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~'he Animal Bones from the 19,/le, "975 and 1978 Excavations 

at Silcheflter 

The animal bones from the 19711, 1975 and 19'18 seasons of 

excavations at SilcheBter were analysed at the Department of the 

Environment; Faunal Remains Project at the University of 

Southampton. A total of 2,391 animal bone frae;ments waB examined. 

These fragments were computer record'ed using the system devised 

by Jones (n.d 0). '[,he number of fragments recovered is shown in 

Table 1, in which the hones rn'c suhdivided by 'period into Pre­

Flavian, late 1st-early secord century I and late Leth century 

assemblages. 

The Pre-·Flavian DerO_~2it.f:1_(£.':~Q::7(U\. D~.l 

7/16 fTa[,;fflents v:erc oxcn:;:i nc:cl, 598 cd' them from one feature 

(1978 1 ({9 ). ThiD dq)onit, located lW the south--\'leDt corne)' of 

the city wall contrlincd a dcnr:c conccntr8.tion of bonN" 

particulilr1y of cattle and lln:i(]cmtj fiab1e large mammo.l(Table 1). 

Detailed analysis of the anntoJ1licnl pmvt~; repreE:cnted revealed 

that the cattle [u5selObJ age war; dominated by skull, mandible and 

metapodia frHc;ments ('fabl e 2, Figure 1). The major meat-bearing 

limb bonN, were very poorly represented. The sample was therefore 

biased tovmrds frae,nents of the skull 811(1 limb extremities. This 

in -ellrn sue;gests that thc catt~.e assemblage v/aS derivcd 

principa.l1y from VlaGtc from the primary butchery and skiDl1ing of 

their ca.rc['sco. ThiL; is supported by the fragmentation and 

butchery evidencc that revealod a consistent pattern of CHrcase 

dismembermc;nt. This is \Vorth recording in detail. 

a) Skull and I111n01b108 

f10st of the numerous skull fra(!'roents did not bear butchery marks. 

One f'rap;mont, however, hore chop marks m<lde during the removal of 

th e horn core. On] ~ tviO small fra(;ments of horn core \'Iere 

l'0covered from thifJ deposit ancl it seems likely that the horns 

clere removed alo)1[,; with the lliaJol' [;leat boneD, probabl;y for 

\voTld.nC. .It L'r,l[;;m(mt or a frontal bOlW bore [.\ f.lupcrf:i.lli nl chopmnrlc 

f111[.~ge~;tinr; that: the tor of t11'_' ul:nll had bo('n opened to remove 

tile l)]lfJ,in~ }~iFht of thr: J:IUTld:lJ,l c Irup~rnCl.l.tf~ eon!~istcd ~jUGt of 

pu.rt of th(~ l'UlilU:":; rl.nd three Df l.hecE 1"loJ'c ch0J-lm:<.rks on their 



'rable 1 

Number of Animal Bone l<'ragmellts Recovored from Silchester ' 

Other Late 1st- 4th centu)" 
S;eecies 19'18 1 (26) l're-Flavian Earll 2nd C. ~ 1227 Ij il) 

Cattle 244 29 201 161~ 

Horse 1 6 6 

Sheep/Goat 86 23 91 73 
Pig 25 7 70 91 
Dog 3 9 2 
Red Deer 3 7 
Roe Deer 2 1 
Hare 1 
Domestic Fowl 1 4 13 
Dom. Duck/~lallard 4 
Partridge 1 

Golden Plover 1 

Raven 2 

Larr;e m aIllJJl!l.l 175 61j. 288 265 
Sheep-si:ced m[1mmal 45 18 197 65 
Unidentified 19 ammal 16 7 52 6 

Unidentified bird 2 

TOTAL 'j9B 11j.8 922 700 

I 
I 



Table 2 

Bone Elements Rcprc,!;'entecl of thePrinci12al Stock Animals in 
Pre-Flavian Depos~.ts 

1928 1 C2(j Other D~osits 
Bone _ Cattle SheeI!LG. Pie; S'!ttle Ghee!2LG. Pie; 
Mandible 35 24- 1 2 2 
Skull 5lj· 5 'j. 1 1 

