and much harder than the soft yellow fabric of sherd 6380 with curved decoration in Posthole
70480.

1 sherd (40 x 40 x 11mm) in pink/brown fabric with rusticated decoration and grooves similar to
Pot O). The breaks are ancient and the sherd may come from lower down the body of that pot.

1 small sherd (30 x 20 x 11mm), hard red surfaced fabric and triangular stab marks similar to those
on sherds from 6393 (Pot Q) to which it very probably belongs.

1 sherd (32 x 32 x 14mm) in soft yellow fabric as in 6380 and 6381 with a damaged surface which
may have complex stab marks as found in those two find groups.

1 sherd (35 x 37 x 12mm) with two grooves joins another from 6381 (Pit 70503).

1 sherd (32 x 32 x 12mm) in a hard brown fabric with some medium stone grit has 3 quite close set
horizontal grooves.

6 sherds (largest 40 x 25 x 12mm; smallest 23 x 15 13mm) with single grooves; 3 in similar fabric
to Pot O, the others more compact and slightly abrasive.

5 featureless sherds and 2 crumbs in softish pink/grey fabric.

Pot Q 1 section of the lower body and base of a bowl about 220mm in diameter. The flat base
(160 in diameter) is neatly made and the wall flares out from it quite steeply, undecorated for the
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lowest 40mm and then decorated with quite close set horizontal grooves. The fabric is red-surfaced
with a dark core and rather poorly fired in this lower section. It is compact and the well-crushed
grits are difficult to see. The edges of this segment of pot are quite sharp, though clearly broken in
antiquity. There is another sherd (60 x 30 x 12mm + a crumb joining on an ancient break) which
does not join this base segment but must be part of the same bowl. It is decorated with 3 horizontal
grooves with above (or below) an area with triangular stab marks bounded by an oblique line
suggesting a band of filled triangles. Estimation of the diameter of the pot at this point would
suggest that it was about 120-130mm above the base. A crumb (15 x 15 x 10mm) with 2 grooves
has the hint of a slight cordon. There is a similar suggestion of a thickening above the grooves on
the larger sherd from 6381 (Pit 70503).

1 sherd ( 35 x 20 x 13mm) which is clearly different, being hard, slightly vesicular, yellow and
black and decorated with 2 or 3 fingernail marks. This is similar to 6404 (Posthole 70479) but more
carefully made and a different colour. This might be Fengate Ware but mixing of the traditions is
rare. Neither here nor at Parc Bryn Cegin are sherds of the two found in the same pits, though
several decorative traits seem similar.

Context 70531 Central fill of pit 70529

6384

6389

6393

1 rimsherd (40 x 30 x 13mm) in a hard, compact reddish brown fabric with well-crushed rounded
grits, rather similar in texture to the brighter red fabric of Pot Q. The rim is pointed (with rounded
tip) with an internal bevel ending with a rounded cordon-like ledge. The inner bevel is decorated
with a series of shallow gouge marks creating a honeycomb pattern. The tool had a jagged
surface. On the outside there are 6 grooves set at a slight angle. These are reminiscent of Pot Q but
it seems a bit too heavy to be the rim.

Pot O A single rimsherd (110 x 85 x 11mm wall) from a large pot 300mm in diameter with an
outwardly bevelled rim and probably a curved profile. The inside of the rim has a complex
profile with a wave-like cordon set within a broad concave groove, with a further groove below.
The fingernail marks of the potter pressing in the cordon are clearly visible. The nails were long.
The exterior of the rim is plain but the neck and body are decorated with roughly scored horizontal
grooves, crossed lower down by a series of deep jab marks, made with a rounded stick. This
rustication has a very rough effect.

A sherd from 6383 (40 x 40 x 13mm) very probably belongs to this pot somewhere further down
the body where the marks are more triangular and may have been made with a fingernail.

A small piece (25 x37 x 20+mm) of the outer edge of the rim comes from 6381 (Pit 70503).

The fabric has a red/orange surface and grey core. It is rather harder than some of the other pinky
fabrics and contains quite a lot of medium, rounded stone grit.

2 sherds (40 x 30 x 11 and 25 x 15 x 11mm) of red compact fabric similar to 6390. The smaller
sherd is a dark red/brown with horizontal grooves and is the same pot as 6384 (Pot Q?) with which
there is a reasonably confident join. The larger one is brighter and closer to 6393 and 6406, with
triangular stab marks and grooves which may be oblique. This is almost certainly from Pot Q.

Pot T 1 sherd (50 x 40 x 11mm wall) + one crumb of yellow surfaced fabric with grey core with
medium ?rounded grits. The texture is open and the outer surface is badly corroded but shows
oblique grooves above (or below) a rounded cordon which has broken away in part. This is the
third Cordoned Jar from the site.

6427R 2 fragments of pink-surfaced fabric with grey core, some rounded grit.
Context 70536  Primary fill of pit 70529

6394

1 fragment + 1 crumb of light, soft fabric with very well-crushed grit, pinky beige in colour. 1
slightly larger sherd has already been sent for fabric analysis.

6406R 1 sherd (37 x 30 x 10mm) in compact red-surfaced fabric decorated with 4 grooves and triangular

stab marks. Part of pot from 6390 (Pot Q)

Area B2 and F1 Round Houses

Context 91681: a charcoal patch between RHC and RHE, probably belonging to the first phase of RHE

4070

Pot U. A single base sherd (35 x 25, 6-10mm, diameter of base 50mm) from a small individual
eating bowl designed to be held in one hand like a Chinese rice bowl: probable rim diameter
100mm and height 80mm. The fabric is beige throughout and is notably lightweight with a slightly
greasy smooth but lumpy surface. The foot is roughly pinched out in such a way as to
accommodate a finger to support the bowl when held in one hand.

This has been examined by Dr Elaine Morris because of the potentially Iron Age date of the stone
round houses. She has identified grog as the temper.
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The use of grog temper, the lightweight soft fabric and beige colouring all suggest that this may
belong to a Grooved Ware phase of activity on this much-built-on site. A small undecorated jar
from Clynnog (Roberts 2009) is a reasonable parallel in size and fabric. The distinctive fabric is
also seen in larger tubs at Parc Bryn Cegin and in cordoned jars at Llanfaethlu.
Context 92550, a charcoal-rich deposit in the first phase of RHC
4316R 4 tiny crumbs; 6 crumbs (10 x 10mm); 5 fragments (20 x 25mm) and 1 sherd (20 x 20 x 8mm) in a
softish grey/pale beige fabric with possible grog tempering. Similar to 4070 (above) and 801 from
RHG, which might also be Grooved Ware.
Context 92634: a stone surface in vicinity of the stone round houses which was probably in use with the granary
structures.
801 Pot V. 1 rimsherd (30 x 30 x 8mm) in hard grey pottery with a good deal of tempering which may
include grog. The piece is lightweight and the undecorated rounded rim is incurved like sf 1651
(Pot X) from the Grooved Ware pits in Area D3. It is darker than the base sherd (4070 above) but
the consistency of the clay is similar. Some crumbs (sf 4377R) from al layer just below might be
part of this pot.
Context 92786, layer between the two stone surfaces (92633 and 92634) related to the granaries
4377R 7 hard crumbs which could be part of 801, but the small-medium grits seem to be mainly stone
rather than grog and the (washed) colour is brown rather than grey.

Area D3
2 pits (1 undatable with 2 sherds and crumbs, 2 Grooved Ware pits (1 with a lot of pottery, other only 2 sherds).
This isolated cluster of pits produced about 40 sherds from 5 pots

Pit 60093

Contexts 60092, 60100 and 60102 are three fills of a single Pit 60093 which contains 36 sherds from 5 pots.
There is one large section (about a quarter of the whole) of a single Grooved Ware bowl and very small
quantities of four others. The mixture of sherds in the three contexts suggests that the distinctions do not reflect
a significant sequence. What remains of the four decorated pots suggests that all are likely to belong to the
Grooved Ware tradition. All fabrics are broadly similar, hard, compact, with well-crushed grits.

Context 60092 (upper fill of 60093)

1650 Pot W. Six sherds join on several recent and one ancient break to form a section of the side of a
conical bowl with a simple upright rim. Another sherd with a good length of rim fits acceptably
close to the main section.

The diameter at the rim is 200mm and lower down is 165mm. The height is estimated to be 142mm
but no indication of the base survives. The thickness of the wall is 08mm.

The bowl is decorated overall with neat vertical lines of sharply cut impressions. Uniformity of
size suggests that these marks are all made with the same tool but some seem to be triple (like a tiny
bird footprint) and others double. Fanciful ideas of mouse footprints were disproved by experiment
and they are likely to have been made by a carved wooden stamp.

The fabric is compact and well-fired, pink-beige on the smooth outer and inner surfaces with a dark
grey core which contains well crushed grits.

1650 Pot Y. A single small piece (15x17x11mm) from the upright rim of another pot is present in this find
group. It is hard, very well fired, brown throughout, with well crushed grits. The rim is flat-topped
with a diagonal slash which seems to be deliberate. Just below it is a small stab mark which is
certainly deliberate and was presumably repeated around the rim.

A single sherd (35x35x08+mm) in three pieces joining on an ancient join might be part of this pot
but the outer surface has been lost. It is hard and brown with well crushed grit.

4449R 2 eroded scraps of hard, dark brown pottery with grits. They might be part of Pot Y.

5830R 4 tiny crumbs, red/black, probably belonging to Pot W.

Context 60100 (middle fill of 60093)

1651 Pot X. 3 sherds (2 join) + 3 fragments from the rim and upper part of a decorated bowl. The joining
sherds (65 x 40 x 08-09mm) show a rounded incurving rim (diameter 150mm) with a band of
decoration of horizontal grooves and oblique square-ended stab marks. This band seems to be
45mm wide and may end with a fringe of confused vertical marks. The separate sherd
(35x30x07mm) is undecorated. The fragments have lost their outer surface. 2 small sherds from
Context 60102 Find 4502 may belong to this pot and show a similar fringe.

1 sherd (30x25x07mm) + 2 fragments, reddy brown in colour with much well crushed grit has a
badly eroded outer surface. The fabric is similar to others but not close.
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1 undecorated sherd (37x34x08mm) + 2 scraps pink/brown well-fired pottery with much angular
grit which looks granitic. The fabric is similar to others but not close.
Sherd sampled for fabric analysis

1653 Pot Z. 1 rimsherd (35x20x06-08mm) + 2 scraps which may belong to the same pot but their outer
surface is badly eroded. The rimsherd is sharply flattened and decorated on the outside with 3
rather carelessly incised shallow grooves. The fabric is hard and well fired with medium grits; the
colour is beige-grey and the inner surface and the top of the rim are almost polished. Context
60102 find 1656 contains a small decorated sherd which probably belongs to this pot.

1910R 1 fragment of very dark pottery similar 4449R

1987R 1 sherd (30x15x11mm) undecorated, with much grit; 1 sherd (20x25x05mm) pink brown with
?granitic grit as above in 1651 + 2 crumbs redder brown with visible grit

3039R 1 fragment brown, very compact fabric with some grit.

4524R 1 sherd (20x25x09mm) + 1 crumb with a lot of large and small grit

5754R 4 tiny crumbs, black, gritty

Context 60102 (lowest fill of 60093)

1656 1 sherd (25x25x08-09mm) decorated with 5 sharply cut grooves. The outer surface is grey and
smoothed almost to a polish, the inner is pink-beige, rather eroded with a lot of grit showing. It is
difficult to judge where this might fit on a pot, perhaps as a band of horizontal grooving below the
rim, but the close-set grooves and the polished surface distinguish it from 1653.

1 sherd (25x25x07-09mm) with two horizontal lines and a blank area below. The fabric is pinker
than 1653 but it is likely to belong to that pot, or another very like it.

1 sherd (22x21x07mm) + 4 crumbs of undecorated hard pink/grey pottery similar to the
undecorated pink sherds in 1651. Both have a well-finished inner surface.

4502R 2 joining sherds (37x30x10mm) + 1 crumb hard dark brown pottery with largish grits. 3 grooves
and confused stab marks suggest that it may belong to the bowl in 1651.

Pit 60162
Context 60163 Fill of pit 60162 Only 2 sherds
1667 1 sherd (30x37x07mm), beige/black hard pottery with much well crushed grit. The inner surface is

smooth and almost polished, the outer appears eroded but has corrugations which might be
intentional.
1 sherd (50x40x08mm) in 4 pieces, reddy brown with black core and a good deal of granitic grit.
One surface is rough and grits stand proud of it; the other is well smoothed. The piece is very flat
and has one curved edge. It might be part of a base 110mm in diameter.
The fabric of both these sherds suggests that they belong with the Grooved Ware pots from Pit
60093.
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Early Bronze Age Pottery

Beaker sherds from Area E

The vast majority of the material from the relict soil in Area E is clearly Early Neolithic, but there is a very
small amount of Beaker pottery, some 14-16 small sherds in all, from the vicinity of the hearths and the relict
soil.

Context 31040 Stakehole 31039 cuts relict soil
851 Beaker 5 sherds, 3 fragments + 7 crumbs of the same hard red/black, well fired clay with some minute
grit; surfaces well smoothed. Largest sherd 30x25x08mm, smallest 25x17x07mm. 1 sherd
decorated with 2 horizontal lines with a fringe of dashes; all others undecorated; possibly close to
base. None join but ancient breaks seem fairly fresh. Sherd sampled for fabric analysis
4387 R 2 frags same as 851

Context 31406 Pit 31412
976 Red/black possible Beaker. 1 sherd (30x20x07mm) with v. faint incised lines and 2 ? dashes

Context 31025 Relict soil
5282 1 sherd Beaker (55x45x08mm) red/black fabric with some well-crushed grit, outer surface v. well
smoothed, horizontal band of hatched decoration made with very fine roulette.
5286 1 scrap poorly fired red/black ? vesicular 05mm thick, less obviously Beaker
5359 1 sherd (42x43x08mm formed of 4 abraded frags) red/black compact fabric with v. small grits =
Beaker decorated with fine roulette with horizontal lines and close set chevrons. Surface lost on
some areas + 3 crumbs; also 2 crumbs beige/grey Early Neolithic pot. Does not have the fine
smoothed, almost polished, surface of 5282, nor its sharp edges, but the roulette could be the same.
Context 31123 Variant of 31025 = relict soil
5052 1 sherd (25x20x07mm) yellow/grey vesicular with some v. small grit. Hint of 2 lines ??hyphenated,
probably accidental + 2 crumbs similar. Fabric is not similar to 5069
5069 Beaker 1 sherd (50x41x08mm) with zoned hyphenated lines; fabric well-fired reddish beige/grey
with very small grits, well smoothed surfaces. Edges quite sharp but some abrasion, recent breaks
join.

Evaluation Trench 6

Evaluation trench 6 dug in 2004 cut through the same area and also produced some Beaker sherds.

Context 603, judged to be the same as the relict soil 31025

All this pottery (17 sherds and 1 group of tiny scraps and some scraps from flotation) is clearly Beaker, both in
fabric and decoration. This is rather surprising since Beaker is rare at Parc Cybi and the later excavation of Area
E only produced 5 other decorated Beaker sherds, and those from quite widely scattered contexts. However,
despite the concentration, all the decorated sherds come from different vessels and most are fairly worn,
suggesting a residual scatter of domestic rubbish.

The decoration is mainly comb-stamped and arranged in horizontal lines with undecorated zones between -
from the classic earlier Beaker repertoire. Two sherds (2323 and 2320 (and also a fragment 2322 which is part
of 2320) from very thin and carefully decorated pots, are more complex with cross-hatched or diagonally filled
zones. The small piece of 2323 is exceptionally carefully made with very, very fine whipped cord (or hair
perhaps) impressed into sharp grooves. Although there is more incised decoration amongst the 5 decorated
sherds from the wider excavation of Area E there is no reason not to suggest that all the Beaker pottery belongs
to a single, perhaps short, phase of occupation sometime around 2500-2400 BC.

2320 I fragment (10x 10 x 5Smm) from a finely decorated Beaker with impressed whipped cord; hard
fabric, red outer and black inner surface with fine stone grit.

2321 1 sherd (33 x 25 x 10mm) from a Beaker decorated with zoned comb-stamped lines. This may be
from near the curve of the waist. The fabric is softish with a yellow/beiger outer surface, black
within. 2 scraps and a crumb similar.

2322 A tiny scrap from 2320 which might be useful for analysis

2323 1 small sherd (20 x 18 x 6mm) with cross-hatched zonal filling, neatly comb-stamped. The fabric is
hard and yellow beige throughout. I crumb of thicker (7mm) of softer red fabric.

2324 1 sherd (38 x 37 x 7mm) decorated with 2 groups of horizontal comb-stamped lines with a diagonal
line crossing the undecorated zone between them. Hard fabric, yellow/red throughout with small
stone grits. Outer surface worn

2325 1 sherd (22 x 25 x 7mm) decorated with one horizontal line of pointed comb-stamping. The fabric
is hard, red/orange on the outside, darker inside with small stone grits.
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2326 1 small undecorated sherd in red/black fabric c. 10mm thick. Recently broken

2327 6 crumbs, similar fabric to the rest of the Beaker finds

2328 1 decorated sherd (34 x 35 x 10mm) 3 horizontal comb-stamped lines with undecorated zone
between, similar to 2324 but thicker and more curved; 1 smaller sherd possibly from an
undecorated part of the same pot and a thicker (13mm) fragment. All are the same yellowish red
and black fabric with small stone grits.

2329 1 scrap of undecorated red/orange Beaker fabric.

2330 1 sherd (25 x 22 x 8mm) with 3 horizontal lines created with a sharply pointed comb. The fabric is
red/black with small-medium stone grits.

2331 1 small sherd (15 x 18 x Smm) from close to the outward curve of the rim, in yellowish red Beaker
fabric.

2332 1 hard, thick uniformly red/orange sherd (27 x25 x 9-14mm).

6344 5 red/black crumbs from sieving.

Area K 1: features near roundhouse PRN 31588
For possibly middle Bronze Age sherds see relevant section below

Context 19110 pit 20081 with Cordoned Urn

This pit contains 26 sherds + crumbs all from a single vessel, a Cordoned Urn of Early Bronze Age type.

The edges of the sherds are quite abraded, as if they had been broken some time before disposal; but the

group seems close-knit, all coming from a segment (perhaps about 25% of the circumference) of the upper

part of the urn.

The urn, about 250mm in diameter, has a rounded upright rim and a not very prominent cordon 80mm below

the rim. The band above the cordon is decorated with twisted cord forming wide zig-zags between double

horizontal lines of impressed cord. The cord used is quite thick and rough. There are 2 fingernail marks on
the cordon itself, but these appear accidental. Not much of the undecorated body below the cordon survives.

The fabric is distinctive: brick red on the outside at the rim with a sharp distinction between the red and a

dark inner layer/surface. Lower down the pot this distinction is less sharp and the surface is a reddy brown.

Fresh breaks show the fabric to be compact with a lot of well-crushed granitic grit.

The thickness of the wall varies from 10 — 07mm.

1031  This find contains the bulk of the larger and decorated pieces of the Cordoned Urn, so presumably
the sherds were deposited as a group. Some joins on recent breaks were made, but none on ancient
breaks. Four sherds with decoration and three undecorated pieces with the curve of the cordon come
from this find together with six undecorated sherds (largest 25 x 30 x 07mm) and 7 crumbs which
could not be fitted into the reconstruction drawing.

1208R  Numerous tiny crumbs, red/black with granitic grit similar to 1031

1213R 4 small sherds (largest 25 x 20 x 09mm) and 3 fragments similar 1031

1476R This find comes from sieving and contains 1 decorated sherd and one piece with cordon (not
illustrated 35 x 25 x 07mm) and 5 small sherds (largest 23 x 20 x 07mm). Sherd sampled for
fabric analysis
There are 3 featureless sherds (largest 25 x 20 x 10mm) in a very similar fabric, but pale beige in
colour and containing a black grit not seen in the main group. These featureless sherds may be a
different pot since there is a faint incised line on one.

1496  Fragment (21 x 15 x 07mm) red/black fabric as 1031

2063R 5 very tiny crumbs similar 1031.

6107R  Fragment (17 x 10 x09mm) red/black fabric as 1031

Context 19108 pit 19109 This pit is close to the Cordoned Urn pit.
1523 3 tiny crumbs — possibly just large grits.

Context 19114 fill of possible posthole 19113
1253 2 tiny pot fragments, largest is 7mm across plus a crumb. One fragment and the crumb are a red
fabric and one fragment is a dark fabric.

Area K7

Near early medieval cemetery PRN 31600
Context 80002 ploughsoil / unstratified ‘near’ early medieval cemetery PRN 31600
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1635

1637

Pot FV5. Tip of rim (37 x 16 x 10mm) probably from a Food Vessel about 200mm in diameter.
The rim is bevelled, with indications of two lines of horizontal lines, possibly twisted cord. The
outer flange of the rim has gashes across the arris.

Another small fragment of the same rim but without clear indication of decoration.

Fabric hard and compact with both medium grits and very small grains set in a black matrix with
brown smooth but abrasive surface. This looks like a competent Food Vessel fabric to me.

5 crumbs from same pot as 1635

Context 80115 posthole 80116, next to early medieval cemetery

5855

1 crumb ? rotted stone

Clay-walled Roundhouses (Iron Age)
Context 80181 gully/drain 80180 in roundhouse 80249

4482

3 crumbs (2 probably stone); 1 dark abrasive pottery (? Similar 1031 Cordoned Urn)

Context 80222 burnt clay patch near hearth in roundhouse 80249

4375

3 crumbs hard, abrasive pottery, varying colours with visible grits; 1 lump (30 x 30 x 16mm) burnt
clay.

Context 80230 cut 80227, hearth in roundhouse 80249

4382

4 pieces of rotted stone I think.

Context 80368 internal drain 80331 in roundhouse 80248

5483

2 pieces of iron-rich rotted stone

Context 80390 internal drain 80259 in roundhouse 80248

5945

minute crumbs of iron-rich rotted stone

Area M Early Bronze Age Pottery

D-shaped enclosure PRN 31591
Context 22077 upper fill of ditch 22072, part of enclosure ditch
1074 Pot FV2. 1 large rimsherd (65x60x12mm) with 2 lines of fingernail marks, one on edge of rim, the

other set between very shallow grooves. Some ?accidental fingernail marks above the lower line.
Rim is lightly expanded, with a slight inward bevel. Fabric is hard and well-fired with a lot of stone
small-medium grit: mica and hornblendite. Analysis by Patrick Quinn concludes that the fabric is
similar to that of the Cordoned Urn from Area K1, and to a lesser extent, the Beaker from Cist 7
and the Undecorated Food Vessel from this same ditch. These pots belong to Williams and Jenkins
Group 3a.1 containing ultramafic rocks suggesting local manufacture.

The dating of this sherd has been the subject of much debate because it was at first thought to be a
piece of stamped Malvernian Iron Age pottery. This was categorically rejected by Elaine Morris
on grounds of both fabric and decoration. The fact that the subsequent detailed microscopic
analysis demonstrates that it is similar in composition to the Cordoned Urn and must be a local
product has turned attention to earlier periods. Comparison with the not very plentiful Middle and
Late Bronze pottery in North Wales is not very close. Fingernail marks are normally lower down
on the shoulder, and under the bevelled rims there are frequently perforations (Rhuddlan and
Llandegai (Berridge in Quinnell and Blockley 1994, 132-8 and Musson and Lynch 2001, 74)). The
Late Bronze Age assemblage from Castell Odo (Alcock 1960) has a predominance of everted rims.
Since the other sherds from the ditch of the D-shaped Enclosure can be reasonably confidently
identified as part of a Vase Food Vessel, it is worth looking for possible parallels within that group.
The suggested incurving profile occurs on the secondary vessel (J) from the East Chamber at
Dyffryn Ardudwy, only very tentatively identified as a Vase Food Vessel (Powell 1973) and
considered Middle-Late Bronze Age by others (Berridge 1994, 137). It has decoration up close to
the rim but these are fingertip, rather than fingernail, marks and there are random impressions over
the body as a whole. Perhaps a better parallel is the burial urn from the foot of Maen Llwyd, the
Standing Stone in Glynllifon Park south of Caernarfon (Wynn 1875). This is an undecorated pot of
much the same size, with a similar rim. This is normally identified as a Vase Food Vessel (Savory
1957 no.B3) for which the context is appropriate.

Context 22084 fill of cut 22082, part of enclosure ditch
The 2 cuts from which 1094 and 1090 come are quite widely separated. 1090 is at the W junction of the N and S
ring ditches, and 1094 is on the S side of the southern ditch.

1094

3 non-rimsherds of undecorated Food Vessel (Pot FV1), 2 show the shoulder, one with sharp
shoulder as in 1090, the other rather more rounded. Both show the inner edge of the bevelled rim.
The 3" sherd is a featureless body sherd (40x35mm) only 09mm thick. This is thinner than the
neck but similar to thickness of the wall below the shoulder. There are 2 scraps which are not the
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same pot. 1 is soft beige with large quartz grits in grey core; the other a compact soft, sandy fabric
+ 1 crumb similar (?similar to 3070 from Area M4). Sherd sampled for fabric analysis
Context 22087, fill of cut 22090, part of enclosure ditch
6108 5 gritty crumbs similar 1094 (Food Vessel) or 1994 or 5891
Context 22108, fill of cut 22111, part of enclosure ditch
1090 Four joining rimsherds of small undecorated Food Vessel (Pot FV1), diameter 200mm and probably
about 140mm high. Joins are abraded but convincing. Only one piece reaches the angle of the
shoulder. Fabric (as 1094) beige throughout (redder on exterior surface), with plentiful medium
grits which break the inner surface but have been better smoothed on the exterior.
1104 Small fragment of Food Vessel

Multiple Cist Barrow PRN 31589
Context 40115 cut 40127 Cist 2
2088 1 small worn sherd of Beaker (25x23x08mm) red/brown hard slightly abrasive fabric with a few small
grits. May be close to a collared rim. Decoration 1 clear hyphenated line and perhaps another
below, with v. light finger nail marks above.
This is very unlikely to have been part of a funerary vessel in the cist.
5997 small sherd of vesicular Early Neolithic pottery, residual in the cist
Context 40133 cut 40119 Cist3
2038 complete Bipartite Vase Food Vessel
This small Vase Food Vessel is 144mm in diameter and 135mm tall, decorated to the foot with deep
horizontal grooves creating a corrugated profile in which there are three broader bands which are
variously decorated with vertical incisions created with a squared stick. The central band has
alternate vertical and horizontal lines reminiscent of the lugged Bowl Food Vessels, just as the three
broader bands reflect the Tripartite Bowls. Two intermediate ridges have a row of squared dots
which are also present on the inner slope of the rim. The pot is complete except for some damage
to the top of the rim. A sample from the vessel was taken for lipid analysis.
Context 40177 cut 40169 Cist7
4102, Beaker from Cist, virtually complete
4112, 4113, 5841 Sherds and crumbs of same Beaker.
This is a rather wide but short Long Necked Beaker (diameter at mouth 160mm; height 168mm)
decorated with two similar panels, on body and neck, of exuberantly scored chevrons. The gently
everted rim is encircled with short vertical strokes. The fabric is pale beige and contains a good
deal of stone grit, including serpentine which indicates local manufacture (See Williams and
Jenkins). The pot is complete, barring a damaged foot, but had been broken. This revealed that it
was constructed from two broad coils (neck and body) with the foot added to a gently rounded base.
Sherd sampled for fabric analysis. A sample from the vessel was taken for lipid analysis.

Other features
Context 22117 cut 22118 Posthole 2m SE of D-shaped Enclosure
1222 1 crumb similar 3049 Food Vessel
1469 1 crumb similar 3049 Food Vessel
1491 1 gritty crumb not quite so like 3049 but probably EBA
3049 1 small sherd (30x22x13mm) rather poorly fired fabric with much angular well crushed grit, could be
Food Vessel.
1 curved body sherd (35x35x07mm) hard brown vesicular with grit, crisp edges, definitely Early
Neolithic;
A good crisp sherd of Early Neolithic comes from this posthole but is associated with probably
Early Bronze Age sherds

Context 40131 slight charcoal patch in pit/posthole scatter SE of multi-cist barrow
5891 dark, hard, gritty similar 1994, i.e. possibly Early Neolithic

Context 40200 - animal burrow adjkacent to the multi-cist barrow
4327 2 sherds (damaged rim 30x23x14 posssibly with nicks at edge) (concave sherd 35x30x14mm with 2
diagonal slashes) similar in fabric and possibly in shape to Food Vessel 1090, but a different pot.
Pot FV3
5848 2 crumbs from same pot.
6339 1 shoulder sherd (35x25x11-15mm) similar in fabric and profile to Food Vessel 1090 but different
pot. Pot FV3
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Middle and Late Bronze Age Pottery

Area E, pits PRN 31585
Contexts 31305/31307 both from Pit 31306 (Earth Oven) 2 sherds (1 rim)
951 2 frags + 1 crumb softish orange/black with small grits. Probably same pot as 952 but definitely more
orange
952 Rimsherd (40x32x11mm) in red/black rather loose vesicular with some grit. Rim is possibly slightly
in-turned and inward sloping with a slight circumferential groove (possibly accidental). Diameter
possibly 200mm.  This fabric is different from other undecorated fabrics from Area E, and this
rim is now judged to be possibly Middle Bronze Age. It is distant from the Early Neolithic area
Context 31512 Pit 31513
5435 R 1 crumb V1

Areas | and la
A few undecorated sherds with Beaker-like fabric. These are now judged to be Middle Bronze Age

Isolated pit
Context 18060 pit 18059
1250R 1 fragment pink/red well fired thin sherd similar to SF 1207

Pit Group 19073
Context 22014 pit 22015
1480 1 fragment of orange, slightly abrasive pottery. This fabric is similar to material from B2
Context 22016 pit 18085
1207 9 crumbs very abraded red slightly sandy pottery 07mm thick. Hint of grooves/corrugation on one
piece. This fabric is similar to material from B2
1255  burnt clay

Area J

This area has middle and later Neolithic pits, scraps of early Bronze Age pottery and many undated structures.

Some of the sherds included below are probably early Bronze Age but most are more likely to be middle Bronze

Age so they are all included here.

Context 70000 Unstratified finds from Area J

1630 1 featureless sherd (60 x 60 x 13mm) + 1 crumb similar in a hard fabric, pink outer and black inner

surface with large angular stone grit.
This could be Late Neolithic or Later Bronze Age. However there is pale hard pottery with
small/medium grits in this area, one sherd with a flat rim, which might suggest a Later BA element;
and the Fengate Ware here is normally dark rather than pink surfaced, as the Mortlake pottery in
Area K.
1 fragment (17 x 10 x 04mm) might be residual Early Neolithic; 1 fragment of stone.

Context 70001 Natural in area J

1793 1 featureless sherd (20 x 17 x 10mm) in a compact fabric with small grits; smooth orange outer
surface, black inner. Broadly similar to non-rim sherd in 1703

1800 1 fragment of red fabric with black core. This is broadly similar to Pot C 70529 but the fragments
are too small to bear any argument about identification as Grooved Ware, since that pottery seems
to be very restricted at Parc Cybi — only one pit in Area D3 and one or two pits in J3

1801 2 crumbs red/black fabric

1802 4 crumbs and 7 tiny crumbs red/black fabric — small grits visible.

Settlement activity PRN 31576
Context 70423  Fill of posthole 70422
6440R Featureless sherd (20 x 20 x 10mm) of hard grey gritty fabric (small angular grits on surface)
unlike other fabrics from J3.
Context 70437 Deposit ? buried soil in vicinity of Roman wall
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6352R Rimsherd, worn and badly damaged in antiquity. The sherd comes from a pointed rim decorated
inside and out with several lines of whipped cord maggots in a herring bone pattern. The fabric is
hard and dark with not much, if any, grit. The surfaces that remain seem almost burnished but that
may be due to washing.
In a clear Bronze Age context this would be identified as a Food Vessel or Early Collared urn
where the pointed rim and especially the use of whipped cord and herringbone patterns inside and
out are common. Whipped cord is less common in Late Neolithic pottery traditions.

Settlement activity PRN 31578
Context 70063 pit 70064 This pit is about 20m SW of Pit 70054
1782R 1 fragment (20 x 15 x 05mm) + 1 crumb of dark, slightly abrasive fabric with some very small grit.
Very abraded (but this might be due to washing). Might be residual Early Neolithic.

Settlement activity PRN 31580
Context 70053  recut 70146 of pit/animal burrow 70050
1862R 6 fragments (largest 20 x 15 x 11mm) + 2 tiny crumbs; 3 x pale fabric with medium/small grits; 2 x
grey fabric with granitic grit; 1 x orangey brown with grit but smooth surface, perhaps similar 1703
(MBA).
Context 70055 pit 70054
1703 1 rimsherd (32 x 30 x 10mm) with a sharply flattened rim and straight wall. The fabric is hard
with a good deal of medium and small grit including quartz and some granitic stone; colour is a pale
brown. Middle Bronze Age
1 featureless body sherd (35 x 30 x 11mm) in a hard pale brown fabric with rather less visible grit
than the rim and a smoother outer surface. The inner surface is blackened. Probably the same pot
as the rim and quite a good match to some of the other pale coloured sherds in this area.
1899R 1 fragment pale hard fabric with medium and small grits
4030R 2 pale crumbs similar to others from this pit.
Context 70127 linear feature 70126
1812R 1 featureless sherd (40 x 25 x 11mm), hard fabric, very pale colour throughout, quite a lot of small
and medium grits
Context 70129 pit 70128
1926R 1 fragment red/black hard fabric with well crushed grits
4495R 1 sherd (30 x 27 x 12mm) + 11 crumbs, red-orange surfaces with black interior and well-crushed
grit
5800R Numerous minute crumbs similar

East end of Roman trackway PRN 31597
Context 70537 bank material / unstratified
6407R 1 sherd (17 x 17 x 09mm) of well smoothed compact orange fabric similar to SF 1793 from Context
70001, the natural surface in Area J1 i.e. possibly later Bronze Age. This has also been considered
to be Roman redware and as this is probably a Roman feature that may be more likely.

Area K 1: features near roundhouse PRN 31588
This is an area close to the head of the marsh with Middle Neolithic pits and scraps of EBA pottery, undated
structures, including a timber roundhouse, and Early Mediaeval burials nearby.

Context 18125 pit 18124 This is about 9m E of Wooden Round House

1209 3 crumbs dark pottery, one with v. tiny grits, other medium grits, paler surface

3051 2 essentially featureless sherds, not from the same pot.
1 piece (50 x 50 x 16mm) hard, with orange/pink surfaces and slightly darker core; relatively
sparse angular grits of large-medium size include black shiny rock. Diameter about 280mm.
1 piece showing clear indication of coil building (50 x 30 x 14-03mm). The fabric is pale grey with
beige surfaces, rather soft with relatively sparse angular grit. This seems to be a coil strip with one
concave surface and narrowing to overlap another coil. However the edges are badly abraded.
Diameter probably over 300mm.
Neither of these sherds is dateable. They could belong to a Late Bronze tradition, but the fabric
could also be Late Neolithic. However the grit seems sparser than is usual in the Late Neolithic
pots on this site.
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Areas B1, B2, F2 and L3

These areas are down by the marsh and contain a complex group of stone round houses and possible granaries.
The finds are sadly very sparse and undiagnostic and are little help in sorting out the history of this area of long
occupation. There is some residual Late Neolithic material and a few sherds, listed below, which might be
Middle Bronze Age, but they lack good diagnostic features. The only distinctive material is some sherds from
Cheshire Salt Containers which should belong to the Iron Age (these are listed separately below).

Area Bl
Pit group 25046
Group of 19 pits in area B1 with fairly charcoal-rich fills
Context 05027 from Pit 05026
2067R 9 red crumbs pottery. 4 have a good deal of stone grit and may be Cheshire Salt Container;
5 are softer and have a similar orange/red colour but lack obvious grits.
Context 06088 natural hollow or patch of occupation deposit
5753R 2 tiny crumbs of dark pottery
Context 10002/3 from pit 10001
1210R Rimsherd (30 x 25 x 8mm) in a compact heavily gritted (medium stone grits) fabric well fired and
brown throughout. The bevelled rim has a slight inward curve. This could be MBA but it is not the
sandy fabric which occurs in possible MBA contexts in this area.

