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The identification of the animal bones from all three sites has 
.. 

n( ~ly been completed. The samples all consist of over 10,000 fragments 

and are therefore large enough for detailed analysis. As well as their 

impor1;an~e :tP. tl:lt? 1.lllderstanding of eadh site, the samples provide an . 

opport1.lllity for detailed inter- and intra-site comparisons. 

A. Inter-Site Cq~risons 

Such studies are obviously of fundamental importance, if we are 

to obtain the regional picture of animal exploitation a.nd the 

organisation of food production. Hov/ever, detailed comparisons of 

fauna.l assemblages are rare and, where a general review of a particulur 

area or period hus been attempted, the results are often 1.lllconvincing , 
both becauDc of the lack of adequate data ar.d sometimes a rlaive 

un.do1'standing of the varie.b:i.lity of faunal material and its causes. 

Inter-cite compElr:i.sons between these sites have the following 

advantages over previous studies:-

1) The samples are reasonably large. 

2) 'l'here are simila:L'ities in the types of sites and features being 

investigated. The sites are all multipel'iod and have comparable Iron 
• 

Age oocupations, In additi.on, Balksbury and Old Do\<'1l Farm a~e 

situElted close together in the Andover area; Old Down and R17 are 

sites of similar type and size with sub-rectangular ditches dug in 

the Early Iron Age; the largest samples froma},l\three s~tes hay':! been 

obtained from pits of Middle Iron Age date; both R17 and Balksbury 

have Romano-British enclosure systems consisting of' a series of' 

linear gullies. Analysis of all aspects of the faunal studies will 

enable comparisons of the character of' the assemblages of roughly 

contemporary deposits f'rom dJ:ifferent sites in the same region and 

broadly comparable locations. 

3) The animal bones from the sites have all been computer recorded 

using the same system. Two of them (Balksbury, R17) have been 
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X'c'cord ed by me and Old Down Fal'lJl by Robert Foot. who worked in close 

ccr 'lperotion with the F.R.P. This facilitates inter-site comparisons, 

vlhich in the past have been severely handicapped by the heterogeneity 

.J9~ ;t'~Hlo..t'd~nglllf.r\;hod s. 
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11) Computer recording has also enabled the bones 'to be examined in 

greater detaH. III particular,'the depth of recording should make 

possible comparisons of butohery, preservation and fragmentation on 
• 

the sites. These are important variables of faunal assemblages but I. 

have been little stud:i.ed on British arohaeological material and their 

effectfJ on the nature of the excavated bone semple are poorly 

underfJ l:oo<1 • 

, 

1) Preservation: recording of erosion and gnawing on all bones has 

shol'ln that pl'Gse).'vation conditions vltr-ied in different fDatuX'es on 

each site. Preliminary analysis of the Balksbury data has shown that 

th(:re if) a correlation between preservf,tion conditions and the types of 

, , 

fragment recovered. The problem is a complex one and the analysis i 
fequir?s multivariate statistical technj.ques examining the cor~el~tionfJ 

between variables in the faunal assemblage (including species 

representation, bone density, survival of epiphyses/shaft fragments, 

p:..'opor·tton of eroded, gnm/ed, ivcried bone etc.) and variability in 

the' arChaeological deposits (e.g. feature type, soil type, depth of 

deposit). If, as I suspect, this analysis reveals significant results, 

:I.t ra:i..sefJ the ques'tion of how different:ir.il.ly preserved faunal 

assemblages can be compared in a meaningful way. It is hoped that 

this detailed analysis will be able to indicate some guide towards this 

end. 

2) Differential disposal of bone elements: a second major cause .of 

variability in the faunal assemblage is the butchery and disposal of 

the carcasses. Individual ske~etal elements can be treated in 
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diffeT'ont waYfl IJnd this c::m have a sic:nificant effect on \~het'c tho 

I(()ne is Elventually deposited. Q.u"lstions such as whether the animals 

\,:0re but'Chered at the site or brought in as dressed carcasses and 

which ,bones were brokEln for marrON or used as raw material for tools 

etc~can be ansvlered, by detailqd study of the bones. Of course, 

variability caused by differential proservation has first to be 

,spparated from variability resulting from human agency - e.g. is the 

fact that th(me" so few cattle phalanges recovered from R17 and 

Balksbury a reflection of poor preserva.tion conditions (or recovery) 

or the re8ul t of thEl trectment of cattle carco.sses? Although some' 

wor]'; L ~l'; hee,1 done on lo,tcl'al var:iation in faunal aSfiemblages, )10 one 

, 
'rhe doplh of l',~cord:i.n['; und analysis of these samples may hc,lp to 

clarify the si i.;uution, 01' [;t lenet shovi the complexi ties involved. 

3) Bon .. densities: thin is related to 1)«1)d 2) above and carries on 

the 'vlork of Niall Griffiths on R27. I will be I-JOrki.ng in co-operation 

with Peter Faslwlll on the density of the 1<1'7 bone and we I Ll, be 

comparing this,,,.t" the pottery densities in the same featuros. 

£! ..... J'lider I.mplicatiQns of these Studies 

Tho analysis of these three samples will provide a 

continuation in the development ill the methodology of studying animal' 

bones, which nep.ds rapid improvement in order to answer the more 
" ~..' 

detailed questions being asked of the material. On their ovm the 

three sites do not repreDent an adequate sample of Iron Age sites in 

Wessex, .Ill though the analysis will devdop our knowledge of animal 

husbandry in the area. I suspect, however, tnat the analysis will 

raise many new questions. Accordingly, I propose to attempt to 

synthesise the evidence of Iron Age faunal remains in the light of 

this work and recent work from other sites in Wessex (Danebury, 
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\-linklcbuty. Gussuge All Saints, R27 etc.) i.n order to review our 

:rf"~sent knowledr;e and the d:i~ections we fJhould be taking in the 

study of Iron Age material • 
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l"Jark Maltby 
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