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Two Iron Age & Roman Coin Hoards 

from Le Câtillon, Grouville, Jersey 

 

Interim Archaeological Report, January 2014 

with minor revisions to March 2016 

 

Incorporating excavation report, interim conclusions and 

recommendations for further work. 
 

Author: 

 

Robert Waterhouse, BA (Hons), HND, MCIfA, FSA 

Field Archaeologist to the Société Jersiaise 

 

Summary 

 
This report describes the archaeological excavation in Jersey, Channel Islands 

of a large hoard of late Iron Age coins, a smaller hoard of Roman coins and 

related features in their immediate vicinity.  The principal hoard was 

discovered by two metal detectorists shortly before the excavation took place.  

The excavation took place over a five day period from June 19th-23rd 2012, 

the larger hoard being lifted from the ground in one piece. 

 

The bulk of the hoard comprises Staters, smaller Quarter-Staters and very 

small coins known as Petits Billons Armoricains, made from copper-silver 

alloy, known as ‘billon’.  Occasional pure silver and gold alloy coins are also 

present.  Numerous ingots and items of intact and damaged jewellery of 

bronze, silver and gold are also present, notably thirteen hollow-form torques 

of sheet gold and parts of others.  The precise quantity of coins present is 

currently unknown as the hoard remains in a partly-dismantled corroded mass 

at the time of writing, but the most accurate estimate to date is about 70,000, 

making this the largest coin hoard ever discovered in the British Isles and the 

largest Iron Age hoard so far found in Britain or France. 

 

Almost all the coins in the larger hoard were struck by or for a late Iron Age 

Armorican tribe, known as the Coriosolitae. The tribe's territory was centred 

on Corseul, 9 kilometres north-west of Dinan and extended from St Malo, 

south-westwards into northern Brittany.  Coins from this tribe comprise the 

vast majority of the well over 100,000 coins known from various hoards found 

in Jersey over the last two centuries.  This may imply that the island was part of 

their territory. 

 



 4 

The results of the excavation show that the hoards were buried on a site with 

considerable evidence for domestic settlement and industrial activity.  It is 

possible that they were part of a metal recycling or primary processing 

industry, having been buried with the intention of future retrieval and re-use.  

The presence of an apparently later hoard of Roman coins, the ploughsoil 

evidence for at least one more scattered hoard of Iron Age coins and anecdotal 

evidence for another, suggests the former presence of up to four Iron Age 

hoards and at least one hoard of Roman coins, giving a deposition date range 

of c.50BC to c.AD10.  This suggests that the site was in use for hoarding and 

metal processing over a significant period of time. 

 

Significant quantities of domestic rubbish, including Iron Age and Gallo-

Roman ceramics and spindle whorls, with several possible post holes, suggest 

that there was a settlement on the site or in its immediate vicinity.  The position 

of the site, on the eastern edge of the Jersey Plateau, overlooking lower land 

fringing Grouville Bay, is one which seems to have been favoured for 

settlements in several other parts of Jersey in the Iron Age, and may be 

security-related. 

 

Disclaimer 
 

While every effort has been made to establish the veracity of historical 

facts, the accuracy of archaeological records and to be certain that the 

interpretations suggested below are correct, it is possible that information 

may in future come to light which could change or modify statements 

made in this report.  The author can therefore not be held responsible for 

such errors which are beyond his control. 

 

Terms of reference 
 

This report is intended to complement other contributions to a larger 

monograph with an overall editor, which will cover all the areas of study 

required to understand the site fully.  This is in preparation, with an 

interim publication in the Bullétin of the Société Jersiaise for 2017. 

A popular publication by R. Mead & R. Miles, with contributions from 

various members of the excavation and conservation team is already in 

print. 

 

The present author recognises that other than small interim reports on the 

coins, this is the first of these reports to be completed, so it was 

considered that it should at least address various other aspects of the site 

and the wider subject area. 
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It is a requirement of the author’s professional association (the Institute 

for Archaeologists) that the archaeologist responsible for recording an 

archaeological investigation should be the one to write it up.  The author 

therefore followed this up by producing as detailed an excavation report 

as was possible, within the confines of the information available to him at 

the time. 