Area B2
Context 10015 from pit 07013, small pit to north-west of roundhouse settlement
5810R 1 crumb red/black pottery

Roundhouse A
Context 92073 patch of burnt clay interpreted as a hearth in the passage-way to RHA
2098R 2 featureless sherds (20 x 20 x 8+mm and 20 x 20 x 12+mm) from the same pot. Neither retains
both surfaces. The fabric is reddish brown, sandy and slightly abrasive, similar to 5495R from L3.
Context 701, topsoil in evaluation trench 7 which cut through RHA
2349 2 sherds (20 x 25 x 12+mm and 20 x 20 x 6+mm) and 2 crumbs of orange/red fabric with one good
surface — a lot of small crushed stone grit. Probably Cheshire Salt Container but is also broadly
similar to the non-rimsherd in 1703 (MBA)

Roundhouse B
Context 90002, ploughsoil. Find located over eastern edge of Roundhouse B
88 1 piece (30 x 20 x 15mm) of very worn pottery (orange/ reddish brown) with stone grit. One side is
very flat and might come from a base. The colour and the slightly sandy feel to the clay is similar
to the probably MBA pottery in L3 (5495R).
Context 90899, charcoal patch on second phase of floor surface in roundhouse B
4408R 5 hard dark gritty crumbs of pottery with no obvious outer surfaces
Context 90927, charcoal patch on second phase of floor surface in roundhouse B
5941R 2 tiny crumbs red pottery

Roundhouse C
Context 91161, deposit same as 90012, wall of roundhouse C
5948R 7 crumbs, red with stone grit, all similar
Context 91516, second phase of floor surface in roundhouse C
4122R 51 crumbs (largest 10 x 10mm) all the same beige coloured pot with a lot of medium stone grit.
Context 91601, material built up around outside of wall of RHC, probably related to use of RHC but possibly
earlier, i.e. related to RHE. Overlies deposit 91681.
3034 1 very gritty (includes quartz) dark crumb. Might be Middle Neolithic
Context 91745, from 91744, stakehole in first phase of roundhouse C
4083R 1 fragment of dark brown pottery without much grit.
Context 92324 charcoal patch over second phase floor in RHC
4123R 1 fragment (20 x 15 x 9+mm) of reddish brown/black, rather sandy pottery, ?outer surface largely
lost. Perhaps similar to the L3 sherds but it is softer.

Roundhouse D
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Context 90473, possible levelling layer for roundhouse D
458R 1 very red crumb ?? Roman pot or burnt clay

Roundhouse E
Context 91224, fill of 91223, posthole probably in first phase of RHE

374 3 tiny crumbs of very dark fine clay; all originally 1 piece (10 x 10mm)

384 2 crumbs + 1 stone. 1 crumb of pale brown softish pottery and 1tiny crumb of dark pottery
Context 91579 fill of 91598 a robber cut to remove part of the wall of RHE. Cut presumably post-med in date
but may have disturbed deposits under the roundhouse.

766 1 sherd (20 x 25 x 7mm) in a hard, reddish brown, rather sandy fabric with sparse small grits.

1 fragment (25 x 15 x5mm) and 3 crumbs of reddish brown fabric, less sandy than the larger piece. Possibly

MBA

Area F1
Context 93326, old ground surface on the edge of the marsh buried under thick deposit interpreted as soil
platform for Roundhouse 1. There is a Bronze Age date for a patch of burnt stones on this ground surface.
5416R 2 fragments (both 10 x 10 x 6mm) of different pots; 1 light brown with small stone grits; the other a
sandy beige clay with possible decoration ???Beaker or MBA

Area F2

Context 21122 patch of burnt clay, possibly a hearth on the distinctive rounded hill just west of the roundhouse

settlement.

1095 1 featureless sherd (30 x 33 x 10mm) undecorated, well smoothed outer surface, small-medium stone

grit, well-fired. Not noticeably sandy. Reddish brown outer surface, core and inner surface black.
A general Bronze Age fabric but could be either EBA or later BA.
Another sherd (sf 1058 now lost) was found in cleaning just near this feature. Photo suggests that
this is the other half of sf 1095 which has a recent break.

Area L3

Small structure with postholes and hearth in a roughly oval hollow

Contexts 22143 and 22168 central hearth of the small structure

5495R 5 pieces of similar brown pottery and 1 scrap of paler pot.

1 sherd (35 x 18 x 20mm) perhaps some kind of rim with possibly 2 fingernail marks on the top, or,
less optimistically, part of a thick base. The fabric is brown, very hard but sandy and abrasive with
angular stone grits of variable size, some quite large, most medium. The 4 other smaller pieces are
obviously the same fabric but none retain both surfaces. The surface, where present, is dark brown
and fairly well smoothed.
1 scrap (20 x 12 x 8mm) of paler grey dense sandy fabric.
It is impossible to guess at the date of these sherds from 5495R, but it is noticeable that the reddish
brown slightly abrasive sandy surface of the main group is common to other finds in this area: sf
88, 766, 2098R and 4123R. All could be MBA; as could the rim in sf 1210 which is similar in
fabric to the non-rimsherd in find group 1703 in Area J for which there is a Middle Bronze Age
radiocarbon date.

Iron Age Cheshire Salt Container fragments from Roundhouses in Areas B2/F1 and B1

Several sherds and small fragments were considered as possibly Cheshire salt containers (CSC). These were
sent to Elaine Morrris for study and she determined that only one sherds and a group of fragments were of CSC
material. The rest were burnt clay, hearth or furnace lining or other pottery.

Genuine Cheshire Salt Container Fragments

Roundhouse E

Context 91443 from 91442, posthole in second phase of roundhouse E

422 2 sherds (joining) of very heavily gritted hard fabric, pink on the surface but orange/red inside,

identified by Elaine Morris (See Report) as Cheshire Salt Container. The larger piece (45 x 32 x
18mm) shows the curve at the base of the cupped top where it joins the supporting column; the
other (20 x 20 x 8mm) is a small concave scrap from the interior which joins the larger piece.
Small fragment sampled for fabric analysis
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Area B1 Pit group 25046
Group of 19 pits in area B1 with fairly charcoal-rich fills
Context 05027 from Pit 05026
2067R 9 red crumbs pottery. 4 have a good deal of stone grit and may be Cheshire Salt Container;
5 are softer and have a similar orange/red colour but lack obvious grits. Elaine Morris confirmed that these
fragments are of CSC.

Material considered to be possibly CSC not proved not to be

Roundhouse A
Context 90009, tumble from wall 90010 in passage-way leading to RHA

209 Lump (20 x 20 x 20mm) and 3 fragments and 4 crumbs similar to 4089 (Cheshire Salt Container)
Context 90475, wall collapse from roundhouse A

200 1 lump (20 x 20 x13mm) of very hard red clay with very large grits, very similar to 198

198 1 piece (30 x 30 x 15mm) of badly worn bright red clay with black interior and a good deal of grit.
This material was previously identified as furnace lining, but is broadly similar to 4089.
Considered possibly to be fragments of Cheshire Salt containers and sent to Elaine Morris but she
confirmed that 198 and 200 were not CSCs and interpreted them as furnace or hearth material.

Context 90479, same as 90475, wall collapse from roundhouse A

228 1 piece (joining to be 30 x 20 x 10 mm) orange/red, possible CSC but rather softer and with less grit
than the others. Confirmed by Elaine Morris not to be CSC.

231 3 lumps (20 x 30 x 15mm) of very hard orange /red clay with much stone grit. One piece has a shine as
if due to excessive temperature. One piece shows the margin of blowhole so these are furnace lining
rather than pottery.

Context 90632, second phase of hearth in roundhouse A
4018R 3 tiny crumbs, orange/red pottery
Context 90919, first phase of hearth in roundhouse A

4089R 3 sherds (all 25 x 25 x Smm — only 1 surface surviving). They are orange/red with plentiful,
variable stone grits 3-4mm across. May be Cheshire Salt Container. Elaine Morris confirmed that
these fragments are not CSC.

Context 92018, from 92017, possible stakehole in first phase of roundhouse A
1902R 1 fragment probably stone
Context 701, topsoil in evaluation trench 7 which cut through RHA

2349 2 sherds (20 x 25 x 12+mm and 20 x 20 x 6+mm) and 2 crumbs of orange/red fabric with one good
surface — a lot of small crushed stone grit. Possibly Cheshire Salt Container but is also broadly
similar to the non-rimsherd in 1703 (MBA). Elaine Morris confirmed that these were not CSC, so
they are presumably middle Bronze Age.

Roundhouse C
Context 91858, layer forming part of platform on which roundhouses were built, probably immediately pre-
dated RHE but located underneath RHC
2060R 4 crumbs, all different. 1 might be Cheshire Salt Container; 2 are hard, dark brown with medium
grits and a smooth surface (only one surface remaining); the 4™ is a tiny crumb of fine red pottery
??Roman. Elaine Morris confirmed that none of these fragments are of CSC.

Roundhouse |
Context 93605, fill of 93604, posthole in first phase of Roundhouse 1.
5747R 1 fragment (20 x 20 x 12+mm) 1 surface survives, orange in colour with quite a lot of small-medium
stone grit. This might be Cheshire Salt Container
Context 93524, fill of 93523, posthole in first phase of roundhouse 1.
5475R 3 fragments very similar to those in sf 5747.
Elaine Morris confirmed that neither 5475 nor 5747 are CSC material.

73



Part 1.2. Fabric Analysis of Prehistoric Pottery from Parc Cybi

1.2.1. Petrographic Report on Prehistoric sherds from Parc Cybi
John LI. Williams and David Jenkins

Abstract

Petrographic analysis of 20 sherds from Parc Cybi has shown that many contain materials that show definite
links to the distinctive local geology, and others show probable links. With the exception of a sherd (1686) of
unusual fabric, all can be classified by fabric and petrology into groups that have already been established for
sherds from North Wales, and these classes in turn tend to be linked to typology this needs to be sorted out. The
analytical results also raise interesting possibilities in terms of the broader archaeological significance of the
pottery production in the Neolithic.

Introduction

Twenty sherds of prehistoric pottery were submitted for petrographic analysis as part of the post excavation
programme by GAT at Parc Cybi, Ynys Mon. Selection was guided by a preliminary macroscopic study of the
pottery in consultation with Frances Lynch who has described the typology of the Parc Cybi ceramic
assemblage elsewhere in this report. The present study aims to classify the pottery by fabric, to discuss the
provenance of the ceramic raw materials, to establish the typological association of the fabrics and to place the
assemblage within the wider context of prehistoric pottery production in northern Wales. Reference is also made
to previous analyses of sixteen sherds recovered from the excavations of the megalithic tomb of Trefignath that
is situated on the eastern periphery of the Parc Cybi complex (Jenkins, 1987). The schedule of the sherds
analysed is presented in Table 1.2.1.1a and b below.

Table 1.2.1.1: Excavation context and typological features of analysed pottery sherds
(a): Timber building

Sherd Tvoolo Additional Context
(Sample No.) ypology Information
1124 Early Neolithic - Irish Sea Vesicular sherd Area H - Timber building
Ware - west sector
1196 Early Neolithic - Irish Sea Vesicular sherd Area H - Timber building-
Ware hearth B
1366 Early Neolithic -- Irish Sea | Vesicular sherd Area H - Timber building
Ware - hearth B
1545 Early Neolithic -- Irish Sea | Vesicular sherd Area H - Timber building
Ware — East end gable
1547 Early Neolithic -- Irish Sea Vesicular sherd Area H - Timber building
Ware - East end gable
1569 Early Neolithic -- Irish Sea | Vesicular sherd Area H - Timber building
Ware — mid sector
1686 Early Neolithic -- Irish Sea | Non-Vesicular sherd Area H - Timber building
Ware — east sector
1699 Early Neolithic -- Irish Sea Vesicular sherd Area H - Timber building
Ware - east sector
5351 Early Neolithic -- Irish Sea Vesicular sherd — base sherd | Area E — relict soil in
Ware occupation hollow
(b): assorted pit sites
Sherd Additional
(Sample No.) Typology Information Context
1170 Fengate Undecorated sherd part of | Areala - context 21221, pit
collar of pot 1167
1815 Fengate Plain sherd part of Jar 1705 Area J — context 70171, pit
5720 Mortlake Sherd of decorated bowl (Pot | Area K9 — Context 80685
B) Pit
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1651 Grooved Ware Sherd of decorated bowl Area D3 — context 60163 —fill of pit
60162

6380 Grooved ware Featureless sherd Area J3 — context 70479, posthole
70480

6381 Grooved Ware Decorated sherd Area J3 — context 70502, fill of pit
70503

6394 Grooved Ware | Featureless sherd Area J3 — context 60536, pit 70529

851 Beaker Body sherd Area E — context 31040 —stake hole
cutting relict soil

4113 Beaker Virtually complete pot From Cist 7

1094 Food Vessel Body sherd Area M — context 22084 — Ditch of D-
shaped enclosure

1476 Cordoned Urn Featureless sherd Area K —context 19110, fire pit

Methodology

The processes of thin sectioning the pottery and of establishing quantitative data for classifying the fabrics have
been described in detail elsewhere (Williams and Jenkins 1999, 2004b) and will not be repeated in the present
report. Sufficient to note is that, first, all the sherds were thin-sectioned both in their original and in a re-fired
condition, the re-firing in an oxidising atmosphere used to remove dark carbonaceous matter and so clarifying
the fabrics (Appendix 1.2.1). Second, the analytical data upon which the classification is based were established
by point counting. For each thin section a total of 400 points was recorded, identifying the following
components — matrix (<0.06mm), grains (0.06-0.2mm) clasts (0.2->2.0 mm), voids and grog.

It should be noted that the analytical data presented in Tables 1.2.1.2a and b would only justify two significant
figures due to sampling limitations, as recorded in Appendix [.2.1, but three significant figures are still
presented in the tables for values obtained >10% to balance the %totals. For example, this problem of
representivity is illustrated in Mortlake sherd 5720 where counted clasts total 2% only whilst a photograph of
the whole sherd records a large single quartz clast which was not included in the area analysed (Appendix 1.2.1).
In dealing with the nature of the samples an ambiguity also arises with the use of the term ‘clay’ which is
defined geologically as material <2um in size. ~However, in the context of pottery the term is used more
generally and practically to describe the initial material used to manufacture wares (the matrix) and which
therefore includes larger particle sizes: This usage will be distinguished by “clay” in this report.

Geographical location

The nature of the site can be expressed in terms of the geomorphology, climate, soils, and geology. Of these the
first three influenced the occupation of the site, but the geology has direct relevance to pottery production in that
raw materials available for its manufacture on site would have depended on the rock types that would have been
exposed in outcrops of the solid geology and in the petrology and mineralogy of the superficial deposits that
subsequently were overlain.

The solid geology is exposed in numerous scattered rocky outcrops revealed by glacial erosion (Fig 1.2.1.1).
These have been mapped in detail (summarised by Howells, 2007), and are comprised of rocks of the “New
Harbour” and “Holy Island Groups” of the Proterozoic/Cambrian “Monian Supergroup”. They are dominated
by chlorite-mica schists grading into meta-sandstones, including quartzitic, turbitic and volcaniclastic varieties
to the North, and with occasional jaspers and metabasalts. They are intruded by a small but distinctive group of
ultramafic rocks Skm to the South (serpentinite and hornblendite, discussed by Maltman 1978), and also by both
Palacozoic dolerite and Tertiary olivine dolerite dykes trending mostly north west-south east.

Superficial deposits are dominated by glacial till which is mostly derived from the local solid geology and also
that offshore to the north/north-east. On Anglesey the till carries more of local Lower Palacozoic argillaceous
rocks but, being relatively soft, these appear in the finer rather coarser fractions. The till also becomes
increasingly influenced to the East by the “Red northern drift” which, as its name implies, carries a higher
proportion of rock material from the north including Triassic sandstones. In addition, harder rocks from the
Lake District, southern Scotland and Ireland are incorporated as erratics. These have been released from shore
exposures of till as beach cobbles by marine erosion to provide a variety of accessible igneous and other rock
types. Subsequent periglacial activity produced frost wedges and patterned ground, as seen on site, and wind
erosion of fluvioglacial sands resulted in loess and cover sands being incorporated into local soils and hence
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becoming the possible presence of exotic sand-sized mineral grains. Postglacial activity has produced further
localised fluvial deposits of sand, silts and clays.

The result is a variety of rock materials at Parc Cybi, dominated by the local schists, metaquartzites and
volcaniclastic sandstones. This is confirmed by the microscopic analysis of the 2.0-0.6 mm material from on
site by the preparation of a thin-section of a resin-impregnated sample (TS.2309). It showed that this size
fraction, which would have been available as a “clay” to the potters, was dominated by chlorite schist (42%),
rhyolitic lavas and tuffs (32%), quartz/metaquartzites (10%) and phyllites/shales (10%) with traces of altered
dolerite (4%) and possibly of serpentinite. This corresponds closely to that recorded previously at Trefignath
(Jenkins 1987).

Results of the petrographic analysis

A detailed description of each individual sample is presented in Appendix 1.2.1 and is summarised below in
Tables 1.2.1.2a & b together with the quantitative data obtained. Graphical presentations of sherd compositions
in terms of fabric (%-matrix/filler/voids) are shown in Fig 1.2.1.2 and of filler type (% clast-voids/grog/clasts) in
Fig 1.2.1.3. The analysis of these data has identified a number of fabric types and these have been classified
according to the scheme outlined by the authors in their summary of prehistoric pottery from northern Wales
(Williams and Jenkins 2004a). However, in reconsidering and developing the categories proposed in 2004,
‘group 1m’ has been subdivided and redistributed within the mixed ‘groups 1/2, 1/3 and 2/3” for consistency in
terminology and further broad categories have been introduced for the subdivision of clast petrologies in Group
3, namely: 3a.1 ultramafic, 3a.2 mafic, and 3d sedimentary: as discussed below a further new category of 4 has
also been introduced. These changes have proved to be more relevant at this site, and have enabled the
following six groups to be distinguished below, with three sub-groups in the fifth (see table 1.2.1.3).

Table 1.2.1.2a: Petrographic analysis of pottery sherds from Parc Cybi: assorted pit fabrics.

SampleNo. | 1124 | 1196 | 1366 | 1545 | 1547 | 1569 | 1699 [5351 |1686
Early Neolithic ware
Sherd Width (mm) 8 4 7 11 8 9 8 7 7
Colour® —initial [7.5%5/4 [7.5%5/2 |7.5%4/1 [10%5/2 |7.5%4/2 [7.5%3/2 |7.5%3/2 [1.5%3/1 ].5%4/2
(Munsell) | bn bn dk-bn gr-bn dk-bn dk-bn dk-bn |dk-bn |dk-bn
Re-ignited | 5*5/6 |7.5%6/5 |7.5%6/4 | 5*5/6 |7.5%6/5 5*%6/5 5*%6/5 5*5/6 ].5%6/5
y-red red-y It-bn y-red r-y red-y red-y |red-y |red-y
Matrix 75.0 80.0 80.0 60.2 79.0 81.7 77.2 745 | 57.0
Texture” | sC sC sC sC sC sC C C sC

Birefr./orient.” | M/w M/w M/w W/w M/w M/w Mw  |[Mw [Ww
Voids 12.7 8.2 6.5 19.5 13.7 6.7 19.4 18.7 2.7
constructional 0.2 0.7 0.5 2.0 2.0 1.0 3.7 3.0 2.7
clast void 12,5 7.5 6.0 17.5 11.7 5.7 12.7 12.0 -
organic - - - - - - - 3.0 3.7 -
Grains* 10.5 8.2 11.9 16.4 7.2 10.2 3.2 45| 132
quartz (angular) 9.0 7.7 117 15.7 7.0 9.7 3.2 45| 115
guartz (rounded) 0.5 - r 0.2 r r - - r
felspars r 0.5 r r r r r r 1.7
muscovite r r r r r r r r r
biotite - - - - - - - - r
hornblende 0.5 r - - - r - r -
pyroxene 0.5 r 0.2 - - - - - -
serpentine - r - - - ? - ? -
clinozoisite 0 r r r r 0 0 - -
others (rare)° - "2 "Zp 05| *'0.2 0.5 - r2p -
Bioliths (rare)® o - - - 5 - r - -
Grog 0.2 3.0 0.2 0.7 p 0.5 p - p
Clasts 14 0.4 1.2 2.9 2.0 0.7 - 22| 269
granite/dior. r - - - - - - -| 177
rhyolite - - r r - - - - 0.5
u/maf - serpentine - - - - r - - 0.5 -
- amphiboles - - - - - r - - -
dolerite - - - - - - - - -
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- olivine dolerite

trachyte/basalt

metaquartzite

mica schist

mica/chlorite

clinozoisite/quartz

orthoquartzite

sandstone

shale/siltstone

quartz — angular

0.7

- mosaic

- rounded

0.2

1.0

1.2

Class

1

1

1 1

3b

N.B.

', Colour: bn — brown; y — yellow; It — light; dk — dark; gr — grey.

2 Texture: C — clay; zC — silty clay; sC — sandy clay
3. Aggregate birefringence: M/ - moderate; W — weak; degree orientation: /w — weak; m — moderate
* Grains: detected but not in count, r— rare; 0— occasional; ¢ — common.
> Other minerals include: *-zircon, '-tourmaline, -rutile, é-garnet, °~chlorite, *-actinolite
5 Bioliths: these include obscure *-spicules and -pinnate diatom fragments

Table 1.2.1.2b: Petrographic analysis of sherds from Parc Cybi: assorted pit fabrics.

Fengate Mortlake Food | Cordoned
Sample No. ware ware Grooved ware Beaker Vessel urn
1170 | 1815 5720 1651 | 6380 | 6381 | 6394 | 851 | 4113 | 1094 1476
Sherd Width 9 10 n.d. 7 12 10 13 8 8 9 8
(mm)
Colour® - | 7.5%4 7.5%5 | 7.5% | 7.5%5 | 7.5%3 | 5%3/2 | 5%3/4 | 7.5%5/2 7.5%5/3
initial /3 /6 /4 /2 2
d bn nd nd s bn 1bn bn d bn dr-b 1 r-bn bn bn
Re-ignited 5%6/6 2./56*6 5%6/4 | 5%6/5 | 5%6/6 | 5%5/6 | 5%6/4 5%6/5 5%6/5
nd r-yw nd 1 red 1 r-bn I-yw r-yw | yred | lr-yw I-yw r-yw
Matrix 60.0 | 56.0 79.0 61.2 | 72.7 | 70.7 | 67.0 | 58.7 | 63.5 47.0 47.5
Texture’ | C zC sC sC | sC | sC | sC | sC | sC sC sC
Birefr./orients. (Fe) | W/iw M/m Wim | Wiw | M/w | Wiw | M/w | Wiw | W/w M/w
Voids 120 | 7.2 11.0 127 | 9.9 | 169 | 120 | 1.7 0.5 11.7 6.0
constructional | 12.0 | 7.2 11.0 12.7 | 1.7 3.7 0.5 1.7 0.5 11.7 6.0
clast void - r - - 82 | 132 | 115 r - - -
organic | - - - - - - - - - - -
Grains* 0.2 5.7 11.0 0.9 7.9 3.2 56 | 139 | 115 9.7 10.7
quartz- | 0.2 5.5 6.2 0.2 5.7 30 | 42 |10.2 | 10.0 - 6.2
angular
quartz - - 0.2 r R 1.2 0.2 r R C - -
rounded
felspars r r r 0.2 r - 0.2 | 35 15 15 1.0
muscovite - r - - r r r R R c r
biotite - - - - r - r - - c -
hornblende r r - - - - r - R 8.2 3.0
pyroxene r - - 0.5 r - 1.2 - - - r
serpentine - - - - - - - - - 0 -
clinozoisite r 0 r R r - r R R “r r
others (rare)° | - - - - °1.0 - - [ *02 | - - 970 5
Bioliths - - - - - r - - - - -
(rare)®
Grog - 2.2 - 105 | 1.0 57 | 12.7 | 9.7 3.2 - -
Clasts: 27.7 | 28.8 3.6 144 | 83 | 3.5 | 24 | 157 ] 211 315 35.7
- r - - 0.5 - - 14.0 - - -
granite/dior.
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Fengate Mortlake Food | Cordoned
Sample No. wagre ware Grooved ware Beaker Vessel urn
rhyolite - - - - - r - - - - -
u/m - - - - - 0.7 - - r 16.0 315 -
serpentine
- amphiboles - 0.2 - - 0.7 r - - - - 25.7
dolerite | 25.5 - - - - - - - - - 10.0
olivine - - - 12.0 - - - - - - -
dolerite
clinozoisite - r - - - - - - - - -
metaquartzite - - 2.2 0.5 3.7 15 0.7 - 0.2 - -
qu-mica schist - - - R 0.5 - - r r - -
orthoquartzite
sandstone | 2.2 | 24.7 0.7 12 0.7 2.0 - - 05 - -
shale/siltstone - - - - - - r - r - -
quartz - - 2.7 0.7 - 15 - 1.7 | 1.0 0.7 - -
angular
- mosaic - r p r - - r - r - -
- rounded - 1.2 - 0.7 - - - 0.7 3.7 - -
Class 3a2 3d 4 2/3 1/3 1/2 1/2 | 2/3 3al 3al 3al

(a) Group 1 - Clast-void fabrics.

Eight sherds fall into this the largest group — samples 1124, 1196, 1366, 1545. 1547, 1569, 1699 and 5351. The
group is distinguished by the abundance of clast- voids varying between 6.5% to 18%, and the relative paucity
of clasts (<3%) and grog (<3%). Two types of clast-void can be identified: first, those large, angular and
rhombic-shaped resulting from dissolved clasts of calcite cleavage fragments together with curved shell
fragments present in the first six samples; second, cylindrical objects of very low birefringence thought to be
biogenic (opaline spicules) which are present in samples 1699 and 5351. It is quite apparent that even within
this group of eight sherds there are clear divergences in the composition and quality of the fabrics that would
suggest further subdivision. Samples 1699 and 5351 are distinguished by a well-orientated clay matrix showing
strong aggregate birefringence and also by their low grain (<4.5%) and very low clast content (<2%). In the
remaining six samples clast-voids are accompanied by minor amounts of grog (0.2-3.0%) in sandy, well
compacted matrices (60-80%) containing small amounts of angular silt/fine sand and larger rounded/sub-
rounded sand grains that are probably of windblown origin. The grog fragments are large (0.5-1.5mm) and
angular.

(b) Group 1/2 — Fabrics with a mixture of grog and clast-voids

Two sherds are represented in this group - 6381, 6394. They form an intermediate group between Groups 1 and
2 and are characterised by a significant clast-void content (8%-13%) and are rich in grog (5%-13%: Fig 1.2.1.3).
Matrices contain abundant voids (11-13 %) — both small (<0.5mm) rectangular voids and lozenge shaped voids
with pointed terminations (0.5>1.0mm), possibly from the dissolution of spicules. Grog is present as
subangular/subrounded particles some of a different fabric to that of the host sherd, others replicating the matrix
of the host fabric; two-generation grog fragments are also present. The sparse clast fraction (2-3%) includes
angular fragments of detached quartz, chert, metaquartzite, schist and subangular/subrounded quartz sandstone.
Also present are angular/sub-angular fragments of strained quartz, rounded clasts of fine-grained siltstone and
particles of a dark brown, layered, iron- impregnated clay/silt material. They therefore represent a distinctive
fabric type.

(c) Group 1/3 - sherd 6380 falls in this group which contains clast-voids, clasts and grains all at 8%, but it
differs in a low value of grog in the fabric (1%). It shares most of the fabric characteristics noted above in
Group 1/2 but it differs from the other two grooved ware in generally having a coarser-textured fabric. The
clast component includes angular fragments of metaquartzite, sandstone and detached quartz in a sandy matrix.

(d) Group 2/3 - Fabrics with a mixture of clasts and grog.

Two sherds are represented in this intermediate fabric group — 851 and 1651. The group is defined by moderate
clast and grog contents (>10%), and absence of clast voids (Fig 1.2.1.3), but two very different fabric
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compositions are represented. In sherd 851 angular fragments of a silicic igneous rock (10%) form the
dominant clastic constituent in a sandy clay matrix; in sherd 1651 angular clasts of a fresh olivine dolerite (12%)
are contained in a sandy clay-rich matrix. Grog is represented by angular particles varying in size from small
(0.5mm) to large (1.5mm) and in sherd 851 a distinctive over-fired type is present.

(e) Group 3 - Fabrics rich in rock clasts.

Six sherds are represented in this group — 1094, 1170, 1476, 1686, 1815, 4113. All Group 3 fabrics are defined
by a medium to high clast content (>10%), low incidence of grog (0-3%) and absence of clast voids (<0.2%).
Clast-rich fabrics contain rock fragments dominated by specific rock types and at Parc Cybi the group is
divisible into the following four sub-categories:

Sub-group 3al - ultramafic rock types dominate, with serpentinite (32%) in 1094; dolerite (10%) and an
amphibole-rich rock (26%) in 1476; a feldspar, clinopyroxene/olivine rich ultramafic rock
(16%) in 4113.

Sub-group 3a2 - sherd 1170 has a much altered pyroxene dolerite (26%)

Sub-group 3b sherd 1686 contains abundant fragments of granite (18%);

Sub-group 3d; in sherd 1815 a coarse grained sandstone at 25% is the dominant lithic component.

In general the rock fragments are angular/sub-angular, varying in size from 0.5->5mm. All matrices are sand-
rich with the exception of 1170 and 1094 which are clay-rich and contain a very sparse detrital fraction.

(f) Group 4 - low concentration of filler comprising sparse clasts only.

The single sherd 5720 falls in this group. It has a sandy-clay matrix displaying weak to moderate birefringence
and containing an abundant grain fraction (11%) of angular quartz grains (>6%) and rare grains of feldspar and
clinozoisite: rare grains of rounded quartz are also present in the matrix. Meandering thin construction voids
are prominent (11.0%) indicating weak consolidation of the matrix in the manufacturing process. However, it
is distinguished by the absence of grog and clast-voids whilst the low clast fraction, consists mainly of small
angular metaquartzite fragments with rare fragments of sandstone and fractured quartz. This places it nominally
in Group 3 (Fig 1.2.1.3) but a separate new Sub-group 4 has been deemed necessary due to the low clast content
(4%): the sparse clasts are mainly metamorphic (i.e. 4e) This detail of classification may seem miniscule but
still remains precise in establishing a separate group for 5720 which is different to the samples so far examined
from northern Wales.

Provenance of materials

Questions relating to provenance can be discussed first by considering the matrix textures (a-c below), second
the biogenic components (d) and third the lithic clasts (e), particularly those present in Group 3, and its mixtures
2/3, 1/2 and 1/3 fabrics. The provenance of the matrix may also be indicated by its mineralogy and,
environmentally, by any biogenic constituents.

Matrices
Three matrix groups are identified:

(a) Clay-rich matrices: Three sherds fall in this category —1699, 1170 and 5351. They show moderate to
strong aggregate birefringence, prominent parallel lamellar banding of matrix with non-branching construction
cracks adopting the same orientation except in the vicinity of large clasts where curved deviations are apparent.
Lenticular clay- or silt- rich concentrations are a recurring feature. The accompanying low grain fraction (<5%)
consists mainly of sparse angular, subangular and subrounded quartz grains grading from silt to fine sand
grades. The matrices are sparsely micaceous and muscovite shreds and probably highly altered biotite/chlorite
flakes are represented. Very sparse subrounded to rounded sand grains of quartz, dirty brown siltstone generally
in size grade >0.2mm contrast with the silt/fine sand component above. Round to sub-rounded fragments of a
very fine grained foliated siltstone and sandstone may belong to the ‘clay’ body, but this rock is also present in
the silty and sandy fabrics described below.

(b) Silty-clay matrix:

Only sherd 1815 falls in this textural group. The fine-grained matrix is characterised by a dense silt/clay
fraction with moderate to weak aggregate birefringence, prominent parallel lamellar banding, with non-
branching construction cracks adopting a similar orientation; lenticular sandier aggregates are also a feature.
Matrices are non-micaceous. The sparse grain fraction consists mainly of angular, subangular and subrounded
quartz grains grading from silt to fine sand grades and there are rare rounded Triassic quartz grains/clasts.
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(c) Sandy-clay matrices:

These matrix textures are shown by the remaining 16 sherds. They have fine-grained matrices developing
moderate to weak aggregate birefringence and short non-branching construction cracks - a consistent feature in
matrices that are otherwise well compacted. The grain fraction consists of abundant silt to fine sand quartz in
angular to sub-rounded forms and with sparse muscovite flakes. = Rounded grains of quartz grading to
rounded/subangular clasts may represent a Triassic quartz sand fraction. The identification of a clast fraction
native to the clay body will be discussed below but in general sandier fabrics contain a greater range of rock
fragments grading from rounded to sub-angular in outline and including rare small clasts of siltstone, sandstone,
quartzite and mica schist.

It may therefore be concluded that the above matrix types represent a gradation from the finer grained clay-rich
types to the sandier varieties in which a detrital fraction is more abundantly represented. However, in the finer
grained matrices, trace fragments of shales and less frequently rocks of igneous/metamorphic origin suggest that
the “clays” are derived from local deposits thus emphasising the general uniformity of the pottery sample.

(d) Biogenic constituents.

Biogenic components such as phytoliths, and diatom tests were not seen in 13 of the sherds thin-sectioned, and
this probably implies the use of a sterile “clay” by the potter, such as the glacial sediment till. In other sherds
such as 1124, 1547 and 6381 obscure small tubular features were seen which would imply the use of terrestrial,
lacustrine or marine sediments. Occasional, but distinct, fragments of a pinnate diatom were seen in sample
1699 indicating that post-glacial sediments, or tills incorporating earlier sediments, were used for “clay”: this
had previously been seen in Trefignath samples D and M (Jenkins 1987). Biogenic contributions can also be
inferred from appropriately shaped biolith clast-voids where calcite had subsequently been dissolved, as in
samples 1699, 6380, 6381 and 6394. The composition of the 1/2 matrices in 6381 & 6394 presents a problem in
interpretation. It is unclear whether the vesicles were originally organic or carbonate — the distinction being that
the former would have been burnt out in the firing, the latter subsequently leached out after burial. Whichever,
it is unlikely that the organic or carbonate constituents would have survived in the “clay”.

(e) Lithic Clasts

As evident in Tables 1a & b information on provenance is directly available from the lithic clasts present. This
is particularly true in Group 3a.l fabrics where they are diagnostic, sherd 1094 clasts being dominated by
serpentinite and those in sherd 1476 by hornblendite, both distinctive ultramafic rocks available locally. A few
clasts of both these rock types occur in sherds of other groups, as in sherd 6380 (Group 1/3) and of serpentine
in sherd 851 (Group 3b) and of hornblende gabbro in sherd 6381 (Group 1/2) and sherd 1815 (Group 3d). In
Group 3 fabrics the overall rock assemblages are dominated by ultramafic and mafic igneous, silicic igneous
and sedimentary rocks, the latter ranging from coarse lithic sandstone to fine grained foliated sandstone.
Metamorphic rocks represented by metaquartzites form an accessory component to the above igneous/sandstone
dominant rock types. Rock clasts, particularly of igneous and arenaceous rock types, are characterised by their
angularity and sharp fractures; they contrast with the more rounded outlines of the argillaceous sedimentary
rocks, particularly the softer mudstones.

Sourcing Group 3 rock types to specific geological formations in Ynys Cybi is of particular relevance (Fig
1.2.1.1). The following correlations are:

highly probable:

i) The distinctive serpentinite, hornblendite and clinopyroxene/olivine-rich ultramafic rock clasts
dominant in sherds 1094, 1476 and 4113 which characterise Group 3a.1 may be sourced to a small
ultramafic complex in the southern part of Ynys Cybi, some 5 km from the site. This group
includes Beaker, Food Vessel and Cordoned urn sherds.

probable:
i) Sherds 1170 with Palacozoic dolerite clasts dominant may be sourced to the numerous dykes that
have been intruded into the Precambrian rock formations of Ynys Cybi.
iii) Sherd 1651 (Grooved ware) with Tertiary olivine dolerite clasts dominant may be sourced to the

large dyke that forms significant outcrops in the north part of Ynys Cybi.

iv) Sherds 6380, 6381, and 6394 (Grooved ware) in Group 1/2 and 1/3 fabrics contain an assortment
of metamorphic clasts, with metaquartzite as the dominant type, and may be sourced to the
Holyhead quartzite which forms outcrops in the north part of Ynys Cybi. The presence of a
serpentinite fragment in sherd 6380 reinforces the identity of a local source for these fabrics.
Although poorly defined, the composition of sherd 5720 (Mortlake ware) may be compared with
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the three represented in Group 1/2 and Group 1/3 above, since it shares the same, though sparse,
clastic fraction of metaquartzite fragments; this rock also appears as a trace component in sherds
4113 (Beaker) and 1651 (Grooved ware).