Loose teeth 18 10 2 1 8 1 

Scapula 23 2 2 2 

Humerus 6 3 2 5 1 

Radius 1 9 1 1 

Ulna 2 1 1 1 1 

Pelvis 11 2 3 1 

Femur 2 5 3 '1-

'l'ibia 5 11 3 1 '7 2 

Astragalus ') 
<- 1 

Calcaneus 3 
Other tarsals 1 

Metae8rpal 21 3 1 1 

Metatarsal 2'7 11 1 1 2 

MetapodiaJ. 2 1 

Phalanx 1 11 1 1· 

Phalanx 2 G 

Pnt&lla 1 

Vertebrae 9 2 2 3 1 

Ribs 6 

TOTAL 24'~ 8G 22 22 2;; :2 
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lateral surface just below the condylar process, made during the 

separation of the mandible from the skull. Finer knife cuts 

~Iere found On the medial aspects of t1'l0 anterior fragments of 

mandibles, possibly made during the removal of the tongue. 

b) Scapula, Pelvis 

'fhe presence of a relatively large nuniber of girdle bODe frag;ments 

suggests that although the ussernblage consisted mainly of the 

waste from the carcase extremities, ilome refuBe VlaB derived from 

the procesB of dimJlemberinc; the limb bones from the trunk of the 

body. Six of the pr,l vis 'frDr7nentB had been chopped through the 

ace-cabulum to cnabl e the beveranee from the fermI'. T\'10 of the 

scapula frac:mentG bnd been eboppcd near the GrticulGtion with the 

humerus to remove the forelimb. 

c) !2aiior Trimb BOl!..C'Jl 
Two of the humeri bnre 1mtehpl'Y marb>. One ~;rnall midshHft frH[",meni 

had been' chopped ncar th," prox:i.JnDJ. articulation. A diBtal 

frHvnent had been chopped throu[';h duriuQ; the disarticulation of the 

cubi tHl joint. A slwft frDc;ment of a tibia had been chopped 

superficially on the posterior surface. 

, d) l'1etapodia 

All the Pletapodia examined had been broken open, ond rvughly 

equal numbers of proximal and distal portions l'lere represented. 

They wer8 'broken presumably to extract tho mArrow before they 

\'lere discHrded. In addition, two metatarsi had knife cuts close 

to the proximal artieuJ.ution on the posterior' rmrface, made either 

during the disa1't:i.eulnLion of the bone from the tarsHls or during 

the sk~nnin(l; of the enrcaces. 

e) I)hal.8~.E. 
Four first phHhm[~on had [;Inall ]rnifo cut!? on the posterior 

of the bOlle almo,~t GS'rtainJ;y made dur:Lng ski.llJ1inr;. 

Incl1.ldin[" butchC'r;)" mnrl'l, Of)F:0J'v(Cll on 'lmidl'ntifi:1ble Im'c';e mammal 

rib fl':Jg!ll(lntG (:in the ;),b:3('!:'C r of hor~)c (Jnd. red deer bon(,8 these 

too [llmo::::"!; co1'1;,11)101 y beloll:":cd to ('"L U c), '1'1" bol'O ei UWl' chOJlilla1.']tr; 

0]' kni .. fp. eu"!;::; or both. 
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1'he assemblage can be interpreted as evidence for the 

organised butchery of cattle carcases and the redistribution of 

their meat, horns, skins and marrow. The scale of this activity 

is uncertain. The bones from this deposit belonged to a minimum 

of only 10 ('-attIe, although there is no reason to suppose that 

80 fel, beasts are represented by these bones. Several factors, 

hO\'lever, nug€jest that the butchery operation was performed on a 

large scale. The first is that the density of bones in the deposit: 

";1m [5reat G,nd the limits of this deposit v[ere not reached. In 

acldi tion, there vras much less canid gnawing evident on these 

bones compared to other depof3its (2'):' oJ the cattle bones bore,t"w'"'1 

marks, compared to CJ:{, in the late 1 st-early ~!nd con,tuT'Y I) 

clepoGi t8 ond 18% ill 19'75 II ® ). This could indicate that the honer: 