 

It is also noted that during the excavation and recording work, he was the 

only member of the team to hold corporate membership of the Institute 

for Archaeologists, normally a requirement of the States of Jersey 

Planning Department for people in charge of excavations on 

archaeological sites in Jersey. 

 

The main body of this document comprises an excavation report, 

describing and discussing the results of the June 2012 work. 

To complement this, additional sections consider the circumstances of the 

2012 discovery, the history of other finds on the site, the other hoards 

known from Jersey, and discussions of various issues raised by the results 

of the excavation.  Finally, recommendations are made for the terms of 

reference of other specialist reports which will be required for the final 

report. 

 

Exclusions to this report include detailed consideration of the contents of 

the two hoards, as these will be covered in detail in the conservator’s and 

coin specialist’s reports.  Other than the inclusion of one historic map (the 

Duke of Richmond’s Military Survey of 1787, reproduced in Figure 3), 

the site’s documented and landscape history are not considered, as again 

these will be covered by separate studies in future. 

 

Introduction 

 

Early in 2012, two metal detectorists: Reg Mead and Richard Miles of the 

Jersey Metal Detectorists' Club (for which the author is Finds Liaison 

Officer), were searching a field at Le Câtillon in Grouville parish, Jersey.  

They dug a small exploratory pit, at the base of which they saw a large 

mass of Late Iron Age coins.  They very properly reported it, so that the 

site could be archaeologically excavated; thus the find was the first such 

hoard in Jersey to be the subject of a modern archaeological investigation. 

 

The archaeological excavation which followed was carried out by a team 

drawn from the Société Jersiaise and Jersey Heritage Trust.  The present 

author undertook the recording and sampling during the excavation, and 

wrote the excavation up afterwards: this report is the result. 
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During the excavation, a second hoard of Roman coins was discovered 

immediately to the north-east of the Iron Age one.  Pits, hollows and 

possible postholes were found in profusion in the immediate vicinity of 

the two hoards, the later of which was deposited in a former Iron Age 

storage pit.  All contained significant quantities of metalworking debris, 

burnt clay (possibly daub from burnt wattle panels or furnace linings), 

charcoal and domestic rubbish.  This material largely dated from the late 

Iron Age, but some of it was of the early Gallo-Roman period. 

 

The findspots 

 

The 2012 find was made in Field No. G176, 200 metres north-north-west 

of and overlooking the farm of Le Câtillon de Haut in the Parish of 

Grouville, south-east Jersey.  It was centred on UTM 68953 49550, 9.70 

metres east of the B37 from Grouville, northwards to Le Carrefour Au 

Clerq and near the western edge of Fields G176A-C (combined).  This 

large, gently sloping field had been developed sequentially from four 

smaller ones, first shown on the Duke of Richmond's 1787 Military 

Survey of Jersey (published in 1795 - see Figure 3).  Before the fields 

were combined, the findspot was in the south-western corner of Field 

G176C. 

 

It was this field which had previously contained another, very similar 

hoard.  This was found by a ploughman, Mr Peter Langlois in 1957, when 

he dug up a large stone which had been an obstacle to ploughing for some 

time.  The 1957 Le Câtillon hoard contained 610 coins of which 552 were 

Coriosolite, but like the 2012 hoard, also contained a number of items of 

silver and bronze jewellery.  A further batch of at least 155 coins was 

believed to have been found shortly afterwards, very close to the first part 

(Allen 1959, 259), but this seems to be a confusion, due to the fact that 

Mr Langlois did not announce all of the coins at the same time. 

 

It is possible that there may have been many more coins than those 

reported, but in the absence of firm information, this must remain 

uncertain. 

 

The 1957 find is believed to have been buried in some sort of bag of 

organic material.  Upon digging around in the vicinity, several sherds of 

pottery, spindle whorls and burnt material was found, suggesting that the 

site had been that of a settlement. 
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Although it was made available for study by the Société Jersiaise at the 

time, the 1957 hoard was subsequently dispersed, some coins and other 

artefacts being sold; others being kept within the finder's family in Jersey 

and some going out to Australia when part of the family emigrated there. 