V) Group 1 clast-void fabrics, where crushed shell or vein calcite is suggested to have been the
original clast component, generally do not contain large rock fragments and without such a
signature fraction they are difficult to source. Nevertheless, in the present eight samples there are
sufficient trace grains/clasts to suggest a likely Ynys Cybi origin for the pottery. Most contain
rare, small clasts of metamorphic rocks — metaquartzite, mica schist — but, most significantly,
sherds 1124, 1547 and 1699 include rare fragments of serpentine rock. These sherds are all Early
Neolithic.

uncertain:

vi) An extraneous Ynys Cybi element may be identified in the following three samples: sherd 1815
with sandstone clasts dominant, sherd 851 with granitoid clasts dominant and sherd 1094 with
granite clasts abundant. Although these rocks are not from recognisable Ynys Cybi formations,
they could have been available in the glacial tills that cover large parts of Ynys Cybi, and indeed
of Anglesey, and therefore a local source could still be suggested for the production of these
vessels. It is also significant that a fragment of Permian sandstone is present in Sherd 1815 and
this is consistent with the persistent presence of rounded aeolian quartz grains in most of the
fabrics. Their presence may indicate a contribution from the Red Irish Sea Drift in adjacent
Anglesey or as sand grains in periglacial cover sands that are present in the area.

All Group 3 fabrics are characterised by single or dominant rock types, which may suggest that selection of
specific rock fillers may have been of importance, requiring a degree of conscious selectivity in the pottery-
making process. The presence of grog as an accessory constituent to rock clasts in sherds 851 and 1651, or even
as a minor component in a number of other fabrics (e.g. sherds 1815, 4113), further confirms the selective
process of pottery production in the Parc Cybi pottery. This proposal will be further discussed when the
typology of the pottery is presented in section 6 below.

Classification of the sherds on the basis of the filler type used (clasts, grog and clast-voids; Fig 1.2.1.3) shows
that the eight “corky” ware sherds fall in the group 1 area but that filler in the ninth sample (1686) is comprised
of clasts. Three sherds are dispersed within intermediate groups 1/2 (6381, 6394) and 1/3 (6380) and two fall
within the mixed group 2/3 (1651, 851). The remaining six sherds in group 3 have filler dominated by lithic
clasts. Again, other than for the “corky” ware in group 1, there does not appear to be any distinct clustering of
sherd fabric according to typology other than the four Grooved ware sherds all having a clast proportion less
than 60%.

Typological correlations

The typological classification of the Parc Cybi pottery in relationship to the fabric classification is presented in
Table 1.2.1.3 and in Figs 1.2.1.2 and 3. The table also shows the typological/fabric correlations of the Trefignath
pottery sample (Jenkins 1987) which is discussed below.

The classification groups derived from the analytical data are summarised in triangular diagrams (Figs 1.2.1.2
and 3) that conveniently allow variation in sherd composition to be depicted graphically in terms of three
variables. In a broad context the fabric of the sherds (Fig 1.2.1.2) can be compared to those from the earlier
study in North Wales (Jenkins 1978) and seven of the distinctive “corky” ware (Group 1) fall in the same area as
those for this group in previous studies (Williams & Jenkins, 2004a) as will be discussed below. The eighth
(1196) is closely adjacent, and the one unusual Mortlake ware (5720, Group 4) also falls within the same area
according to its fabric, but sherd 1686 contains a much higher level of filler (27%).

The later wares similarly mostly fall within the larger area previously identified, although the two Beaker sherds
(851, 4113) show denser fabrics, one Grooved Ware sherd (6381) falls in an intermediate area, and the
Cordoned Urn (1476) is the most filler-rich (36%) of the samples. The different typological wares do not show
any marked clustering on this diagram, other than the Beaker ware having filler contents of >25%.

The analyses have indicated the strong correlation between Group 1 clast-void fabrics and Early Neolithic
pottery from the house structure at Parc Cybi and reaffirm the similar association noted in the pottery from the
Parc Bryn Cegin and Llandygai structures (Williams and Jenkins 2004b; 2008). As suggested elsewhere, clast-
void vesicular (“corky”) fabrics are consistently associated with the production of Early Neolithic pottery from
northern Wales and conform to the more widely distributed fabrics noted elsewhere in Wales (Lynch 1976,
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Lynch et al 2000, Peterson 2003, Jenkins 2014). It has been proposed (Williams & Jenkins 2014) that some of
this vesicular structure has resulted from original calcite grains recognisable by their distinctive rhombic
cleavage outlines, which were leached from the fabric in the post-depositional phase of the pottery. Such grains
may have been incorporated initially for decorative purposes (white calcite grit) or possibly to actually produce

a less heavy, more porous, fabric.
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Table 1.2.1.3: Fabric group and typology of the samples analysed, Parc Cybi: 851-6394 (Trefignath: A-S)

4
1
FABRIC (clast- mixture mixture 2 mixture 3 (clast-rich - >67%of filler; Fig 1.2.1.3) (Clz}St_
GROUP voids 112 yz | o 213 s
(subgroup) rich: (Fig.3) (Fig.3) o (Fig.3) grog
>33% Voids+ | Voids + ~67% Voids + absent
of filler: arog arog of filler arog 3a.l 3a.2 3b 3d 3e in filler,
) ’ Fig 3) ultra- mafic silicic sandstone meta- clasts rare
TYPOLOGY Figl2.13) mafic dolerite granite morphic <4%)
Early Neolithic E 1124 D +serpentine 1686
ware F 1196 M H
L 1366 J
N 1545 - - - R - - - -
1547 S
1569 +hornblendite.
1699 Q
5351
A
Fengate and - - - - - - 1170 - 1815 B 5720
Mortlake Fengate Fengate C Mortlake
G
Mortlake
Grooved Ware - 6381 6380 - 1651 - K - - - -
6394 (+3a2)
Beaker 851 +serpentine
- - - - (+3b) 4113 - - - - -

Cordoned Urn

+hornblendite
1476

Food Vessel

+serpentine
1094
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It is clear from this study that several different strands are involved. As well as the addition of crushed shell or
vein calcite to the clay it is also possible that the addition of other biogenic/organic debris, distinguishes a
second group of vesicular fabrics as noted in sherds 1699 and 5351. There is no such uncertainty in identifying
a third strand which is typified by the addition of minor, but consistent, quantities of grog to the calcareous
component and this third strand introduces the basis of further sub-division, particularly for sherd 1196.

As noted above there are strong petrographic reasons for suggesting that this pottery is produced in the environs
of the house structure. Clast-void pottery dominates the pottery assemblage from the Parc Cybi structure and
non-vesicular pottery forms a minor component. The one sampled sherd (1686) with crushed granite as the
dominant introduced filler could also have been a locally produced vessel utilising erratics from the local
superficial glacial deposits.

Sherd 5720 (Mortlake) contains a small clast fraction (Group 4) in the sample, but the rest of the sherd contains
large quartz clasts, as do the other sherds in this style from Parc Cybi.

The two Fengate type sherds are each, interestingly, associated with different fabric groups. In sherds 1170 and
1815 the granularity and angularity of the clasts and their different petrologies identify a particularly coarse-
grained fabric type. In sherd 1170 the clasts belong to a dark coloured dolerite (Group 3a2) and in sherd 1815
to a light coloured sandstone (Group 3d). In both examples the lithic constituents have presumably been
deliberately selected, crushed and added to the clay body to provide a visual as well as a tactile component to
their respective vessels.

Discussion of the four Grooved Ware sherds replicates to a large extent the review of the Fengate pottery above.
In sherd 1651 an exclusive complement of angular fragments of a dark coloured Tertiary dolerite impart a rough
granularity to the fabric that shares common features with the two Fengate sherds (1170, 1815) previously
referred to. In contrast, in Grooved Ware sherds 6380 and 6381 the clast fraction is restricted and although it
consists of angular light-coloured quartzite, vein quartz and quartz sandstone fragments, their overall visual
impact is correspondingly less obvious resulting in a very plain unpretentious fabric in which there is a certain
vesicularity. Moreover, their mineralogical correspondence with the Mortlake sherd 5720 and with the fourth
Grooved Ware sherd 6394 in which grog forms the principal textural component is strikingly close.

To draw general conclusions from this analysis of 20 sherds may be premature but the following observations
are of interest. First, the exclusivity and angularity of the clastic component in some Mortlake, Fengate and
Grooved Ware fabrics is a recurring feature that is counterbalanced by the blandness and porosity of the Early
Neolithic fabric. In essence Mortlake, Fengate and Grooved Ware fabrics at Parc Cybi are remarkably similar
suggesting a degree of continuity in the pot making process - on the one hand the potters made a conscious
choice to introduce a clast filler into the pottery, whilst on the other they may have considered the local sand
rich ‘clay’ bodies to be sufficiently textured as not to require additional tempering. Second, the presence of
clast-voids in mid/late Neolithic pottery again establishes the longevity of this type of composition effectively
assigning it to span the whole of the Neolithic period at Parc Cybi. It is more than likely that all the Middle-
Late Neolithic vessels, Mortlake, Fengate and Grooved Ware, were manufactured in the vicinity of the site.

The above observations only partly reaffirm Gibson’s (1995) original suggestion that coarse textured rock fillers
were intentionally included in Peterborough pottery and that their visual impact may have been of greater
significance than their technical function. The present analysis would suggest that both light and dark coloured
rocks were introduced into Peterborough as well as Grooved Ware fabrics although it is significant that dark
coloured mafic rocks dominate selection of clasts in later EBA cinerary urn fabrics in Anglesey (Williams and
Jenkins 1999, 2004). A word of caution is, however, necessary since the sample of analysed Peterborough
pottery in north western Wales remains very small, and is rather deficient in Mortlake ware, leading to the
strong possibility that other significant fabric types remain to be discovered. The addition of filler in the form of
clasts in the early Neolithic 1686 also indicates the longevity of this process.

The analysis of the post-Neolithic vessels comprising two Beaker vessels, one Food Vessel and one Cordoned
Urn is of contrasting interest. Both Beaker fabrics and the Food Vessel (sherds 851, 4113, 1094) contain large
angular rock clasts in dominant proportions but with additional minor grog in the Beaker examples 851 and
4113 only. In general Beaker fabrics are usually finely textured and characterised either by sand-rich matrices
or by fabrics containing abundant grog particles (Morris and Woodward 2003). However, the absence of any
“signature” clastic components does not allow for specific manufacturing provenances to be identified for this
type of pottery at Parc Cybi. In contrast, at Parc Cybi, the abundance of coarse textured clasts in both Beaker
sherds is an uncharacteristic feature, but there is little doubt that the clastic component in the vessels had been
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carefully selected, crushed and introduced to form specific fillers. It is therefore suggested that the Beakers
instanced here, which include a fragment from Area E, probably domestic material and the vessel from cist 7,
follow long established pottery manufacturing traditions at Parc Cybi that are first manifest in the mid/late
Neolithic fabrics and are later maintained in the Early Bronze Age cordoned urn at the site. The latter vessel
1476, with its exclusive complement of dolerite and ultramafic rocks, fits comfortably with the very selective
fabrics identified in Anglesey Bronze Age cinerary urns (Williams and Jenkins,1999).  There is no doubt,
however, that the above four vessels are the products of local manufacture since they contain inclusions that are
specifically confined to Ynys Cybi and its immediate surroundings; less diagnostically, so is the inclusion of
hornblende and clinozoisite grains in the matrices of all three sherds.

Correlations with fabrics from Trefignath

A petrographic study was made of 16 Early to Late Neolithic sherds from the megalithic tomb of Trefignath
(Jenkins 1987), and in Table 1.2.1.3 the fabric/typological particulars of this sample are shown together with
details of the Parc Cybi assemblage allowing for both to be cross-referenced. The tomb is situated 90m due
east of the Neolithic house in Parc Cybi and the two sites share a common orientation that suggests they were
closely related both spatially and chronologically.

The bulk of the Trefignath sample, comprising eleven sherds, belong to western Neolithic wares: Group 1. Of
these, seven (L N D M H R S) were discovered in stratified contexts on the old ground surface below the tomb
and pre-date the building of the monument. E came from the quarry believed to have been created to supply
stone for the enlarged cairn (Period II b) The remaining three sherds (F J Q) were from unstratified contexts.
A further four sherds were associated with the eastern chamber and forecourt area of the tomb and have been
variously identified typologically as belonging to Fengate (Vessel A) and Mortlake (Vessels B, C, G) wares
(Smith in Smith and Lynch 1987). The final sherd (K) is unstratified but is an example of Grooved Ware.
Frances Lynch judges that A and C are the same pot belonging to the Mortlake style (see xxxxx pp).

The importance of the sample is therefore two-fold — first it relates to a burial monument in which stratified
contexts were established, and second, it provides a relative chronological sequence for Early to Late Neolithic
pottery. In contrast the Parc Cybi early Neolithic pottery belongs to a structure possibly associated with
domestic use (although other more esoteric interpretations have also been suggested, Kenney 2009), while the
later Neolithic pottery relates to pit contexts from various locations at the site. The latter therefore lack the more
significant precision of the Trefignath later Neolithic pottery although, eventually, they will be accommodated
within an absolute chronological framework for the Parc Cybi site.

On first acquaintance the sherd fabrics from the two excavations share common characteristics. Vesicular and
clast-rich fabrics are represented in both samples, they share similar “signature” clast rock types, such as
serpentine and dolerite, and grog is often another shared component. In detail, however, the contrasts between
the two samples are of significance. First, the western Neolithic pottery from Parc Cybi is represented by a
uniform Group 1 clast-void fabric, with the exception of a single Group 3 clast-rich example (1686 — granite-
rich clasts). The typological analysis of the pottery from the house structure indicates that pottery with clast-
void fabrics outweighs the non-vesicular type and although the petrographic sample is small it may fairly reflect
the ratios at the site. In contrast the variety of fabrics on the pre-tomb old ground surface at Trefignath is most
interesting in its tempering, combining clast-void (L, N, E, F), grog (M), ultramafic clasts (Q) and serpentinite
clasts (H, J. R, S) fabrics. Might this suggest that pottery with varied fabrics were specifically selected for
disposal on the pre-tomb ground surface in order to establish the sanctity of the area and that such vessels were
considered to have greater significance than the domestic pottery in the house structure? Second, and in
contrast, the later Neolithic pottery from Parc Cybi confirm that a greater range of fabric types were in
circulation than appear from the restricted range sampled in the Trefignath tomb. Third, the variety of clastic
constituents is of interest. For example, serpentinite is represented in the Parc Cybi early Neolithic pottery only
as a trace component and not as a filler, whilst in the corresponding early Neolithic pottery of Trefignath it
appears as a filler and reappears again in this same capacity in the Early Bronze Age fabrics at Parc Cybi.

Conclusions

This analysis of twenty sherds from Parc Cybi has provided specific conclusions relating to typology and
provenance. In terms of typology it appears that only the “corky” Early Neolithic Group 1 can be clearly
distinguished in terms of overall fabric and the nature of filler employed by the potter, other typological groups
overlapping in these properties. On the other hand, the continuity of fabric groups is seen to extend from the
early to late Neolithic times in terms of both the recurrence of clast-voids characteristic of the early Neolithic in
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late Neolithic Grooved Ware (6380, 6381,6394). Conversely an isolated early Neolithic sherd (1686) was found
to be as clast-rich as the later Neolithic ware, but using much smaller clasts

The analytical conclusions from the data proved to be more definite in terms of provenance due to the fortuitous
occurrence of the distinctive rare rock types serpentine and hornblendite in small areas some Skm from Parc
Cybi. Clasts of these rocks were found in four samples, and were detectable in trace, but defining, amounts in a
further four, some of which carried clasts of the more ubiquitous schist and metaquartzite which also occur
locally.  Such extrapolation to another ten samples suggests that a majority of sherds analysed had been
produced locally rather than imported. The lack of common biogenic materials, such as phytoliths, diatoms or
spicules, imply that most, but not all, samples probably derived from the widespread local glacial tills rather
than from other terrestrial/marine sediments or derived soils. This conclusion was supported by the presence of
traces of minerals (e.g. clinozoisite and amphiboles) in the matrix of the sherds that are characteristic of the
local geology.

The data also inform more general questions about the pottery production. One of the most perplexing
questions raised by the petrographic study of prehistoric pottery is whether the potter would consciously have
given such attention to the selection of raw materials for the “clay” and tempering constituents, as to the shape,
decoration, the practical use and ultimately the ‘commercial’ value of their finished product. In addition the
firing qualities of the raw materials, the techniques of their construction into pottery and the manner of their
consolidation in the firing process would have been basic considerations, whether determined by experimental
choice or long time practice. On the other hand would the prehistoric potter have been ultimately directed, not
by practical considerations, but - as many ethnographical studies (e.g. Riegger, 1972; Rice, 1987; Arnold, 1985)
have shown - by the values of tradition or the strictures imposed by social organisation?

An element of choice can be discerned in the construction of some British prehistoric pottery. In Beaker pottery,
for example, a refined evenly textured composition appears to be one of fabric selection that presumably
facilitated the smoother application of incised decorative motifs on the vessel surface (Clarke 1970). As
previously noted, Gibson (1995, 2001) has suggested that coarse textured, angular, light coloured, rock
fragments were deliberately introduced into middle Neolithic Peterborough pottery, either as a decorative
enhancement or possibly to satisfy deeper cultural reasons. The selection of gabbroic clays for constructing
early Neolithic pottery in Cornwall, and the subsequent distribution of the pottery in southern-central England
(Peacock 1969), might have contributed to their desirability as items of exchange. In Anglesey the specific
inclusion of dark mafic igneous doleritic rock fragments in Bronze Age cinerary urns is a consistent feature in
their construction as if to suggest they are to fulfil an underlying “reverent” motive (Williams and Jenkins
1999). In contrast, the persistent use of inferior lime-rich clays in Neolithic pottery in southern Britain may
reflect the limitations of choice rather than the seeking of a better suited material (Morris and Woodward, 2003).

How does the Parc Cybi pottery relate to these selections? As noted above, the first important conclusion is that
the whole assemblage, regardless of typological and chronological considerations, displays remarkable
continuity in the selection of pottery-making raw materials and that these can be locally sourced in the terrain of
Ynys Cybi. Within this all-embracing continuity there are certain divergences that emphasise cultural choices
or conventions. In this respect the Early Neolithic component at the site conforms to the overall presence of
clast-void fabrics as the dominant fabric type in Neolithic pottery from other major domestic and funerary sites
in north-west Wales (Williams and Jenkins 2004a, 2004b, 2008, 2012; Jenkins 1987, 1991, 1993, 2012; Jenkins
and Williams 2014). In contrast the mid/late Neolithic Mortlake, Fengate and Grooved Ware are an expression
of local endeavour tinged with a modicum of external cultural recognition - the latter is displayed by the
boldness of the clastic constituents, the former in the “blandness” of the overall fabric. The Beaker fabrics
provide the most atypical statement at the site since none conform to the refinement of their type, but manifest
the parochialism of their construction. Finally, the specific selection of a unique ultramafic rock of limited
distribution in the Cordoned Urn accords with the equally specific inclusion of mafic igneous rock fragments in
the cinerary urns of Anglesey as of elsewhere in western Britain (Jenkins 1984, 1993; Morris and Woodward,
2003.

A second conclusion is that the insularity of Ynys Cybi, as indeed of Anglesey, and its apparent current
remoteness in Britain belies its centrality in the prehistoric sea-routes of the Irish Sea Province. This was a
geographical position that might be expected to reflect external interests leading to the possible exchange of
artefacts. This is not confirmed in the present petrographic analysis of the pottery which emphasises that
Anglesey’s range of raw materials is heavily influenced by the local geological diversity, and supplemented by
glacial transportation of material from the Irish Sea and northern Britain. In this respect the ‘foreign’ elements
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detected in the composition of the Parc Cybi pottery could be from this latter source rather than due to cultural
exchange.
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Fig1.2.1.1



Fig 1.2.1.2: Fabric of 20 sherds recovered from Parc
Cybi in terms of “clay”, filler and grog



Fig 1.2.1.3: Sherds according to filler type (% clasts,
grog, clasts-voids)



Appendix 1.2.1: Description of sherd thin-sections

These are presented in sequence of numerical order of sherds. Concentrations from point count analyses are
included.

1. SHERD 851: Typology: Beaker (Thin section No. 2299)

Matrix: Texture: Sandy clay (sC)
Ignited colour: reddish brown
Aggregate birefringence: moderate; patchy; weak orientation
Fabric: dense, with common Fe** concretions

Grains: occasional (14%)
coarser: rare rounded quartz some with overgrowths, quartz/plagioclase aggregates, dusky K-
feldspar, fresh microcline, dusty plagioclase.
finer: common angular quartz; occasional muscovite flakes and clinozoisite; rare zircon, green
tourmaline, colourless amphibole and clinopyroxene.

Bioliths: none seen (possible degraded phytolith?)

Voids:  rare (1.7%)
constructional: rare thin sub-parallel linear and irregular voids
clast-voids: rare (<0.2%) obscure rhombic-edged vughs

Grog: occasional (9.7%)

Clasts:  common (16%)
1. common (14%) sub-angular feldspar aggregates (1mm) with Fe*"staining identifiable as
plagioclase and K-feldspar (14%) plutonic igneous — intermediate?
2. sub-rounded 0.6mm coarse-fine quartz mosaic with some opaque minerals, not lineated
silicic igneous (tuff?)
3. rare sub-rounded (0.7mm) felted fibrous, low relief, length-slow serpentine?

2. SHERD 1094: Typology: Beaker (Thin section No. 2300)

Matrix: Texture: Clay (C)
Ignited colour: yellowish brown
Aggregate birefringence: moderate; patchy; weak orientation
Fabric: dense, with common Fe** concretions

Grains: occasional (10%)
coarser: rare rounded quartz some with overgrowths, quartz/plagioclase aggregates, dusky K-
feldspar, fresh microcline, dusty plagioclase.
finer: common angular quartz; occasional muscovite flakes and clinozoisite; rare zircon, green
tourmaline, colourless amphibole and clinopyroxene.

Bioliths: none seen (possible degraded phytolith?)

Voids:  occasional (12%)
constructional: rare thin sub-parallel linear and irregular voids
clast-voids: rare (<0.2%) obscure rhombic-edged vughs

Grog: none obvious (NB rare obscure concretionary shapes)

Clasts: abundant (32%)

1. common subangular Imm clasts of serpentine, some clear, some Fe’"stained, and some with
opaque grains of ilmenite. In some clasts there is also residual amphibole (3 “c 30°; low
birefringence, finely striated and zoned) — actinolite?. In others serpeninite partially replaces
ophitic clinoproxene
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3.SHERD : 1124 Typology: Early Neolithic (Thin section No. 2290)

Matrix: Texture: sandy clay (sC)
Ignited colour: reddish brown
Aggregate birefringence: moderate; weak to moderate orientation
Fabric: dense, paler/darker areas, slightly streaky and linear but some curvature around clasts/grains

Grains: occasional (11%)
coarser: common sub-angular quartz, occasional muscovite flakes, and rare quartz/plagioclase
aggregates
finer: common sub-angular quartz; occasional muscovite flakes and clinozoisite; rare zircon, green
tourmaline, colourless amphibole and pale green clinopyroxene , quartz mosaics and chlorite schist.

Bioliths:  very rare in non-reignited areas, obscure circular sections and spores.

Voids:  occasional (13%)
constructional: occasional (13%) thin linear and irregular voids and irregular vughs
clast-voids: rare (<0.2%) some rhombic-edged vughs

Grog: rare (0.2%) small (0.8mm) aggregates

Clasts: rare (1.4%)
1. rare small (0.7mm) quartz/muscovite/chlorite/epidote aggregates and quartz-mosaic/muscovite
and quartz mosaic fragments (schist?)
2. rare Fe-stained angular amphibole clusters (hornblende gabbro?)

4. SHERD 1170: Typology: Fengate ware (Thin section No. 2306)

Matrix: Texture: clay (C)
Ignited colour: dark red brown, heavy uniform Fe* staining
Aggregate birefringence: weak; masked by Fe*"staining
Fabric: uniform dense, marked lineation where visible below stain

Grains: obscured by dense matrix (>0.2%)
coarser: occasional green amphibole with clinopyroxene and rare clinopyroxene.
finer: sparse sub-angular quartz visible.

Bioliths: none seen (matrix v. dense)

Voids:  occasional (12%)
constructional: sparse thin sub-parallel linear voids parallel to sherd surface, and rare larger
irregular transverse voids and contraction voids around clasts
clast-voids: none seen

Grog: none seen (matrix v. dense)

Clasts: common (28%)

1. Dominated (26%) by large (4mm) sub-angular coarse-grained weathered plagioclase prisms
(some zoned), K-feldspar and some clear quartz patches. Overall heavily Fe’" stained but no
obvious ferromagnesian minerals now evident, In other angular (4mm) clasts a colourless/
blueish-green/brown amphibole and plagioclase is common.
mafic/intermediate intrusive?

2. Sub-angular clasts of a uniform fine grained (0.2mm) quartz sandstone with minor oxidised
chlorite and opaque Fe-ore grains showing weak bedding; some chlorite at 90° to bedding.
quartz sandstone

3. Rare larger irregular quartz with some mica (metamorphic?)
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5. SHERD 1196: Typology: Early Neolithic (Thin section No. 2291)

Matrix: Texture: Sandy clay (sC) with some fine sand
Ignited colour: brown, with paler/darker areas
Aggregate birefringence: weak; patchy orientation
Fabric: patchy light/dark areas, streaky with some curved lineation around Clasts.

Grains: occasional (8.2%)

coarser: rounded quartz and aggregates, with rare rounded grains of epidote, zircon, green
amphibole and oxidised chlorite

finer: rare sub-angular quartz, quartz mosaic, quartz mosaic, muscovite flakes and rounded green
amphibole, rutile and Fe-coated serpentine?

Bioliths: none seen

Voids:  occasional (8.2%)
constructional: rare (0.5%) small (1mm) thin linear voids and irregular vughs (0.5mm)
clast-voids: occasional vughs (7.5%) with some rhombic/rectangular edges

Grog: occasional (3.0%) rounded small (0.8mm), redder brown than host, with less quartz and green
amphibole

Clasts: rare (0.4%)

1. elongated (1.0mm) schistose schist with granular quartz and oxidised chlorite/biotite. Schist
2. rare sub-rounded mosaic quartz

6. SHERD 1366: Typology: Early Neolithic (Thin section No. 2292)

Matrix: Texture: Silty clay (zC)
Ignited colour: pale brown
Aggregate birefringence: moderate; with weak patchy moderate orientation
Fabric: dense, with patches of orientation

Grains: occasional (12%)
coarser: occasional sub-angular clear unstrained quartz
finer: common quartz, rare zircon, green tourmaline, and clinoyroxene and clinozoisite.

Bioliths: none seen

Voids:  occasional (6.5%)
constructional: rare thin sub-parallel linear voids and irregular vughs (root cavities?)
clast-voids: occasional (6.0%) large (3mm) obscure rhombic/rectangular edged vughs

Grog: none seen (0.2%7)

Clasts: rare (1.2%)
1. small (0.5mm) rare clasts of schistose quartz mosaic with brown mica flakes. Schist

7. SHERD 1476: Typology: Cordoned Urn (Thin section No. 2305)
Matrix: Texture: Sandy clay (sC)

Ignited colour: finely mottled brown/colourless

Aggregate birefringence: moderate; weak orientation

Fabric: coarse texture, sub-linear orientation parallel to sherd surfaces

Grains: occasional (11%)
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coarser: common prismatic cleavage fragments of green amphibole, rarer aggregates of
plagioclase/hornblende and rounded quartz, altered K-feldspar and muscovite flakes
finer: common small (50um) sub-angular quartz; rare zircon, garnet, clinopyroxene and chn0201s1te

Bioliths: none seen

Voids:  occasional (6.0%)
constructional: irregular linear voids parallel to sherd surfaces and some transverse and contraction
voids around clasts
clast-voids: none seen

Grog: none seen

Clasts: abundant (36%)

1. large (2.5mm) sub-angular clasts of green/brown hornblende crystals with colourless terminal
extensions (tremolite? ¥ “c 20°) and enclosed colourless skeletal clinopyroxene. Some attached
plagioclase laths and Fe-ore granules. Others sub-rounded clasts of clear prismatic plagioclase
mesh with oxidised chlorite, some with stumpy prisms of zoned (“hour-glass™) clinopyroxene,
some enclosing skeletal hornblende (and rare olivine?) Ultramafic hornblendite

8. SHERD 1545: Typology: Early Neolitihic (Thin section No. 2293)

Matrix: Texture: Sandy clay (sC) with some fine sand
Ignited colour: brown
Aggregate birefringence: moderate to weak; with weak orientation
Fabric: dense, with patchy Fe’-staining

Grains: common (16%)
coarser: occasional sub-rounded/sub-angular clear unstrained quartz with inclusion trains, and rare
quartz/altered K-feldspar
finer: common angular quartz, with possible rare quartz/feldspar, plagioclase, zircon and
clinozoisite/epidote

Bioliths: none seen

Voids:  common (20%)
constructional: rare (2%) thin sub-parallel linear and irregular and small rounded voids
clast-voids: common (18%) obscure rhombic and rectangular-edged vughs

Grog: v. rare (0.7%), one grain similar to host fabric but different orientation

Clasts: rare (2.9%)
1. sub-rounded clasts of quartz grains in a finer matrix (low birefringence), faintly banded, dusty
trains, with sericite.  rhyolite/chert?
2. Sub-rounded pale lineated schistose quartz (1mm) with sericite. Schist
3. Sub-angular fine quartz mosaic with weakly orientated mica (meta?) sandstone
4. Rounded micaceous siltstone

9. SHERD 1547: Typology: Early Neolithic (Thin section No. 2294)

Matrix: Texture: Sandy clay (sC)
Ignited colour: yellowish brown
Aggregate birefringence: moderate; patchy; weak orientation
Fabric: dense, uniform thin clay coatings around grains

Grains: occasional (7.2%)

coarser: occasional sub-rounded quartz mosaics and rare rounded quartz
finer: common angular quartz and quarz mozaics, some v. fine (chert)?
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Rare blue tourmaline, zircon, rutile and muscovite.
Bioliths: rare (<0.2%) obscure cylindrical isotropic fragments (0.1-0.03mm)

Voids:  occasional (14%)
constructional: rare fine (0.02um) long thin irregular voids and small rounded vughs (root cavities?)
clast-voids: occasional (12%) large ( 3mm) vughs with rhombic edges

Grog: none seen CHECK — “rare”

Clasts: rare (<0.2%)
1. angular flakes of muscovite
2. angular altered feldspar
silicic igneous?

10. SHERD 1569: Typology: Early Neolithic (Thin section No. 2295)

Matrix: Texture: Sandy clay (sC)
Ignited colour: brown with darker Fe-stained areas
Aggregate birefringence: moderate to weak, moderate orientation
Fabric: dense, lineated with some curvature around clasts

Grains: occasional (10%)
coarser: sub-angular quartz and quartz aggregates, rare rounded grains of quartz, zircon, green
amphibole and oxidised chlorite
finer: common sub-angular quartz and quartz mosaic, muscovite flakes and  rare rutile,
zircon,amphibole and Fe-coated serpentinite

Bioliths: none seen

Voids:  occasional (6.7%)
constructional: rare (1.0%) small (1mm) sub-parallel linear voids
clast-voids: occasional (<5.7%) vughs with thombic/rectangular edges

Grog: rare (0.5%) rounded small (0.3mm) similar to host but different orientation.

Clasts: rare (0.7%)
1. small green amphibole prisms/angular quartz?
2. angular fine sandstone with sorted, rounded quartz
3. mica schist

11. SHERD 1651: Typology: Grooved ware (Thin section No. 2302)

Matrix: Texture: Sandy clay (sC)
Ignited colour: dark reddish brown
Aggregate birefringence: moderate; patchy; weak orientation
Fabric: dense, with common Fe*" concretions/staining

Grains: rare (0.9%)

coarser: angular quartz, rare rounded (0.5mm)

finer: angular quartz; occasional muscovite flakes and rareclinozoisite;
Bioliths: none seen (would be masked by staining)
Voids:  occasional (13%)

constructional: rare thin sub-parallel linear and irregular voids, and larger rounded vughs
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clast-voids: not seen
Grog: occasional (11%)

Clasts: common (15%)
1. common (12%) angular clinopyroxene (1.5mm, ¥ “c 40°, birefringence 1* order) with apatite
prisms, some ophitic with plagioclase laths, fibrous chlorite ~ dolerite
2. rare clinozoisite/feldspar
3. rare fine granular quartz aggregates, recrystalled grain margins, ~meta-quartzite
4. rare schistose quartz schist
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1.2.2. Petrographic Report on Sherd 1074
Dr. Patrick Sean Quinn

Background, Sample Materials and Aims of Analysis

Petrographic analysis has been undertaken on a single sherd of Early/Middle Bronze Age pottery from Parc
Cybi, Holyhead, Anglesey, Wales. The sherd (finds number 1074) came from context 22077 within an unusual
feature that is referred to as the ‘D-shaped enclosure’. The aim of the analysis was to characterise its fabric and
determine its possible provenance.

Methodology

The sample was prepared as a standard 30 um petrographic thin section at the Institute of Archaeology,
University College London using a modification of the standard geological technique (Quinn 2013, p. 23-33).
The thin section was characterised petrographically under the polarising light microscope in terms of its
constituent raw materials and manufacturing technology. Geological maps and reports (Maltman 1978; Howells
207) were consulted in order to further link the sherd to possible source of raw materials. Lastly, the
petrographic composition of the sherds was compared to that of contemporaneous material from the Anglesey
and North Wales, including a report on Neolithic and Bronze Age fabrics from Parc Cybi by Williams and
Jenkins (this volume Part 1.2.1) as well as a study by Williams and Jenkins (1999) on other Bronze Age sites on
Anglesey. Photomicrographs of the sample in thin section are presented in Fig 1.2.2.1.

Petrographic Composition and Technology

The Parc Cybi sherd is characterised in thin section by a coarse grained fabric containing poorly-sorted
inclusions of some sort of amphibole-rich rock. The dominant mineral in the prepared thin section is some sort
of green pleochroic crystal, exhibiting up to two strong cleavage planes and showing colourful, though
somewhat anomalous interference colours in XP. The existence of rhombohedral shaped crystals with two sets
of cleavages at 120 degrees suggests that it is some sort of amphibole, such as hornblende. It occurs as isolated
mineral inclusions as well as part of rock fragments up to 3.5 mm in size. The latter are composed almost
entirely of amphibole, though it also contains weathering product, including sericite and iddingstite. The
amphibole may have replaced another silicate mineral, though the identity of this is not known. Other types of
inclusions are uncommon in the sample, but include rare quartz and weathered feldspar, plus some possible fine
mica. The inclusions in the sherd have a very poorly-sorted grain size distribution and are generally angular.
This, combined with their mono-minerallic/petrographic composition, suggests that the clay used to
manufacture the sherd came from the in-situ weathering of amphibole-rich bedrock. This may have been either
metamorphic in origin or ultrabasic/ultramafic igneous in origin. No evidence for temper is present in the
prepared thin section. The sample has an iron-rich clay matrix, enriched from the degraded amphibolite. The
sherd is moderately porous, with meso- and macro-elongate voids and vughs, as well as some ring voids around
large rock fragments. Firing was <750°C given the green colour of the amphibole (Quinn 2013, p. 191), though
the low level of oxygen during firing is likely to also have contributed to this.

Comparison to Other Studies

The analysed sherd appears to bear some similarities to ‘Group 3’ of Williams and Jenkins (this volume Part
1.2.1), which is referred to as ‘Fabrics rich in rock clasts’. This previously defined group is very diverse and
individual samples are “dominated by specific rock types”. The six samples are subdivided into four sub-groups.
Sub-group ‘3al’ contains ultramafic rock types and sample 1476 in particular is characterised by amphibole-rich
rock, which they later refer to as hornblendite. No detailed description or photomicrographs were presented by
the authors of this or any of the other samples in their study and certain unfamiliar nomenclature, such as the
distinction between ‘grains’ and ‘clasts’ make the quantitative data difficult to use. However, table 2b of the
authors indicates that in addition to abundant amphibole, sample 1476 contained angular quartz, feldspar and
some dolerite. Despite the latter, which is not present in the prepared thin section, it seems that it could be
closely related to sample 1476 of Williams and Jenkins (this volume Part 1.2.1). This could be confirmed by
viewing photomicrographs or comparing the two thin sections under the microscope.