Vlere dwnpecl and buried quite 'luic:kly before doefJ had acceGS to theE, 

Evidence for 1,1",(,/0 Gcal" o:t[~o.n:i.sution oJ cattle butc:her;;r has 

1)80)1 found IJJ~eviou":l:y in [;jJehester. rioc;t nota1>le Vias the 

extensive and dense [lc,cumlllatioll of cattle mandi1>les discovered 

in 1905 in Insula VI. In an arca oJ less them halJ a cubic yar'd, 

71 cattle InHl1dibles \'I(;re recovered, assoeiatei!l only with a few 

cattle scapula frHc;ments and OlW or two bones from other domestic 

animals. The deposit, which CFJl1 be dated to the 1st century A.D., 

extended over a much createI' arCH, and the munber of (;attl£' 

represented seems to have lJeer very large (Newton 1906: 165-167; 

Boon 1971.: 290). Els8\'lherc, a deposit oJ at leac;t 60 horn cores, 

also probably datin[; to tho Inte 1st century A.D., has been 

found (Boon 1974: 290). ~))lir; Jind compliments tbe evidence from 

the present assembl :1[';0, which indicated that the horn cores \'lere 

removed from the rent of the skull to be processed elsewhere. 

Other Romano-,Brjtish to\'lnn have produced similar deposits. 

~'hc types of bone rcprcflcni:ec1 at SilcheG'Ger havc close parallels 

to a more extensive eollecti,on of cattle bones recovered from 

the Rack Street cxcaviJtionn in l;xctcr and dated to the late first 

CCYltury A. D. (MaUl):/ 19'19: 11). Both G:Jnrplcs \'Iere domtna1:ed by 

Jnn.ndibles, fJkull and. mctapocij,· fl'Dr:mcntn (Fieur',; '1). Another 

cloEc parallel for LId r; hu I;)]h (:ry prOCCFG lw~o becn Jmmd in J~ondon. 

}:,':G8Va t.i ON; [,t AIel Uli',!; rcv(;al,d " pit d cnfJel~y fill cd \,lith honer; 
, .' "I " I' ' • '1 • ' , 1 1] 'I i" " t8 C(If!!;l:-;I;,;.)W: })J'('(JOirLLll[_1n "",y 0.' ,'ZLI;,,_, (! liIDnnJ l-~,_l~r;" :-)1";"1.1 .. ___ J.'arQJlI'Jl .. , 

Jrlctapod io. nIld phalarq '(~[) II ~f\ld_:; ~},~':~,:cJ;Jhl;-.i_C;o W:.l.S dnted to thp lnto 

f:il'nt-eur'l~' r;ccond c"IILur;), :'.1",J ,!;::;oe-ini,c"d with m:Uitnry OGcnpat:ion 
Ill, "1'- <.:'1"' Y\ 1 (Y'".7 ) \t: .. r. -, ... )\)1 j( /' ... rnl iP 1Y'll "l·'r'·'··" "IYI·,«"t--i I'e)'] OJl 'f~ll,('"',:;f',, ;1~~r,Clllbl~Jr-,()::::; \'J,;H; .1.. • '\" ,_, l" _I .j .'-~ " ' .• , .... \.". t , 
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very similar to the one from Silchester. 'The metapodia had been 

broken almost invari311ly into proximal and distal portions and, 

despite the large number of skull fragments, virtually no horn 

cores were present. The ea.rly da.te of the Silchester deposit 

makes it seem lilcely that this system of butchery wa.s introduced 

during the early Roman occupation a.nd was orga.nised initiully 

by the military forces, who had in fu"1y case great demands 

themsel ves upon the food supply. 'rhe system seems to have 

continued in these \!1.'bnn centrcn at least into the second century. 