Some artefacts in the Jersey Museum collection were unfortunately stolen 

in 1965 and have never been recovered. 

 

A detailed overview of the surviving material from the 1957 hoard was 

eventually published (Fitzpatrick & Megaw 1987) after the Australian 

material and the part of the collection remaining in Jersey were re-

examined.  This included descriptions and photographs of the items 

(particularly jewellery and other metal artefacts) which had been sold in 

the meantime.  This remains the best published account of the contents of 

the earlier hoard, now known as Le Câtillon I. 

 

The similarities between the 1957 and 2012 hoards are striking, 

suggesting that the two were buried at the same time and may once have 

formed the same body of material.  This intriguing possibility is 

considered in the Discussion at the end of this report. 

 

The Société Jersiaise and Jersey Heritage have purchased occasional Le 

Câtillon coins which have good provenances, as and when they have 

come up for sale through dealers, but the majority remain in private hands 

and have not been seen or studied since the 1980s. 

 

Brief descriptions of the hoards 

 

The teardrop-shaped Iron Age coin hoard (popularly known since its 

discovery in 2012 as the Grouville Hoard, but referred to here as Le 

Câtillon II as this seems more logical) was buried at a depth of 

approximately 1 metre below surface.  It measured about 75cm wide by 

1.40m long and was up to 20cm thick, being aligned roughly north-north-

west to south-south-east.  It contained an estimated 70-80,000 coins, 

comprising staters, quarter-staters and ‘petits billons armoricains’ of the 

immediately pre-Roman Iron Age Coriosolitae tribe, with a small number 

of other items including damaged jewellery, discussed later in this 

document. 

 

A second smaller hoard, of later 1st century BC Roman silver and bronze 

coins, was found in the backfill of a circular, flat-bottomed pit, 

immediately north-east of the main hoard. 
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This contained coins minted between 79 BC and as late as 8 or 7 BC, the 

latest with wear suggestive of a deposition date up to 20 years later.  This 

smaller hoard is of potentially great importance for understanding not 

only the likely date of deposition of the main hoard, but also the use of 

the site on which both hoards were found. 

 

A third possible hoard whose site is unknown, is postulated from the 

significant quantity of Iron Age coins found loose in the ploughsoil.  

These could derive from an unreported hoard suspected from anecdotal 

evidence (see below), or from an entirely unknown one. 

 

Occasional Roman copper alloy coins also appear in the ploughsoil – 

several were found in the topsoil during the 2012 excavation – and it is 

not wholly impossible that they too, derive from a hoard, scattered by the 

plough. 

 

Either way, the probability is that Field G176 was the site of several 

hoards of both late Iron Age and early Gallo-Roman date and that more 

may well remain to be discovered there. 

 

As a result of the 2012 find, the legal protection against damage to buried 

archaeological deposits on the site, was raised from an Area of 

Archaeological Potential (AAP), on which the use of metal detectors was 

permitted; to a Site of Special Interest or SSI (the Jersey equivalent of a 

Scheduled Ancient Monument in the UK), where the use of metal 

detectors or any form of ground disturbance other than agricultural  

ploughing and harrowing, is banned.  As the hoard was sited close to the 

field’s western boundary with the road known as Le Câtillon, this status 

was also extended to Field G184 on the west of the road.  The site is SSI 

No. 11 on the States of Jersey Schedule of Protected Sites. 

 

The Excavation 

 

The Trench 

 

This was a 2 metre square pit centred on the metal-detectorists' hole, 

aligned one or two degrees east of north.  All four sides were eventually 

excavated down to a depth of approximately 1.50 metres from surface, in 

order to record all of the stratigraphic relationships identified in the 

excavation and to understand the geological layers beneath. 

 

Figure 2 shows the position of the trench within Field G176, and its 

relationship to the approximate findspot of the 1957 hoard. 
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Organisation 

 

Upon being informed by Messrs Mead and Miles that they had found a 

coin hoard, Olga Finch (Curator of Archaeological Collections for Jersey 

Heritage Trust) proceeded to put together a team which could adequately 

deal with the excavation, recording, on-site conservation and lifting of the 

hoard.  This was sanctioned by the States of Jersey Department of the 

Environment (Planning) in their role as managers of Jersey's statutorily 

protected archaeological resources. 