Amphibole-containing ceramics occur in Bronze Age urns from several sites on Anglesey analysed by Williams
and Jenkins (1999). They note the presence of “a small group of fabrics... associated almost exclusively with
hornblendite/amphibolite rock clasts” (Williams and Jenkins 1999, p. 199). It is difficult to determine which
these sherds are due to the way in which the authors present their data.

It appears that Williams and Jenkins (this volume Part 1.2.1) suggest that the cordoned urn from which sample

1476 came, was tempered. They state that it is “the most filler-rich (36%) of the samples”. The term filler is
usually reserved for inclusions that are intentionally added to ceramic pastes. It is not clear which line(s) of
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evidence were used to determine this, however, no indications of tempering could be seen in the related sample
analysed in this report.

Raw Material Source and Provenance

As pointed out by Williams and Jenkins (this volume Part 1.2.1), hornblendite and other ulramafic ultramafic
rocks are present on Holy Island. The dominantly metamorphic bedrock are intruded on the south of the island
by an unnamed body or serpentinite and hornblendite (Maltman 1978), and also by olivine dolerite dykes to the
west. Despite an extensive covering of glacial till, these rocks are exposed in places and would have most likely
been accessible to prehistoric inhabitants of the island. For this reason Williams and Jenkins (this volume Part
1.2.1) consider sample 1476 to have been locally produced. Such an interpretation appears to be equally
applicable to the compositionally closely related sherd from Parc Cybi analysed in this report.

Location of Scientific Samples and Access
The thin sections analysed in this report have been archived at the Institute of Archaeology, University College
London. These can be accessed and studied for comparative purposes by arrangement with the author.
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Fig 1.2.2.1: Thin section photomicrographs of Early/Middle Bronze Age sherd from Parc Cybi, Holyhead,
Anglesey, Wales, analysed in this report XP = crossed polars, PPL = plane polarised light. Image width =
2.9 mm.



Part 1.3. Organic Residue Analysis

Part 1.3.1 Organic Residue Analysis of Neolithic and Bronze Age Pottery from Parc Cybi
Julie Dunne and Richard P. Evershed
Organic Geochemistry Unit, School of Chemistry, University of Bristol, Cantock’s Close, Bristol, BS8 1TS, UK

Introduction

Lipids, the organic solvent soluble components of living organisms, i.e. the fats, waxes and resins of the natural
world, are the most frequently recovered compounds from archaeological contexts. They are resistant to decay
and are likely to endure at their site of deposition, often for thousands of years, because of their inherent
hydrophobicity, making them excellent candidates for use as biomarkers in archaeological research (Evershed,
1993).

Pottery has become one of the most extensively studied materials for organic residue analysis (Mukherjee et al.,
2005) as ceramics, once made, are virtually indestructible and thus are one of the most, if not the most, common
artefacts recovered from archaeological sites from the Neolithic period onwards (Tite, 2008). Survival of these
residues occurs in three ways; rarely, actual contents are preserved in situ (e.g. Charrié-Duhaut et al., 2007) or,
more commonly, as surface residues (Evershed, 2008). The last, most frequent occurrence, is that of absorbed
residues preserved within the vessel wall, which have been found to survive in >80% of domestic cooking
pottery assemblages worldwide (Evershed, 2008).

The application of modern analytical techniques enables the identification and characterisation of these
sometimes highly degraded remnants of natural commodities used in antiquity (Evershed, 2008). Often, data
obtained from the organic residue analysis of pottery or other organic material provides the only evidence for
the processing of animal commodities, aquatic products or plant oils and waxes, particularly at sites exhibiting a
paucity of environmental evidence. To date, the use of chemical analyses in the reconstruction of vessel use at
sites worldwide has enabled the identification of terrestrial animal fats (Evershed et al., 1997a; Mottram et al.,
1999), marine animal fats (Copley et al., 2004; Craig et al., 2007), plant waxes (Evershed et al., 1991), beeswax
(Evershed et al., 1997b) and birch bark tar (Charters et al., 1993; Urem-Kotsou et al., 2002). This has increased
our understanding of ancient diet and foodways and has provided insights into herding strategies and early
agricultural practices. Organic residue analysis has also considerably enhanced our understanding of the
technologies involved in the production, repair and use of ancient ceramics.

Preserved animal fats are by far the most commonly observed constituents of lipid residues recovered from
archaeological ceramics. This demonstrates their considerable significance to past cultures, not just for their
nutritional value but also for diverse uses such as binding media, illuminants, sealers, lubricants, varnish,
adhesives and ritual, medical and cosmetic purposes (Mills and White, 1977; Evershed et al., 1997a).

Today, the high sensitivities of instrumental methods such as gas chromatography and mass spectrometry allow
very small amounts of compounds to be detected and identified. Furthermore, higher sensitivity can be achieved
using selected ion monitoring (SIM) methods for the detection of specific marine biomarkers (Evershed et al.,
2008; Cramp and Evershed, 2013). The advent of gas chromatography-combustion-isotope ratio mass
spectrometry in the 1990s introduced the possibility of accessing stable isotope information from individual
biomarker structures, opening a range of new avenues for the application of organic residue analysis in
archaeology (Evershed et al., 1994; 1997a).

This stable carbon isotope approach, using GC-C-IRMS, is employed to determine the " "°C values of the
principal fatty acids (C,s and C;g), ubiquitous in archaeological ceramics. Differences occur in the * "*C values of
these major fatty acids due to the differential routing of dietary carbon and fatty acids during the synthesis of
adipose and dairy fats in ruminant animals, thus allowing ruminant milk fatty acids to be distinguished from
carcass fats by calculating ” °C values (" *Cig. - “*Ci6,) and plotting that against the "~ *C value of the Cyg
fatty acid. Previous research has shown that by plotting "°C values, variations in C; versus C, plant
consumption are removed, thereby emphasizing biosynthetic and metabolic characteristics of the fat source
(Dudd and Evershed, 1998; Copley et al., 2003).

Parc Cybi, Holyhead

A programme of archaeological work was carried out at Parc Cybi, Holyhead (between 2006 and 2010) by
Gwynedd Archaeological Trust for the Welsh Government. These excavations yielded features ranging from the
Mesolithic to the 19" century. Significantly, a rectangular early Neolithic building, of national and international
importance, was found on the site. This seems to have been aligned on the Trefignath Chambered tomb (nearby)
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and had firepits dug through the demolished remains of the building. Other early Neolithic settlement, of a
different character, was also present on site and extensive Neolithic activity appears to continue into the mid and
later Neolithic (Kenney et al., 2011).

The Early Neolithic rectangular timber building (PRN 31570) comprised a number of postholes, straight linear
gullies, and internal and external pits and hearths that appear to represent the remains of a rectangular timber
structure. A large number of finds were associated with the features, including black chert and flint lithics and
early Neolithic ceramics. A relict soil layer was also recorded at the eastern end of the building which contained
similar pottery and stone artefacts (Kenney et al., 2011).

The largest concentration of early Neolithic activity beyond the timber building was in area E where activity
was concentrated within a large hollow, comprising a relict soil, on a south-western facing slope. A considerable
quantity of early Neolithic pottery, occasional, possibly later, sherds and flint artefacts were recovered during
the excavation of the deposit. This area probably represents repeated short occupation events. (Kenney et al.,
2011). Significantly, although animal bones were recovered from Neolithic contexts, they were mostly
fragmentary and poorly preserved, and generally not identifiable. Consequently, organic residue analysis
provides a unique opportunity to investigate diet and subsistence practices, in particular, whether dairy farming
was present in Early Neolithic Wales.

Aims and objectives

The objective of this investigation was to determine whether absorbed organic residues were preserved in Early
Neolithic pottery from a selection of sherds from two contexts, namely a hollow with early Neolithic activity
(Area E, n=15) and an Early Neolithic timber building (Area H, n=15). Two Bronze Age vessels from the cist
burials in Area M were also analysed. These comprised a broken short-necked Beaker with large scale incised
chevrons (PARO31: Find 4102 from Context 40187, Cist 7) and an intact small globular Bowl Food Vessel
(PARO032: Find 2038 from Context 40132, Cist 3).

Materials and analytical methods

Lipid analysis and interpretations were performed using established protocols described in detail in earlier
publications (Correa-Ascencio and Evershed, 2014). Briefly, ~2 g of potsherd were sampled and surfaces
cleaned with a modelling drill to remove exogenous lipids. As the Bronze Age Bowl Food Vessel (PAR032)
was intact, a different sampling strategy was applied where an area of the surface of the interior of the vessel
was first cleaned using a modelling drill and then approximately 0.6 g of powdered sherd was removed through
drilling. The cleaned sherd powder was crushed in a solvent-washed mortar and pestle and weighed into a
furnaced culture tube (I). An internal standard was added (30/40 pg n-tetratriacontane; Sigma Aldrich Company
Ltd) together with 5 ml of H,SO4/MeOH 2 - 4% (" *C measured) and the culture tubes were placed on a heating
block for 1 hour at 70 °C, mixing every 10 minutes. Once cooled, the methanolic acid was transferred to test
tubes and centrifuged at 2500 rpm for 10 minutes. The supernatant was then decanted into another furnaced
culture tube (II) and 2 ml of DCM extracted double distilled water was added. In order to recover any lipids not
fully solubilised by the methanol solution, 2 x 3 ml of hexane was added to the extracted potsherds contained in
the original culture tubes, mixed well and transferred to culture tube II. The extraction was transferred to a
clean, furnaced 3.5 mm vial and blown down to dryness. Following this, 2 x 2 ml hexane was added directly to
the H,SO,/ MeOH solution in culture tube II and whirlimixed to extract the remaining residues, then transferred
to the 3.5mm vials and blown down until a full vial of hexane remained. Aliquots of the TLE’s were derivatised
using 20 pl BSTFA, excess BSTFA was removed under nitrogen and the derivatised TLE was dissolved in
hexane prior to GC, GC-MS and GC-C-IRMS. Firstly, the samples underwent high-temperature gas
chromatography using a gas chromatograph (GC) fitted with a high temperature non-polar column (DB1-HT;
100% dimethylpolysiloxane, 15 m x 0-32 mm i.d., 0.1 pm film thickness). The carrier gas was helium and the
temperature programme comprised a 50°C isothermal followed by an increase to 350° at a rate of 10° min ™’
followed by a 10 min isothermal. A procedural blank (no sample) was prepared and analysed alongside every
batch of samples. Further compound identification was accomplished using gas chromatography-mass
spectrometry (GC-MS). FAMEs were then introduced by autosampler onto a GC-MS fitted with a non-polar
column (100% dimethyl polysiloxane stationary phase; 60 m x 0.25 mm i.d., 0-1 um film thickness). The
instrument was a ThermoFinnigan single quadrupole TraceMS run in EI mode (electron energy 70 eV, scan time
of 0-6 s). Samples were run in full scan mode (M/z 50-650) and the temperature programme comprised an
isothermal hold at 50° for 2 min, ramping to 300° at 10° min™, followed by an isothermal hold at 300° (15 min).

Carbon isotope analyses by GC-C-IRMS were also carried out using a GC Agilent Technologies 7890A coupled

to an Isoprime 100 (EI, 70eV, three faraday cup collectors m/z 44, 45 and 46) via an IsoprimeGC35 combustion
interface with a CuO and silver wool reactor maintained at 850°C.
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Results

Neolithic Vessels

Thirty Early Neolithic sherds; 15 sherds from Area E and 15 from Area H. Lipid analysis and interpretations
were performed using established protocols described in detail in earlier publications (e.g. Dudd and Evershed,
1998; Correa-Ascencio and Evershed, 2014). The lipid recovery rate for the Early Neolithic sherds was 60% in
total, 53% for Area E and 67% for Area H (Table 1; n=30 sherds). It should be noted that a further 8 sherds did
yield interpretable lipid distributions (making the actual recovery rate 87% overall), however, these were
discarded as they contained modern contaminants.

The mean lipid concentration from the sherds (Table 1.3.1.1) was 1.8 mg g', with a maximum lipid
concentration of 14.4 mg g”'. A number of the potsherds contained high concentrations of lipids (e.g. PAR012,
3.9 mg g', PAROI4 1.7 mg g', PARO21, 144 mg g PAR022, 3.8 mg g and PAR025, 1.9 mg g"),
demonstrating excellent preservation. The maximum concentration of absorbed lipid observed in an
archaeological potsherd to date is 17.8 mg g (Copley et al., 2005c¢). This likely indicates that these Parc Cybi
vessels were subjected to sustained use in the processing of high lipid-yielding commodities. The lipid extracts
comprised lipid profiles which demonstrated free fatty acids, palmitic (C;s) and stearic (Cg), typical of a
degraded animal fat (Fig 1.3.1.1), were the most abundant components (e.g. Evershed et al., 1997a; Berstan et
al., 2008).

Extracts from all sherds, except PAR009 and PARO026, include a series of long-chain fatty acids (in low
abundance), containing Cyy to Cy¢ acyl carbon atoms (Fig 1.3.1.1). It is thought these LCFAs likely originate
directly from animal fats, incorporated via routing from the ruminant animal's plant diet (Halmemies-Beauchet-
Filleau et al., 2013, 2014).

GC-C-IRMS analyses were carried out on the sherds (n=18; Table 1) to determine the ~"*C values of the major
fatty acids, C g0 and Cig, and ascertain the source of the lipids extracted, through the use of the ” ">C proxy.
The " 3C values of the Cy40and Cs. fatty acids from the lipid profiles are plotted onto a scatter plot along with
the reference animal fat ellipses (Fig 1.3.1.2a). It has been established that when an extract from a vessel plots
directly within an ellipse, for example, ruminant dairy, ruminant adipose or non-ruminant adipose, then it can
attributed to that particular source. If it plots just outside the ellipse then it can be described as predominantly of
that particular origin. However, it should be noted that extracts commonly plot between reference animal fat
ellipses and along the theoretical mixing curves, suggesting either the mixing of animal fats contemporaneously
or during the lifetime of use of the vessel (Mukherjee, 2004; Mukherjee et al., 2005).

Remarkably, in this instance, all the lipid residues plot within the dairy reference ellipse (Fig 1.3.1.2a),
suggesting these vessels were solely used to process dairy products. These data provide clear evidence for vessel
specialisation, raising significant questions about the use of the site.

Ruminant dairy fats are differentiated from ruminant adipose fats when they display ” "°C values of less than -
3.1 %o, known as the universal proxy (Dunne et al., 2012; Salque, 2012). Significantly, lipid residues from the
total of 18 vessels plot within the ruminant dairy region (Fig 1.3.1.2b) confirming that these vessels were used to
process secondary products, such as milk, butter and cheese.
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Table 1.3.1.1. Laboratory number, area, find number, context number, feature type, sherd type, lipid concentrations (ug g™), total lipid concentration in extract (ug),
“13¢C and " *C values and attributions of Parc Cybi Early Neolithic and Bronze Age vessels (only sherds with interpretable results included).

Lipid Total lipid

Laboratory Find Context Feature Rim or body concentration in extract

Number Area number number  type sherd (ug g (ug) “BCrs0 "BCu0 B3¢ Attribution

PARO0O1 Area E 857 31097 Stakehole  Near rim 515.6 1170.5 -29.3 -34.0 4.7 Dairy product
PARO004 Area E 5097 31570 Pit Rim 1043.4 1408.6 -27.6 -33.5 -5.9 Dairy product
PAROOS Area E 5247 31025 Relict soil Body 373.1 444.0 -28.4 -33.4 -5.0 Dairy product
PARO009 Area E 5259 31025 Relict soil Body 81.1 188.1 -29.8 -34.5 -4.7 Dairy product
PAROI12 Area E 5277 31025 Relict soil Rim 3909.8 6646.7 -28.2 -33.9 -5.7 Dairy product
PARO13 Area E 5301 31025 Relict soil Body 280.7 623.1 -28.6 -33.9 -5.3 Dairy product
PARO14 Area E 5308 31025 Relict soil Body 1722.2 2480.0 -28.2 -33.8 -5.6 Dairy product
PARO15 Area E 5371 31596 Pit Rim 199.1 474.2 -28.5 -33.3 -4.8 Dairy product
PARO17 Area H 1143 50045 Pit Rim 186.5 378.7 -28.7 -32.8 4.1 Dairy product
PAROI18 Area H 1196.1 50110 Hearth Body 760.2 1345.5 -28.4 -33.0 4.7 Dairy product
PAROI19 Area H 1377.1 50122 Hearth Body 287.8 584.3 -28.0 -33.2 -5.3 Dairy product
PARO21 AreaH 1380.13 50124 Hearth Rim 14414.7 9946.1 -28.1 -33.9 -5.7 Dairy product
PARO022 Area H 1547.5 50171  Posthole Rim 3774.5 5624.0 -27.9 -33.8 -6.0 Dairy product
PARO024 Area H 1663.2 50188  Posthole Body 558.4 625.5 -28.0 -33.4 -5.3 Dairy product
PARO025 Area H 1721 50247  Posthole Rim 1897.8 3378.1 -28.8 -33.8 -5.0 Dairy product
PARO026 Area H 1894.6 50295 Pit Rim 12.2 26.0 -29.1 -33.5 4.5 Dairy product
PAR027  AreaH 2002 ' 02100  Hearth Body 686.5 837.2 28.5 -32.9 44 Dairy product
PARO029 Area H 3052.1 50083  Posthole Rim 1208.9 2925.4 -28.1 -32.7 -4.6 Dairy product
PARO31  Cist burial 4102 40187  Cist burial Rim 18.9 64.1 -27.9 -33.1 -5.1 Dairy product
PARO0O32  Cist burial 2038 40132  Cist burial - 516.6 294.5 -28.2 -33.5 -5.3 Dairy product
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Bronze Age vessels

Two Bronze Age vessels from the cist burials in Area M were also analysed. These comprised a broken short-
necked Beaker with large scale incised chevrons (PAR031: Find 4102 from Context 40187, Cist 7) and an intact
small globular Bowl Food Vessel (PAR032: Find 2038 from Context 40132, Cist 3). Lipids were recovered
from both Bronze Age vessels (Fig 1.3.1.3 shows the chromatogram for PARO032), although at much lower
abundance in the partially broken Beaker vessel (PARO031, Table 1.3.1.1). This might suggest the Beaker vessel
was used minimally (possibly only once) before its deposition, whereas the Bowl Food vessel was likely used
more frequently.

The lipid concentration of the sherds (Table I.3.1.1) was 0.02 and 0.52 mg g for sherds PAR031 and PAR032,
respectively. Both extracts comprised lipid profiles which demonstrated that the free fatty acids, palmitic (Ci¢)
and stearic (C,g), typical of a degraded animal fat (Fig 1.3.1.3), were the most abundant components (e.g.
Evershed et al., 1997a; Berstan et al., 2008). Both sherds also displayed a series of long-chain fatty acids (in low
abundance), containing Cyy to Cy4 acyl carbon atoms (Fig 1.3.1.3). As previously discussed, it is thought these
long-chain fatty acids likely originate directly from animal fats, incorporated via routing from the ruminant
animal's plant diet (Halmemies-Beauchet-Filleau et al., 2013, 2014).

GC-C-IRMS analyses were carried out on the two Bronze Age vessels (Table 1.3.1.1) and the * *C values of the
Cis0and Cig, fatty acids from the lipid profiles are plotted onto a scatter plot along with the reference animal fat
ellipses (Fig 1.3.1.4a). Both plot within the dairy reference ellipse, suggesting they were solely used to process
dairy products (Fig 1.3.1.4a) and plot in the ruminant dairy region (Fig 1.3.1.4b), confirming that they were used
to process secondary products, such as milk, butter and cheese.

Conclusion

Neolithic vessels

The objective of this investigation was to determine whether organic residues were preserved in 30 Early
Neolithic potsherds excavated from Areas E and H, Parc Cybi, Holyhead, Anglesey. Recovery rates were
comparable, with 8 potsherds from Area E and 10 potsherds from Area H (Neolithic building) yielding
interpretable lipid profiles. The results, determined from GC, GC-MS and GC-C-IRMS analyses, demonstrate
that all 18 sherds from the assemblage were routinely used to solely process dairy products, such as milk, butter
and cheese. These data provide clear evidence for vessel specialisation, raising significant questions about the
use of the site. Remarkedly, although it is known that the exploitation of dairy products was an important part of
the Early Neolithic ‘package’ in Britain and Ireland (e.g. Copley et al., 2005; Cramp et al., 2014; Smyth and
Evershed, 2015), this is the first known instance where all vessels analysed from a site were found to contain
solely dairy products.

The long axis of the house structure was aligned on the Trefignath Neolithic chambered tomb which stands
approximately 100m to the NNE. Does this close relationship suggest a particular use for the house, perhaps as a
meeting place where vessels were used to process dairy products for some special activity taking place at the
tomb? It would be extremely interesting to compare these results with organic residue analysis of pottery from
the Early Neolithic rectangular timber building found at Parc Bryn Cegin, Llandygai, near Bangor (Kenney,
2008), and, indeed, to the assemblage from Trefignath tomb itself.

Comparison to other British sites yields demonstrates the unique nature of this assemblage. For example,
analysis of 438 potsherds from six Neolithic sites in Southern Britain (Windmill Hill, Hambledon Hill, Eton
Rowing Lake, Abingdon Causewayed Enclosure, Yarnton Floodplain and Runnymede Bridge), yielded 189
potsherds containing sufficient concentrations of lipid for the " '*Cj¢q and " '*Cig, values to be determined
(Copley et al., 2005). Of these, up to 25% of the sherds (equivalent to 57% of the lipid-containing extracts)
yielded evidence for the processing of dairy products. These sites include domestic and non-domestic contexts
(causewayed enclosures) although only three are of an Early Neolithic origin (Hambledon Hill, Windmill Hill
and Eton Rowing Lake). Regardless, it seems that generally higher abundances of dairy product processing are
noted at domestic sites. Further evidence for the importance of dairying in the Early Neolithic comes from the
Cotswold long barrow site at Ascott-under-Wychwood. The pottery assemblage was recovered from occupation
deposits of 39" or early 38" century BC date, arguably pre-dating the building of the long barrow by at least 50
years (Benson and Whittle, 2007). Of the 32 vessels selected for residue analysis, 11 (34%) were found to
contain absorbed lipid residues, reflecting a slightly lower recovery rate than at other British sites of the same
age. Based on the " "°C values, analysis showed that nine vessels predominantly contained ruminant dairy fats,
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two contained ruminant carcass fats and one contained porcine fats. Significantly, 91% of the vessels had traces
of dairy fats, the highest value so far recorded in any assemblage of early Neolithic date (Copley and Evershed,
2007). Interestingly, an overwhelming predominance of dairy products (80%) was associated with Neolithic
pottery throughout the northeast archipelago of the British Isles (Cramp et al., 2014) and from the island of
Ireland (89%; Smyth and Evershed, 2015).

As noted, lipid residue analysis provides direct chemical evidence for commodities processed in ancient vessels
and can be used as a proxy to determine the overall subsistence economies of past communities, particularly in
light of the known scarcity of faunal evidence from Wales. These data suggest the exploitation of ruminants,
cattle, sheep or goat, for their secondary products but not for their carcass products. There is no evidence of the
exploitation of pigs but these may, of course, be processed in a different manner.

Bronze Age vessels

Two Bronze Age vessels (a Beaker and Bowl Food Vessel) from cist burials in Area M were also analysed. The
results, determined from GC, GC-MS and GC-C-IRMS analyses, demonstrate that both vessels were used to
solely process secondary products, such as milk, butter and cheese. However, the lipid recovery rate for the
Beaker was much lower, possibly suggesting the Beaker vessel was used minimally (possibly only once) before
its deposition in the burial, whereas the lipid concentration from the Bowl Food vessel was significantly higher.
This implies this vessel was regularly in use for processing/cooking dairy products before its deposition in the
cist burial.
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List of sherds submitted for analysis

Area E — hollow with early Neolithic activity

Find No. Context no. | Rim or body sherd | Context description

857 31097 Near rim Fill of stakehole [31096]

931 31025 body Relict soil layer

5012 31527 rim Disturbance in relict soil layer
5097 31570 rim Fill of pit [31571]

5129 31025 rim Relict soil layer
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5141 31025 rim Relict soil layer
5221 31025 neck near rim Relict soil layer
5247 31025 body Relict soil layer
5259 31025 body Relict soil layer
5264 31025 body Relict soil layer
5275 31025 body Relict soil layer
5277 31025 rim Relict soil layer
5301 31025 body Relict soil layer
5308 31025 body Relict soil layer
5371 31596 rim Fill of pit [31595],

Area H — Early Neolithic timber building

Find No. Context no. | Rim or body sherd

Context description

1025 02100 body Charcoal deposit in top of pit [50044]
1143 50045 rim Fill of pit [50044]

1196.10 50110 body Fill of hearth pit [50116]

1377.1 50122 body Fill of hearth pit [50116]

1379.13 50115 rim Fill of hearth pit [50116]

1380.13 50124 rim Fill of hearth pit [50133]

1547.5 50171 rim Fill of posthole [50173]

1555 50163 rim Fill of hearth pit [50145]

1663.2 50188 body Fill of posthole [50196]

1721 50247 rim Fill of posthole [50248]

1894.6 50295 rim Fill of pit [50167]

2002 02100 body Charcoal deposit in top of pit [50044]
2019 50132 body Fill of hearth pit [50133]

3052.1 50083 rim Fill of posthole [50084]

4098 02100 rim Charcoal deposit in top of pit [50044]
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Fig 1.3.1.1. Gas chromatogram of trimethylsilylated FAMEs from Neolithic pottery extracts of
PARO14 (Context 31025, Area E) and PARO18 (Context 50110, Area H), respectively, circles,
n-alkanoic acids (fatty acids, FA); IS, internal standard, C34 n-tetratriacontane.



Fig 1.3.1.2. Graphs showing: a. 613C values for the C16:0 and C18:0 fatty acids for archaeological fats

extracted from Parc Cybi Neolithic ceramics. The three fields correspond to the P = 0.684 confidence ellipses for animals
raised on a strict C3 diet in Britain (Copley et al., 2003). Each data point represents an individual vessel. b shows the A13C (613C18:0
—0613C16:0) values from the same potsherds. The ranges shown here represent the mean + 1 s.d. of the A13C values for a global
database comprising modern reference animal fats from Africa (Dunne et al., 2012), UK (animals raised on a pure C3 diet) (Dudd and
Evershed, 1998), Kazakhstan (Outram et al., 2009), Switzerland (Spangenberg et al., 2006) and the Near East (Gregg et al., 2009),
published elsewhere.



Fig 1.3.1.3. Gas
chromatogram of
trimethylsilylated FAME
from PAR032, Bronze Age
Bowl Food vessel (Find 2038
from context 40132),
respectively, circles,
n-alkanoic acids (fatty acids,
FA); IS, internal standard,
C34 n-tetratriacontane.

Fig 1.3.1.4. Graphs showing: a. 613C
values for the C16:0 and C18:0 fatty acids
for archaeological fats extracted from

Parc Cybi Bronze Age ceramics. The three
fields correspond to the P = 0.684 confidence
ellipses for animals raised on a strict C3 diet in
Britain (Copley et al., 2003). Each data point
represents an individual vessel. b shows the A13C
(613C18:0 — 513C16:0) values from the same
potsherds. The ranges shown here represent the
mean + 1 s.d. of the A13C values for a global
database comprising modern reference animal fats
from Africa (Dunne et al., 2012), UK (animals
raised on a pure C3 diet) (Dudd and Evershed,
1998), Kazakhstan (Outram et al., 2009),
Switzerland (Spangenberg et al., 2006) and the
Near East (Gregg et al., 2009), published
elsewhere.



Part 1.3.2. Organic residue analysis of Early Neolithic pottery from Parc Bryn Cegin,
Llandygai, near Bangor, Wales
Julie Dunne and Richard P. Evershed
Organic Geochemistry Unit, School of Chemistry, University of Bristol, Cantock’s Close, Bristol, BS8 1TS, UK

While post-excavation work was being done on Parc Cybi Drs Dunne and Evershed carried out organic residue
analysis on pottery from the Early Neolithic Building found at Parc Bryn Cegin, Llandygai. The authors have
kindly allowed that report to be included here as a comparison to the Parc Cybi organic residue analysis.

Introduction

Lipids, the organic solvent soluble components of living organisms, i.e. the fats, waxes and resins of the natural
world, are the most frequently recovered compounds from archaeological contexts. They are resistant to decay
and are likely to endure at their site of deposition, often for thousands of years, because of their inherent
hydrophobicity, making them excellent candidates for use as biomarkers in archaeological research (Evershed,
1993).

Pottery has become one of the most extensively studied materials for organic residue analysis (Mukherjee et al.,
2005) as ceramics, once made, are virtually indestructible and thus are one of the most, if not the most, common
artefacts recovered from archaeological sites from the Neolithic period onwards (Tite, 2008). Survival of these
residues occurs in three ways; rarely, actual contents are preserved in situ (e.g. Charrié-Duhaut et al., 2007) or,
more commonly, as surface residues (Evershed, 2008). The last, most frequent occurrence, is that of absorbed
residues preserved within the vessel wall, which have been found to survive in >80% of domestic cooking
pottery assemblages worldwide (Evershed, 2008).

The application of modern analytical techniques enables the identification and characterisation of these
sometimes highly degraded remnants of natural commodities used in antiquity (Evershed, 2008). Often, data
obtained from the organic residue analysis of pottery or other organic material provides the only evidence for
the processing of animal commodities, aquatic products or plant oils and waxes, particularly at sites exhibiting a
paucity of environmental evidence. To date, the use of chemical analyses in the reconstruction of vessel use at
sites worldwide has enabled the identification of terrestrial animal fats (Evershed et al., 1997a; Mottram et al.,
1999), marine animal fats (Copley et al., 2004; Craig et al., 2007), plant waxes (Evershed et al., 1991), beeswax
(Evershed et al., 1997b) and birch bark tar (Charters et al., 1993; Urem-Kotsou et al., 2002). This has increased
our understanding of ancient diet and foodways and has provided insights into herding strategies and early
agricultural practices. Organic residue analysis has also considerably enhanced our understanding of the
technologies involved in the production, repair and use of ancient ceramics.

Preserved animal fats are by far the most commonly observed constituents of lipid residues recovered from
archaeological ceramics. This demonstrates their considerable significance to past cultures, not just for their
nutritional value but also for diverse uses such as binding media, illuminants, sealers, lubricants, varnish,
adhesives and ritual, medical and cosmetic purposes (Mills and White, 1977; Evershed et al., 1997a).

Today, the high sensitivities of instrumental methods such as gas chromatography and mass spectrometry allow
very small amounts of compounds to be detected and identified. Furthermore, higher sensitivity can be achieved
using selected ion monitoring (SIM) methods for the detection of specific marine biomarkers (Evershed et al.,
2008; Cramp and Evershed, 2013). The advent of gas chromatography-combustion-isotope ratio mass
spectrometry in the 1990s introduced the possibility of accessing stable isotope information from individual
biomarker structures, opening a range of new avenues for the application of organic residue analysis in
archaeology (Evershed et al., 1994; 1997a).

This stable carbon isotope approach, using GC-C-IRMS, is employed to determine the " "°C values of the
principal fatty acids (C,s and C;g), ubiquitous in archaeological ceramics. Differences occur in the * "*C values of
these major fatty acids due to the differential routing of dietary carbon and fatty acids during the synthesis of
adipose and dairy fats in ruminant animals, thus allowing ruminant milk fatty acids to be distinguished from
carcass fats by calculating ” °C values (" *Cig. - “*Ci6,) and plotting that against the " *C value of the Cyg.
fatty acid. Previous research has shown that by plotting '*C values, variations in C; versus C, plant
consumption are removed, thereby emphasizing biosynthetic and metabolic characteristics of the fat source
(Dudd and Evershed, 1998; Copley et al., 2003).
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Parc Bryn Cegin, Llandygai

In 2005, a programme of archaeological work was carried out at Parc Bryn Cegin, Llandygai, near Bangor,
Wales, by Gwynedd Archaeological Trust. The most significant discovery at the site was the remains of an
Early Neolithic rectangular timber building. It was well preserved with numerous related features and
assemblages of artefacts and charred plant remains. This structure was radiocarbon dated to between 3760-3700
cal BC and 3670-3620 cal BC (Kenney, 2008). A number of Early Neolithic potsherds were found, mostly
normal ‘Irish Sea ware’, which were generally small and abraded in condition.

Aims and objectives
The objective of this investigation was to determine whether absorbed organic residues were preserved in 12
Early Neolithic potsherds from Parc Bryn Cegin site.

Materials and analytical methods

Lipid analysis and interpretations were performed using established protocols described in detail in earlier
publications (Correa-Ascencio and Evershed, 2014). Briefly, ~2 g of potsherd were sampled and surfaces
cleaned with a modelling drill to remove exogenous lipids. The cleaned sherd powder was crushed in a solvent-
washed mortar and pestle and weighed into a furnaced culture tube (I). An internal standard was added (30/40
ug n-tetratriacontane; Sigma Aldrich Company Ltd) together with 5 ml of H,SO,/MeOH 2 - 4% (' "C
measured) and the culture tubes were placed on a heating block for 1 hour at 70 °C, mixing every 10 minutes.
Once cooled, the methanolic acid was transferred to test tubes and centrifuged at 2500 rpm for 10 minutes. The
supernatant was then decanted into another furnaced culture tube (II) and 2 ml of DCM extracted double
distilled water was added. In order to recover any lipids not fully solubilised by the methanol solution, 2 x 3 ml
of hexane was added to the extracted potsherds contained in the original culture tubes, mixed well and
transferred to culture tube II. The extraction was transferred to a clean, furnaced 3.5 mm vial and blown down to
dryness. Following this, 2 x 2 ml hexane was added directly to the H,SO,/ MeOH solution in culture tube II and
whirlimixed to extract the remaining residues, then transferred to the 3.5mm vials and blown down until a full
vial of hexane remained. Aliquots of the TLE’s were derivatised using 20 pul BSTFA, excess BSTFA was
removed under nitrogen and the derivatised TLE was dissolved in hexane prior to GC, GC-MS and GC-C-
IRMS. Firstly, the samples underwent high-temperature gas chromatography using a gas chromatograph (GC)
fitted with a high temperature non-polar column (DB1-HT; 100% dimethylpolysiloxane, 15 m x 0-32 mm i.d.,
0.1 pm film thickness). The carrier gas was helium and the temperature programme comprised a 50°C
isothermal followed by an increase to 350° at a rate of 10° min~' followed by a 10 min isothermal. A procedural
blank (no sample) was prepared and analysed alongside every batch of samples. Further compound
identification was accomplished using gas chromatography-mass spectrometry (GC-MS). FAMEs were then
introduced by autosampler onto a GC-MS fitted with a non-polar column (100% dimethyl polysiloxane
stationary phase; 60 m x 0.25 mm i.d., 0-1 um film thickness). The instrument was a ThermoFinnigan single
quadrupole TraceMS run in EI mode (electron energy 70 eV, scan time of 0-6 s). Samples were run in full scan
mode (M/z 50-650) and the temperature programme comprised an isothermal hold at 50° for 2 min, ramping to
300° at 10° min™, followed by an isothermal hold at 300° (15 min).

Carbon isotope analyses by GC-C-IRMS were also carried out using a GC Agilent Technologies 7890A coupled
to an Isoprime 100 (EI, 70eV, three faraday cup collectors m/z 44, 45 and 46) via an IsoprimeGC5 combustion
interface with a CuO and silver wool reactor maintained at 850°C.

Results

Lipid analysis and interpretations were performed using established protocols described in detail in earlier
publications (e.g. Dudd and Evershed, 1998; Correa-Ascencio and Evershed, 2014). The lipid recovery rate for
the Early Neolithic sherds was 50% (n=6).

The mean lipid concentration from the sherds (Table 1.3.2.1) was 11.2 mg g, with a maximum lipid
concentration of 26.5 mg g™. All potsherds, save LLA010, contained high concentrations of lipids, particularly
LLAOOI, 21.6 mg g' and LLA006 26.5 mg g', demonstrating excellent preservation. The maximum
concentration of absorbed lipid observed in an archaeological potsherd to date is 17.8 mg g (Copley et al.,
2005). This likely indicates that these Parc Bryn Cegin vessels were subjected to sustained use in the processing
of high lipid-yielding commodities. The lipid extracts comprised lipid profiles which demonstrated free fatty
acids, palmitic (Cys) and stearic (Cyg), typical of a degraded animal fat (Fig 1.3.2.1), were the most abundant
components (Evershed et al., 1997a; Berstan et al., 2008).
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Extracts from all sherds include a series of long-chain fatty acids (in low abundance), containing C,, to Cys acyl
carbon atoms (Fig 1.3.2.1). It is thought these LCFAs likely originate directly from animal fats, incorporated via
routing from the ruminant animal's plant diet (Halmemies-Beauchet-Filleau et al., 2013, 2014).