The cattl e bones in the concentration of butcher;)T w[wte Ht 

8ilGh(;ster belongecl mainly to ad1l1 t animals. althouf:;h four oul; 

of nine distal metacarpi und tvlO out of nine distal metatarsi 

hud unfused epiphYf;cG and thus belonged to relatively youne 

animals. ~letl'ieal o.nalY'3ir; of the bones showed that m08t belonged 

to relatively Sf/w.ll nnim;,l,;, no lar[,;er than specimen:'; of ~jiddlc 

Iron Jq;e do.te in Hompr;];inJ. Given that in mDny part,', :If Encland, 

cattI2 increased in si 7.C clurillC: the RonwJlo-Bri tiEh period 

Ubl tuy 1981: 185-113'7), thin 8vidpnce mD,y Gugcent t}wt the 

cattle brought to the site "Jere loeal, unimproved stock. Too 

little is known, hOl'Jever, about the stock of the late Iron A(1;e 

in the area and the sample here is too small to provide firm 

conclusions. 

Of the other species in thin deposit, only sheep Imd pig 

".'Ore represented in any Dumbcrr;. 13 of the 86 sheep/goat fro.e;mcnts 

could be identified dcLi.Jlitely as sheep, whereas goat Vias not 

positively identified. B1e sample contained a relatively large 

number of mandibles (21l) and relatively fel'l good meat bones and it 

is pOE;sible that some p:dmrn:y butcher~ of sheep was performed 

alongside eattle.However, the more fragile sh0.ep skeletons are more 

likely to have been affected b;y- the differential prese:t'vation of 

their ulements. Sturdy fr[lf!;mentr", Buch Dr; the m,llldibl e, 10013e 

teeth and shaftD of the I'lld ius, tibia and Ilwtapodia are often 

ovcr'-represented in poo:cly pr(,f3(~:evpd sampleD and 011 are well 

reprencmted ho.'c (TalJle ?). T::i.C1!t of thc r;heep malldibles could 

be ~Jr"ecl. Five of til esC? had the r;eeond molar in D.n Pllrly stllge of 

wear :llxt \'lith the third mol;\]: not· erupted. These therefore 

belpl'i':,::r1 to imm:ltuJ'e nJl~ <:lal ,], P(),;c~:i.bly second yeal' cullincs when 

-the nnilnaln \'Jore at an ~lf.l;C and n L;0C .suitn.l)l(~ foT"' [)lD.ur~htE:::·inl~ 

for thc:i.r weo.t. r1;1n~v· RO:tl{l . .tI()...-.nri"Lish Elite;; hO:IJC coneentl'at::i.ons of 
] 1 ' "\' (l'lt1 '()()'j 1'1'1,). '.rJ')C o·t,]') '.'.1.' ~';hc(;p r~;lrnJfr) ') t:~~l'P( nl'oun·~t C)] [) :1f.'~(-' '1::1. - ry ") /~):./ ., 

tllT'fl" !!l0ndi1>lYc~ h"cl full~! C)'u]Ji:cd tootln'Ov!8 ,ll1ri l)c10nced to 
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Pig (25 fra("ments)was poorly represented in this deposit and 

bones of horse, dog, raven (Go:rvur.: ~Z) and domestic fOl'll were 

present (Table 1). The discovery of domestic fowl is of 

interest since their remains are absent from many Iron Ae;e sites 

(Maltby 1881: 161-2). 
Only 148 frae;ment were recovered from other Pre-Flavian 

contexts and most of these were in a poor state of preservation. 

The sample v/as too small to dr8.lv any firm conclusions. 

Late First-En]') y Seco)]~l Century neyosi ts 

925 frac;mcnts of animal bone I'l0re C}:8])Jined from several 

contexts of this date, neHrly (lll from· the 19'78 excavations. 