 

Principal members of the team 

 

Olga Finch BA (Curator of Archaeological Collections for Jersey 

Heritage), who was asked by the States of Jersey Department of the 

Environment (Planning) to organise the excavation.  Jersey Heritage has a 

service level agreement with the States of Jersey to provide 

archaeological advice and services. 

 

Robert Waterhouse BA (Hons), MCIfA, FSA (Field Archaeologist to the 

Société Jersiaise) has more than 20 years' experience of a variety of 

archaeological work, including the excavation of sites with complex 

stratigraphy in Jersey and South-West England.  He was approached 

informally by Olga Finch to be part of the excavation team and especially 

to record and interpret the results. 

 

Dr Philip de Jersey MA, DPhil (Principal Archaeologist for the States of 

Guernsey), who was included partly for his excavation skills and 

experience of working in loess soils, but specifically due to his expertise 

in the study of Iron Age coins.  He was also asked informally to take part. 

 

Neil Mahrer BSc (Conservator for Jersey Heritage Trust), whose specific 

tasks were to wash or otherwise treat, bag and mark finds as they came 

out of the ground, advise on particular methods of excavation to 

safeguard parts of the hoard as it was exposed, carry out any particularly 

delicate excavation of the hoard edges, and consolidate it prior to and 

during the process of removal from the ground.  Additionally, care and 

conservation of the hoard and of any loose finds after it left the site, and 

their ongoing treatment, was and continues to be Neil's responsibility. 

 

Other site staff 

 

Various people assisted with the excavation, notably the hoard's finders 

Reg Mead and Richard Miles, and Richard's son Scott Miles.  During the 
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initial stages of the excavation, Olga Finch suggested that two student 

members of the Société Jersiaise Archaeology Section might be asked to 

come and help.  These were Alexander Evans and Philippe Aubin, who 

assisted with various tasks on site for most of the excavation. 

 

Solid & Drift Geology 

 

The site sits near the southern edge of an area of Andesite: being a 

plutonic rock belonging to the St Saviour's Andesite Formation. 

 

This belongs to the late Pre-Cambrian period (c.1000-541 mya) or Lower 

Palaeozoic period (c.541-252 mya), thus dating from the earliest point at 

which life has been recorded on earth. 

 

A band of Pyroxine Andesite (also part of the St Saviour's Andesite 

Formation) passes on a north-east to south-west alignment just to the 

south of the site, while immediately to south of that is a small deposit of 

Brioverian Shale, part of the Jersey Shale Formation of probable late Pre-

Cambrian date.  Just over the road a short distance to the west is the 

boundary with a deposit of Tuff (again part of the St Saviour's Andesite 

Formation). 

 

Windborne loess deposited during the last Ice Age of the Pleistocene 

period (110,000-c.12,000 ya) lies over the bedrock on the site itself, but 

its southern edge is sufficiently close to the south of the site to create 

some uncertainty as to whether the subsoil encountered during the 

excavation is wind-borne loess or redeposited loess, part of head deposits 

which slumped or were washed downslope when permafrost melted at the 

end of the last Ice Age (c.12,000 ya).  The presence of frost-shattered 

rock in layer 022 suggests the former, but as solid bedrock was not 

encountered in the excavation, this cannot be confirmed. 

 

The interface between solid rock and soft sediments overlying it in the 

Channel Islands and adjacent areas is often solid or jaggedly fractured 

rock with loess infill, followed by either more loess or any modification 

of redeposited loess from water-courses or more general slope wash. 

 

The problem with loess redeposited in this way is that it becomes quite 

difficult to distinguish from wind-blown loess because it reconstitutes 

itself to look like the original.  However, the give-away is the fact that it 

can contain other material than the very well sorted original silt particles. 