GC-C-IRMS analyses were carried out on the sherds (n=6; Table 1.3.2.1) to determine the " "*C values of the
major fatty acids, Ci,0 and C, g, and ascertain the source of the lipids extracted, through the use of the ” Bc
proxy. The "13C values of the Cyg and Cigo fatty acids from the lipid profiles are plotted onto a scatter plot
along with the reference animal fat ellipses (Fig 1.3.2.2a). It has been established that when an extract from a
vessel plots directly within an ellipse, for example, ruminant dairy, ruminant adipose or non-ruminant adipose,
then it can attributed to that particular source. If it plots just outside the ellipse then it can be described as
predominantly of that particular origin. However, it should be noted that extracts commonly plot between
reference animal fat ellipses and along the theoretical mixing curves, suggesting either the mixing of animal fats
contemporaneously or during the lifetime of use of the vessel (Mukherjee, 2004; Mukherjee et al., 2005).

In this instance, four of the lipid residues plot within the dairy reference ellipse (Fig 1.3.2.2a), suggesting these
vessels were solely used to process dairy products. These data provide clear evidence for vessel specialisation.
One vessel (LLA0O1) plots within the ruminant adipose ellipse, confirming it was used solely to process
ruminant carcass products and a further vessel (LLAO11) plots between the ruminant adipose and diary ellipses
suggesting either the mixing of these animal products contemporaneously or during the lifetime of use of the
vessel.

Ruminant dairy fats are differentiated from ruminant adipose fats when they display ” °C values of less than -
3.1 %o, known as the universal proxy (Dunne et al., 2012; Salque, 2012). Significantly, lipid residues from four
vessels plot within the ruminant dairy region (Fig 1.3.2.2b) confirming that these vessels were used to process
secondary products, such as milk, butter and cheese. One vessel plots in the ruminant adipose area and the
remaining vessel plots between the two regions.

Conclusion

The objective of this investigation was to determine whether organic residues were preserved in 12 Early
Neolithic potsherds excavated from Parc Bryn Cegin, Llandygai, near Bangor, Wales. The recovery rate was 50
% with 6 potsherds yielding interpretable lipid profiles. The results, determined from GC, GC-MS and GC-C-
IRMS analyses, demonstrate that four sherds from the assemblage were routinely used to solely process dairy
products, such as milk, butter and cheese, providing clear evidence for vessel specialisation. A further vessel
was used solely to process ruminant carcass products and another to process mixtures of carcass and dairy
products.

It is difficult to make a full comparison between these data and the lipid residue results from Parc Cybi as this is
a smaller dataset but there appears to be a notable difference. The Parc Cybi results were notable for the
dominance of dairy product processing, whilst at Parc Bryn Cegin, although dairy products were clearly
important, 2 of the 6 vessels were used to process ruminant carcass products. This may suggest the pottery was
used for different purposes at both sites. Further analysis of a larger sample set would address this question.
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Table 1.3.2.1

Laboratory number, find number, context number, cut number, sherd type, lipid concentrations (ug g™), total lipid concentration in extract (ng), " ">C and ” "*C values and

attributions of 6 Parc Bryn Cegin Early Neolithic vessels.

Lipid Total lipid

Laboratory Find Context From cut Rim or body concentration jn extract
Number — number number number  sherd (ug g™) (ug) “BClo  Cuo Bc Attribution
LLAOO1 65 1216 1249 Body 21632.0 33313.3 -29.7 -32.2 -2.5 Ruminant adipose
LLA004 89 1512 - Body 5573.4 11091.1 -28.3 -34.2 -5.9 Dairy product
LLAO0OS 127 1683 1682 Body 3943.5 9503.8 -27.5 -33.2 -5.6 Dairy product
LLAOO6 134 1692 - Body 26476.8 39980.0 -28.9 -34.3 -5.4 Dairy product
LLAO10 1016 1340 1339 Body 628.3 653.4 -29.5 -33.3 -3.8 Dairy product
LLAO11 1018 1216 1249 Body 8774.6 6230.0 -29.2 -32.5 -3.3 Ruminant adipose/dairy product

List of sherds submitted for analysis

Find number | Context No | From cut number Description of feature
65 1216 1249 Pit located near SE corner of early Neolithic building.
71 1327 1328 Pit located just outside line of E gable end of early Neolithic building.
77 1389 1406 Posthole, one of the main aisle posts of early Neolithic building.
89 1512 - Layer-Discontinuous patches of deposit, probably caused by animal burrowing, but the deposit itself]
probably originated from a Neolithic layer or land surface.
127 1683 1682 Posthole, NW corner post of the early Neolithic building.
134 1692 - Animal burrow- Small curvilinear feature, possibly due to animal or root disturbance. Located just W
of early Neolithic building.
143 1713 1669 Natural hollow preserving Neolithic occupation layer or old ground surface.
151 1709 1691 From post removal event [1707], within posthole [1691], one of the main W gable end posts in the E
Neo building.
172 1731 1691 From post removal event [1707], within posthole [1691], one of the main W gable end posts in the E
Neo building.
1016 1340 1339 A small pit or posthole inside E end of the early Neolithic building.
1018 1216 1249 Pit located near SE corner of early Neolithic building.
1030 1631 1619 A large pit to W of Early Neolithic building, containing a burnt and broken stone axe.
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Fig 1.3.2.1. Gas chromatogram
of trimethylsilylated FAMEs
from Neolithic pottery extract
LLAO004 (find number 89,
context 1512), circles, n-alkano-
ic acids (fatty acids, FA); IS,
internal standard, C34 n-tetratri-
acontane.

Fig 1.3.2.2. Graphs showing: a. 613C
values for the C16:0 and C18:0 fatty
acids for archaeological fats extracted
from Parc Bryn Cegin Early Neolithic

ceramics. The three fields correspond to the P
= 0.684 confidence ellipses for animals raised on
a strict C3 diet in Britain (Copley et al., 2003).
Each data point represents an individual vessel. b
shows the A13C (613C18:0 — 813C16:0) values
from the same potsherds. The ranges shown here
represent the mean + 1 s.d. of the A13C values
for a global database comprising modern
reference animal fats from Africa (Dunne et al.,
2012), UK (animals raised on a pure C3 diet)
(Dudd and Evershed, 1998), Kazakhstan (Outram
et al., 2009), Switzerland (Spangenberg et al.,
20006) and the Near East (Gregg et al., 2009),
published elsewhere.



Part 11: Roman pottery
Peter Webster

Introduction

A large number of contexts produced some Roman pottery but, in all cases, sherds were small and most contexts
only produced one or two fragments. Soil conditions rendered some fabrics, especially samian, soft and easily
abraded meaning that surfaces were often missing or damaged. All sherds have been recorded in the catalogue
below. See Fig II.1.

Discussion

The material from Parc Cybi is spread both in terms of context and date. Chronologically, only a limited
number of vessels (29) are capable of reasonably precise dating within the Roman period. No sherds need be
first century and South Gaulish samian (imported up to c.A.D.110) is totally absent. There is, however, both
samian and Black Burnished Ware of second century date. There is pottery likely to be of the third century and
the Black Burnished Ware series certainly runs into the fourth century, although there are more of late third-
fourth century date than simply fourth century. There are none of the characteristic flanged and ridged bowls
(Gillam 1976, nos.45-9) but this may be due to the unusual character of the major late assemblage (see below) in
which jars predominate. There is, however, also a bowl which appears to derive from the Crambeck potteries
and is unlikely to predate the fourth century. On this basis, it may be suggested that activity continued at least
into the early or early/mid fourth century.

Any attempt to indicate the intensity of occupation must be very tentative, given the small number of closely
datable pieces. If, however, we present the 29 pieces in histogram form, within the second to early-mid fourth
century span suggested, we see that there is some degree of polarisation towards the two ends of the period
covered:
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In is clearly unwise to place too much weight on such a small sample but the predominance of mid to late
second century and late 3" to early/mid 4™ century pieces is of interest and does suggest that these are the
periods which saw most activity although some qualification needs to be born in mind in connection with the
second century activity (see below).

If the sample size for an overview of this large site is a small one, then that for any specific feature or area is
inevitably even smaller. Nevertheless, it is worth pointing out that the majority of the Roman pottery came from
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a complex of features in an area around the end of the trackway which traverses the site. This includes the
square stone building (80526) and the clay-walled roundhouse (80527) with its associated industrial activity.
Here, the majority of the ceramic finds are Black-burnished ware with such a preponderance of 3"-4" century
jars as to be unusual. Normally one would expect more bowls and dishes and a rather limited cuisine or some
specialized use seems to be implied. Given the limited range of vessels, and a very small number of rims, a
precise chronology is difficult as it is the rim form of Black-burnished jars which is the most diagnostic.
However, the lattice decoration around the girth of BB1 jars shows a progression from that with an acute angle
at the top and bottom of the diamonds, to obtuse angles often below a horizontal line and this can be used to
give a broad outline of the date. The precise chronology of this progression of lattice form is difficult, not least
because the lattice was drawn freehand and angles can vary around the same pot. Gillam suggests that the obtuse
angled lattice appears by the mid 3™ century (Gillam 1976, 63 and Fig.1, 7-8) with the horizontal line becoming
popular by the mid to late 3™ century (ibid. Fig.1, 9). Bidwell and Holbrook argue for slightly earlier dates of
introduction (1991, 96) but Gillam is more concerned with the date when these designs became common and, if
this is taken into account, the Bidwell/Holbrook dates are not at such variance to those of Gillam as they would
suggest. Here it is assumed that obtuse angled lattice below a horizontal line was present by the end of the third
quarter of the third century. Using this and the early/mid fourth century terminus of occupation suggested
above, we can produce the following pattern of currency for the more diagnostic vessel sherds (in all fabrics)
found in and around structure 80527:

The preponderance of vessels clearly date between the mid third and the early-mid 4™ century but also obvious
is the number of second century pieces. All of these are, in fact, Central or East Gaulish samian ware (sherds
from 80002, 80439, 80834, 80893, and 81074). This is the only fineware from the area, apart from a single
sherd of probable Oxfordshire red colour coated mortarium (from 80844) and a possible flagon (from 80459).
A flanged bowl, also from 80844 is probably early second century and residual, while a small Black-burnished
ware sherd also from 80844 may have acute lattice and be 2™ century. Both are omitted from the chart above.

The samian poses a problem. In common with the other three pieces from elsewhere on the site it is restricted to
two bowl forms, 31 and the decorated 37. It may simply be indicative of Antonine occupation nearby,
apparently of a very different character to that of the 80527 occupation. However, in this case, one would have
expected to see more certainly second century coarseware present. Could it be that these are antique and
perhaps second-hand vessels still in use in the mid-late third century (cf.Wild 2013 for the repair and recycling
of samian) and another indicator of the unusual character of the pottery in this area?

Sources of Roman pottery

A review of sources for pottery must be similarly tentative, even if we can here increase the numbers reviewed
(to approximately 48) by including a number of body sherds. These are shown below, starting with sources
most distant from the site and ending with the more local.
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Source Minimum number of vessels
Samian: Central Gaulish 8
East Gaulish 1
Oxford (colour coats) 3
?Crambeck 1
Mancetter-Hartshill 1
Cheshire 1
Wroxeter (Mortarium) |
Dorset (Black Burnished) 20
Misc. Reduced 4
Misc oxidised 7
Total 47

Among the Roman material, the predominance of Black Burnished Ware, the quintessential cooking ware, is
evident (20 vessels or over 42%) . If one takes the site as a whole, fine wares are present and in not
unreasonable quantities (9 samian and 3 Oxford vessels or over 25%). This does not appear to be the product of
purely subsistence farming. Neither, however, does it suggest the activity of the comparatively wealthy,
although one might note that the amount of samian normally found on rural sites is low. Our 9 bowls (about
19% of all vessels) might indicate the location nearby of something other than a rural farm although another
possibility is suggested above. Certainly, if we exclude the samian, fineware is noticeably scarce.

In terms of trading connections, the collection is not unexpected for the region from which it came. The far
reaching nature of Roman trade is evident as is the way in which North Wales drew from both northern and
southern Britain in the later Roman period. One may, however, note the total absence of amphora, while
comparison with the sources supplying Segontium (Casey, Davies & Evans 1993, 252-3) shows how selective
the Parc Cybi residents were in their choice of available pottery.
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Catalogue of decorated and other significant pieces

Fig IL.1

Vessels are listed in ascending order of context number

Context
12004

31291

80002

80142

80821

80900

80956

90300

(SF 36). Mortarium in light orange-red fabric shading to a grey core and with signs of a paler surface.
The fabric includes fine quartz-like grits. This is Wroxeter Oxidised Ware (cf. Tomber & Dore 1998,
178), similar to the Wroxeter ‘Raetian’ mortaria but without the red slip; cf. Casey & Davies 1993,
Fig.17.31, 18 for a similar example from NE Wales. Mid 2™ century.

(SF 949). Flagon neck in a light red to grey somewhat sandy fabric. There is a red slip on the lower
neck. Above a cordon, the extant surface is scored, probably as keying for a projection of handle. The
most likely reconstruction is as a flanged flagon, a common mid 3™ to 4™ century type (cf. Young
1977, C8-10).

(SF 1629). Form 37, Central Gaulish. A fragment of winding scroll shows the vine leaf, Rogers 1974,
H13 used by Sissus II and Cinnamus; cf. S&S, P1.77, 1, P1.161, 53. Two small details beneath the leaf
are too abraded to determine.

¢.A.D.140-170.

(SF 6156). Straight sided dish in grey fabric with a smoothed surface, Possibly a Crambeck product as
Corder 1928, P1.3, 50 and thus 4™ century.

(SF 6044). The flaring rim of a jar in Black Burnished Ware; cf. Gillam 1976, types 12-14. Fourth
century.

(SF 6056). Jar rim in Black Burnished Ware of the same general type as that from 80821 above. 4™
century.

(SF 6141). Flanged and grooved bowl in Black Burnished Ware; Gillam 1976, type 44. Mid-late 3™
century.

(SF 193). Rim of a jar in Black Burnished Ware with wavy line decoration; cf. Gillam 1976, type 3.
Mid-late 2™ century.

70000 (Unstratified) (SF 6045). Samian, Form 37, Central Gaulish. A fragment of panel decoration shows a

double medallion containing the dolphin, O.2382. The extant panel border is roped. The dolphin is
used by a large number of mainly Antonine potters. Of the potters using both the dolphin and roped
borders, Tullinus and Paternus II are the most probable.

Antonine.

Roman pottery from the initial evaluations (initial report by Jeremy Evans).

Context
1303

1315

SF 2247

Site 42, Trench B13

A Mancetter-Hartshill mortarium rim sherd with slightly defined bead and straight flange; cf. Cracknell
& Mahany 1994, Fig.63, 24 (late 2™ to early 3™ century).

Three oxidised mortarium body sherds and a broken and battered rim sherd. The latter would seem to
be from a straight flanged type, perhaps a Raetian form. The fabric is oxidised with common sand
temper, ¢.0.3-0.5mm in a clean matrix; the tiruration grits are translucent quartz, micaceous sandstone
and brown stone ¢.2-3mm. Probably Wilderpool. 2™ century, possibly Antonine.

SF 2248

Site 42 Trench B13

A broken fragment from a large crucible with a reduced core and oxidised exterior with some angular
white quartz inclusions (up to 2mm) and occasional angular stone inclusions (up to Smm), in the soft
oxidised clay on the exterior. The crucible is heavily burnt from the interior, the reduced crucible
being sintered with many bubbles. The soft oxidised exterior may well be clay over-plastering used on
the last occasion that the reduced crucible was used.
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2601

2601

SF 2249

Site 39 Trench A26
A jar rim fragment in grey fabric, probably burnt and eroded Black Burnished Ware, cf. Gillam 1976,
no.4 (late 2™ century). The fabric has a grey core, margins and surfaces with common to abundant
temper.

SF 2250

Site 39 Trench A26
Samian bowl, Form 37, Central Gaulish. Two adjoining sherds in poor condition, displaying a
fragment of Rogers 1974, ovolo B263 above a horizontal bead row (his A2) as used by Cettus. This
potter was working at Les Martres-de-Veyre in the period c¢.A.D.135-160.

Table I1.1: Full Catalogue of Roman Pottery

SF No. Context Comment Date
12 90002 | Pink-buff wheel-thrown base. There is a trace of what may be glaze ?Medieval
in an external interstice. Probably Medieval

22 02064 | Dark grey wheel thrown jar Roman

25 02064 | Folded rim in hard fabric. Probably a modern flowerpot. Modern

36 12004 | Mortarium rim in orange with traces of a brown surface. Wroxeter. Mid 2nd
See report. century

56 90002 | Handle in orange gritten fabric. There appears to be a black coating Post-Med.
on the upper surface. Probably Post-Medieval.

130 90299 | Fired clay. No distinguishing characteristics for pottery.

193 90300 | 4 fragments of Black burnished ware including a rim with wavy line | Mid-late 2nd
decoration; Gillam 1976, 3. cent.

194 90300 | Two fragments in a mixed red and cream. Possibly Buckley. Post-Med.

406 90000 | Prob. Coarse pottery. Probably not Roman

408 91343 Thin-walled jar in light buff/brown. Roman

520 91578 Grey with red ext. surface ?7Roman

704 91158 | Fired clay. ?burnt daub.

706 91497 | Fired clay. No distinguishing characteristics for pottery.

949 31291 Flagon neck in light red to grey somewhat sandy fabric. There is a Mid 3rd - 4th
red slip on the lower neck. Above the cordon the surface is scored cent
probably a keying for a projection and/or handle. The most likely
reconstruction is a flanged flagon, a common mid 3™ 4th century type
(Eg.Young 1977, C8-10)

1034 02070 | Samian, probably Central Gaulish. Form 31 ¢.150-200

1093 21102 | Rim of a large North Devon Gravel Tempered pan. 18th-early

19th c.

1331 13012 | Coarse grey and red sherd ?Roman

1369 22139 | Fired clay. No distinguishing characteristics for pottery.

1629 80002 Samian. Form 37, Central Gaulish. See Report c.140-170

2050 91738 small red fragment ?7Roman

2247 1303 Mancetter mortarium and mortarium fragments, probably LC2-EC3
Wilderspool

2247 1303 Mortarium fragments, probably Wilderspool 2nd century

2248 1315 Crucible fragment Roman?

2249 2601 Context unstratified. Eroded BB Late 2nd cent

2250 2601 Samian, LMdV, probably Cettus. See report c.135-160

AD

2251 5422 Oxidised bowl ?Medieval

4222 91654 | Fired clay. No distinguishing characteristics for pottery.

5519 80439 | Pale buff gritty rim. Probably N.Devon Gravel Tempered Ware Roman

5520 80439 | A very degraded samian bowl, probably Central Gaulish. There are c.AD 150-
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SF No. Context Comment Date
fragments of a rim suggesting that this was of Form 31 200
5701 80459 Sherd in bright orange with traces of a smooth orange surface 7mid 3rd -
Possibly Oxford colour coat. 4th c.
6007 80834 | Samian bowl sherd, probably Central Gaulish 2nd cent.
6008 80834 Samian bowl, East Gaulish. Probably form 31 or similar c.AD 160-
220.
6009 80834 | Black burnished jar fragment 2nd-4th cent.
6010 80834 | Black burnished jar fragment 2nd-4th cent.
6011 80844 | Flanged bowl in orange fabric with a grey surface. Ist-2nd cent.
6015 80844 | Black burnished sherds & crumbs. Possible acute lattice ?2nd cent.
6016 80844 | very degraded sherd with quartz-like grits embedded on one face. Mid 3rd - late
Probably an Oxford mortarium 4th
6020 80833 7jar in orange with grey surface. Roman
6025 80833 Black burnished jar broken at the neck 2nd-4th cent.
6026 80847 | Black burnished jar fragment. Prob. LC3-
4cent.
6030 80849 | Fragment from near the base of a Black burnished ware jar 3 Prob. 3rd-4th
fragments cent
6040 80834 ?jar in orange fabric Roman
6041 80834 | Black burnished ware jar wall with obtuse angled lattice. Late 3rd- 4th
cent
6044 80821 Black burnished jar rim. Gillam 1976, 12-14. very flared. 4th cent.
6045 70000 Samian. Form 37, Central Gaulish. See Report 140-180
6053 80884 | Orange ?jar with grey surface. Roman
6055 80870 | Pale pink/buff wall sherd from a jar or flagon Roman
6056 80900 Black burnished ware jar rim; Gillam 1976, 12-14. 4th cent.
6057 80900 | Jar base in black fabric with plentiful quartz-like grits. Probably a
Black burnished ware derivative.
6058 80900 Redware ?Modern
6059 80893 Samian, probably Central Gaulish. Form 37 rim. 2nd cent.
6062 80901 Redware ?bowl rim ?Roman
6063 80899 | Black burnished jar fragment 2nd-4th cent.
6072 80879 | Redware jar. 4 sherds Roman
6128 80821 Grey and burnished jar Roman
6131 80937 | Heavily sooted Black burnished jar. Lattice appears to be right Prob. 3rd
angled. cent.
6141 80956 | Flanged and grooved bowl in Black burnished ware; Gillam 1976, Mid-late 3rd
44. cent.
6145 80939 | 2 Black-burnished ware jar sherds. Prob. 3rd-4th
cent
6146 80939 | Black burnished jar sherd with iron rivets. C£.81042. Prob. 3rd-4th
cent
6147 80937 | Black burnished ware jar with lattice just on the obtuse side of right Prob. 3rd
angled. cent.
6151 80849 | Black burnished ware jar. Iron acretion, possibly a rivet. Roman
6152 80849 | Black burnished jar fragments 2nd-4th cent.
6155 81042 | 6 Black burnished ware jar sherds including obtuse angled lattice Late 3rd - 4th
decoration below a horizontal line. cent
6156 81042 | Straight sided dish in grey with smoothed surface but no decoration. | 4th cent.
Possibly a Crambeck product; cf. Corder 1928, P1.3, 50
6157 81042 | Black burnished jar sherd with an obtuse angled lattice. There is an Late 3rd- 4th
iron rivet. Cf.80939 cent
6159 81043 Black burnished ware jar sherd 2nd-4th cent.
6161 80937 Sooted/burnt Black burnished ware jar with obtuse angled lattice Late 3rd- 4th
cent
6164 80526 Smooth grey bowl base. Roman?
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SF No. Context Comment Date

6165 81074 | Samian bowl, form 31. Degraded but probably Central Gaulish. c.A.D.150-
200

6168 81042 | Black burnished ware jar fragment with faint lattice decoration Late 3rd- 4th

probably obtuse angled. 3 fragments cent

6169 81042 Dark grey sherd with raised line Roman

6170 80849 | Dark grey fabric, probably Black burnished ware 2nd-4th cent.

6174 81100 | 9 fragments of Black burnished jar. Lattice slightly obtuse Prob.3rd
cent.

6178 81171 Probably burnt daub with stone inclusion

6188 80936 | Jar, probably Black burnished. Heavily sooted. 2nd-4th cent.

6248 80978 Rounded burnt clay, probably daub

6249 81234 | Probably burnt daub with stone inclusion

6260 80978 Probably burnt daub with stone inclusion

6351 81223 Straight sided dish in Black burnished ware. No clear dec. 2nd-4th cent.

6385 70537 | Black burnished jar with acute angled lattice 2nd cent.

6399 70000 | BB. Open lattice. Prob. 3rd
cent.

6407 70537 | Redware Roman

6408 70537 | Black burnished dish ?2nd century

6449 81042 Small Black Burnished Ware fragment 2nd to 4th
cent.

6457 81100 Greyware Roman
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Part I11: medieval and post medieval ceramics, clay pipes and glass
Jonathan Goodwin

Summary

Stoke-on-Trent Archaeology undertook the assessment of an assemblage of ceramics, clay pipes and glass
excavated from Parc Cybi, Holyhead. The finds were divided into context groups and material types, and
quantified by means of a sherd/fragment count. Most of the finds are post-medieval in date (principally late 17"-
late 19™ century), although a small quantity of earlier material, including a handful of medieval pottery sherds,
are also present amongst the assemblage.

The material is of limited potential for further analysis. The assemblage comprises material derived from a large
number of contexts, none of which are individually substantial enough to offer any conclusive evidence of the
consumption of ceramics and other artefacts within the area during the late medieval and post-medieval periods.
At least in terms of the ceramic material, the assemblage offers few surprises. The small number of medieval
wares are probably indicative of sources relatively local to the area, whereas the post-medieval material,
particularly the 18™- and 19™-century refined wares, largely represents a typical collection of mass produced,
widely distributed ceramics that could be found in most households during the period. The material offers
evidence of very broad activities such as general food preparation and storage, beverage consumption and
formal dining, but provides little in terms of the specifics of these tasks.

Introduction and methodology

Stoke-on-Trent Archaeology was commissioned by Gwynedd Archaeological Trust to undertake an assessment
of potential (in accordance with section 6 of English Heritage’s Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991)
on the medieval and post-medieval ceramics, clay pipes and glass recovered during the project. Artefacts were
recovered from 119 contexts and one unstratified group. With the exception of a small number of medieval
pottery sherds from contexts (01064), (90002), (90311) and (90422), which were viewed under a x20
microscope, all finds were examined macroscopically. The finds were sorted and catalogued by context group
and material type, and quantified by means of a sherd or fragment count. A full catalogue of the finds from the
site is provided in appendix III.1. A table of ceramic ware types by a is presented in appendix II1.2, with a list of
spot dates for stratified groups provided in appendix I11.3.

The ceramic finds
(see appendices IIl.1a and 2)
Fig I11.1

The assemblage was recovered from 90 contexts and comprises a mix of coarse and refined wares representative
of ceramic material produced during the 13"-15" and 17"-20™ centuries. The majority of the 295 sherds that
make up the assemblage stem from ceramic vessels, the only possible exceptions being a group of sixteen buff-
bodied sherds (some conjoining) from context (70594), which may represent a decorative architectural item,
possibly a chimney pot, and a ceramic marble from (90002).

Medieval ceramics

Wares of medieval date form a small component (2.7%) of the overall assemblage and are present in three fabric
types. The most common of these (recovered from contexts 90002, 90311 and 90422) is a sandy fabric with an
abundance of well-sorted, rounded and sub-rounded quartz inclusions. Fabric colour is typically pale orange
with a reduced grey core and interior surface where glaze is present. Glazes are green or brown. At least one
bowl form with a glazed interior and a large jar with an applied thumbed strip below the rim on the exterior are
present. The fabric has some affinities with wares produced from the fluvio-glacial clays of the Cheshire plain
and north Clwyd (Courtney & Jones 1988, 10). Locally-produced quartz-tempered sandy redwares found in
Montgomeryshire and Breconshire have a similar fabric composition and range of colours (Knight 1990/1, 8-9).
These comparable wares were recovered from 13™-century contexts.

Two conjoining jug sherds (from 90002) are of a fine pinkish-white fabric with rare rounded quartz inclusions.
A pale yellowish-green glaze is present on the exterior and interior surfaces, although coverage of the latter is
patchy. This fabric appears similar to 13™- to 15"-century iron-poor, coal-measures clays with green to amber-
yellow glazes identified from excavations in Powys. Coal measures fabric MD from Pool Road, Montgomery
(Courtney & Jones 1988, 20) was thought to derive from Shropshire, with comparable wares (fabric B.9)
recovered from Montgomery Castle attributed to a similar source (Knight 1990/91, 9). This latter fabric seems
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to have had a wide distribution area which included Worcestershire, Staffordshire, Cheshire, Montgomeryshire,
Flintshire and Gwynedd.

A third probable medieval fabric is represented by a single sherd from (01064). This has a fine, hard, sandy
fabric; orange on the exterior surface of the vessel and a reduced grey on the interior. Angular quartz and
ironstone inclusions occur infrequently in the clay body. A brown glaze is present on the vessel interior.

Post medieval ceramics

The post-medieval material is dominated by coarse earthenware vessels, which constitute 30.2% of the total
assemblage. These appear in a limited range of vessel forms, most commonly pans or storage jars, typically with
hard, iron-rich bodies ranging in colour from orange to reddish-purple. A small number of examples, however,
feature buff fabrics. Many of the iron-rich coarse earthenware fabrics are characterised by the presence of white
or cream laminae within the ceramic body; a trait often attributed to 17"- and 18™-century coarsewares produced
at the Buckley potteries in Flintshire (Davey 1987, 98). Similarly laminated fabrics were, however, produced in
Prescot, south Lancashire (McNeil, 1982/83, 59; Davey 1987, 98). Both production centres were distributing
their wares into north-west Wales by the 19" century (Davey 1987, 98).

Most of the iron-rich coarse earthenware fabrics from Parc Cybi have rich black or (less frequently) dark brown
lead glazes, although three sherds from (02015), (08057) and (19031) feature clear glazes. These latter sherds,
representing two pans and a dish, are the only coarse earthenwares within the group to feature applied
decoration, in the form of bands of trailed white slip. Clear lead glazes are also present on the buff fabrics.

The date range for the coarse earthenwares is potentially quite wide, as the ware was produced in a relatively
static range of utilitarian forms from the 17" to 20™ centuries. Variations in the appearance and quality of the
fabric may offer some assistance in determining earlier from later examples, but this is by no means certain.
Laminated bodies, for example, may be evidential of poor clay preparation in comparison to the more
homogeneous fabrics in the group. This may not in itself, however, be evidential of an early production date and
could equally, as discussed above, be indicative of the ware’s place of origin. A small number of dense, highly-
fired sherds (from 09013, 18068, 20017 and 80188) have some affinities with Midlands Purple ware and may
represent transitional 17"-century wares. Similarly, the buff coarse earthenwares are comparable in terms of
fabric colour and consistency with some of the late 17"- to early 18"-century slipwares from the assemblage.

Other post-medieval coarsewares (constituting 19.8% of the total) within the assemblage include a possible
transitional Cistercian/blackware cup sherd from (90309), perhaps of mid 17™-century date and a single mid-late
17"-century blackware fragment from (90004), again from a cup. A larger number of sherds, such as those from
(07026) and (08057) may represent blackwares, but also have some similarities with coarse earthenwares in
terms of fabric and form (principally large hollow wares). Fragments of a 17"-century Midlands Purple ware jar
are present in (08057). Late 17"™- to early 18"-century press-moulded slipware dishes feature in (03031) and
(90109) with a cup or jug present in (21019). Mottled wares of a similar date appear as bowls and a possible
mug from (90213), (90261) and (90043). A buff-bodied, slip-coated ware bowl with white trailed slip features in
(01037) and dates from the first half of the 18™ century. A small hand-rolled marble (from 90002) in a pinkish-
buff earthenware of 18- or 19™-century date can also be included within this category, as can an assortment of
mid-late 19™-century stoneware ink and blacking bottles and preserve jars from multiple contexts. A collection
of unglazed pale buff-bodied sherds (some conjoining) from (70594) may represent an octagonal coarseware
(horticultural?) vessel, but it is perhaps more likely that they constitute part of a decorative architectural feature
such as a chimney pot, presumably of 19™-century date.

Eighteenth and 19™-century refined wares are well-represented within the assemblage and constitute 47.3% of
the total. Single examples of early to mid 18™-century dipped and white salt-glazed stonewares feature in
contexts (90044) and (90043) respectively. Mid 18"™-century redwares with applied slip are present in (70594)
and (90585). Undecorated creamwares appear in several contexts in a limited range of tea and tableware forms,
and, in the main, date to the early 19™ century. Pearlwares and white-bodied earthenwares are, however, by far
the most common refined wares in the assemblage. Pearlwares, with their distinctive bluish lead glaze and white
ceramic body were produced throughout the late 18™ to the mid 19™ centuries, although all the Parc Cybi
examples seemingly belong to the latter part of this period. Tea and tableware forms (saucers, bowls, plates etc)
are present, most of which feature either under-glaze transfer-printed or painted decoration. A few wash basin
sherds also feature, but as only the bases of these vessels survive, it is not clear if they were originally decorated.

Whitewares, characterised by their clear lead glazes and dense white fabrics, were produced from the second
quarter of the 19" century onwards. The ware represents the final stage in the development of a durable white
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ceramic body that had earlier led to the production of creamware and pearlware. Given the gradual evolution of
the ware, early whitewares can be practically indistinguishable from pearlwares and even late creamwares. The
difference between the wares would certainly have had no relevance to a 19"-century consumer; by this time
ceramics were defined by their decoration rather than their fabric type (Miller 1980, 2). Whitewares appear in a
number of contexts from Parc Cybi and display a range of decorative techniques, including under-glaze transfer
printing, painting, sponge-applied colour and applied slip. Examples of over-glaze painting and gilding also
feature in conjunction with under-glaze transfer-printed designs. Tea ware forms predominate, with cups, bowls
and saucers present. Table ware forms are mostly plates, whereas toilet wares are represented by single sherds of
a wash basin and a possible ewer.

Only a few mid-late 19"-century bone china sherds are present, typically representing cups or saucers. Two
examples, both cups, are decorated; one, from (03031), has an applied ‘Chelsea’ sprig, whereas the other, from
(20040), has an over-glaze painted floral design. Yellow wares are few in number and are limited in their forms
to bowls, a chamber pot and a dish. Decoration appears on only one bowl sherd from (91226) with slip banding.
Two examples of mid-late 19™-century red earthenwares feature in the assemblage, one a teapot cover from
(90067) with a slip coat, banding and encrusted decoration, and the other, a slip-banded bowl from (91135).
Single sherds of a mid 19"-century blue-bodied earthenware saucer and a late 19™-century foliate-moulded
majolica or coloured-glaze ware bowl are present in contexts (21008) and (19031) respectively.

The production source of the refined wares is difficult to pin-point with any certainty, as many centres produced
such material in a standard range of forms and marketed their goods widely. North Staffordshire is perhaps the
most obvious candidate for the wares, although Welsh potteries such as Swansea and the factories of Liverpool
and Bristol could equally have been responsible for the material.

The clay pipes
(see Appendix III.1b)

Forty-one clay pipe fragments were recovered from 23 contexts. The majority of these are undecorated stem
fragments, probably of 19™-century date. Of the two decorated stem fragments, one (from 80840) features a line
and chevron design, while the other (from 90043) has indeterminate moulded decoration at its former junction
with the bowl. Of the small number of bowls present, three are decorated, two of which, from contexts (03031)
and (90002) have foliate moulding on their seams. The latter of these examples also features a moulded stag on
the bowl body. The remaining decorated bowl (from 70000) is the most complete example within the
assemblage and features a moulded harp and shamrock design. This motif was common during the late 19™
century and although it may suggest an Irish production source, variations on the harp and shamrock design are
known to have been produced in mainland Britain, possibly for Irish Republican supporters during the Home
Rule debate of the late 19™ and early 20" centuries (Green 1991 48-49).

The glass
(see Appendix III.1c)

Sixty-nine glass fragments were recovered from 42 contexts and one unstratified group. The assemblage
comprises 45 bottle sherds, fifteen pieces of window pane, three vessel parts, two beads, one button and three
undiagnostic items. Most of the material that is datable belongs to the 19" century, although a number of items
may well be earlier. These include a small fragment of an apparently mould-blown green glass vessel with
decorative bosses from (90255) that may be medieval or early post medieval, and two facetted glass beads from
(40091) and (90002) on unknown date.

Evaluation of potential

The Parc Cybi material is of limited potential for further analysis. The assemblage is split over a large number
of contexts, none of which are individually substantial enough to offer any conclusive evidence of the
consumption of ceramics and other artefacts within the area during the late medieval and post-medieval periods.
At least in terms of the ceramic material, the assemblage offers few surprises. The small number of medieval
wares are probably indicative of sources relatively local to the area, whereas the post-medieval material,
particularly the 18™- and 19™-century refined wares, represents a typical collection of largely mass produced,
widely distributed ceramics that could be found in most households during the period. The material offers
evidence of very broad activities such as general food preparation and storage, beverage consumption and
formal dining, but provides little in terms of the specifics of these tasks.
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Appendix I11.1a: Catalogue of ceramic vessel sherds from Parc Cybi.

