EXACAVATING POSTHOLES

AT COCKS FARM ABINGER

How are postholes made?
1. Make a post.
In cross-section it might be:
Round wood (circular)
Half-timber (D-shaped)
Quarter-timber (right-angled triangle
with a curved side)
Square
Triangular.

How are postholes made?
2. Place the post: A

Dig a hole? Not necessarily, some posts are just driven into the ground with no

packing stones. This is the usual method for modern fences.

These can be hard to find
and are often
unconvincing. Look for a
fill of a different texture

POSTPIPE:
when the
post has
decayed

Its base might be:
A central point
An edge point
Tapering
A wedge

the | Rounded

postpipe Flat

contains

the FILL (F)

and colour to the
surrounding soil and
preferably hard sides cut
into the natural. If the
posthole lines up with
others that is a great
help. This one is part of a

Romano-British building.
Or any other shape that takes your fancy

eg oblong with a half-wedge base

How are postholes made?

2. Place the post: C

Dig the hole, place the post in it and pack all around. Packing
stones will be found to the base of the post-pipe.

How are postholes made?
2. Place the post: B

Dig a hole, put the post at its base and then drive the post further down. Usually packing
stones are then placed around the part of the post above the driven section.

The stones should help to find these. A great Tl
! proportion of the postholes at CFA are this
| sort, including all of the Early Neolithic ones & |
(of which this is an example). /, EY N i

Many CFA Romano-British postholes are of
this kind. Sometimes the post was placed
against the edge of the cut, in which case
there is only a partial circle of stones. The
number of stones to the NW of this Romano-
British post may be because the building
would exert most pressure in this direction.

How are postholes made?

2. Place the post: D

If the ground is very soft, or if it is important to get all the post-
tops at the same level packing may be placed under the post.

How are postholes made?

2. Place the post: E

Sometimes the base of the post is placed at ground level on a heap of
packing — a postpad. This implies good carpentry in the building. A

T e postpad is extremely unlikely to be part of a fenceline.

I 'second phase of a
Romano-British
. .sroundhouse had a piece of
. tile placed horizontally at
_|the base. Others in the
same ring had stones at
the base. Note that this
posthole was not apparent
on the surface: it was
found by measurement
from others.

There are very few postpads identified at CFA, only
about 11 (out of over 2400). But if a post was placed

on in situ ironpan there would be nothing to see

Excavating postholes.
1. Identifying a possibility: from position of potential packing stones.
Do they form a circle? Are some vertical? (if so why?)

Before excavation Before excavation

After excavation

After excavation




EXACAVATING POSTHOLES

AT COCKS FARM ABINGER

Excavating postholes.

1. Identifying a possibility: from a difference in Excavating postholes.
appearance or texture of potential fill 1. Identifying a possibility: based on previously excavated postholes.
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Excavating postholes.

2. Excavation. __ . R - gl 7 e =<, Postholes excavated

There are various methods: - " ¥ 2 . e . T 9 % Fine tools, brushes and spoons are
Excavate half of the post- e AN R RS e e N e used to remove the fill of the
pipe. A i > REERS TN PLl . ST postpipe. The edges of the pipe are
Excavate half of the whole B B T (. T AT GG Sk ) identified by packing stones,
posthole (to the cut). O ETN  TRE TR DT T B RS s\ change in texture/colour etc. Finds
Excavate all of the postpipe N M S ! T - in the fill are photographed,
leaving the packing in place. S rOR R F W, N N recorded and kept.
' v e SR oY The posthole is then recorded.
At CFA we now (nearly) always do the last.

This is because:
The posts are too small (sometimes only

8cm diameter) for the first.

Many of the posts are too close
together for the second (the cuts intercut),

The cuts are often very hard to identify
in the sand,

Removing only the postpipe allows
cross-profiles to be drawn. This best
defines the shape of the post. The packing
that touches the post is of course then
visible. The type of post used seems in
general to vary much more than the
packing and so to be the most reliable e : - - RN
guide to the date of the posthole and 2 B OB Y SaE Excavating postholes. Recording.
therefore the structure to which it e SR W onRRN

A
........

belongs. . T T RS ' Each posthole has a context number — just one because it is
: 8 e SN .\ easier to remember, and to reduce the number of contexts.

This number is divided: eg 32388F (the fill) 32388P (the
packing) and 32388C (the cut). It is important to distinguish

Early Neolithic and Romano-British between finds from the fill and the packing.

postholes around an Early Neolithic pit

Every posthole is photographed - sometimes more than
once if there are details that need recording or extra
excavation.

: hol : The trench plan will show the top of the posthole. :Xic;:,n;tl;l;l !?i;&l?;\:;ﬂ;detshae ra;;?ﬁcglgéviin S
Excavating postholes. Drawing. Important postholes and a representative sample 8 P '
of the others have their cross-profiles drawn.
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