Another general feature is the yellow to orange yellow colour (Bigot 

1986, 919-921; Keen 1978). 
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This sequence seems to be present over much of the Channel Islands and 

the adjoining parts of Normandy and Brittany where loess is found. 

 

On the Iron Age sites of the King's Road in Guernsey the succession 

begins with very rotten but still solid rock, followed by broken rock with 

reddish loessic soil in the interstices, finishing with fine loess. 

 

The natural loessic subsoil encountered in the Société Jersiaise's recent 

excavations at St Clement was found in a valley bottom and side, so is 

considered to be redeposited loess due to slope wash, presumably carried 

there by the melting of permafrost at the end of the last Ice Age. 

 

Soils 

 

As alluded to above, two natural layers were encountered during the 

excavation.  The lowest layer (022) was composed of frost-shattered 

semi-angular pieces of greenish-fawn andesite bound up with stiff clay, 

the stone element presumably being derived from natural bedrock 

beneath.  This was not seen, so cannot be confirmed. 

 

The upper surface of 022 was of small gravelly fragments with a rusty 

tint, increasing in size over the excavated depth of 15cm.  The deepest 

archaeological feature, hoard pit 004 (& possibly 055) partially entered 

layer 022, but its toughness may have prevented the diggers from sinking 

it any deeper. 

 

The principal natural layer encountered was designated 003, being a 

65cm to 80cm thick layer of pale orange loessy clay.  Although this layer 

appeared to be entirely natural undisturbed loess, occasional black flecks 

were observed in it.  It is not certain whether these were charcoal or black 

iron oxide, but both are occasionally found in loess.  The charcoal may 

derive from fires caused naturally by lightning strikes in the remote past 

(this has been observed elsewhere) or by much earlier, possibly 

Palaeolithic human activity. 

 

It was observed during the excavation that Coriosolite coins also 

occasionally appeared in loess 003, close to the sides of hoard pit 004, at 

the level of the upper surface of the hoard 010.  This cannot be easily 

explained as human activity, because no mechanical cuts or fills could be 

discerned, but it is possible that worm or root action which has left no 

trace was responsible.  The alternative possibility that the hoard's 
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depositors pushed individual coins into the sides for some reason 

unknown to us during the deposition process, cannot be discounted. 

 

All the other soils encountered were altered to some extent by human 

activity, but much of their particulates were derived from these natural 

ones, particularly 003; although some fill layers, notably 018, are of such 

a pale colour that it is supposed that they may have been altered by water 

action. 

 

The remarkable combination of different soil types and colours seen in 

Section 1-2 especially, clearly show that the fills of pit 004 came from a 

number of sources (though presumably in the immediate area).  The 

presence of freshly dug loess however, forming several fill layers and 

appearing as numerous lumps in darker fills, show that some at least of 

the natural material excavated from the pit, probably went straight back 

into its fills. 

 

The significant quantities of burnt material seen in fill layers 005, 013, 

014, 027, 031, 065 & 072 are of especial interest, as other features seen in 

the vicinity, but not capable of being directly related to the hoard pit fills 

or to each other, contain similar-looking material.  This is considered in 

more detail in the Discussion section, below. 

 

One feature of loess soils which is of considerable significance to the 

interpretation of hoard pit 004 is their behaviour in wet weather 

conditions.  If a pit with vertical or very steep sides is dug in wet weather, 

or left open in such conditions for several days or weeks, its sides will 

tend to slump under their own weight and pieces may peel away from it, 

sometimes adhering to the side further down, where they come up against 

a step or other obstruction.  The earliest indicator of this tendency is a 

bulging of the sides, known locally as 'cow-bellying' (Waterhouse 2013). 

Rainwashed material derived from the surrounding soils at surface will 

also run down the sides of pits, carrying material with it and depositing it 

on the sides and bottom.  This has been observed by the author in his own 

excavations at St Clement. 