=
. . 5 %) 2 | ° no.
context ware/_fab_rlc surfac_e decinfon | glz vessel_fo_rm/ g g % g |3 § shd date notes
description decoration body d description | @ | < g |s % = s
@D
01032 creamware * | saucer * 1 | late C18
01037 slip-coated | white trailed | ribbed bowl 3 | early-mid C18 | Fine, hard buff fabric with
ware slip? body * * | % black iron-rich slip (probably
derived from a slip coat).
01067 fine sandy bowl? 1 | medieval? Fine, hard fabric with
ware N N oxidised exterior and reduced
grey  core/inner  surface.
Brown glaze on interior.
02015 pearlware? « | flatware? . 1 | early-mid
C19?
yellow ware * | bowl? * 1 | mid-late C19
coarse e'ware | white trailed pan 1| C19
slip on * *
interior
coarse e'ware? small N 1] C19? Fine, hard orange fabric.
bowl/jar?
03031 slipware white trailed dish 2 | late Cl7-early | Press-moulded dish of
slip over « . CI18 orange/red fabric.
black  slip
ground
pearlware/ UGTP - « | plate N 1 | mid C19
WwW blue
WWwW * | bowl * 1 | mid-late C19
bone china | Floral moulded cup 1 | mid-late C19
'Chelsea’ form * *
sprig
bone china * | saucer 2 | mid-late C19
05060 pearlware UGP - blue * | hollow ware 1 | early-mid C19
pearlware plate 5 | early-mid C19
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context ware/fab_rlc surfac_e decinfon | glz vessel_fo['m/ g g % g |3 § shd date notes
description decoration body d description | @ | < g | s % = s
@D
coarse e'ware pan 1] C18? Hard red/orange fabric with
05060 " . white/cream laminae. Black
(cont.) iron-rich glaze on interior.
05062 coarse e'ware pan 3| C18? Hard red/orange fabric with
* % * white laminae. Black iron-
rich lead glaze on interior.
coarse e'ware jug/jar 1| C19 Hard red/orange fabric with
% N occasional ~ white  specks.
Black iron-rich glaze on
interior and exterior.
06036 creamware « | plate . . 1 | late Cl18-early
C19
coarse e'ware jar/pan? 1] C18? Hard pale orange fabric with
* * white laminae. Black iron-
rich lead glaze on interior.
coarse e'ware jar 2| C18? Hard orange fabric with white
* * laminae. Black iron-rich glaze
on interior and exterior.
06066 coarse e'ware jar 1| C19 Hard orange fabric with
% N black, slightly reduced iron-
rich lead glaze on interior and
exterior surfaces.
06069 coarse e'ware « | Jar . 1| C19 Hard orange fabric with black
iron-rich glaze on interior.
coarse e'ware jar * 1| C19 Hard orange fabric.
06072 coarse e'ware jar 1| C18? Hard pale orange fabric with
* * black iron-rich lead glaze on
interior.
06074 creamware * | hollow ware * 1 | early C19
06086 pearlware UGTP - saucer 1 | early-mid C19 | Floral print.

blue
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06107 pearlware * | flatware * 1 | mid C19
coarse e'ware « | Jar? . 1| C17-C18? Buff fabric with lead glaze on
(buff) interior and exterior surfaces.
07026 blackware/ bowl/jar 1| C18? Fine, hard red/orange fabric.
coarse e'ware? * * black iron-rich glaze on
interior and exterior.
07044 pearlware UGTP - « | plate . 1 | mid C19 "Willow" design.
blue
07064 coarse e'ware jar 1| CI19 Hard red/orange fabric with
* * iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior surfaces.
08280 wWwW UGTP - « | plate . 1 | mid C19 "Willow" design
blue
pearlware/ UGTP - « | plate N 1 | mid C19 Marbled design.
WwW blue
WwW * | hollow ware * 1 | mid-late C19
08057 Midlands jar 2 | mid Cl17-mid | Very hard purple fabric,
Purple ware C18 reminiscent of  Midlands
* * * Purple ware. black iron-rich
lead glaze on interior. Hooked
rim.
blackware/ hollowware 1 | mid17-C18? Fine, hard red/orange fabric
coarse e'ware? * * with black iron-rich glaze on
interior and exterior surfaces.
blackware/ ribbed jar 1 | mid 17-C18? | Fine, hard orange fabric with
coarse e'ware? body * * black iron-rich glaze on
interior and exterior surfaces.
coarse e'ware | trailed white dish 1| C19? Fine red/orange fabric with

slip on rim

white/cream laminae. Clear
lead glaze on interior and
exterior.
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creamware * | plate * 3 | late C18
pearlware UGTP « | bowl N 1 | early-mid C19 | Floral print.
blue
stoneware * | ink bottle * 1| C19
08063 coarse e'ware pan 1| C18? Hard orange fabric with white
" « laminae and white frequent
specks. black iron-rich lead
glaze on interior.
pearlware UGTP « | bowl/teapot? " 4 | early-mid C19 | Floral print.
blue
08065 pearlware UGP « | saucer? " 1 | early C19
brown
08078 creamware * | hollow ware * 1 | early C19
08084 blackware/ handled 1| late C17- | Fine, hard orange fabric with
coarse e'ware? * | hollow * mid C18? black iron-rich lead glaze.
ware?
coarse e'ware jar? 1| C18? Hard red/orange fabric with
« white laminae. Black iron-
rich lead glaze on interior and
exterior surfaces.
coarse e'ware pan 1| C18? Hard orange fabric with
% . frequent white specks. Black
iron-rich lead glaze on
interior surface.
pearlware/ | UGTP « | saucer N 1 | mid C19
Ww blue
WwW * | undiagnostic * 2 | late C19? Blue glaze.
08086 coarse e'ware jar? 1] C18? Hard orange fabric with
% N white/cream laminae. Black
iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior surfaces.
09013 coarse e'ware jar? 1 | late C17-C18? | Hard purple fabric with cream

flecks. black iron-rich glaze
on interior and exterior.




=
. . 5 %) 2 | ° no.
context ware/fab_rlc surfac_e decinfon | glz vessel_fm_'m/ g g % g |3 § shd date notes
description decoration body d description | @ | < g | s % = s
@D

09018 pearlware UGP - pc * | teabowl ® 1 | early C19 Floral design.

14016 coarse e'ware horizontal jar 1| C18? Hard orange/purple fabric
ribbing on with faint white laminae and
body * * specks. Black iron-rich glaze

on interior and exterior
surfaces.

18009 coarse e'ware jar? 1 | C18/C19? Hard red fabric with

% N occasional ~ white  specks.
Black iron-rich glaze on
interior and exterior surfaces.

18068 coarse e'ware pan/jar 1 | late C17-C18? | Very hard red/purple fabric

* * with black iron-rich glaze on
interior.
coarse e'ware pan/jar 1| C19 Hard orange fabric with black
* * iron-rich glaze on interior and
exterior surfaces.
pearlware UGP - blue | turned bowl 1 | mid C19
horizontal * %
lines
pearlware * | basin * 1 | mid C19
19031 WwW UGP - pc « | tureen N 1 | late C19
cover?
bone china * | cup * 1 | late C19
majolica/ foliate bowl? 1 | late C19 White fabric, green glaze on
coloured- moulding * * exterior, yellow/orange glaze
glaze ware on interior.
coarse e'ware | trailed slip * | pan * 1| C19
stoneware vertical preserve jar 2 | late C19
moulded * *
reeding
stoneware « | ink/blacking . 1
bottle
19034 WWwW UGTP « | plate 1 | mid-late C19 | Floral design.

flow blue
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ww UGTP - « | plate . 2 | mid-late C19 " Asiatic Pheasants" print.
blue
wWwW UGTP - « | bowl? . 1 | mid-late C19
blue
WwW UGTP - preserve jar 1 | late C19 Printed "MEDAL OF
black MERIT VIENNA...... S
* * KEILER & SONS,
DUNDEE,
[MAJRMALADE".
19034 stoneware vertical preserve jar 1 | late C19
(cont.) moulded * *
reeding
stoneware vertical preserve jar 1 | late C19
moulded * *
reeding
stoneware « | ink/blacking . . 1 | late C19
jar
stoneware * | bottle? * 1 | late C19?
coarse e'ware « | pan . 1| C19 Hard orange fabric with black
iron-rich glaze on interior.
19036 pearlware/ | UGTP - « | basin . 1 | mid C19
WW blue
WWwW UGTP - basin 1 | late C19 Transfer print of "..L HOTEL
brown & " N [HIOLYHEAD" on interior.
UGP - green Green painted bands on
exterior body and interior rim.
WW * cup * 1 | late C19
AVAYY * hollow ware * 1 | late C19?
stoneware moulded preserve jar 1| late C19
vertical " N
reeding on
body
stoneware * | ink bottle * 1 | mid-late C19
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19039 coarse e'ware pan 1] C19 Hard orange fabric with black
* * iron-rich lead glaze on
interior.
stoneware vertical preserve jar 2 | late C19 Impressed mark of W.P.
moulded * * * Hartley on base.
reeding
stoneware * | ink bottle * 1 | late C19
19039 stoneware « | ink/blacking N 1 | late C19
(cont.) bottle
19054 ww UGTP - | moulded « | cup N 1 | mid-late C19 Floral print.
brown body
wWw UGTP - « | platter N 1 | mid-late C19
black
19056 pearlware/ | UGTP - « | plate N 1 | mid C19
WwW blue
20014 creamware * | flatware? * 1 | early C19
20017 coarse e'ware jar 2 | C17/C18? Hard red/purple fabric with
% N cream/white laminae. black
iron-rich glaze on interior and
exterior surfaces.
20029 coarse e'ware jug? 1| C19 Hard orange fabric with black
* * iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior.
20040 pearlware UGTP - « | saucer . 1 | mid C19 Oriental scene.
blue
pearlware * | plate * 1 | mid C19
bone china | OGP - pc cup 1 | mid C19 Faint  overglaze  enamel
* * painted floral design, banding
on rim.
coarse e'ware pan? * 1| C19? Hard orange fabric.
20054 pearlware * | plate 1 | mid C19
21008 creamware * | hollow ware 1 | early C19
pearlware UGTP - * | jug? * 1 | early-mid C19
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blue
pearlware UGP - blue | moulded « | plate N 1 | early-mid C19 | Evenly scalloped and well
rim - SE moulded rim.
pearlware UGP - pc « | teabowl . . 2 | early C19
(c.1st quarter)
blue-bodied « | saucer N 1 | mid C19
e'ware
21019 slipware trailed and mug/jug? 1 | late Cl7-early
combed * * C18
black slip
21160 coarse e'ware « | pan? . 1 | C18/C19? Hard red/orange fabric with
black lead glaze on interior.
22073 pearlware/ | UGTP - « | hollow ware N 1 | mid C19?
WW blue
pearlware/ « | flatware? N 1 | mid C19?
WW
22127 pearlware/ « | hollow N 1 | mid-late C19?
WwW ware?
wWwW « | hollow N 1 | late C19?
ware?
bone china moulded « | saucer . 1 | mid C19?
body
coarse e'ware? undiagnostic N 1 | post med Abraded sherd of orange
fabric.
31183 pearlware UGP - blue | moulded « | plate N 1 | early-mid C19
rim - SE
pearlware/ UGTP - « | teapot N 1 | mid C19
Ww blue
WWw? UGTP - cup 1 | mid-late C19? | Reduced, pitted glaze.
black & * *
OGP - green

yellow ware

chamber pot

mid-late C19
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coarse e'ware jug/jar? 1] C19 Hard orange fabric with black
* * iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior.
31181 creamware turned « | cylindrical . 1 | late C18
decoration mug?
coarse e'ware pan 1] C18 Very hard red/orange fabric
* * with brownish lead glaze on
interior.
coarse e'ware jar 1| C18? Orange fabric with white
" . laminae. black iron-rich lead
glaze on interior and exterior
surfaces.
31291 pearlware « | large bowl/ | 1 | mid C19
basin
wWw SD plate 1 | mid-late C19 | Red and blue sponging
applied  randomly over
* * interior surface - under glaze.
Blue wash on underside of
vessel.
31576 pearlware? * | flatware? * 1 | mid C19?
pearlware/ UGTP « | plate . 1 | mid C19
WwW blue
WWw? UGTP « | plate . 1 | mid C19?
blue
WwW UGP - pc * | bowl * 1 | mid-late C19
wWw slip « | mug/ug? . 1 | late C19
banding
ww moulded « | saucer? N 1 | mid C19?
body
bone china * | hollow ware * 1 | late C19
40026 WWwW * | flatware? * 1 | mid-late C19
40032/ wWw UGP - pc « | bowl/cup? 1 | mid-late C19

40035
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stoneware moulded preserve jar 1 | mid-late C19
vertical "
*
reeding on
body
40153 pearlware UGTP - | moulded « | plate N 1 | mid C19
blue rim
50352 WwW * | cup/bowl * 1 | mid C19
blackware/ hollow ware 1| C17/C18? Fine, hard red fabric with
coarse e'ware? * * black iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior surfaces.
50435 creamware . | hollow . 1| late C18-
ware? early C19
50457 coarse e'ware pan 1| C18? Hard pale orange body with
" . rare red laminae. Black iron-
rich lead glaze on interior
(exterior surface absent).
coarse e'ware pan 1| CI18/C19 Very hard red fabric with
* * black iron-rich glaze on
interior.
coarse e'ware jar 1| C18? Hard orange fabric with white
% N and red laminae. Black iron-
rich glaze on interior and
exterior.
60205 coarse e'ware jar 2| C18? Hard pale orange fabric with
white and red laminae. black
* * iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior. Traces
of glaze on exterior base.
70518 creamware « | undiagnostic . 1 | late C18/
early C19
70594 redware white  slip bowl? 2 | mid C18
coat on * *

interior
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pearlware/W | UGTP - | moulded « | dish N 1 | mid C19 "Willow" pattern.
w blue rim
blackware/ handled 1| C17/C18? Hard orange/red fabric with
coarse e'ware? * | bowl? * black iron-rich glaze on
interior and (partial) exterior.
coarse e'ware jar 1 | C18/C19? Hard orange fabric with white
* * laminae. black iron-rich lead
glaze on interior and exterior.
coarse e'ware deep pan/jar 6| C19 Hard red/orange fabric with
* x| o black iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior surfaces.
coarse buff moulded architectural 16 | C19/C20?
ware form ? N
(octagonal?
)
80012 coarse e'ware « | hollow . 3 | C18/C19?
ware?
pearlware/ | UGP - blue? « | flatware . 1 | mid C19?
WW
80188 coarse e'ware jar 2 | late C17-C18? | Hard red/purple fabric with
" . frequent white specks. Lead
glaze on interior and exterior
surfaces.
80840 WWw? UGTP - « | undiagnostic N 1 | mid-late C19?
blue
coarse e'ware pan/jar? 1 | C18/C19? Hard red/orange fabric with
« . white laminae. Black iron-
rich lead glaze on exterior
(interior surface absent).
80903 WW? * | undiagnostic * 1 | mid-late C19?
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90002 sandy ware bowl? 3|C13 Hard fabric with oxidised
orange exterior surface and
" . grey core/interior surface.
Green glaze on interior.
Abundant, well sorted sub-
angular quartz inclusions.
coal measures horizontal jug 2 | C13-C15 Fine, hard pinkish-white,
ware turned lines iron-poor fabric with rare
below rim * * rounded quartz inclusions.
Pale green glaze on exterior
and interior (patchy on latter).
pinkish-buff marble « |1 C18/C19? Hand-rolled ceramic marble.
e'ware
coarse e'ware dish 2 C17? Buff fabric with clear lead
(buff) * * * glaze on interior. Squared
rim.
90004 blackware horizontal cup 1 late Cl7-early | Fine, dense red/orange body
turned lines | * * C18 with black brown lead glaze
on exterior and interior.
90043 mottled ware « | handled . . 2 late Cl7-early
hollowware C18
90043 white salt- teapot 1 mid-late C18 Octagonal teapot spout.
(cont.) glazed * *
stoneware
90044 dipped white porringer? 1 early C18
salt-glazed * *
stoneware
90067 red e’ware slip coat on teapot 1 third quarter | Slip-decorated and encrusted

interior, slip
banding on
exterior,
encrusted
exterior

C19

redware.
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WwWwW UGTP- blue « | saucer e | s 3 third quarter | Floral print, slightly flown.
C19
coarse e'ware jar? 1 C19 Dense orange fabric with
* * black iron-rich lead glaze on
interior. Rolled rim.
90068 pearlware UGTP- blue * | bowl? * 1 mid C19 Floral print?
UGTP- blue * | plate? * 1 mid C19 Oriental scene?
UGP - blue * | jug * 1 mid C19
UGP - blue | moulded « | plate N 2 mid C19
rim - SE
coarse e'ware pan 1 C18? Hard orange fabric with
% N frequent white laminae. black
iron-rich lead glaze on
interior.
coarse e'ware hollow 1 C19? Hard orange fabric with
« | ware? . occasional ~ white  specks.
black iron-rich lead glaze on
interior.
90070 creamware * | plate * 1 early C19
pearlware « | bowl . 1 early-mid C19
90070 pearlware UGTP - « | teapot N 1 early-mid C19
(cont.) blue
pearlware UGTP - « | jug? N 1 early-mid C19
blue
WW * | bowl * 1 mid C19
WWwW * | hollow ware 1 mid-late C19?
yellow ware * | bowl? 1 mid-late C19
coarse e'ware jar 8 C18? Hard orange fabric with white

laminae and specks. Black
iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and upper part of
exterior surface.
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coarse e'ware pan/bowl 1 C18/C19? Buff/orange fabric with clear
(buff) * * lead glaze on interior and
exterior surfaces.
stoneware? « | sanitary . 1 C19?
vessel?
90097 coarse e'ware deep pan/jar 1 C18/C19? Hard orange fabric with
white/cream laminae. Black
* * * iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior. Squared
rim, horizontal strap handle.
90109 coarse e'ware pan (deep) 1 C18/C19? Hard orange fabric with
% N cream/white laminae. Black
iron-rich lead glaze on
interior. Squared rim.
coarse e'ware jug? 7 C18/C19? Hard orange fabric with
occasional white specks and
* * infrequent white laminae.
Black iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior.
slipware joggled dish 1 late C17-early | Press-moulded form. Dense
white, . . C18 buff/salmon pink fabric with
brown and frequent white specks.
black slip
90109 coarse e'ware hollow ware 1 post-med? Hard buff fabric with good
(cont.) (buff)? % " clear lead glaze coverage on
exterior, but patchy on
interior.
90213 mottled ware turned lines | | porringer/ « 1 late Cl7-early | Flattened rim.
on rim bowl? C18
90261 mottled ware « | mug? « 1 late Cl7-early
C18
creamware basin 1 late Cl18-early

C19
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90309 Cistercian cup 1 C17 Small handle - possibly
ware/ decorative, = which  may
blackware indicate a blackware rather
* * than Cistercian ware vessel.
Fabric is grey/buff in colour.
Fine iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior.

90311 sandy ware thumbed large jar 1 C13 Fabric is oxidised on the
strip below exterior and interior surfaces
rim with a reduced grey core. The

fabric has abundant, well

* sorted rounded and sub-
rounded quartz inclusions.
Rim has a lid seating.
Possible trace of glaze
interior.

93097 coarse e'ware bowl 2 C18/C19 Hard orange/red fabric with

" " occasional ~ white  specks.
black iron-rich lead glaze on
interior.

93098 wWw UGTP - « | plate « 1 mid-late C19

black
WwW UGTP - « | hollow ware * 1 mid-late C19
blue & OGP
stoneware * | undiagnostic * 1 C19
90422 sandy ware bowl? 1 C13 Oxidised exterior surface with
" * grey core/interior surface.
Traces of a reduced brown
glaze on interior.

90429 coarse e'ware jug? 1 C18/C19 Hard orange fabric with

« « frequent white specks. black
iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and exterior.

90494 creamware * | plate * 1 early C19
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90585 redware white  slip | turned mug? 1 mid C18
on rim horizontal * *
lines
90873 stoneware moulded preserve jar 1 late C19
vertical * *
reeding
90883 coarse e'ware « | Jar? « 1 C19? Hard orange body with black
iron-rich glaze on interior.
91135 WwW UGTP - « | plate % 1 mid C19 "Willow" pattern.
blue
WwW UGTP - « | undiagnostic " 1 mid C19?
blue
WwW UGTP - « | hollow " 1 mid C19 Printed script, but unclear.
blue ware?
wWwW UGTP - « | saucer " 1 mid C19 "Broseley" pattern?
blue
redware slip - « | bowl " 1 mid-late C19
banding
yellow ware * | dish? * 1 mid-late C19
91226 pearlware/ | UGTP - « | plate " 1 mid C19 "Willow" design.
Ww blue
wWw UGP - pc * saucer * 1 mid C19
WwW UGP - pc « | cup/bowl " 1 mid-late C19 | Painted bands on interior and
exterior.
wWw OGP - pc moulded « | cup " 1 mid C19
body
WwW slip - ground | moulded « | Jug/ewer " 1 mid C19
& banding form
wWw * | saucer * 1 mid-late C19
91226 ww « | ointmentpot | 1 late C19
(cont.)
yellow ware | slip - « | bowl % 1 mid-late C19

banding
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context ware/fab_rlc surfac_e decinfon | glz vessel_fo['m/ g g % g |3 § shd date notes
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@D
stoneware * | jar * 1 C18/C19?
coarse e'ware pan? * 1 C18/C19? Hard orange fabric.
coarse e'ware « | panjar? « 1 C19? Hard orange/red fabric with
black lead glaze on interior.
91303 creamware OGP - pc * | saucer * 1 late C18
pearlware UGTP - « | saucer * 1 mid C19
blue
pearlware/ UGTP - « | bowl « 1 mid C19
WWw? green
wWw UGTP - jug? 1 mid C19
blue & * *
0GG
ww slip - bowl 1 mid C19
ground, N N
banding &
wormed
91397 WwWwW * | plate * 1 mid-late C19
WWw? « | dish % 1 C19? Heavily reduced fabric and
glaze.
91453 stoneware turned mug? 1 C19
horizontal * *
lines
91641 coarse e'ware jar 1 C17/C18? Hard orange fabric with
cream/white laminae. Black
* * iron-rich lead glaze on
interior and possible exterior
surfaces.
coarse e'ware pan 1 C17/C18? Soft orange fabric with
brownish lead glaze on
% % interior.
92598 bone china * | hollow ware * 1 late C19
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coarse e'ware bowl? 1 C19? Hard red fabric  with
% % occasional ~ white  specks.
Reduced lead glaze on
interior and exterior.
Total 295

Key: WW — Whiteware; UGTP — Under-Glaze Transfer Printed; UGP — Under-Glaze Painted; OGP — Over-Glaze Painted; PC — Polychrome; OGG — Over-Glaze Gilded; SD

— Sponge Decorated.




Appendix I11.1b: Catalogue of clay pipes from Parc Cybi.

o °
context | fabric description decoration g g §, f:gtal no. date notes
= = gments
03031 | white pipe clay Foliate moulding on seams * * 3 | mid-late C19 | Spurred bowl.
06086 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
06089 | white pipe clay * 1 C18/C19? | Lower bowl fragment - spurred?
08057 | white pipe clay * 2 C19
11020 | white pipe clay * 2 C19
22127 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
31138 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
31291 | white pipe clay * 3 C19
50415 | white pipe clay * 2 C19
50435 | white pipe clay * 2 C19
50457 | white pipe clay * 2 C19
70000 | white pipe clay moulded seams, harp and shamrock . 1 late C19 | Upright bowl, no spur or heel.
on body
80840 | white pipe clay incised chevron and line on one | 7 C19
stem fragment
90002 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
white pipe clay moulded oak leaf on seam, stag on N 1 C19
body
90043 | white pipe clay moulded decoration - probably at 1 C19
connection with bowl *
90070 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
90109 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
90331 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
91226 | white pipe clay * 3 C19
91303 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
91397 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
91524 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
91727 | white pipe clay * 1 C19
Total 41




Appendix I11.1c: Catalogue of glass finds from Parc Cybi.

=
o | 5 | T | total
context colour decoration/ lettering d for_m/. § § g % 5., no. | date notes
escription @ < ) @ = fra
3 gs
01026 | green bottle N 1 early-mid C19
06069 | clear bottle * 1 C20 Cylindrical form.
09020 | green bottle * 1 C19
11020 | green window * 1 C19
clear window * 1 C20
clear window . 1 C20?
(frosted)
19031 | green embossed on body - bottle 1 late C19 Cylindrical form. Details relate to beer and soft drink
"J.H. KEEGAN (1881+) bottling, wholesaling & retailing firm of Joseph
HOLYHEAD"; on * * Henry Keegan, established in 1881
base - "N & Co. (www josephkeegan.co.uk).
3147"
19034 | green embossed on body - bottle 1 late C19 Cylindrical form. Details relate to beer and soft drink
"J.H. KEEGAN (1881+) bottling, wholesaling & retailing firm of Joseph
HOLYHEAD"; on * * Henry Keegan, established in 1881
base - "N & Co. (www josephkeegan.co.uk).
3147"
green embossed on body - bottle . 1 late C19? Cylindrical form.
"G....... GE...."
19036 | green embossed on body - bottle 1 mid-late C19 | Cylindrical form. Clamped mould - no pontil mark.
"P.
[W]...HOLYHEAD" e | ox
surrounding horse &
rider design; on base -
"C.S & Co. LD 4317"
aqua bottle . 1 late C19 Cylindrical form. Continuous seam through body,
neck & lip - one-piece mould. Cracked-off lip.
19039 | green bottle * 1 C19 Cylindrical form.
aqua embossed "35325"(?) | bottle « 1 late C19 Square form moulded in one piece. Cracked-off rim.

on base.
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context colour decoration/ lettering d for_m/_ é,'> § é % 5., no. | date notes
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19054 | clear bottle " 1 late C19/C20 | Oval form.
19056 | aqua embossed on body - bottle « 1 late C19/C20
"L..."

clear window * 1 C20
20038 | green bottle? * 1 C19
21032 | green bottle * 1 C19 Cylindrical form.
21036 | green window * 1 C18/C19?

blue window * 1 ?
22073 | aqua embossed 'E' on bottle « 1 C19 Square form?

body(?).

22127 | clear bottle « 1 late C19/C20
31291 | green bottle * 2 C19 Cylindrical form.

brown bottle * 1 C19 Cylindrical form.

clear bottle " 2 late C19/C20 | Oval form?
40091 | black bead " 1 ?

(opaque)
40113 | aqua window * 1 C19

clear window * 1 C20
40118 | clear bottle? « 1 late C19/C20?
50118 | clear drinking « 1 C19/C20? Possible base fragment of stemmed drinking glass.

(frosted) vessel?
50183 | amber undiagnostic * 1 C19?
50457 | opaque waste/heated . 1 C18/C19? Small fragment of misshapen glass.

fragment?
70594 | aqua bottle . 1 late C19-early | Applied or tooled lip. Square form?
C20

80391 | green bottle * 1 C19
80439 | green bottle? * 1 C19 Slightly frosted surfaces - decay?




= | © | total
context colour decoration/ lettering de:é)rl}rgt/ion g g ;ﬁ- % % no. | date notes
S | @ | frags
80900 | blue ? * 1 ?
90002 | aqua bottle . 1 mid-late C19 | Applied lip.
green window? * 1 C18/C19?
black star design button . 1 C19 Pressed form, shank missing.
(opaque)
blue bead . 1 ?
(opaque)
90043 | green bottle * 1 C19 Cylindrical form?
90056 | green window * 1 C18/C19?
green bottle * 1 C19 Cylindrical bottle.
90068 | green bottle * 1 C19 Cylindrical form?
90101 | green window * 1 C18/C19?
90213 | clear embossed - body bottle . 1 late C19 Square form?.
" EY"
clear window 1 C19/C20
90218 | green bottle 1 C19 Cylindrical form?
90255 | green moulded boss vessel? 1 medieval/early | Mould-blown but form and date unknown.
* post
medieval?
90410 | green window? . 1 C18/C19? Possible window fragment, although very thin -
Imm.
90878 | green bottle * 3 C19
91135 | green bottle " " " 5 early-mid C19 | Possibly free blown or dip moulded. Push-up base,
applied lip.
clear window * 1 C19
91137 | green bottle * 3 C19
91226 | green bottle « 1 early-mid C19 | Push-up base.
91397 | green bottle * 1 C19
91653 | green window? % 1 post-

medieval?
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c|lo| o | 3|8 | total
context colour decoration/ lettering d for_m/_ 218 |1 & |3 5., no. | date notes
escription | & | < | @ | @ | 2
S | @ | frags
93099 | clear drinking " 1 C19/ C20? Octagonal form.
vessel?
u/s | green bottle? * 1 C19?
Total 69
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Appendix I11.2: Ceramic ware types by context.
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Key: SNDW — Sandy Ware; CMW — Coal Measures Ware; FSNDW — Fine Sandy Ware; SCW — Slip-Coated Ware; CW/BW — Cistercian Ware/Blackware; BW —
Blackware; MPW — Midlands Purple Ware; SW — Slipware; MW — Mottled Ware; CEW — Coarse Earthenware; CEW/BW — Coarse Earthenware/Blackware; DWSGSW —
Dipped White Salt-Glazed Stoneware; WSGSW — White Salt-Glazed Stoneware; RW — Redware; CRW — Creamware; PW — Pearlware; WW — Whiteware; UGTP — Under-
Glaze Transfer Printed; UGP — Under-Glaze Painted; OGP — Over-Glaze Painted; OGG — Over-Glaze Gilded; SD — Sponge Decorated; SLD — Slip Decorated; BC — Bone
China; SPRIG — Sprigged; REW — Red Earthenware; BBEW — Blue-Bodied Earthenware; YW — Yellow ware; MAJ/CGW — Majolica/Coloured-Glaze Ware; STW —
Stoneware; CBW — Coarse Buff Ware; PBEW — Pinkish-Buff Earthenware.



Appendix 111.3: Table of spot dates for stratified contexts.

Context Probable date/date range
01026 early-mid C19
01032 late C18
01037 early-mid C18
01067 medieval?

02015 mid-late C19
Mid-late C19 with some residual late C17-early C18

03031 )
material

05060 early-mid C19 with some possibly residual C18
material

05062 C18-C19

06036 late C18-early C19

06066 C19

06069 C19-C20

06072 C18?

06074 early C19

06086 early-mid C19

06089 C18/C19?

06107 mid C19 with some possibly residual C17-C18 material

07026 C18?

07044 mid C19

07064 C19

08280 mid-late C19

08057 mid C17-mid C19

08063 late C18-mid C19

08065 early C19

08078 early C19

08084 late C17-mid C19

08086 C18?

09013 late C17-C18?

09018 early C19

09020 C19

11020 C19-C20

14016 C18?

18009 C18/C19?

18068 mid C19 with some late C17-C18 residual material

19031 late C19

19034 mid-late C19

19036 mid-late C19

19039 late C19

19054 mid-late C19

19056 mid C19-C20

20014 early C19

20017 C17/C18?

20029 C19

20038 C19

20040 mid C19

20054 mid C19

21008 early-mid C19

21019 late C17-early C18

21032 C19

21036 C18/C19?

21160 C18/C19?

22073 mid C19?

149




Context Probable date/date range
22127 mid-late C19?
31138 mid-late C19
31181 late C18
31291 mid-late C19
31576 mid-late C19
40026 mid-late C19
40032/40035 | mid-late C19
40091 ?
40113 C19/C20
40118 late C19-C20
40153 mid C19
50118 C19/C20?
50183 C19?
50352 C17/C18-mid C19
50415 C19
50435 late C18-early C19
50457 C18/C19?
60205 C18?
70000 late C19
70518 late C18-early C19
70594 C17-C20
80012 C18- mid C19?
80188 late C17-C18?
80391 C19
80439 C19
80840 C19 (mid-late?), but with possible residual C18 sherds
80900 ?
80903 mid-late C19?
90002 C13-C15, C17-C19
90004 late C17-early C18
90043 late C17-C19
90044 early C18
90056 C19
90067 third quarter C19
90068 mid C19 with at least one possible C18 sherd
90070 C19 with possible C18 material
90097 C18/C19?
90101 C18/C19?
90109 late C17-C19
late Cl7-early C18, but with some later (C19/C20)
90213
glass
90218 C19
90255 medieval/early post medieval?
90261 late C17-early C18
90309 C17
90311 C13
90331 C19
93097 C18/C19
93098 mid-late C19
90410 C18/C19?
90422 C13
90429 C18/C19
90494 early C19

150




Context Probable date/date range
90585 mid C18
90873 late C19
90878 C19
90883 C19?
91135 mid-late C19
91137 C19
91226 mid-late C19, with some possibly C18 material
91303 late C18-mid C19
91397 mid-late C19
91453 C19
91524 C19
91641 C17/C18?
91653 post-medieval?
91727 C19
92598 late C19
93099 C19/C20?
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Part IV: Roman Glass

The Glass from Parc Cybi, Holyhead (G1701)
H.E.M. Cool

Summary

Three fragments of vessel glass, four beads and one counter were recovered. The vessel glass can be broadly
dated to the first to third centuries but each fragment shows re-working indicative of the pieces not having been
used on site as vessels, but rather have being exploited at raw material. The beads include one frit melon bead of
first to second century date and the counter is likely to be contemporary.

Methodology

The glass items that are most probably of late Iron Age or Roman date are catalogued here. It has not always
been possible to be completely sure of the identifications as some of the fragments are minute, having been
found in samples. These frequently preserve little diagnostic information other than their colour. SF 4153 is a
classic example of this. The deep blue glass it is made from is typical of a number of bead types in use in the
late Iron Age and Roman period and of vessel glass of the mid first century, but the state of preservation means
that it is impossible to be sure whether it came from a vessel or a bead, though the latter might be more
probable.

Results
Fig IV.1

Vessel glass

Three items of Roman vessel glass are present but it is doubtful in all cases whether they represent the use of
glass vessels on this site. SF019 is a fragment of a blue/green prismatic bottle (Price and Cottam 1998,194-
200). This was a very common type of glass container in use from the later first century to the earlier third
century. This fragment is triangular and the short edge preserves a sharp cutting edge. The use of bottle
fragments as raw material to be flaked like flint is a regular feature of Romano-British glass assemblages. This
fragment does not show the careful flaking as often seen, but it could well have been present on the site as a
result of this type of use rather than indicating commodities were arriving on the site in bottles. SF164 is a rim
fragment of a blue/green vessel that had an out-turned folded rim. It is too small for a rim diameter to be
calculated but it probably did not come from a vessel with a small rim diameter such as a jug, flask or bottle. It
is more likely to have come from a jar or a bowl. The blue/green colour would indicate a first to third century
date. The folding of the rim has left a small void running through the length of the piece. No deliberate
evidence of cutting or flaking can be seen, but the piece is so regular that it might be surmised that this fragment
has been re-used as a bead. Certainly the edge of the side is much smoother and much closer to the edge of the
rim than is normally the case from an accidentally break.

The third fragment (SF016) is also a very regular rectangular body fragment that has been subject to heat so that
all the edges are now fire-rounded. Again the combination of features is unusual on accidentally broken
fragments, possibly suggesting that the fragment was being exploited here as raw material to manufacture other
glass items such as beads. The re-use of blue/green vessel glass for the manufacture of such items has been
suggested at Cefn Cwmwd on Anglesey where melted glass waste was also found (Cool 2012) and at Parc Bryn
Cegin where only the blocks prepared for melting were recovered (Kenney 2008, 92).

Beads

Of the three deep blue beads, SF5388 is a small annular bead of an extremely long-lived type that occur in
contexts dating from the sixth century BC into the eighth century AD (Guido 1978, 67 Group Vliva) so it could
be contemporary with the proposed Iron Age date for the context. There are many problems dating minute
beads such as SF1291 as they have only started to be found with the advent of regular environmental sampling,
and of course being so small can easily be displaced in the soil by worm activity etc. They are sometimes found
in Roman contexts. A range in a variety of colours was noted at Segontium in second to very late fourth century
contexts at Segontium (Allen 1993, 227 no. 63). They were also encountered in some numbers in seventeenth
century and later contexts at Chester where they could be interpreted as materials for beaded embroidery (Cool
2008a, 302 nos. 19-22). SF1291 came from the upper fill of a pit originally attributed to the Bronze Age. It
seems highly unlikely that the bead is of such an early date because glass is an extremely rare find so early.
Were this feature to have a secure Bronze Age date, this little bead would be of great interest.
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SF6464 is a fragment from what was probably a globular beads. During the Roman period such beads are
commonest in the fourth century, though they are occasionally found in the second and third centuries. It should
be noted though that relatively undiagnostic globular beads have a long history appearing again in the late post
medieval and modern periods so a fragment such as this cannot be assigned to the Roman period with total
certainty.

