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Appendix 1 Artefact numbers 

Many of the artefacts analysed for this research were unnumbered in which case the 

artefacts were numbered and bagged so that the artefacts can be retraced. The majority of 

artefacts are stored in numbered boxes, per site, that is included in the here adapted 

numbering of artefacts. The numbers include a reference to the site (B=Bemerton, 

M=Milford Hill, W=Woodgreen), the number of the box, the number of the artefact in that 

box and the number of the artefact as part of the total assemblage for continuity over various 

museums. For example artefact W4.46.178 is the 178
th
 artefact studied from Woodgreen. It 

is stored in box 4 where it is the 46
th
 artefact. In the data base this artefact can be found to be 

stored in Salisbury Museum. These artefact codes are also used to number the photos. The 

coding allows results from statistical analyses and geometric morphometrics to be reviewed, 

e.g. outliers can be viewed in the photo data base and revisited in the museum.  

 

Appendix 2 Artefact data collection 

The following data were recorded for all artefacts from Bemerton, Milford Hill and 

Woodgreen: 

 

Type of artefact (after Andrefsky 2005) 

 

Roughout (for bifaces only) 

Raw material 

 

1. Biface (óéhave two sides that meet to form a single edge that circumscribes the 

entire artefact.ô (Andrefsky 2005, p.22)) 

2. Flake (Striking platform and/or dorsal face intact) 

3. Core (óé is a mass of homogeneous lithic material that has had flakes removed 

from its surface.ô Andrefsky 2005, p.14)) 

4. Miscellaneous 

5. Other 

1. No  

2. Yes 

 

1. Flint 

2. Chert 

3. Other (defined in comments) 



 

A2 

 

Patination 

 

Location of Patination 

 

Multiple phases of patination? 

This can be recognised in flake scars and breakage scars that are less patinated than the rest 

of the implement.  

 

Staining 

 

Staining location 

1. No 

2. 0-25% 

3. 25-50% 

4. 50-75%  

5. >75% 

1. N/A 

2. Entirely 

3. One side partly 

4. One side totally 

5. Two sides partly 

6. One side totally, one side partly 

1. No 

2. Yes 

3. NID 

1. Not stained 

2. Lightly stained 

3. Moderately stained 

4. Stained 

5. Heavily stained 

1. N/A 

2. Entirely 

3. One side partly 

4. One side totally 

5. Two sides partly 

6. One side totally, one side partly 



 

A3 

 

 

Colour description 

 

Manganese 

Broken 

 

Location 

 

  

1. White (light grey/light blue) 

2. Orange (buff brown to yellow) 

3. Black/grey 

4. Dark mottled blue 

5. Olive/dark grey/black 

1. N/A 

2. Entirely 

3. One side partly 

4. One side totally 

5. Two sides partly 

6. One side totally, one side partly 

1. No 

2. Yes 

3. NID 

1. N/A 

2. Butt 

3. Tip 

4. Side 

5. Body 

6. Multiple 

7. NID 



 

A4 

 

Breakage 

 

Cortex (For flakes: dorsal side plus platform total cortex = 100%) 

1. No 

2. 0-25% 

3. 25-50% 

4. 50-75%  

5. >75% 

6. NID 

Location 

1. N/A 

2. Butt  

3. Tip 

4. Butt/tip 

5. Side 

6. Body 

7. Multiple 

 

Abrasion of the intentionally knapped surface (after Ashton 1998) 

 

Rolling natural surface 

Following Powerôs scale (1982) 

 

  

1. N/A 

2. Patinated/stained/rolled comparable to state of worked surface 

3. Fresh 

4. Neither fresh nor comparable to the state of the worked surface 

5. NID 

6. 1 and 2 

7. 1 and 3 

1. Fresh condition. Sharp edges, no evidence of abrasion to the scar ridges.  

2. Slightly rolled. Occasional edge damage and/or abrasion to scar ridges. 

3. Rolled. Frequent damage to edges and slight rounding of scar ridges. 

4. Very rolled. Considerable damage to edges and clear rounding of scar ridges. 
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Blank type 

 

Metric measurements 

Measurement of the dimensions of the artefacts are based on Roe (1968), that also 

allow ratios describing biface shape to be calculated (ibid.). Weight, as an indication of size 

and a technique to identify artefacts, was obtained using the Salter Brecknell ESA 6000 

(6000x0.1g capacity and resolution) electronic balance. 

 

Evidence of burning  

 

  

1. NID 

2. Possible cobble (well-rounded surface, chatter-marked, no nodular surface (cf. 

White 1998) 

3. Nodule (more or less friable white rind, characteristically shaped) 

4. Flake (identification of (part of) striking platform/bulb of percussion/ventral 

face) 

1. No 

2. Yes 
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Appendix 3 Bemerton site recordings 

 

 



 

A7 

 

 

Figure A3.1 Map showing the location of the site of Bemerton pit in relationship to the local bedrock and superficial geology (based upon 1:10000 scale geology data with 

permission of the British Geological Survey and 1:10000 scale OS VectorMap Local [shape file], Digimap Licence). 
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Figure A3.2 Terrestrial laser scan of Bemerton pit, providing an overview of the site and the locations 

of section 2 and pit 1. 
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Figure A3.3 Annotated photograph of section 2 at Bemerton pit. 
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Figure A3.4 Drawing of section 2 at Bemerton pit. 
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Figure A3.5 Drawing of pit 1 at Bemerton pit. 
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Figure A3.6 Detailed laser scan of section 2 at Bemerton. 
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Appendix 4 Bemerton sediment logs 

  BEMERTON SECTION 2   

Unit Description Lithofacies 

BEM2.1 TOPSOIL. Dark grey brown, sandy, silty 
and some clay (2.5Y 3/3). Abundant sub-
rounded to angluar gravel. Includes 
roots. 