 

Possible evidence of such slumping or washing can be seen on Figure 7b 

in contexts 070, 106 and 109, while a lump which may have pulled away 

from the side can be seen on the upper western lip of pit 004 at the 

boundary between fill 005 and root hole fill 076.  It is possible that the 

top right-hand portion of loess layer 072 has fallen over in this way into 

pit/posthole 064: the dashed lines indicating the continuation of 064 

through it reflect this possibility.  It is also possible that loess lump 106 
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had fallen in the same way into pit 064 from further up the earlier 

slumping material 070.  Context 098 in Figure 5a may have been 

deposited in the same way as 070. 

 

Further lenses of water-borne loess can be seen in fill layer 107, but they 

do not go below this point, suggesting that while the weather was dry 

during the initial infilling of pit 004, it had rained significantly both 

before and possibly during the later infilling process.  The evidence for 

possible slumped material from context 072 on the western edge of pit 

064, suggests that it was also raining at a point when this was open. 

 

Recording techniques 

 

Owing to the speed at which the trench was excavated, there was little 

opportunity for the proper, considered recording of plans or sections.  In 

particular, the excavation method chosen to expose the top of the hoard 

010 was not suitable for the effective recording of long sections across 

the fills of pit 004.  It is for this reason that Long Section 3-4 (presented 

in Figure 8a & 8b) is incomplete, only short lengths of it being recorded 

properly.  As can be seen below, this fragmentary recording meant that 

some relationships could only be partially understood. 

 

With the exception of the outline of the excavated hoard (Figures 5c & 6), 

none of the plans in Figures 5a & 5b, and none of the sections in Figures 

7a-9 & 14 were able to be drawn using the standard (and desirable) 

techniques of level line, tape & plumbob, with details drawn on 

permatrace on a drawing board.  This was due to external pressures put 

upon the team to get the hoard out of the ground as quickly as possible. 

 

Instead, rapid sketches were made, with tape measurements and 

occasional dumpy level readings to fix their positions relative to Site 

Datum, with supporting photographs to provide detail.  It was not always 

possible to compose these properly, many being of snapshot form only.  

Plates below are a selection of these, annotated where necessary to 

explain features which are not otherwise obvious. 

 

Fortunately, it was possible to record the outer sections of the trench 

reproduced in Figures 10-13 in the correct manner, as the hoard had been 

lifted by that time and the pressure was taken off the recording process. 

Bulk soil samples were taken as part of this work and any finds exposed 

in the trench sides recorded in-situ and bagged separately. 
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Differentiation of contexts 

 

It is notoriously difficult to identify layers and features in loess soils and 

problems of this nature are regularly encountered by archaeologists in the 

Channel Islands (P. de Jersey, pers. comm.).  In the author's experience, 

which has included the excavation of several archaeological sites in 

various parts of Jersey, it is often impossible to differentiate between 

layers of similar material when viewed from above, especially when 

several different people have trowelled an area. 

 

The plan in Figure 5a shows this well, various layers being visible, not all 

of which were fills of subsequently identified features, while some cuts 

and fills, subsequently seen in section, could not be seen in plan at all. 

It was particularly difficult to see all of the edges of hoard pit cut 004, the 

dashed lines on the east side of Figure 7b illustrating this: the position of 

the cut being shown by the edge of the hoard and the eastern limit of layer 

018.  Fill layers 068, 069 and 070 were sufficiently similar to the 

adjoining natural 003 that it was impossible to see the difference in 

places. 

 

An attempt was made by the present writer to differentiate fills in pit 004 

with a Munsell soil colour chart, but as many of the soils proved to be 

very similar to each other and often contained inclusions of different 

colours, this was abandoned in favour of descriptions only. 

 

Soil sampling 

 

Bulk samples were taken of several deposits found during the excavation, 

most notably of fills of the hoard pit 004, but also of all other recognised 

pits and most of the recent layers above.  These were placed at the time of 

collection in sealed polythene bags and have been kept since in cool dark 

conditions, pending analysis.  Only the bulk sample of natural 022 has 

been washed, as this was largely composed of stones for geological 

analysis. 

 

Some of the samples are known to contain significant material, such as 

burnt clay, possible furnace linings, slag, ceramics and metals, often 

corroded. 
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Results of the Excavation 

 

Natural processes 

 

Natural deposits are described in Soils above, but natural processes must 

be mentioned here, notably roots, worm holes and animal burrows, of 

which several examples break through or are sealed by archaeological 

deposits. 