The final bead (SF001), unfortunately found unstratified but located just south-east of roundhouse B, is the most
closely dateable item to be considered here. It is a frit melon bead in use in Britain on Roman sites between the
mid first and mid second century (see for example Crummy 1983, 30). On military sites of that date they are
extremely common and such a site may well have been where this example originally came from. On a site such
as Parc Cybi, of course, there is no way of knowing how long such an exotic item might have been curated. In
my experience frit melon beads generally show high degrees of wear with much of the glaze worn off and
sometimes only preserved in the spaces between the gadroons. Some of this ‘wear’ may be the result of adverse
soil conditions, but it is rare to find a melon bead where the glaze is so well preserved as on SF001, suggesting
that perhaps it was looked after more carefully than it would have been on most Roman sites.

Gaming counter

SF6175 is a plano-convex object with a smooth upper face and a pitted lower face. This is the shape of purpose
made glass counters and these often have pitted bases like that of SF6175 (see for example Crummy 1983, 92
fig. 95). SF6175 was found within the roundhouse where there was evidence of high temperature industry and
the suggestion has been made in the project design that this was a waste droplet. In my experience waste on
glass working sites does not normally form this regular shape and so the item should probably be regarded as a
finished object. Gaming counters are another artefact that is very common on military sites, but it seems
unlikely that SF6175 was one of those and acquired in the same way as the melon bead was. Roman glass
gaming counters tend to be larger. The set (or sets) found in a late first century cremation burial at Gloucester
show the normal range of sizes (Cool 2008, 106, Table 5.2). As can be seen there, though small counters of
13mm diameter are known, the average diameter is 15-16mm. Not only is this ‘counter’ smaller than the
normal gaming counters but it is also an unusual colour. It is made of translucent deep blue glass with a small
amount of opaque white visible. Roman glass gaming counters of the first to second centuries are
overwhelmingly either ‘black’ or white. The rare occurrences of other colours are made in opaque glass, not
translucent as here.

It is uncertain whether the bichrome nature of the piece was deliberate as there is no attempt to make any
decorative pattern and only a very small amount of white glass is present. The appearance might have come
about if polychrome vessel glass was being re-used. The deep blue glass vessels decorated with opaque white
marvered streaks and dots are which not uncommon in Claudio-Neronian or early Flavian assemblages might
produce the effect seen here. It is very possible that this piece is of local manufacture, just as the similar
‘counter’ from Parc Bryn Cegin appears to be (Kenney 2008, 92). That too was unusual in being made of
blue/green glass, though at 15mm its diameter falls more into the normal size range for Roman glass gaming
counters. What these local ‘counters’ were used for is unknown, but SF6175 is certainly of a size and colour that
would be appropriate for a setting in an item of jewellery.

Conclusions

Three fragments of vessel glass, four beads and one counter were recovered. The vessel glass can be broadly
dated to the first to third centuries but each fragment shows re-working indicative of the pieces not having been
used on site as vessels, but rather have being exploited at raw material. The beads include one frit melon bead of
first to second century date and the counter is likely to be contemporary.

Though the quantity is not great, the small group has the potential to throw light on what the inhabitants found a
use for amongst the range of Roman material culture available to them. As such it will contribute to broader
synthetic studies of the interaction between native and 'Roman’ in the region.

References

Allen, D. 1993. ‘Roman glass’, in Casey et al, 219-28.

Casey, P.J., Davies, J.L. and Evans, J. 1993. Excavations at Segontium (Caernarfon) Roman Fort, 1975-1979,
CBARR 90 (London)

Cool, H.EE.M. 2008a. ‘Glass and frit beads and ornaments’, in Garner, 302-303.

Cool, H. 2008b. ‘The small finds’, in Simmonds et al, 104-15.

Cool, H. 2012. “Glass’, in Cuttler et al (eds) 2012, 152

153



Crummy, N., 1983, The Roman Small Finds from Excavations in Colchester 1971-9, Colchester Archaeol. Rep.
2, (Colchester)
Cuttler, R., Davidson, A. and Hughes, G., 2012. A Corridor Through Time: The Archaeology of the AS55
Anglesey Road Scheme, Oxbow Books, Oxford
Garner, D. 2008. Excavations at Chester: 25 Bridge Street 2001, Archaeological Service Excavations & Survey
Report 14 (Chester)
Guido, M. 1978. The Glass Beads of the Prehistoric and Roman Periods in Britain and Ireland, Rep. Res.
Comm. Soc. Ant. London 35, (London).
Kenney, J. 2008. 'Recent excavations at Parc Bryn Cegin, Llandygai, near Bangor, North Wales', Archaeologia
Cambrensis 157, 9-142.
Price, J. and Cottam, S. 1998. Romano-British Glass Vessels: a Handbook, CBA Practical Handbook in
Archaeology 14 (York).
Simmonds, A., Marquez-Grant, N. and Loe, L. 2008. Life and Death in a Roman City. Excavation of a Roman

Cemetery with a Mass Grave at 120-122 London Road, Gloucester, Oxford Archaecology Monograph 6

(Oxford)

Catalogue of Roman and early glass

Find
No.
001

016

019

164

1291

4153
5388

6175

6464

Context Area

90002

90002

90002

90424

10003

70293
92946

80859

80846

B2

B2

B2

B2

B1

12
F1

K9b

K9b

Description

Melon bead. Frit preserving turquoise glaze in good
condition, with wear on one side. Cylindrical perforation,
even gadroons

Body fragment. Pale blue/green; Rectangular fragment,
heat affected and edges rounded.

Prismatic bottle; body fragment. Now triangular, short
edge may have been deliberately converted to a sharp
edge.

Rim fragment possibly re-used as a bead. Blue/green.
Rim edge outbent, possibly horizontally, edge bent down
and in with small void running through; side neatly
broken at edge of rim. The whole now of an
approximately square outline

Annular bead. Translucent deep blue glass.

Chip; deep blue translucent glass. One smooth surface
Annular bead; approximately one quarter extant. Deep
translucent blue glass. Irregular section.

Counter. Translucent deep blue glass with a streak and a
fleck of opaque white glass flush with the surface, but
not giving the appearance of having been separately
applied and marvered smooth. Plano-convex with pitted
base

Bead; half extant. Translucent deep blue glass. Slightly
squashed spherical.
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Dimensions

Diameter 20mm, length
17.5mm.

20 x 12.5mm, thickness
2mm.
43 x 30mm, thickness
7mm

10x9mm, maximum
thickness 5.5mm

Diameter 2mm, length
Imm, perforation
diameter lmm.

3.5x3 x2mm

Original diameter c.
8mm, maximum length
4mm, diameter 4mm.
Diameter 12 x 11mm,
thickness 5.5

Diameter 4mm, length
3mm, perforation
diameter 1.5mm.
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Part V: Knapped stone objects

Part V.1: Flint, Chert and Crystal Quartz Knapped Stone
George Smith

Figs V.1.1-V.1.9

For assessment report see Kenney et al 2011

Introduction

These knapped stone objects, comprising almost 2000 pieces, came from an extensive area of landscape, which
excavation has shown includes numerous focuses of human activity in periods ranging from the Later
Mesolithic to the 19" century AD. In order to approach this widespread material it is studied firstly, in terms of
the field area within which it was found and secondly, within these areas, from identified layers or features that
provide the possibility of meaningful assemblages, perhaps with associated pottery, other stone artefacts,
environmental evidence and radiocarbon dating.

Raw material
The knapped stone raw material mainly consists of flint and black chert with smaller amounts of crystal quartz
and grey chert, with a few flakes of vein quartz, quartzite and Graig Lwyd stone (Table V.1.1).

Table V.1.1 Numbers of recorded knapped lithic pieces by raw material

Material No. from hand No. from
excavation sieved

collection

Flint 628 375

Black chert 456 297

Grey chert 9 6

Crystal quartz 38 87

Vein Quartz 15 2

Quartzite 4 3

Graig Lwyd 8 8

Flint is available locally only as pebbles from the glacial drift or from residual deposits on beaches. Most are
quite small and sub-rounded pebbles, which can only be worked by the anvil technique, which produces small,
flat scalar flakes, often bipolar (with two impact points) as well as irregular waste fragments. Occasional larger
pieces of only partially rolled nodules of flint also occur in the drift, with whitish cortex and therefore not much
rolled, up to 3-4 inches diameter, as described by Greenly (1919, 777) as probably derived from sub-sea chalk
beds between Anglesey and Lancashire, and these could be worked normally. The black chert varies in quality
from quite fine to coarse, with most being coarse of poor flaking quality. Most of that used is from cobbles from
the glacial drift or from beaches, probably originating in Ireland (ibid, 715). Greenly also said that on the
northern coast, between Cemaes and Bull Bay are ‘... hard bands, an inch or so thick of clean black chert that
breaks quite smooth and conchoidally’ (ibid, 406) and this could also have been a source. Tabular black chert,
but coarse and of poor flaking quality can also be obtained from in situ deposits exposed in the limestone cliffs
around Benllech and Red Wharf Bay of south-ecast Anglesey. However, there was no shortage of pebbles and
cobbles of black chert locally. The grey chert is of similar quality to the black chert and similarly derived from
the glacial drift. The coarse chert is predominant and can only be worked by means of strong blows from a
heavy hammer, producing irregular flakes with pronounced bulbs. Further working is generally limited to edge
retouching of suitably sharp, if irregular flakes, there is no controlled working of cores. The availability of only
poor raw material, with the need for anvil working of small flint pebbles and the irregular products of working
the coarse chert means that the debitage is difficult to study and the resulting tools are mostly casual, and only
occasionally classifiable and datable.

Methods

A considerable quantity of soil, particularly from pits, was processed by flotation for palacobotanical remains.
This also produced an enhanced collection of smaller lithic pieces. For instance, this explains the larger number
of crystal quartz pieces from the sieved collection, since crystal quartz only occurs in very small sizes. It did not
produce an enhanced collection of the smaller Later Mesolithic objects, showing that the hand collection
generally here was a reliable record of knapped stone activity (Woodward 1978). The sieving did collect very
small waste flakes or flake fragments of flint, mainly around maximum dimension of 5Smm and recorded as
microfragments, of which there were 538. They are distinguished from ‘chips’, which were waste flakes or flake

155



fragments of ¢. 10mm maximum dimensions. The microfragments were all studied at 10X magnification but
were not recorded in any detail and are not quantified in tables, as their presence or absence was dependent on
the sampling program and not otherwise meaningful. However, examination of the microfragments was useful
in that it showed that no microburins were present, so did not suggest any more extensive Later Mesolithic
presence. Most of the microfragments appeared to be the residue from secondary flaking during the production
of retouched tools but some must have been just fragments from primary flaking. There were few
microfragments of black chert, which is a tough material, not conducive to finer flaking but which tends to
shatter, producing many irregular fragments.

The areas in which lithic and other objects were collected and recorded were those of former field boundaries
and so of irregular size but provide a general view of the distribution of material (Table V.1.2). This shows that
there was a low general distribution of knapped lithics but with concentrations in three areas, B2, E and H. As
described below, Areas E and H both contained other clear evidence of activity related to the lithics, but Area
B2 was most notable for an extensive Iron Age settlement. However, there were some stratigraphically earlier
features in Area B2 and the presence there of numerous knapped lithics shows that this earlier activity was of
some significance but difficult to interpret because of the amount of later disturbance.

Table V.1.2 General distribution of recorded lithics by area

Area Flint Black Grey Crystal Vein Quartzite  Graig
chert chert quartz quartz Lwyd

B1 22 34 1 1

B2 142 86 2 13 4

B3 4 2

D3 43 7 4 1

E 206 41 2 9

F 24 10 2 1 1

G 2

H 279 444 8 74 4 1 12

1 51 11 4 2

1A 46 23 1

J1/32 74 28 2 1

J3 19 12

K1 13 13 1 1

K4 1

K5 6 1 6

K7 13 18

K9 23 14

L3 3 3 1

M2 3 8 8

M4 21 11 1 1

A cautionary view needs to be taken of the general distribution of knapped lithics because more must have
originally existed as a surface scatter, incorporated into the topsoil, and much of that would have been removed
during the initial soil removal prior to excavation. Most of what was recorded therefore was that within
surviving soil layers or from pits and post-holes. The assemblages from such pits do not necessarily provide a
full picture of the range of periods of activity present as shown by the comparison of flint surface scatters with
assemblages from underlying Early Neolithic pits in Norfolk (Healy, 1983).

The records were added to an Access database, which had been created for the Assessment phase of the project.
That had recorded general type, specific type and raw material. Further details were added as part of the full
analysis from a standardised set of descriptive terms, such as colour, technology attributes, measurements and
comments. The catalogue forming appendix V.1.1 below is generated from this database.

After recording the lithic pieces a selection was made of examples to illustrate, by photograph or drawing, and
for further specialist study of use wear. The latter selection included examples of different retouched tool types
and of different materials. It also included examples of unretouched pieces that had some possible evidence of
utilisation in the form of microchipping or gloss, as well as a number of flakes that had no visible evidence of
utilisation. The optical microscopic and Scanning Electron Microscope (SEM) use wear study (Debert, this
volume, part V.2) provided a greater depth of evidence for interpretation of function. In some cases it showed
that macro identification by form was not always correct. For instance, scraping is usually identified by typical
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scraper forms with steep edge retouch. The use wear study showed that some sharper edges, recorded as cutting
edges, had actually been used with a scraping motion. The study of unretouched flakes with no visible use wear
showed that up to half of these had been utilised, mainly for cutting purposes. When projected to the whole site
assemblages this extends dramatically the amount of activity represented. The use wear study also extended the
interpretative possibilities by identifying the degree of hardness/softness of the material being worked on and so
suggesting the types of material and activity, from hard materials such as bone or antler to soft materials such as
meat or plants. The selection for use-wear analysis was of about 100 objects, so quite a small sample out of a
total of some 2000 objects, but the results were valuable. The implications for interpretation are incorporated in
the discussions, where relevant.

Later Mesolithic Activity (Fig. V.1.1)

Four or possibly five flint, narrow blade, microlithic points were recovered. Two are convex-backed pieces,
sf947 and sf909, one, sf4534.2, is a lanceolate and one, sf4194, is a scalene triangle, all probably part of
composite projectile points of a type that indicate a Later Mesolithic date, between c. 7500-4000 cal BC. The
other, sf4439, a fragment only, is straight backed, retouched on one side and is not conclusively a microlithic
point so is not necessarily Mesolithic. It came from the fill of a possibly Bronze Age ditch, below the structures
of the Iron Age roundhouse settlement in Areas B2 and F1 and so an alternative identification is a possibility.
sf4194 came from the fill of a Post-medieval ditch in Area B2. Object sf947 was found in cleaning the top of the
gravelly subsoil in Area E, near to burnt mound activity area PRN 31582. The remaining two pieces, sf909,
from Area E (Hollow) and sf4534.2, from Area H may have come from in situ contexts and deserve more
attention.

Object sf909. Area E (Hollow). (Fig. V.1.1) This is a complete and perfectly made example, convex-backed
with retouch on two sides, made from light grey-brown flint, 20mm long, 4mm wide and 2mm deep, probably
made on the tip of a blade. It came from cleaning the subsoil surface beneath other deposits in Area E (Hollow).
The same context, although extending over a wide area produced several other lithic pieces, comprising two
pieces of worked black chert and 14 pieces of flint. The flint objects included the microlith (Fig. V.1.1), two
thumbnail scrapers, an end scraper (sf853, Fig. V.1.5), a piercer, an utilised cutting piece and a core reject as
well as flakes. These other objects are, typologically, unlikely to be associated with the microlith, which is
therefore an isolated find, and if part of a projectile point could be a chance hunting loss. There was some
additional slight evidence of further activity in this period, shown by a charred hazelnut shell in the fill of a
small natural hollow, 31608, 7.5m to the north, which produced a radiocarbon date in the second half of the 5t
millennium cal BC (SUERC-83278). The microlith was also examined microscopically for use wear, producing
an interesting result. Cutting wear was identified along the long edge of the piece, indicating that it might have
been mounted as part of a compound cutting tool, not a projectile. The wear type suggested use on medium or
medium soft material, such as dry hide, grasses or other fibrous plants (Debert, this volume, part V.2).

Object sf4534.2, Area H. (Fig. V.1.1) This is an incomplete piece, made on the broken-off tip of a blade and is
not certainly a Mesolithic point by type. The snap is not obviously an impact fracture, or a micro-burin snap.
The fine, vertical edge-retouch serves only to shape the piece, creating a symmetric, lanceolate overall shape. It
is of yellow-brown flint, incomplete length, 15mm, probably about 20mm long originally, 5Smm wide and 2mm
deep. It came from a short, shallow linear feature, 50412, near to the Early Neolithic building in Area H, but not
stratigraphically related to it. The fill also contained a denticulate of black chert (4532, Fig. V.1.1) and a flint
core from a pebble, 24mm long by 12mm wide by 8mm deep, which had produced at least two small blades.
The presence of this small blade core together with the microlith does suggest that this may be a Mesolithic
feature. Denticulates are also a common feature of Later Mesolithic assemblages, although not specifically so.
The microlith was also studied microscopically for use wear, which identified scraping use of the steeply
retouched edge (Fig. V.1.1) but only short term, so no material use could be suggested. It is possible that the
scraping wear derived from the method of creation of the steep retouch, which, being a blunting retouch,
probably served as backing for mounting the piece in a wooden haft.

Discussion

Mesolithic period lithics occur almost entirely as surface scatters, and so exist today in or immediately below
the topsoil. In areas of agricultural use this lithic material will be incorporated into the ploughsoil. Area H was
relatively well-preserved archaeologically and so it seems that the very small amount of evidence of Mesolithic
activity there was representative of what was ever there. The same can be said for the evidence from Area E
(Hollow), where there was an area of preserved old land surface. The occurrence of other isolated finds are in
areas where the topsoil has been disturbed by agriculture and where we do not know how many lithics were
present in the topsoil. On the whole though, from the very low occurrence of recognisable pieces it is probably
unlikely that there was any more extensive surface scatter of Mesolithic flint and chert working. Mesolithic flint
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scatters around the west coast of Britain are generally found in coastal locations (where flint pebbles could be
obtained), often on prominent headlands, e¢.g. Nab Head, Pembrokeshire (David, 2007) and where streams or
rivers debouch onto the coast e.g. Rhuddlan, Denbighshire (Quinnell and Blockley 1994). One radiocarbon date
from a buried surface in Area B2 produced a radiocarbon date from a piece of probable birch bark of c. 8200-
7800 cal BC (KIA40119). This might at least indicate that the area was birch woodland during this period and
topographically not one where one would expect to find a focus of Mesolithic period activity, i.e. close to a
fresh water supply or to a beach with a supply of flint. Pollen analysis of peat deposits from a bog close this
location were analysed as part of the Trefignath chambered tomb excavation (Greig 1987). This showed that the
late glacial flora was dominated by birch, willow and juniper, which was followed by a landscape of birch and
grassland before developing into a forest maximum of oak and elm. It was this forest that would have been
encountered by the first transient Mesolithic visitors to the area.

Area Bl
This was an extensive linear area with very few archaeological features apart from one group of pits.

The lithic material is divided into those from firstly the General area: Unstratified material from the ploughsoil
and scattered unassigned features, and secondly from Pit group PRN 31592: Stratified fills of pits.

B1 General area
The small number of objects are summarised in Table V.1.3. The most notable features are that scalar pieces are

absent and that all three retouched pieces are thumbnail scrapers.

Table V.1.3 Knapped lithic objects from B1, General area
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Pit group PRN 31592
The small number of objects are summarised in Table V.1.4.
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Discussion

The fills of these pits included amounts of charcoal and some metalworking debris, considered to be possibly
intrusive. The pits might therefore be prehistoric, as represented by the presence of the lithics. The scatter of
lithic objects from the general area may also be associated with the activity represented by the pits. There is
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nothing easily diagnostic of period within the lithic objects from the general area or pits. Flint and chert were
used in similar quantities. The cores from the general area comprised one scalar of flint and one of tabular chert.
That from the pit fill is of flint and scalar. The objects were scattered thinly through all the pits and show that a
small amount of secondary working was taking place. The pits produced only two worked pieces, a flint
thumbnail scraper made on a split pebble and a casually retouched piece, a cutting tool made by fine inverse
retouch on one sharp edge of a flat, scalar flint flake. The lithic material from the wider area is very slight
considering the large size of the area. The three retouched pieces are all thumbnail scrapers made on small flint
split pebbles. The few complete flakes of both flint and chert are all broad (Length/Breadth less than 1:1). Broad
flakes and the presence only of thumbnail scrapers, suggest that the scatter in this area is all of post-Neolithic
origin. The presence of several scrapers would normally suggest domestic, settled activity but the small amount
of lithic material overall seems more likely to be from transitory activity. In fact radiocarbon dates from three of
the pits in this group have produced calibrated dates centred on the first century BC to first century AD
suggesting that the small amount of lithic material is only residual in these contexts.

Areas B2 and F1 Stone-walled roundhouse settlement (Fig. V.1.9)

B2 General area, East area, Laneside and Pen-y-lon

These finds, summarised in Table V.1.5, are aggregated from four widespread areas, all regarded as of mainly
post-medieval activity. Nevertheless, there is a substantial number of lithic finds and the immediate indication is
that somewhere here was a focus of prehistoric activity, as well as perhaps a more widespread scatter. Most
notable is the presence of numerous retouched pieces but very little waste material. This is surprising because
there are several cores. There are relatively few objects of black chert and very few scalar pieces, which
suggests a relatively late period of activity, when some better quality flint had been sourced, in contrast to the
Early Neolithic assemblages from Trefignath (Smith and Lynch 1987) and the building in Area H at Parc Cybi
(see below). The cores, summarised in Table V.1.6, however, are small and could only have produced small
flakes.

Table V.1.5 Summary of lithics from B2 General area, East area, Laneside and Pen-y-lon
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Table V.1.6 Cores from B2 General area
Single Two Bifacial, Prismatic Irregular Scalar Fragment Reject
direction direction Flat
Flint - - - - - 1 - 1
Black 1 1 - - 2 - - 1

chert

159



Table V.1.7 Retouched pieces from B2 General area

Edge —retouched
knife
Narrow blade

microlith
Casually retouched

— Unclassified
unclassified

Flint
Black chert

—_—

1t Scraper thumbnail
+— Utilised piece, cutting

1t Scraper, end
— + Scraper, side
1 ™ Spurred piece
— + Nosed piece

The retouched pieces and utilised pieces are summarised in Table V.1.7. Although scrapers are the most
numerous (e.g. sf643) there is a variety of types, including two edge-retouched knives, one of flint (sf307) and
one of black chert (sf554), indicating a domestic settlement area with a variety of tasks being performed. Both
sf307 and sf554, as well as a spurred piece, sf309 were studied for use-wear (Debert, this volume, part V.2).
Surprisingly this suggested a different use for each of these than that suggested by form alone. All three had
edges identified as having scraping wear, sf307 with use on medium or medium hard material and sf554 on hard
material. The spurred piece was recorded with use on medium or medium soft material. None of these pieces are
properly diagnostic of period by type apart from the narrow-blade microlith sf4194 (Fig. V.1.1), of Later
Mesolithic type. This seems to have been an isolated casual loss as there is no evidence of other objects that
might be of that period amongst the rest of the assemblage. All of the complete flakes of flint and chert are
broad, none of blade or narrow blade proportions. That, and the low proportion of chert used and of few scalar
pieces, shows a later period of activity than the Early Neolithic material below the Trefignath chambered tomb
(Healey 1987) and from the similar period activity at the building in area H at Parc Cybi (see below). A small
number of lithic pieces have also been found in a stratified context beneath the Iron Age settlement within Area
B2 (Phase 1, see below) and a Bronze Age date has been suggested for that activity but no pottery has been
found to confirm that.

B2 Pre- Roundhouse settlement contexts: Phase 1

Table V.1.8 Summary of lithics from Pre-Roundhouse settlement Phase 1
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Table V.1.8 summarises the few lithic pieces that were stratified below the floors or structure of roundhouses A,
B, C and D and therefore regarded as belonging to a separate and earlier phase of activity, being recorded as
Phase 1. This activity, associated with several shallow ditches, has been interpreted as possibly of the Later
Bronze Age on the basis of the find of a gold hair ring of that period. However, three radiocarbon dates from the
old ground surface are widely differing, being from the Later Mesolithic, Later Neolithic and Early Bronze Age,
inferring that there was some activity here at various periods.

The three cores comprise a core fragment of flint and a two rejects of black chert. The retouched pieces of flint
comprise an obliquely blunted piece, a thumbnail scraper (sf507, Fig. V.1.9), a spurred piece and a fragment of
a probable serrated piece. The one chert piece is an end scraper. The one flint utilised piece is a cutting tool.
This small group compares well in character with the more widespread lithics from the general area described
above, with a high proportion of retouched to waste pieces. This shows that some particular tasks were taking
place in this area rather than it being just a lithic knapping area. Overall, the lithic pieces are not usefully
diagnostic as to the period of activity represented, apart from the one Later Mesolithic piece. These objects can
be compared to some of those from the adjoining area F1, which were also recorded as Phase 1 (see below).
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B2 Roundhouse settlement Iron Age contexts

Table V.1.9 Summary of lithics from Iron Age occupation contexts
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The assemblage is summarised in Table V.1.9. The cores all rejects or fragments. There are very few complete
waste flakes compared to fragments and this can probably be put down to the residual nature of the pieces and
the resulting trample damage. Of the few complete flakes all but two are broad and only two are of blade
proportions. The four flint retouched pieces are all small thumbnail scrapers e.g. sf352, sf550 and sf643 (Fig.
V.1.9), while the one of black chert is a denticulate. The two casually retouched black chert pieces are a
denticulate and an unclassified piece. The two utilised pieces of flint are both cutting tools and the one of black
chert is unclassified.

In general, this small assemblage is of a domestic nature with very little evidence of on-site lithic working.
There are no unusual features that might suggest later use or re-use as part of the Iron Age settlement. Neither
are there any pieces that allow close dating. It is similar to the assemblage from the wider area here and
probably part of a low intensity spread of activity related to the focus of activity in Area E although, as
described above, because of some differences in the assemblage, it might be of a different and perhaps later
phase.

Area F1 (Fig. V.1.9)

This area contained pits and post-holes without pottery, but considered as belonging to activity associated with
the Iron Age roundhouse settlement. The area is considered in two parts, firstly, those objects residual in clearly
later contexts and secondly, objects recorded as predating the round house settlement and therefore probably in
situ and equivalent to Phase 1 in Area B2.

Residual in later contexts

Table V.1.10 Knapped lithic objects from F1 residual in later contexts
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These are summarised in Table V.1.10. The retouched pieces comprise a convex scraper neatly made on the end
of a large snapped blade (sf798), a thumbnail scraper on a small split pebble and two spurred pieces e.g. sf2348,
which is made on a scalar flake. There was also one casually retouched piece, which is a small flake with
irregular alternate retouch. The two utilised pieces are both cutting tools. One is an unusually large and fine
flake with microchipping and gloss on a sharp edge, sf807, the other is a blade mid segment with microchipping
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and gloss on a sharp edge. There was also one flake from a polished axe of Graig Lwyd stone, sf4338 (Fig.
V.1.2). It is quite large, 58mm long, with facets retaining original polished axe surface. From its shape it is
possibly the blade of an axe snapped-off in use, rather than being a flake from a re-worked axe.

Lithics from the Pre-lron Age roundhouse Phase 1

Table V.1.11 Knapped lithic objects from F1/FW Phase 1 contexts
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Although this is a very small assemblage it has several retouched and utilised pieces despite a lack of waste
pieces. The three retouched pieces include a possible narrow-blade microlithic point, sf4439 (Fig. V.1.1),
straight backed and retouched only on one side. The larger pieces comprise a convex end scraper and a
thumbnail scraper. The convex scraper is made on finer than usual flint and very fresh, with no wear evidence. It
is of a slightly extended shape, which can be characteristic of Mesolithic scrapers. The thumbnail scraper is
made on a split pebble. The utilised piece is a possible scraper, consisting of microchipping on a steep edge of a
scalar piece, but could be just trample damage.

D3 Pit group PRN 31574 (Fig. V.1.6)
This comprised a pit group and hearth with Later Neolithic Grooved Ware pottery, possibly representing the
remains of a small settlement area, of which the structural evidence is lost.

Table V.1.12 Summary of lithics from Pit group PRN 31574
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The waste pieces are predominantly of flint (flint to chert ratio 29:6), which is mainly a mid-grey colour. One
core is scalar and one just a fragment.

There are five retouched pieces, which is a high proportion of retouched to waste pieces (C. 1:6) and these are
mainly of a domestic nature, two scrapers, one edge retouched knife (sf1652) and one piercer (sf4452.1).
Similarly there are three utilised pieces, which are all cutting tools. The exception is the possible butt of a chisel-
shaped arrowhead, a thick fragment with steep retouch along one straight blunt edge (sf1963.8). This and three
of the other retouched pieces are made on scalar flakes showing the small size of the flint raw material available.
The longest piece is only 36mm. Nevertheless, there are some narrow flakes showing quite controlled working.
If sf1963.8 is from a chisel arrowhead it is a type that is found over a considerable period from Grooved Ware
contexts (Green 1984, 33) through to Beaker contexts, e.g. at Bryn yr Hen Bobl, Anglesey (Hemp 1935) and fits
with the pottery and the early third millennium Cal BC radiocarbon dates from the pit group here. It is
interesting that the flint tools here used only poor, locally available raw material, whereas better quality,
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imported flint, from England, was found in Middle and Later Neolithic contexts at Parc Bryn Cegin, Bangor,
only 30km away from Parc Cybi (Kenney, et al, 2008, 46-7). However, the predominantly mid-grey colour of
the flint provides a contrast with the flint used in areas E and H, which is predominantly yellow-brown, and
suggests that there may have been different sources of drift material in different periods. That could have
occurred as coastal exposures changed due to erosion.

This is a small assemblage, but from discrete and dated contexts. It is mainly a domestic assemblage which fits
with the identification of one of the pits as a hearth and the presence in one of a rubbing or grinding stone. Five
pieces were selected for use wear study (Debert, this volume, part V.2). Two, including the edge retouched knife
sf1652, had no use wear. The object recorded as a piercer, sf4452, was identified as a fragment of a larger piece
that had a scraping wear on medium to medium soft material, such wood, dry hide or fibrous plants. Two
objects recorded as utilised flakes were both identified as used for cutting, both with some polish. Only one had
identifiable material of use, that being medium soft, such as dry hide or fibrous plants.

Area E (Hollow) PRN 18406, Neolithic open settlement area (Fig. V.1.5)

A few lithic pieces were found in unstratified or post-medieval contexts in the general area here. These were all
flint comprising four flakes or fragments, one scalar core, one retouched piece, a combined spurred piece and
cutting tool (sf916.1) and two utilised pieces, both cutting tools. The main lithic assemblage, however, came
from an extensive hollow that preserved an old land surface or relict soil, in which were pits, hearths, post-holes
and stake-holes. Some of the latter formed arcs and probably represent structures. That area of activity has been
interpreted as a well-used or re-visited temporary settlement site. Considerable quantities of flints and pottery
were present in the relict soil. More pottery was found in the pits, but relatively few lithics. The pottery is
mainly of Early Neolithic type but some is probably Beaker. In addition one pit produced a Later Mesolithic
radiocarbon date and from elsewhere nearby came one Later Mesolithic convex-backed microlith (See Later
Mesolithic Activity, above). Three radiocarbon dates of ¢. 3700-3400 Cal BC, give a good reference for a main
period of Early Neolithic activity while a single date from pit 31509 of c. 2300-2000 Cal BC would fit with a
Beaker period of activity. There were only 14-16 sherds of Beaker pottery, mainly from the relict soil (31025).
Only two cut features produce Beaker pottery and these did not contain any lithics. It is clear then that this is
assemblage is predominantly of a single period. However, this will be considered in three parts: 1. Objects from
within discrete features, 2. Objects from the relict soil and 3. Objects from cleaning over the surface of the
subsoil. In addition there were a few unstratified pieces of flint and black chert from the ploughsoil in the
general area, which included two utilised flake cutting tools.

1. Obijects from discrete features

Of the numerous features, of varying types, including natural hollows, hearths, and probable small post-holes
and stake-holes only a few produced lithics and these are summarised in Table V.1.13. Only one feature, pit
31595, an unusual, vee-section, elongated feature produced a significant number of lithics and these will be
described separately.

a. Miscellaneous small features within and close to the relict soil hollow

Table V.1.13 Summary of lithics from small features within and close to the relict soil hollow
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There are two cores, one bidirectional and one irregular. The retouched pieces comprise two thumbnail scrapers,
two edge-retouched knives and cutting tool. The one utilised piece is also a cutting tool. One of the edge-
retouched knives (sf5373) is a fragment, which joins with another piece (sf5364) found in the relict soil into
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which some of these features were cut. This unusually long flint blade has use wear and gloss on the cutting
edge (Fig. V.1.5). There is also another large edge-retouched piece (sf5374.1), found in a stake-hole, which
appears to have been made from the same, light grey, rolled flint nodule as sf5364/5373.

Although a small assemblage this is notable for the high proportion of flint retouched and utilised pieces to flint
waste, C. 1:3 and although there is some chert, the absence of any secondarily worked chert pieces. These

objects, overall, indicate a living area, with a range of domestic tool types, but that very little actual lithic
working took place on-site.

b. Lithics from Pit 31595

Table V.1.14 Summary of lithics from Pit 31595
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The only retouched piece here (Table V.1.14) is a cutting tool. Although there are several pieces from this
single, discrete feature the assemblage is not helpful in dating or interpreting the feature. It seems likely to be
material incorporated by chance in a feature of domestic use in an area of varied activity.

2. Objects from the relict soil, Contexts 603 and 31025

Table V.1.15 Summary of lithics from the relict soil
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This context produced a significant number of lithic pieces and the bulk of the assemblage from this area (Table
V.1.15). The flint cores comprise three irregular and one fragment. The one grey chert core is scalar and the
crystal quartz core is a reject.

Only 8 of the 24 complete flint flakes can be classified as blades, i.e. over 2.0 length/breadth proportions, while
8 are predominantly ‘broad’, i.e. under 1.0 length/breadth proportions (Table V.1.16). This is somewhat
different to what might be expected, since Earlier Neolithic assemblages are characterised by narrower flakes
than later assemblages. This can perhaps be put down to the small size and quality of the available raw material.
It is also likely that the objects in the relict soil may have been damaged by the amount of later activity, and
longer flakes are more vulnerable to such damage, reducing their apparent presence. However, this is
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contradicted by the fact that the proportion of complete flakes to flake fragments is the same that as in the single
period assemblage from the Early Neolithic building in Area H (see below).

Table V.1.16 Length/Breadth index for all complete waste flint flakes from the relict soil 31025

L/B index Number
<0.5 0
0.6-1.0 8
1.1-1.5 5
1.6-2.0 3
2.1-2.5 4
2.6+ 4
Total 24

The retouched pieces are all of flint and comprise four edge-retouched knives, two piercers, one end scraper and
one possible transverse arrowhead fragment. There is also one flint casually retouched piece, a cutting tool.

The utilised pieces are unusually numerous, mainly of flint, comprising 9 cutting tools, 2 piercers, 1 angle, plus
one probable cutting tool of crystal quartz.

