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A BRIEF EXPERIMENT ON THE RECOVERY OF SEEDS FROM MODERN SOILS

During investigations into modern contamination on archaeological sites it is
sometimes desirable to count the numbers of uncharred seeds present in the
modern soil. One such case was a topsoil sample from Winklebury, Hants, (on
chalk). It was thought that the standard separation techniques used for
archaeological deposits might not be suitable, as the modern scil had a well
developed crumb structure which might 'lock' the seeds into the matrix. Also,
the seeds of interest were not charred or waterlogged, as is usual with
archaeological material. Therefore, the following recovery experiment was

carried out on the sample:-

kg of the dry sample was placed in a bhowl, water added, and it was agitated by
hand. The excess water was poured off and the flotant collected om a 3004
sieve. The gample was divided and one half was treated with 50 vols hydrogen
per_oxide for 30 mins. The flotant was again collected on a 3004 sieve. The
non-flotant was rinsed with water through a stack of sieves (minimum 309&) and
this residue quickiy sorted by eye at x12 magnification ir order to extract any
remaining seeds. The sorted residue was then treated by the paraffin flotation
method.2 The second half of the sample was treated by the paraffin flotation

method only.

The seeds obtained by these methods are presented in the form of a histdgram
(Fig 1). Eight species are represented by a few seeds in the initial water
.flotation only, and do not appear in subseguent separations. It may be that
very few seeds of these species were present in the sample and that they were
all removed by the first treatment. An additional four species and additional
seeds of many of the species already recorded were recovered by treatment with
hydrogen pe{vpxide. Sorting of the residue by hand produced a single new

species, and paraffin flotation of the sorted residue yielded two more species.
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