  

BEM2.2 GRAVEL. Very poorly sorted, clast 
supported, crudely bedded, yellow, light 
brown, medium gravel (10YR 6/6 - 10YR 
6/4). Defuse bands of framework gravel. 
Dominant clast size is 1-3cm with 
occasional larger clasts. 

Gh 

BEM2.3 GRAVEL. Poorly sorted, matrix 
supported, crudely graded, yellow 
brown, very coarse gravel (7.5YR 5/8 - 
10YR 5/8). Clasts up to 20cm. The larger 
clasts form a crude band. Matrix is 
sandy, clayey, silt with grid and coarse 
quartz sand. 

Gmg 

BEM2.4 GRAVEL. Very poorly sorted, clast 
supported, crudely graded, dark yellow 
brown, very coarse gravel (10YR 4/4). 
Clasts up to 20cm.The matrix is sandy, 
clayey silt with grid and coarse sand and 
some clayey patches. 

Gcg 

 

 

  BEMERTON PIT 1   

Unit Description Lithofacies 

BP1 Per BEM2.1   

BP2 

GRAVELLY SILT. Massive, yellow brown, 
clayey, sandy, silt. Contains frequent, 
isolated, small, angular to subrounded 
stones. Blockey fabric.  

Fm 

BP3 

SILT. Masssive, yellow brown, sandy, 
clayey silt. Contains occasional small sub-
angular grid (2-3mm); very occasional 
larger stones. Honeycomb fabic.  

Fm 

BP4 

SILT. Massive, yellowish, grey, sandy, 
clayey, silt. Includes some granules. 
Honeycomb fabric. 

Fm 
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Appendix 5 Hatchet Gate Farm site recordings 
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Figure A5.1 Map showing the location of the site of Hatchet Gate Farm pit in relationship to the local bedrock and superficial geology (based upon 1:10000 scale geology 

data with permission of the British Geological Survey and 1:10000 scale OS VectorMap Local [shape file], Digimap Licence). 
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Figure A5.2 Terrestrial laser scan of Hatchet Gate Farm pit, providing an overview of the north, east and south sections of the pit. 
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Figure A5.3 Drawing of Hatchet Gate Farm pit, providing an overview of the north, east and south sections of the pit. 
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Figure A5.4 Overview annotated photograph of Hatchet Gate Farm pit. 
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Figure A5.5 Annotated photograph of the south section at Hatchet Gate Farm pit. 
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Figure A5.6 Annotated photograph of the north section at Hatchet Gate Farm pit. 
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Figure A5.7 Drawing of the south section at Hatchet Gate Farm pit. 
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Figure A5.8 Drawing of the north section at Hatchet Gate Farm pit. 
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Figure A5.9 Detailed laser scan of the south section at Hatchet Gate Farm. 
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Figure A5.10 Detailed scan of north section at Hatchet Gate Farm. 
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Appendix 6 Hatchet Gate Farm sediment log 

  HATCHET GATE FARM   

Unit Description Lithofacies 

HA1.1 SILTY, SANDY GRAVEL. Poorly sorted, 
matrix supported, massive, orange-grey, 
medium gravel (5YR 4/6; 7.5YR 6/2). 
Coarse silty sandy matrix with granules, 
grid and coarse quartz sand. 

Gmm 

HA1.2 SILTY GRAVEL. Poorly sorted, matrix 
supported, massive, dark orange, red-
brown, medium coarse gravel (2.5YR 
2.5/10. The deposit is compact; includes 
large clasts. The matrix is clayey silt.  

Gmm 

HA1.3 SILTY GRAVEL. Very poorly sorted, 
matrix supported, crudely bedded, 
orange-brown, very coarse gravel (5YR 
4/6). The matrix is clayey silt with grid, 
granules and coarse sand.  

Gmh 

HA1.4 SILTY-CLAY. Compact, light grey, orange 
and black, horizontally bedded silty clay 
with beds of fine sand and claywy silt 
(7.5YR 5/8; 7.5YR 3/2; 7.5YR 8/1). 

Fl 

HA1.5 SAND. Compact, well sorted, 
horizontally bedded, yellow, orange-
brown, fine to medium sand (7.5YR 4/6). 

Sh 

HA1.6 SILTY GRAVEL. Poorly sorted, matrix 
supported, horizontally bedded, yellow 
orange, silty clayey gravel (7.5YR 5/8).  

Gm 

HA1.7 SAND. Compact, well sorted, 
horizontally bedded, yellow and bright 
orange, medium to fine sand (5YR 4/6). 
Iron concreted; beds of clay.  

Sh 

HA1.8 SAND. Very compact, well-sroted, 
horizontally bedded, medium to fine 
sand (7.5YR 5/8). Bands clay present 
(Poole Formation). 

Sh 
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Appendix 7 Woodriding site recordings 
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Figure A7.1 Map showing the location of the site of Woodriding pit in relationship to the local bedrock and superficial geology (based upon 1:10000 scale geology data with 

permission of the British Geological Survey and 1:10000 scale OS VectorMap Local [shape file], Digimap Licence). 
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Figure A7.2 Terrestrial laser scan of Woodriding pit. 
 












































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