Discussion

This assemblage is distinctive for the near absence of chert pieces. In this it contrasts sharply with the lithic
assemblage from Early Neolithic building in area H and with that from the Early Neolithic activity at the
Trefignath chambered tomb, nearby, where, at both areas, chert predominates numerically. That is unexpected
when the pottery from area E was mainly of Early Neolithic type perhaps indicating more than one phase of
activity in that period. There is more evidence of flint working on site with four cores and a fair number of
waste pieces, but still quite a high proportion of retouched and utilised pieces, and most notably a large number
of utilised pieces. The knapping is also distinguished by a high proportion of scalar worked pieces and in this it
is similar to the assemblages from the Early Neolithic activity in Area H and at the Trefignath chambered tomb.
The retouched pieces are dominated by cutting tools, whereas scrapers usually dominate most domestic lithic
assemblages. This may have some bearing on the activities within this area, for instance fibre and net-making or
as opposed to animal hide preparation. The four edge-retouched knives are made on quite large flint flakes,
which suggest that a different source of raw material may have been known than the locally available small
pebbles. Similarly, the one casually retouched piece is a cutting tool, also made on a large flake. It has inverse
sharpening retouch along one slightly concave sharp edge (sf860, Fig. V.1.5). The retouched flakes are random
shapes, but each has a chance long sharp edge, that was minimally retouched. Object sf2269, came from the
general relict soil and has a markedly convex edge. Object sf5364 was a fragment of an unusually long, blade-
like, but thick flake edge-retouched knife, and has a fairly straight edge. The larger part, sf5373, was found in
the fill of a possible post-hole cut into the relict soil (see 1a, above). These larger pieces are made from a light
grey flint, rather different to the more usual yellow-brown or mid grey pebble flint found here, but they could all
have come from one large nodule. The piercers are neatly made, but again made with minimal trimming on
suitably chance pointed flakes, e.g. sf5146 and sf5003. The utilised pieces make use of various sized flakes with
suitably chance sharp edges, for example sf5263 or, in one case, a sharp angle, sf977. There is also one
fragment, 3mm thick, of a possible transverse, chisel or oblique arrow-head, sf5256, which is too small to
confidently identify. It could also be the tip of an edge-retouched knife or even a truncated blade. If it were a
chisel arrow-head, such pieces occur over a long time span, from ¢. 3500-2250 Cal BC (Green, 1984, 19).

3. Objects from cleaning the subsoil surface
Several numbers were given to this general context, which although described as subsoil, produced several

pieces of lithics, summarised in Table V.1.17, probably intrusive from the relict soil layer (31025).

Table V.1.17 Lithic objects from cleaning the subsoil surface
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Black 1 - - 2 - - - - - - - -
chert

The flint cores consist of one irregular and one reject. The black chert core is irregular.

The retouched pieces are all of flint and consist of one narrow blade microlith, two thumbnail scrapers, one end
scraper, one hollow scraper and one piercer. The one flint utilised piece is a cutting tool.

Like those from the relict soil above, these pieces are dominated by flint and again with a high proportion of
retouched and utilised pieces to waste. These are, in contrast, dominated by scrapers rather than cutting tools.
One of the scrapers (sf853, Fig. V.1.5) is a large, convex end scraper, quite different from the small, thumbnail
scrapers found in Area B2, and made from a mottled grey, good quality flint that may well be a deliberately
imported material. There is also one Later Mesolithic style narrow-blade microlith, sf909 (Fig. V.1.1) which
may be related to the find from a small natural hollow, 31608, 7.5m to the north, of a charred hazelnut shell,
which produced a radiocarbon date of mid to late 5™ millennium cal BC (SUERC-83278), indicating that there
was some activity here in that period.

Use Wear

Twenty six pieces from Area E were examined for use wear, 16 by optical microscope and 10 by SEM (Debert,
this volume, part V.2), eleven of flint, three of crystal quartz and two of black chert. Of the plain (unretouched)
flakes two had not been utilised, two, both of black chert, had been utilised, one for cutting and one, on two
edges, for both cutting and scraping. One of the crystal quartz flakes (sf5267, Fig. V.1.8) was also identified (by
SEM) as used for cutting, although the type of material on which it had been used could not be determined.
Several flakes had been identified as possible utilised pieces, such as sf977 and sf5263, both being confirmed by
the use wear study as cutting tools. The majority of the use wear identifications supported the initial recording
but with a few exceptions. One piece previously identified as probably utilised (as a piercer) was not utilised.
Four pieces previously identified as cutting tools actually showed scraping wear, for example sf2269 and
sf5374. The suggested materials on which the studied objects had been used were varied. Three scrapers and
four cutting tools had been used on medium soft to soft materials (such as dry hide, fresh hide, meat, fibrous or
non-fibrous plants), one scraper on medium to medium hard material (such as wood, reeds or fresh antler) and
one cutting tool on medium soft to medium hard material. The long cutting tool sf5364/5373 showed SEM
evidence of wear gloss probably derived from cutting grasses but with no evidence of hafting. The use wear
study provided evidence that even very small sharp scalar flint flakes and flakes of crystal quartz had been
utilised for cutting. Several thumbnail scrapers occur here and although common their small size and probable
impossibility of hafting makes their function uncertain. Larger convex end scrapers, like sf853, have good
parallels in North American historic use for hide preparation for which smaller scrapers would be unfit (e.g.
Whittaker 1994, 287-8). Actual thumb nails come into use in cleaning stripped stems during preparation of
cordage from tree barks or fibrous plants, such as nettles (Edholm and Wilder 1995) and it is possible that
thumbnail scrapers provided a desirable replacement for that task and one which would not require hafting. The
one thumbnail scraper examined for use wear by SEM showed bidirectional scraping on medium soft to soft
material, which would include the possible use of fibrous or softer plants, providing some support for their use
in fibre cordage making.

Area E Burnt Mounds

This part of Area E contained four areas of features, PRNs 31582, 31583, 31584 and 31585, interpreted as
belonging to Burnt Mound type activity. They lie at some distance from the main ‘hollow’ of relict soil in Area
E and are described separately except for PRN 31584 which produced no lithics.
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Summary of assemblage
Table V.1.18 Knapped lithic objects from Area E Burnt mounds

v Irregular fragment
Casually retouched

Core/ fragment/
piece

reject
Core trimming
flake
1 Flake fragment
Retouched
piece/fragment
1 Utilised piece
Split pebble
fragment
' Pebble, unused
' Burnt frag

. Chip

' Flake
— Scalar piece

J—
1

\S)
1

31582  Flint
Black
chert

31583  Flint - - 1 - - - 1 - - - - - -
Black 1 - 3 1 1 - - - - - - - -
chert

31585  Flint 1 - - - - - - - - - R - -
Black - - - - - - - - - 2 - - -
chert

Burnt mound area PRN 31582 produce only two waste pieces, an unclassifiable flint core fragment and a flint
scalar fragment. One of the two retouched pieces was a flint thumbnail scraper, made on a scalar flake. It came
from a pit and could be regarded as contemporary with the burnt mound. The other piece was a Later Mesolithic
narrow blade microlithic point, sf947 (Fig. V.1.1), which came from cleaning the subsoil a few metres away
from the burnt mound and so was almost certainly unrelated.

The small burnt mound PRN 31583 was associated with two pits, 31008 and 31124. These were possibly
troughs or pit ovens and had been cut into a layer described as a ‘heat-altered relict soil’. Within this, and
therefore pre-dating the burnt mound activity, were a few waste pieces and one notable retouched piece, a large,
leaf-shaped arrow-head, sf912 (Fig. V.1.5). Use wear examination of this object by SEM (Debert, this volume,
part V.2) confirmed it as a projectile, identifying hafting wear and possible traces of resin hafting cement. Leaf-
shaped arrow-heads are mainly an Early Neolithic type, but do also occur in Middle Neolithic contexts. In
Wales leaf-shaped arrow-heads tend to be small, probably because of the small size and poor quality of the
locally available raw material. The large size of this arrow-head therefore is exceptional and suggests that it is
an imported object or one manufactured from imported flint. It falls within Green’s classification of leaf-shaped
arrow-heads as 1A, large and squat (Green 1984, 20-24). Large leaf-shaped arrow-heads are a notable
component of Middle Neolithic burials in Yorkshire (Bradley and Edmonds 1993, 181). The indication is that
they are non-utilitarian ‘fine’ objects, destined for special placement, such as with a burial. Its presence here is
therefore hard to explain as it was not in a pit or with any other associated objects of note. There was also no
indication of heat alteration of the arrow-head, despite being in a ‘heat-altered’ soil and so its presence there is
unexplained.

Area H Early Neolithic Building (PRN 31570)

The overall assemblage is summarised in Table V.1.19, including objects collected by hand from general
excavation of the layers overlying the floors of the building and from within cut features such as pits and post-
holes. Some objects were also collected from soil sampling and sieve flotation. The latter process produced a
considerable number of micro fragments, pieces of around Smm maximum dimension. The possible significance
of those objects compared to those hand collected will be considered in the discussion at the end.

Raw material

The assemblage consists of 725 pieces, of which 422 were black chert and 226 were flint. The black chert is of
variable quality, mostly coarse but a small proportion is quite fine with good conchoidal fracture. The chert is
easily available locally as pebbles and cobbles in the glacial drift and eroded out on beaches. It is discussed in
more detail in the general Introduction, above. A few pieces of grey chert are also present, also from pebbles.
All the flint, where cortex is recognisable, comes from relatively small pebbles, apart from one piece that came
from a larger, part- rolled nodule. The small, wholly-rolled pebbles must be quite ancient but Greenly (1919,
777) says that chalk flints, only partly rolled are quite common in the eastern drifts. The assemblage also
includes a small number of pieces of worked crystal quartz. Although very difficult to work, there are sufficient
pieces present to show that it was being worked, but for what purpose is less certain, because the pieces are very
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small and do not show regular conchoidal fracture. Only two pieces appear to have been secondarily worked,
see ‘Use Wear, below).

Table V.1.19 Summary of overall lithic assemblage from Area H
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Technology

The flint and chert were used quite differently. The flint originated as small pebbles, which were mainly worked
initially by splitting on an anvil, producing ‘bipolar’ flakes, and scalar pieces. However, most flakes and flake
fragments are not bipolar or scalar so, where available, larger pebbles must have been split to produce a striking
platform and then flakes removed in a normal manner. The small size of most of the available flint raw material
and the manner of its working seems to have affected the products in that an Early Neolithic assemblage, where
good quality flint is available would have a bias towards narrow, blade-like flakes (Smith 1965; Pitts and Jacobi
1979), but that is not the case here. The majority of the complete flint flakes are of the middle range of
length/breadth proportions (Table V.1.20).

Table V.1.20 Length/Breadth index for all complete waste flint flakes from PRN 31570

L/B index Number

<0.5 1

0.6-1.0 14
1.1-1.5 21
1.6-2.0

2.1-2.5 1
2.6+ 3
Total 48

The black chert is very variable in quality although more easily available than flint and in larger pieces. Most
came from pebbles from the drift, but some was tabular and may have been sourced from in situ deposits on
Anglesey. Greenly also noted that banded chert occurs in the glacial drift and said that this chert could be
matched closely near Dublin. The chert varies in texture from fine to coarse, the finest being flaked almost as
well as flint but this is rare and the majority is coarse. This can only be worked by heavy impact, and then often
breaks in an uncontrolled way, which results in many irregular waste pieces. Subsequent working is restricted to
choosing flakes with suitable sharp edges, which are then edge-retouched, rather than used to create particular
tool shapes. Examples of both chert and flint were examined for use wear but it proved difficult to classify the
material of use on the coarser chert specimens (Debert, this volume, part V.2).

Table V.1.21 Summary of core types from Area H

Single Irregular Scalar Fragment Reject
direction
Flint 2 - 3 4 1
Chert - 4 1 8 3

There are surprisingly few cores (Table V.1.21) compared to the quantity of waste, which suggests that most
primary working did not take place within the building. Similarly there are relatively few irregular fragments.
The flint cores are very small, reflecting the size of available pebbles, the longest being only 40mm.
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Nevertheless, two of these, one 30mm long, and one 24mm long, had produced blades in a systematic manner.
The latter, however was found outside the building in a shallow feature that also contained a narrow-blade
microlith (see Later Mesolithic Activity, above). The chert cores, are either part worked pebbles or irregular
blocks, the largest 71mm long. One small chert core, however, had produced some blades. Another chert core
worked from a large pebble had been struck several times in attempts at flaking and then rejected although the
resulting object could have been used as a chopping tool.

Retouched and utilised pieces (Figs V.1.3 and V.1.4)

The assemblage is dominated by edge-retouched knives and scrapers (Table V.1.22). All but one of the edge-
retouched knives are made from black chert. These are not specially shaped knives, but simply that have one
suitable sharp edge, usually slightly convex, that has been sharpened by light edge retouch (e.g. sf124, sf1000,
sf1019 and sf1087) (Fig V.1.3). In some studies these are just classified as casually retouched pieces but seem
worth identifying as to function. The scrapers are made on both flint and chert. Five of the flint scrapers are
standard convex end scrapers (e.g. sf1549) and one is a small, thumbnail scraper. The black chert scrapers,
however, are chance thick flakes that have been edge retouched with a steep edge, two on the side, one on the
end and one a hollow (sf1712.1). There are also piercers of flint (e.g. sf4539), and chert (e.g. sf4105.2), nosed
pieces (e.g. sf5964.2, of flint and sf1308-1, of chert (Figs V.1.4 and 3)), spurred pieces and one serrated piece
(sf1203.2) made on a small flint flake, with inverse retouch. The most distinctive piece, sf1117, is an ovate
form, 40mm long, classified as a bifacially retouched knife, made on a broad flint flake with partly bifacial
invasive flaking (Fig V.1.3). It could be a blank for an unfinished leaf-shaped arrowhead, rather than a knife but
either would fit with an Early Neolithic assemblage. Interestingly, use wear study produced different evidence
(see Use Wear, below).There is also one fragment of an unclassified, thin, bifacially retouched piece of flint,
which could be the tip of an ovate knife (sf4412). One other piece deserves mention, an utilised flake of crystal
quartz, sf3066 (Fig. V.1.8) from Hearth 50133 within the building. This was a larger than usual flake of crystal
quartz, a short, broad triangular flake, with microchipping on one edge and around its point. Another flake of
crystal quartz (sf1198, Fig.V.1.8) was examined for use wear and shown to have been used for scraping.

The one narrow-blade microlith, sf4534, was found outside the building in a shallow linear hollow, which also
contained a flint small blade core and a chert denticulate, but is contextually unrelated to the building (see Later

Mesolithic Activity, above).

Table V.1.22 Summary of retouched lithic pieces from Area H

Edge —retouched

knife
Microlith , narrow

blade

Flint
Black chert

—
—_

1 — Laurel leaf point
— + Denticulate

— — Nosed piece

+— Scraper thumbnail
+ — Serrated piece

&> & Spurred piece

w — Unclassified

& v Scraper
w — Piercer

—_
(=]

The casually retouched and utilised pieces (Table V.1.23), of both flint and chert, form a significant element of
the assemblage and are more numerous than retouched pieces (78:39). Identification of utilisation in the hand
specimen relates just to the visible presence of microchipping and sometimes polish. Microscopic study of some
examples showed more conclusive evidence of use and showed that other flakes had also been used (see Use
Wear, below). The great majority of pieces, overall, were cutting tools (e.g. sf5991.1, of chert (Fig V.1.3)).
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Table V.1.23 Summary of casually retouched and utilised lithic types from Area H

Casually retouched pieces Utilised pieces
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Flint - 1 1 1 - 1 27 - - -

Black chert 7 - - - 1 4 33 1 -1

Crystal 2 - - - 1 -
quartz

Axe fragments

No stone axes were found in or around the building but twelve flakes or fragments of probable axes were found,
ten of Graig Lwyd rock, one of grey chert and one of flint (Table V.1.24). These were mainly distinguished by
the presence of facets with grinding/polishing striations and were quite small flakes and not transverse, axe re-
sharpening flakes. There was no evidence that they had been chipped from the edge of an intact axe, so more
likely were the result of taking flakes from a broken axe or axes. Two of the flakes showed possible utilisation.
The flint piece also appeared to have been utilised. It has three very small facets with striations, two of which
showing that the object that it came from had two ground surfaces at an oblique angle (sf1671.1, Fig. V.1.2).
This angle makes it difficult to interpret these facets as part of an axe or other tool. The object is made from a
better quality flint than most of the knapped flint assemblage, which included one other flake of very similar
material, but which did not have any polishing striations.

Table V.1.24 Stone axe fragments from the Early Neolithic building

Material Flake Flake Flake
from axe probably probably
with fromaxe  from pebble
grinding but
striations without
striations
Graig Lwyd 8 2 2
Grey chert 1 - -
Flint 1 - -

Discussion

The predominance of chert and the use of small flint pebbles parallel the assemblage from the nearby Trefignath
chambered tomb. That consisted of 421 pieces of flint and chert, of which 131 came from the Period 1 old land
surface, regarded as belonging to an activity phase pre-dating the tomb, a horizon that produced an Early
Neolithic radiocarbon date. The similarity extends to the near absence of finer secondary working and the use of
chance irregular flakes. This use of chance shapes and of casual retouch and frequent utilisation of flakes shows
how utilitarian the Parc Cybi assemblage is. It is also certainly domestic in nature, with a variety of tool types.
Unusually, such assemblages are usually expected to be dominated by scrapers, as it was at Trefignath Period 1,
with 8 scrapers out of 14 retouched pieces (Healey 19, 57-9). Here, the low number of scrapers compared to
numerous cutting tools, which were rare in the Trefignath assemblage, suggests some difference in the type and
range of activities at each place. Serrated pieces are characteristic of Early Neolithic assemblages, but here there
is only one, although functionally their place may have been taken by the edge-retouched knives. The
assemblages are quite similar in the use of flint and chert, 1:1.4 at Trefignath and 1:1.9 at the building in Area
H, the proportions of retouched pieces to the rest is quite different. At Trefignath, retouched and utilised pieces
make up 27% of the whole flint assemblage and 8% of the chert assemblage. At the Parc Cybi building
retouched and utilised pieces make up 18% of the flint assemblage and 17% of the chert assemblage. Overall,
combining flint and chert, the proportions of retouched and utilised pieces to all objects is almost the same but at
Trefignath there were very few chert retouched pieces, despite the predominance of chert pieces overall. One
could say that there was a bias towards use of flint at Trefignath, or that chert began to be used more efficiently
at the building. The intractability of the chert and its irregular fracture leads to a proportionately larger amount

170



of unusable waste fragments. In general terms, what is notable about both assemblages is the lack of arrow
points, with none at Parc Cybi and only one at Trefignath, emphasising the domestic nature of the activities.

Use Wear

Use wear study could provide better understanding of the activities being carried out at the building and 58
pieces were selected for study (Debert, this volume, part V.2). This included objects of flint, black chert, crystal
quartz and Graig Lwyd stone, examples of retouched and utilised pieces as well as a number of flakes with no
visible use wear. A selection is shown in Fig. V.1.4. Of the examples of flakes with no visible use wear, three of
flint, two of black chert and two of Graig Lwyd stone showed no use wear. However, two flint, four black chert,
one crystal quartz (sf1198, Fig. V.1.8) and one Graig Lwyd stone (sf1013, Fig. V.1.2) did show use wear. Of
these, all but one were sharp-edged flakes used for cutting, e.g. sf1724.1. Although this is a small sample, it
suggests that around half of all unretouched flakes of reasonable size but with no visible signs of utilisation,
such as polish or microchipping, were utilised, mainly for cutting purposes. This adds to the numerical
predominance of cutting tools in the assemblage, with implications for interpretation of the activities being
carried out. Where the quality of material of use could be recognised the use wear study showed that most
cutting tools were used on medium soft to soft materials, which could include dry or fresh hide, meat, or silica-
rich soft or fibrous plants. A smaller number were used on harder materials which could include antler, bone or
wood. One distinctively large cutting tool (sf124, Fig. V.1.3) showed polish development and some gloss on
both edges, suggesting use on medium to medium soft material, soft wood, reeds, dry hide or coarse plants. The
shape of this object suggests it would have been hafted but no hafting wear was found.

Scraping was the next most common use wear identified both amongst the macro identification and those
examined for use wear. Several of these were not standard scraper forms, did not have steep ‘scraping’ retouch
and had initially been identified as cutting tools, (e.g. sf1019 and sf1087, Fig. V.1.3 and sf5964.2, Fig. V.1.4).
One of these was the invasively retouched thin ovate form (sf1117). Its sharp convex edge showed evidence of
bidirectional scraping on medium to medium soft material such as soft wood, dry hide or fibrous plants. Several
pieces with scraping wear were ‘expedient’ tools on suitable flakes and with only short term use, which did not
allow identification of material of use. Wear on other examples showed that a range of other materials were
being worked, from hard to soft. The one typical convex scraper studied (sf4318), a type believed to represent
hide preparation had evidence of prolonged use on medium soft to soft material which could include fresh hide,
as well meat or plants. Overall, though, the small number of scrapers suggests that little hide preparation was
being carried out. Amongst the tools of other stone, only one heavy chopping tool was found and no spindle
whorls, suggesting that there was little use of animal products at all. The lack of projectile points, the
predominance of cutting tools, and the types of wear found on them could accord with an emphasis on
processing of plant products such as reeds or willow for basketry or fish traps, or of fibrous plants for cordage
for fishing or thatching.

Area |
Unstratified
One irregular flint core and one flint thumbnail scraper.

Isolated pits
a. Pit 18059
Table V.1.25 Summary of knapped lithic objects from Pit 18059
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This pit is interpreted as a hearth but surprisingly contains quite a few lithic objects (Table V.1.25). The objects
are not burnt so perhaps were backfilled into the pit after it was abandoned. The flint and chert are present in
similar proportions with mainly waste pieces including one chert irregular core, representing some knapping
close by. The one retouched piece is a hollow scraper of chert, which is not a type diagnostic of date, nor is there
anything diagnostic about the technology, although an earlier Neolithic date is likely. The proportions of flint
and chert are similar to that at the building in Area H. The presence of a single isolated hearth-pit suggests it
belonged to a small, temporary camp-site.

b. Pit 19075
Table V.1.26 Summary of knapped lithic objects from Pit 19075
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This is small, shallow pit contained also two sherds of Later Neolithic Fengate Ware, charcoal and some animal
bone suggesting a small cooking pit backfilled with rubbish. The lithic pieces are mainly waste, with two cores,
one irregular and one scalar. There is nothing diagnostic of date but the sole use of flint, would accord with the
pit belonging to activity of a different and probably more recent date than the nearby Early Neolithic settlement.

C. Pit 21037
Table V.1.27 Summary of knapped lithic objects from Pit 21037

w Flake fragment

— Irregular fragment
— Scalar piece

— Utilised piece

()
X
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L

1

— Chip

Flint

This was a small, shallow pit with a very few lithic pieces, all of waste apart from one utilised cutting flake of
flint (sf2169.1, Fig. V.1.6). The use only of flint may suggest a more recent period than the widespread Early
Neolithic activity nearby, perhaps representing a small, temporary camp-site.

d. Pit 50112
Table V.1.28 Summary of knapped lithic objects from Pit 50112
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chert

This is a small assemblage, mainly of flint and mainly of waste apart from one chert utilised flake cutting tool.
The pit seems to have been a cooking hearth and the lithics may have been incorporated during an abandonment
back-filling phase. There is nothing diagnostic of period or function but from a single isolated pit presumably
represents just a small, temporary camp-site.
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Area la: Pit Group PRN 31572

This consists of a discrete group of pits and post-holes with Mid-Neolithic dates, c. 3300-2900 Cal BC, Fengate
pottery and a stone mace-head. It produced a considerable assemblage of knapped lithics, summarised in Table
V.1.29.

Table V.1.29 Summary of knapped lithic objects from Pit group PRN 31572
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The raw material used was all locally obtainable with flint being favoured. There is only one core, a scalar,
anvil-struck flint pebble and only one retouched piece, a fragment of a thin flake with neat, steep retouch on one
straight edge, possibly part of a transverse type of arrow-head, perhaps an oblique form (sf1565.1, Fig. V.1.6),
but could be a fragment of some other tool type. The casually retouched and utilised pieces are predominant
with three cutting tools (e.g. sf1164.1, of flint, Fig. V.1.6), one hollow scraper of chert (sf 1165.1, Fig. V.1.6)
and one unclassified piece, probably just a reject.

These retouched pieces are not usefully diagnostic of period although if there is a fragment of a transverse
arrow-head it would accord with the period demonstrated by the pottery and dates. Much more flint is used than
chert and there is relatively little waste although there was definitely some knapping taking place on site. There
are very small amounts in each pit, suggesting that the pieces were chance, not deliberate inclusions. The
exception is Pit 21221 which had 36 out of the total 53 pieces and this included the one retouched piece and
three casually retouched pieces. The pit also contained pottery and fire cracked stones and may have been a
focus of the activity, with perhaps a final deliberate deposit. The absence of convex scrapers, usually taken to be
an indicator of domestic activity, with the presence of several cutting tools, a hollow scraper and a possible
arrowhead could indicate that the pits were mainly hearth pits forming the focus of a short term camp-site rather
than a longer term settlement.

Area J1/J2/J3 Pit and post-hole groups
Unstratified, residual or isolated contexts
Table V.1.30 Summary of objects from area J unstratified, residual or isolated contexts
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These few pieces (Table V.1.30) came from various unrelated and scattered contexts. There are no individual
pieces of interest, identifying period or function. The one retouched piece is flint and unclassified. The casually
retouched pieces consist of one unclassified, of flint, and one cutting tool of chert (sf6395, V.1.7), plus an
utilised flake cutting tool of chert (sf6378, Fig. V.1.6). This piece was examined for use wear and was shown to
have good use wear showing use on medium soft to soft material, such as dry or fresh hide, meat, or silica-rich
soft or fibrous plants.
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Pit Group PRN 31576

This group of pits produced no dating evidence and only four pieces of lithics with no definite features
identifying period or function (Table V.1.31). The one retouched piece is a convex end scraper of flint (sf6377,
Fig. V.1.7).

Table V.1.31 Summary of objects from Pit Group PRN 31576
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Pit Group PRN 74831
These pits contained pieces of Fengate Ware pottery associated with radiocarbon dates of between c. 2900-2600
cal BC and a small knapped stone assemblage (Table V.1.32).

Table V.1.32 Summary of knapped lithic objects from Pit group PRN 74831
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The most significant object here is part of a stone axe. This is the mid part of a large, thin flake from a polished
axe of Graig Lwyd rock (not illus.). One facet retains the polishing striations of the axe outer surface. Use wear
examination (Debert, this volume, part V.2) showed that it had been re-used as a cutting tool. The knapped flint
and chert retouched pieces consist entirely of cutting tools and one of the utilised pieces, sf1853.1, Fig. V.1.6)
also examined for use wear, was also a cutting tool, with polish on both surfaces although no material of use
could be recognised. Such simple tools are not a period-specific style, although commonly found at Early
Neolithic settlements, such as the Briar Hill causewayed Camp, Northamptonshire (Bamford 1985) and
associated with Middle Neolithic pottery, beneath the henge bank at Durrington Walls, Wiltshire, whereas later
deposits were associated with more sophisticated shapes and bifacial working (Wainwright and Longworth
1971, 157). The lack of scrapers, normally the most frequent type on a home-site, suggests that a different type
of activity may be represented here, of a non-domestic type. Also, the unusually high proportion of retouched to
waste pieces, together with presence of a single piece of flaked polished axe is unusual and could suggest some
kind of special deposition. The presence of the pottery and the radiocarbon dates from these pits provide a
reliable time period for use (or re-use) of the axe and accompanying flint and chert objects.
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Pit Group PRN 74832
These pits contained pieces of Later Neolithic Grooved Ware pottery.

Table V.1.33 Summary of knapped lithic objects from Pit group PRN 74832
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This is a small assemblage with no definite features identifying period or function although there are sufficient
pieces to suggest that they are not just residual in a pit of later date. Flint and chert are both present and all four
tools are cutting tools indicating that the pits may have been associated with a specific type of activity.

Pit Group PRN 70294
These pits produced only three lithic pieces all of flint, two flakes and an irregular fragment with no features
identifying period or function. There were no associated artefacts or dating evidence.

Pit Group PRN 31582
These pits produced radiocarbon dates of the Later Mesolithic, Early Neolithic and Middle Bronze Age periods,
the latest date presumed to be relate to the pits’ use, the earlier dates presumed to be residual.

Table V.1.34 Summary of objects from Pit group PRN 31582
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This is a very small assemblage with no diagnostic tool types or technology to help identify their period or
function. There is such a small amount of lithic material that it may be residual from elsewhere.

Pit Group PRN 31581

These pits have produced Early Bronze Age radiocarbon dates and only three pieces of knapped lithics, all
waste pieces and so few that they could be residual. These were a flint flake fragment, a flint split pebble and a
black chert irregular fragment, none diagnostic of date or function.

Area K1

Timber roundhouse PRN 31588

The roundhouse is believed, on style, to be of Bronze Age date. Although there were a number of post-holes the
only lithic find came from a small patch of charcoal-rich silt, 18156, within the area of the roundhouse. This was
a flint utilised cutting tool on a small scalar flake with microchipping and gloss on sharp distal edge and not in
any way diagnostic of period.

Other Features

There were a few scattered groups of pits in the general area of the roundhouse and possibly associated with it.
Three of the pits produced Bronze Age pottery and two, interpreted as fire-pits, produced radiocarbon dates in
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the second millennium Cal BC. Although there were numerous features they produced very few lithic pieces. A
corn dryer (PRN 31603) produced only a few fragments and split pebbles of black chert, which were probably
all accidentally broken. A few of the features close to the timber building, included in PRN 31588, produced a
small number of knapped lithics, summarised in Table V.1.35.

Table V.1.35 Summary of knapped lithic assemblage from PRN 31588
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The small number of pieces and the lack of cores or much waste suggests that the pits, in general, were not
associated either with lithic preparation or much in the way of activities related to lithic use. One retouched
piece was a small flint flake with some microlithic style fine retouch and unclassifiable as to use. The other was
a piercer made on thick chert core-trimming fragment with a retouched point (sf1032, Fig. V.1.7). Neither object
can be assigned to a particular period.

Areas K4, K5 and K7

These large areas had few features but all were identified as of Iron Age or more recent date. However, they did
produce a few scattered knapped lithic pieces.

Area K4 produced only one black chert flake. Area K5 produce three flint flakes and one black chert flake as
well as a flint split pebble fragment, a flint hollow scraper and one flint utilised piece piercer.

Area K7 produced seven pieces of flint and sixteen pieces of black chert (Table V.1.36) suggesting that there
was a focus of activity there. However, the chert fragments and burnt pieces may have been accidentally
shattered. The lithic pieces were concentrated around the summit of the small knoll here and just below it to the
north-east and this would be a natural point for a small camp site or even just a temporary working area. The
one core is irregular. The one retouched piece, of chert, is a spurred piece and the one utilised piece, of flint, is a
cutting tool. These lithics do not give any real indication of what period or type of activity that might be apart
from suggesting it is post-Mesolithic in character and lacking any kind of points is not a hunting camp.

Table V.1.36 Summary of lithics from Area K7
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Areas K9A and K9B

PRN 31596 , a Romano-British period settlement, Area K9b

The contexts belonging to the Roman-British settlement produced a few pieces of lithics, summarised in Table
V.1.37.

Table V.1.37 Summary of lithic assemblage from PRN 31596
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These pieces were all in soil layers or within features belonging to the Romano-British settlement and can be
presumed to be residual from earlier activity in the same area. The three flint retouched pieces comprise a
thumbnail scraper on a small split pebble, a possible piercer on the snapped-off tip of a triangular section flake
and a bifacially retouched knife (sf6148, Fig. V.1.9). Both the latter were examined for use wear (Debert, this
volume, part V.2). The piercer was shown to have only been used briefly but for scraping not piercing, on the
two longer edges. The knife is made on a thin blade, only 39mm long, with fine invasive flaking to thin and
shape it, plus steeper edge retouch on the non-bulbar face. It also has a small amount of fine invasive flaking on
the bulbar face to thin the tip. The careful thinning could have been done to facilitate hafting as part of a
composite cutting tool. The use wear study showed it to have been used for cutting on the two lateral edges,
probably on medium soft material such as grasses or cereals, with some development of gloss, which would
support it interpretation as part of a harvesting sickle. The knife is of interest because it was found in the floor
layer of one of the round-houses and shows no signs of damage as might be expected if it was residual. It is
possible that it was a found piece that had been collected from elsewhere and brought into the house as an
attractive souvenir or even for use, flint being harder and sharper than iron. Its invasive flaking sets it apart from
most of the Early Neolithic flint retouched cutting pieces from the building in area H so would fit best with
some of the Later Neolithic activity in Area J. Although finely worked it does seem to have been made from
locally available flint.

PRN 31573, a pit group in area K9A

These pits lay some way to the north of, and separated from the Romano-British roundhouse settlement of Area
KO9B. The pits produced a few lithics, summarised in Table V.1.38, as well as some Middle Neolithic pottery
and three radiocarbon dates of c. 3350-3050 Cal BC.

Table V.1.38 Summary of assemblage from PRN 31573
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This group of lithics is notable for it being almost entirely of flint. The one core is just a reject pebble, 4Smm
long, from which a few flakes have been removed. The two retouched pieces are a piercer, made using a chance
pointed flake, the tip of which has been improved by alternate retouch (sf5731, Fig. V.1.6). This came from pit
80686, which produced two later 4™ millennium radiocarbon dates. The other piece is a convex end scraper,
made on a split pebble. None of the five complete flakes are blades, i.e. over 2.0 length/breadth index, the
longest being only 36mm, and all broad in relation to length and in that, similar to the assemblage from PRN
31570, the Early Neolithic building.
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Area L3 PRN 31593, Circular post-hole feature plus other pits and ovens

There was no dating evidence for these features but they were regarded as probably prehistoric and associated
with the Iron Age settlement to the south-east. There were only three lithic pieces, just waste fragments, two of
flint and one of black chert, all likely to be residual from a surface scatter from the widespread earlier activity in
the area.

Areas M2 and M4

Early Neolithic pits and post-holes: PRN 31571; Bronze Age ritual complex: Multi-cist barrow PRN
31589, Ring ditch PRN 319590, D-shaped Enclosure PRN 31591

Early Neolithic pits and post-holes: PRN 31571

Table V.1.39 Summary of knapped lithics from PRN 31571
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These pits and post-holes produced a number of pieces of Early Neolithic pottery in fresh condition, indicating
that they were not residual and so showing that these features comprised an area of possibly minor settlement
activity pre-dating the Bronze Age ceremonial activity within which it was found. The few lithic pieces are not
informative of period, but at least supportive of the suggestion of some domestic activity here. The one
retouched piece, of flint, is a fire shattered fragment of a larger flake tool with fine invasive sharpening retouch
along one straight edge, possibly an edge-retouched knife. The one utilised piece, of flint, is a cutting tool, a
broad flake with microchipping and gloss along one sharp, slightly convex edge (sf1413, Fig. V.1.4). This was
examined for use wear, which showed that it had considerable use for cutting on medium soft material, such as
dry hide or fibrous plants.

Ring ditch PRN 31590

Summary of assemblage

Four pieces, notably all of black chert: 2 irregular fragments, 1 scalar piece and one split pebble fragment.

These pieces come from the fill of the ring ditch of a small barrow, and probably silted in over a considerable
time. They are all waste pieces. None are diagnostic of date and are present in such low numbers that there is no
suggestion that they form a special placed deposit so are likely to belong with a wider scatter of material
belonging with domestic activity predating the digging of the ring ditch, represented by pit and post-hole scatter
PRN 31571, described above.
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D-shaped enclosure PRN 31591
Summary of assemblage
Table V.1.40 Summary of knapped lithics from PRN 31591
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The only group of material found that is entirely of black chert (apart from one micro fragment of flint). These
pieces were scattered within the ditch fill. Only one has been utilised, a cutting piece. Two pieces came from a
pit, cut into the ditch fill of this enclosure, perhaps representing a secondary burial or deposit. The few knapped
pieces, mainly waste pieces apart from the utilised cutting piece, probably derive from the previous Early
Neolithic activity in the area. The exceptions to this are numerous small white quartz pebbles that occurred in
both the primary and secondary ditch fills and probably originated from a special deposit on a destroyed mound
or mounds within the ditched enclosure (see Other Stone report, below).

Multi-Cist barrow PRN 31589
Summary of assemblage
Table V.1.41 Summary of knapped lithics from PRN 31589
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These few pieces are intriguing because they came from the burial cists and so thus from well-sealed contexts
and so could have been deliberately placed. Six of the eight cists have some lithic objects. However, all but one
of the objects are small, undistinguished waste pieces, which seem more likely to have been residual inclusions.
The one possible exception, which might be a burial deposit, is the one retouched piece, a flint edge-retouched
knife, (sf4500, Fig. V.1.7), found in the basal fill of cist 5. The knife is a broken fragment, missing one end. One
convex side edge has fine, partly invasive shaping.

Another feature, a slight hollow, 40107, within the area of the cists, contained two black chert irregular
fragments and one piece of Graig Lwyd stone, a flake from a stone axe. This has two polished facets, the angles
of which suggest that one might be an axe side facet and the other a face. Use wear study (Debert, this volume,
part V.2) showed that it had not been re-used in any way. Any flake from a stone axe is potentially of special
interest, but its presence in this hollow, which might be no more than a natural hollow that has preserved some
undisturbed early soil, seems fortuitous but whatever, is likely to belong with the Early Neolithic activity in this
area.
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