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Bones from about 90 graves were examined in the Lab&%atory;' The amount of
information recoverable was severely limited as the majority of the hones were in
very p@ar sondition: mostly fragmented snd the suwrfsece eroded to varying degrees.

Age was estimated fram the state of development and eruption of te@thcq) for
Juveniles, from epiphyscal fusion 2) for immature adults and from dental wear(3) for
adults. Dental wear is not necessarily an absolute scale but it allows approximete
ages and true relative szges to be recovded. Maximum stature figures quoted were
calceulated from long bone measurements using the formulae of Trotter and Gleser

The information recorded from the bones is summerised in Table 1. There are
individual deseriptions of burials only where further details, not contained in the
table, were noted.

The best preserved parts of the body were usually the teeth and, to 2 lesser
extent, the jawss, For this remson fairly detailed descriptions of the dental
paﬁhalogy and abnormalities sve ponsible. Post-oranial ygﬁholagy has only been
noted in the most obviocus cases on (eomparatively) well pweﬁerved hones as it vas
otherwiee not possible 6 identify it positively snough,

The teeth from these burials were generally in very good sondition. The only
individuals to show more then the odd one or two smell savles cevities were those
Yaged" over 35. Even then not all were affected. Exposure of the pulp cavity mmd
sbscesses were also restricted to this smsll group. Host individuals did hovever
have slight to medium caleulus deposits on their teeth and ab@ut bhalf the adults
showed gome sipgns of alveolar ressssion, probebiy due to neriedantal dlmensa,

Host individuals elso displaved slight hyyaplasmas pr@hably due to dietary
deflciencies during the fommetion of the tooth crown in chil&haade

Hany of the burinls contained Tragments of animal bone and three {(nos 21, 6% and

6t} wers only snimal bone, Meny of the buriels sliso contained intrusive human
bones. {(The burials affected are noted in table 1). Some of these intrusive frag-
ments can be attributed to the graves that cut or are cut by the burial in questiong
others must come from a move general disturbance of the graveysrd ares.
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ription of burials

Burigl 3

There were slight tyaces of osteowarthritis (degemerative joint disemse) in the spine.

Host of the joints showed some ostec-arthritis. The coroncid fossa in the right
humerus was perforate. ’

The snimal bones were from the bag marked "&e&idual in that fill of grave 12",
Burial 22

The right mendibuler canine had & double root.

Burial 26

The intrusive adult bone was labelled Yresidual in 1114,

Burial 20

A11 four third molars were congenitally absent. premelara (5) end 5 were rotate&
snticlockwise throupgh 45, The'bones residual in flll included three femora, probably
from sgeparate indlviduals of which twe were male, snd pelvis {ragments, one of which
wes definitate femsle,

Burigl %7
THe shull wes metopic,

Burial §§

This was a very confusing collection of bones from a number of different individuals.
The post crenial skeletons, from which sexes weve determined, have been tentatively
linked with the teeth and jews, from which apges were determined. This has given the
correlations contained in table 1 which could be corrvects What can be said without
doubt though is that at least three individuals sre vepresented includmng ong male and
one Temale {maximum stature 168 em,), and that the jaws present ave from three
individuals aged 17-15, ﬁﬁwﬁﬁ and 25-~35,

Bupisl b5

Thie individual shows severe ostec-arthritis in parts of the spine. The lower ?igh%
thizd molay (B]) is also interesting in that it lies horizontally unerupted in the jaw.
It is not impseted on the second molar so it is odd that it ghould never have erupted.
Bupim), 48

This Jjuvenile skull hes many wormian bones sll along the lambdold suture.

Buyisl 22

The fragment of mendible surviving shows that @]w&s congenitally absent.



' Burisl 53

These bones were well preserved (for the site) with virtually no surface erosion.
This pgood condition enabled mome pathological changes to be noted, viz. widespread
depressions in the periosteum and also some extra periosteal boned deposition.

This is probably indiecative of some widespread soft tissue infection at the time of
deathy

Burial 55

The spine in this burial showed Schmorl's nodes whieh are smsll irvegular &epresalons
in the srticular surfaces of the vertebral bodies. These are caused by a normal but
genetically linked degencration which leads to herniation of the intervertebral dise
material, ;

Burial 70

The teeth showed marked overbite, that is the upper teeth did not mee% the lower
ones but overlapped in froat of theu.

Burisl 80

The avvangement of teeth in the mendible was very odd as there wak mo left second
ineisor. The canine luy next to the firvat incisor with & gap between it snd the

first premolar. This movement of the cenine probably only took place after the lateral
ineimor had been lost and was brought about by the sherp bend of its root.



Population ewmary

The results are tabulated below (Table 2). Only the individual(s) who eomprise the
majority of the burial ave congidered as the move fragmentary remains are probably
further parts of individuals alresady represented.

Table 7 = Population swmary

Hale Femnle Tot&i
Infents 0-1 L3
13 8
Juveniles 211 _ 7
14-18 A
Adults 17=25 5 10 21
25=35 12 b 18
3545 2 & 9
HAdu LY 5 i 17

Hote: The "Total' colwm includes individusle for whom 1o sexing wss possible

About three-quarters of the adulis were sexed snd among theae nales and females are
avenly repres@nted, as one would expect. What is surprising is the emall aumber

of infente found wikth only one of those under cue year old coming from & grave, This
would seen to indicete that infants wevs not in genersl buried ia the main graveyard,
or at least not in the pavt of it that has been excavated. ‘
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