
By Helen C ~I Keeley 

A se c t i on 0 r C! .(;;n:un plough soil, underlying grnvel of the 

motte, """.it:) exumJrH'ri. 'j'1l(; f~_lle \'JUS f1aL, without vegetation and 

moderately dl'U incd. 

AI 0 to 2:, ems, wan very dark greyish brovm (10YR5/2), with about 30% 

dark yellowish Lrown (10YRlf/4). moderately friable fine sandy (silt) 

lomn \vi th \oJCnk medium r.mgular blocky structure and occD.sional fine 

distinct rusty mottles. Stones were 5% gravel to medium (mainly 

flints - some rounded) and frngmcnts of pot and charcoal were 

present. 

dnl'l(cr m~_\teri,,-t.1 Crofll D[)OVe. The horizon \vc.u::; moderate1y friable 

\vith fine s,'lndy loam Lf:xturc, ."leCJk medium [.wgulur bJocky structure 

and hnving ~)% medium diffuse rUf5ty mettI-ea. Stones "Jere 5% gravel 

to medium and flecks of chc\rco~d and fired clay occurred. 

EarthvJOrm action \,IDS notl c(?-,')bJe <.~nd wany fragments of pot and 

charcoal occurred ju worln chnnne]s reaching into the underlying 

brick earth. 

S"mples from both horizons gave positive reactions to the phosphate 

spot test, in contrast LO a trace from the brickearth, a confirmin$ 

their associ~ition with tiuman activity on the site. 

The profile appeared to represent a disturbed /cultivated glel1ed 

brown earth developed on brickearth. 
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II ';'Pl'ehisloric DOl j Ut']OVI till' !'';jlrlparl \olaf) also eXamined. 'lhe site 

was flal and poorly dl'it i l1t'd. Beneath the rampart the soi] oppeared 

to have been l)}'otf~ctcd anrl at ;some points a thin grey 'lturf line coul{ 

be seen overly ing the A hori z..on. Away from the rampart the soil had 

been disturbed by worm [lction und the humus in the upper layers of 

the soil appeared to hnvu oeen oxidiseda An iron nail was found at the 

base of the topsoil, indicating disturbance outside the rampart. 

Hany fragments of charco,,] and fired clay occurred in the buried soil. 

pH and phosphate determinf1tions gave the following results:-

Rampart material 

Buried turf line 

Buried topsoil 

Subsoil 

BrickcClrth (parent mntt~ric: I) 

pH 

8.0 

7.5 

'I. ') 

7.2 

G.8 

phosphate 

strong 

Not determined 

Positive 

Trace 

'l'he rmnpart material wns yc Ilowish bro,m (10YIl4/6) noderately friable 

medium sandy loam wi th modert.lte medium subangular blocky structure 

stones were 20% grave] to medium and occasional charcoal flecks were 

present. 

'rhe buried topsoil was dark brown (10YR3/3) moderately friable fine 

sandy silt loam with moderate medium angular blocky structure. Few 

distinct rusty mottles "ere present; stones 5% gravel to' small and 

charcoal fragments occurred. _ .#' 

The subsoil was brown/dark brown (10YR4/4) firm fine sandy silt loam 

with moderate medium subangular' blocky structure. Stones were few and 

charcoal fragments present. 
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.sandy }-_;l It IO,WI \-,'j Lh ilIOdpl',d.t) nlctiiufll t:iubuugulnr ulocky struclure~ 

Stones were rev!; r:\l.'ll'CO;1 j frngfflentG occurred in eHrthworm channels 

Hno occ,}sional m<:Jfll~,'llle:;t' oxide concret.ions were present at depth. 

'Ihe buried soi 1 :1.ji[Jp<I!'cd to be a gJ eyGu brown earth developed on 

brickearth which 1",,1 been di sturbed/cu 1 tivated but later had a per­

manent vegetation cover. li~Jrther work is neceGsary to elucidate the 

history of thi 6 soil in relation to human activity on the site. 

Unfortunately the pH of the deposits is just above neutral, so pollen 

surv ivaI 'Iill be [Joor, but it may be possible to find out more about 

the environment at the time by studying the soil itself, carbonised 

plant, remilins, etc. 
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