Once again cattle dominated the Gnmple (201 fraf',TDentfl). In 

add ition, consi derinQ; thc 101'/ rr:pre:;en ta t:i.OYl of horHe and red 

deer, it is likely thnt neaTly all the un:l<\entified 1are;e mnmnwl 

frar;ments (28fl) alr.'o be] oIJ[';ed to eal:tle ('ruble '1). The cati:J8 

sDlJlple V/aS aGnin domiIwtcd hy fc'ngr:Jc:nt:3 of JDnnd:i b1 c, skull, 

metaI)ociia D.nd s('.a]>u1 ae, uJ thou[jh Ii]};).l D.nc;eu ViC're found more 

cOPlllJunly t;hD.Tl in the 811r1icr depof;it. FraGments of the major 

mcat-bearinf, honN; \'Iere still qui te rare, al though sliGhtly 

better represC'nt.ed ('j'nh1e 3, FiGure 1). It is therefore posGible 

that some of thin material belonged to the \'Iuste from primary 

butchery of oattle caJ'cm;es. 'fhi" may imply a long term practice 

·of such activities in that urea of the tOI'I11. Alternat'vely, there 

could simply have been some mlmiy.inr; of bones from tjw earlier 

levels. CertRinly this TIl<lterial could haye been derived from 

several different diBposal processes and it is not purely a 

primary butchery assembJo.gc. 

14 of the 91 Bheep/r,oHt frCl.['Jncnts were identifi8d as sheep, 

wherr.as only a single horn core frar,ment definitely belonged to 

a gout. Al though mandible fraeflwntr; were still the most common 

bone elE)iTI<mt recovered, they did noi; dominate the sheep/e;oat 

assemblage as muc:h D.S in 1<)78 1 @) (Table ::;). Eight of these 

mandibles eould be Deed. or the[;e, six hnci eompl etely erupted 

1;oot]n'ovls rut(] l,clonl;ed l;o adl'} t md maJ.G, onc hfJ.d the seeond molDl' 

in nn early i.:[;ai;c of "lei,.. m;d anotll "J' belonged to a 18mb that hnd 

only the J'irr,;t of the l!lO] [1J'r,\n (,[).1'ly VleDT'. Pit; ('10 frrlgmcntn) 

\'!~l~:3 1)(~l;I-cr rcp.l'C~~cnl~('ct ill thc;;c It.·Vcl~.1. Loo~)c teeth Hno Hln.ndiblc 

fr{)[,J:Jcnts 1'lcrc (u~; lu,u~;~l in J):i g :~r;;-;(;mbl(lF:cr~) the wor~;i; CODI!:10.11-J-y 

OCCUl'.l':;nr: l'OneG but mo[:i: oi.!,':r cl '.'!!i(!:ntr; of the ["l~nlet.()n were 

]'ccovr:rr:d jn ,;fiJ:.1Jl 11l11ni)('l'[: ('/':\bJr: ). or the O\'hCF domerd;ic 
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Table .2. 

Bone Elements RepI'~,sented of the PrJnc·;pal Stock Animals in 

Late Fir:zj;-E1JJ~ly' Becond C!2.ntury Deposits 

Bone Cattle Stwcp/Goat Pip; -----
Mandible 16 15 11 

Skull 30 9 5 
110088 ted;h 17 10 1lJ 

Scapulo. 25 5 3 
HumeI'ml 1 5 6 

RadiuG 2 4 3 
Ulna If 2 

Pel vir! 1'+ 3 2 

Femur 6 6 It 

']'ibia 9 11 :3 
Astrncnlus 2 1 1 

CalcarlC'uG 6 1 1 

Carpaln 1 

Metacarpal 13 7 :3 
Metatarsal 15 9 
Metapoc1ial 1 1 1 

Phalnn~x 1 8 2 1 

Phalnnx 2 11 

Phalanx :3 2 

Patella 1 

Fihula 7 
Vertelu:'ae 10 1 

Ribs 7 2 2 

TO?AT, 201 _..3.} __ 70 



numbers. Evidence for the occasional consumption of horncmeat 

was found. The proximal portion of :l radius in 1978 1 (?:J) was .found 

to have been shopped in several plrwos presumably durinp; the 

disarticulation of the cubital joint. No butchery marks were 

found on the remaining fevl horse or any of tho dog bones. Red 

deer (Cen~~ ..elaJ2!.~'2) wns l'("preBcntr;d by threo bones i.ncluding 

a scapula that had been chopped ne8.l' the articulation I'lith the 

humerus during dimncmber'mcnt and a savIO offcut of antler. Roe 

deer (Capl'e,91uR .<:'0J!.:c:co.1UB) \'18.13 l'eprCf'cnted by a mandible of an 

imr:wture ,mimal and a JIlotBpo\~i()l 1'raf}nent. Domestic 1'0'111 was the 

only species of ·bi.rd. l'cpr(!f'entcd (~'uble 1). 