 

Figure 7b shows various narrow vertical structures filled with dark 

organic soil, which appear to be root holes.  While these could be 

relatively recent, some of them appear to have exploited weaknesses in 

certain places, most notably the interfaces between pit or posthole cuts 

and their fills.  Root hole 073/074 seems to have developed in this way 

down the eastern cut of pit/posthole 064, while 102/103 follows the 

western cut of posthole 026.  The backfilled void of post 061 seems to 

have attracted several others, viz: 117/118, 119/120 & 121/122.    This 

suggests that weeds or small trees may have grown on the site 

immediately after its abandonment; their roots finding weak points in the 

ground where fills of features did not adhere fully to the faces of their 

cuts.  This would not have occurred after the fill layers and natural 

subsoil bonded, which would probably have happened within 2-10 years 

after the last human intervention into the ground. 

 

Figures 10-14 show a number of root holes, most of which, interestingly, 

seem to predate the archaeological features, or at least are cut into their 

bottoms.  Often it was not possible to see a different colour to their fills, 

which instead seemed to be continuous with the layers or fills above.  

This may imply that they derive from plants which grew through those 

fills, rather than the pits having been cut through existing roots or former 

root systems.  The fill of one root hole (054/036) contained two 

redeposited lumps of loess, which must have entered it after the root had 

decayed or been pulled out, showing that the plant predated at least some 

of the human activity on the site.  One major root system (052/045/044), 

which must derive from a tree as it is so big and complex, was seen in the 

west section (Figure 13).  This adjoined the large root holes 077/078, the 

fill of these being cut by pit 024, clearly showing this root system to 

predate that pit and presumably others in its vicinity. 

 

Conversely, the adjoining root holes 075/076 seem to have cut both the 

natural 003 and hoard pit fill 005, so it must post-date the filling of pit 

004. This is of potential significance to our understanding of the 

relationship between the hoard pit 004 and other pits in its vicinity. 



 16 

Worm holes have not been drawn, as they form very narrow, usually 

vertical lines, not always discernible among the complex stratigraphy.  

Some were observed though, particularly in natural loess 003. 

 

Several probable animal burrows were identified and are coloured grey 

on Figure 7b.  These consistently broke through one or more fill layers, 

no pattern in their locations being discerned.  Their fills were always the 

same: orange-brown coarse clay and small stones, suggesting that they 

may have subsequently filled with material slumped from above, where 

they passed into natural loess subsoil 003. 

 

The species of animals most likely to have caused these burrows are rats 

or rabbits, although some of the holes (eg: 083/084 & 123/124) are small 

enough to have been dug by mice.  The largest was 079/080, which cut 

through six layers; its elongated profile may suggest that it was steeply 

inclining away from the section. 

 

It is possible that the pale loess layer 125, which cuts through both natural 

subsoil 003 and the lower fills of hoard pit 004 on Section 7-8 (Figure 14) 

may be the fill of another animal burrow.  This layer cannot be explained 

by any other means, as it clearly passes through both natural and man-

made deposits. 

 

Dating these probable animal burrows is difficult, as we do not know 

what caused them, though their stiff fills with no voids show they are 

clearly not of recent date.  Again, they are likely to belong to the period 

shortly after the hoard pit was filled, and if rodents were responsible, it 

may imply that people were still living in the vicinity, as they often  

co-exist in large numbers due to the presence of stored food and domestic 

rubbish on settlement sites. 

 

Modern deposits 

 

Overlying the undisturbed archaeology were two plough disturbed layers, 

which comprised layers of humic topsoil.  The principal and thickest of 

these at 32-40cm thick was dark grey-brown humic topsoil 001, but 

underlying this was a thinner layer of humic soil comprising lensed layers 

002, 038, 039 & 055.  It was discoloured by lighter material, fragments of 

burnt clay (possibly daub?) and occasional relocated archaeological finds 

derived from unspecified archaeological layers and natural loess 003.   