Fourth Cenhn::Y..J2 . .r.T~'.:'i t (192d_2Q::21 
700 f}'ar;mcnt:: I-Iero e:utlnined fro))] 19'15 l1QD , a laV) fourth 

century dcpof3it con:oisU.ll[r, 0:[' rubb:( ,ll l:i.J.ed around the back of tile 

,South Gate and on the tail of the old T<!mpru:t behind the city ';Ia}). 

'rhis mntcr'ial V! 0. !..) dJ',y-ni()\lcc.1 throuL)J 8. :JInm m(:~)h ci"p.rinG excavation. 

'J'he limits of the deposit \'iC:~(' not rcne1H,d. It contained a 

fmbsto.ntinl a:;scml:J:1i;C of fX'<.l(',merrLin·y bones. 11 large I,erccntac;e 

(1'1%) of the mat('linl f3hOVlCcl evidence of canicl gnrl\'ling, indicating 

tha.t the fWf3crnblB[';c lwd bcen modified b;r dor; scavenc;ing. Of the 

identifiablc material, cattle boncs again dominated (Table 1). 

Howevcr, the bias 1;o\·l8.r<1s mar!dibles, skull and and metapodia 

fragmf'nts was not evident in thisdepoGit. In contrast, meat bones 

wer'c found more commonly. a.nd there \WS a much Il101'e even 

representation of the different eurcase clements (Table 1\, Figure 1) 

Apart from the presence of o. comparo.U.vply lDrge munber of 

phal angeG and D. sJ1lhller numrler of lIlimd:i.hleG, this sfJlllple compares 

reasonQbly clo.sely wi til tllC fourth centul'y material recovered from 

Tr:i.ckhay i:lt. :i.n Exeter (1"jf"m'e 1, 11altby 1979: 13, 102). tlost 

of the cfJ.\;tl e I'(,presentEJcl IU;'XS:,\}. '<Iere adult md))]alo but the ffiQterial 

The poorer pre' sC'J:'vn tioj of l)OIJC in thJ.r; c1eposi t if) l'cflected 

in the nl](,cp/p;ont :,;m,rplc ('J'nhl.e' 1\). Over 2Cf)i, of the fl'flpaents \"Iere 

looGe tC(~ Lh ~lnd tl){·~ utnr(l.:l,(':!' f3hart fragrncJltn of the rndi UG, tibin 

Hnd metnpoll:i.u fOl'l!18ci H lur(,;(; pare of the) a,:;:>crnbl.'''r;e. llespitc 
" 1 .j" ".j ' .... "'T·I Jl[C )In J'l·1 n r1·(,r.· ~.' .. -, \ . - ) '> -, - "'t, t)' -.I , 

Ja;y(~I' ~ no C~O"'\ L \1{)1lC'!~ 
cD,rp:;ln 0]' larr;~J ;',1 \-1C)'C recovered frum this 

v.'cr'(: l'(lL:-it:i_v("~l;)' Jdc:nt:_if:i.l~d, \·!hr:]'(';-1.:-~ :-~evcn 

i'rCl.I'7flfm L" ccrtainly '\wJ onr.';( d \:0 :;\' eCJ'. :P:i.f': (90 fra[~m en I.:.;) \'If\[l 

·'xd;tcr )"'prc,smrl;cd than 81H·':o/r;o:).-;; )."\\1, wlwthcl' thifJ lil:~ ron indicatio{ 



Table If 

Bone Elements Represented of the Principal Stock Animals in 
19'75 4@ 

Bone Cattle Sho9.riGoat Pig 
Mandible 12 '7 10 

Skull 13 3 5 
Loose 1;(,(,th 1'7 15 13 
Scapula 6 2 5 
Humerus 10 II 3 
Rndius '7 6 3 
Ulna 5 3 
Pelvis '1 ') 

, '- II 2 
ji'cPJUr 10 5 3 
Il'j.bia 9 12 8 

Aatrnr;ahw 4 1 

CalcaDGu8 2 5 
Metacarpal 6 6 8 

Metatarsal ? ? 5 
MetnpodiaJ. 1 ? 
I'halanx 1 19 - 4 

Phalanx r) 
c 6 

Phalanx :3 2 

jlibu:t a 1 

VCl~tobrae 13 4 

Hilla 3 2 
SternlJJlJ 1 ._-.. 
TO'rXf, 1C!j. 22 91 



for the increased importance of pork carmot be determiDf,d from the 

evidence of a sin,r,le deposit. Loose teeth and mandible fragments 

continued to be the mest cOlllmen pig elements recovered but 

metapedial fragments increased significantly forming ever 20'/0 ef 

the assemblage (Table lj). IJarge cencentratiens of the bones of 

pig trptters thI'e~m mmy as "mste have been found in some Remane­

British contexts (Hu(,;gins 1978; Maltby 1979:11-13) • and it is 

possible that this assemblagc included a small amount od! butchery 

,vaste. The 8ssembl[lge from 1975 l. (ij), hoV/ever, did net have marked 

conoentrations of primary butchery wHste and it appears to ha:ve been 

buil t up of material th8.t could have derived from a whole ran go of 

disposal acti vitiop., includ inc; kitche:o and cookin['; refuse. 

Butchery marks, mestly choprnarlw, Here found quite commonly en 

bones of all these species. 

Of the other species )'('pr(!f"ented; the six fragments of horde 

inclu&ed a third met;[\t;:::.l'f;aJ thot hod been Vlorke(l. The bene 

cOl1cisted of tlw proxim81 ar\.ieulation end the top part of the 

slwft. It bore 8uporfiei<1.1 chop ano SHWIlWl'ks near th e c . .rticulatioll 

"here the bOlle ho.d been diBal.'t:ic.ulc)1;wl f);olll the to.rBal B. The bone 

had also heen sawn throur)l the slw:f't Co 75 mID from the proximal 

articulation. It is prob8.ble t110t eke central portion of the 

shaft. h8.(1 been reqJirired for IVorldng cmd this fragment represents 

an offcut from that Pl'OCC['s. No othcr butchery \'las found on the 

horr3o bones. Only tl10 dog bones 1'I8re found inclu.ding a mall(Uble 

in which the third premolo.r hO.d b(een lost du:ring life. Sueh an 

ante-mortem loss is not uncommon in d.ogs. Seven fragments of "ed 

deer Nere identified includ ill['; 8.)) antI er fral9llent and a ])orl,io11 ef 

the ilium I'lhieh had bee)) chopped through the aceta.bulum during the 

di[;articulation of the hind l:i..rJh, a practice eimilar to thai" caI'J.'ied 

out Orl. cattle pelves in the Sil-.me context. Roe deer and hpL'e (IleI~ 

sp.) Here eaeh l'("prescnted by ,I Ed.Dede fragment. 19 bird bones were 

icl!:mtiried, the majority ('13) l)elonr)nf~ to domestic fowl. Pour 

bones bel onr-~:tnrs to dcmcr;tic llucl; or itB vdld equ:l.vnlent the mallard 

(!'i~;JG p.]"~~~::::.!}:~~J.-!2_C:;) \ieJ'(~ .l'ound incl1l(ling a Inuocnw with knife cuts 

on it. A eJinl';lr: bone e:)cJl or a p!ll't:6dC:c (TCl'd:i~ J::::rrl.22;) and a 

('~(11dcn pJOVCL' CP1~~:t.:Yj.-,,~~L~~-,:~~ :"~:~'j!:}~~:_~~_..:_-~) Here r()coV cred and. th/~.~!3C [)PPc:~_cs 

too could have 'bu0n em 0<::'.:,"''''; 0,"'11. :",uppll'ITH'llt tIl t.11f.) wcat diet. 
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