 

This material had been scraped up from the upper surface of the natural 

subsoil, which lay at a level of between 32cm and 40cm below the 
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surface of the field.  One recent ploughing event (051) had cut into the 

surface of the natural loess subsoil 003 and fills 011, 020, 025, 034 & 

037, recutting ploughsoil layers 002/038/039/055.  An earlier ploughing 

event 050 had cut into 003 and fills 020, 034, 037 & 040, creating layer 

002/038/039/055, which contained archaeological material and loess 

scraped up from these contexts. 

 

The combined ploughing events 050 and 051 scraped fills 005, 027, 029, 

063, 065, 066, 070, 072, 074, 098, 100, 101, 106 & 118 of hoard pit 004.  

The original depths of these and the pit they filled are therefore not 

known.  Only the metal detectorists' pit (006) cut both ploughsoils. 

 

Given the presence of coins in topsoils 001 & 002, it was decided to sieve 

and detect all soil from them.  This produced a number of coins, which 

included a mixture of 1st century BC Gaulish and Roman issues, whole 

and incomplete.  These were identified and discussed by De Jersey (2012 

b&c). 

 

A significant quantity of ceramics of both Roman and Iron Age fabrics 

were also found during sieving.  These included a substantial, possibly 

burnt base sherd from a colour coated vessel, with a makers' stamp across 

its underside. 

 

It is possible that this material was derived from fill 009 of pit 008, and 

layer 037 above it, which contained similar artefacts.  It is equally likely 

however, given the close association of several probable pits and 

postholes in the relatively small excavated area, that other such features 

exist elsewhere in the vicinity and could be the source of these finds. 

 

Upon removal of all modern ploughsoil deposits, the homogenous sticky 

brown fill (007) of the metal detectorists' pit (006) was removed, 

carefully cleaning its outer edges.  This was revealed to be a roughly 

circular hole with tapering sides, measuring about 60cm diameter at the 

top, down to an oval bottom, 30-35cm across.  This had cut through many 

of the ancient fills of hoard pit 004 and had stopped at the upper surface 

of the coin hoard (010), which had not been penetrated.  The backfill 

material which was very soft and clayey, contained occasional pieces of 

burnt clay, which is interpreted as probable burnt daub from timber 

buildings with wattle and daub walls.  This is discussed in more detail 

below, in respect of the layers from which it derived. 
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Notes on plan of unexcavated features    Figure 5a 

 

Some of the layers shown in Figure 5a have not been identified in any of 

the sections. This is partly because some did not coincide with sections, 

but partly because, as the key in Figure 5 shows, some of these layers’ 

edges were somewhat uncertain.  In Jersey's loess soils, it is often very 

difficult to see features in plan and usually easier to discern them in 

section, though as was the case in Section 1-2, this was not very easy 

either. 

 

If the writer had been in charge of the excavation, he would have insisted 

on a second trowelling of the surface to try to define the edges of negative 

features with certainty before any deep excavation was attempted. 

The plan in Figure 5a was therefore produced from rough notes and 

photographs and may not be wholly accurate.  It was however created 

with reference to all drawn sections and so certain features which could 

not be seen at surface are indicated by dashed lines. 

 

Root holes in natural 003, certainly or possibly 

predating archaeological features   Figures 5b, 7a-14 

 

All these features appear to predate the Iron Age pit-digging phase of the 

site's use.  They are cut into natural subsoil 003 and most are fairly 

shallow, although a few go much deeper, in the case of 052, almost 

reaching stony layer 022.  This system is the largest and almost certainly 

belongs to a tree, but most are suggestive of shrubs or small leguminous 

plants, though it is questionable whether the latter would leave 

discernible root systems.   

 

It is more likely that the typically darker fills represent the results of 

woody roots decaying after the tree or shrub above was cut down.  

Detailed palynological studies would be of value here, as tree pollen 

should be present.  This and other possible avenues for scientific research 

are discussed at the end of this report. 

 

The root systems and their fills described below are not presented in any 

sequence, none being possible.  They do however all appear to predate all 

of the pits cut into the subsoil, although there are later root systems 

cutting archaeological features, which are not discussed here. 

 

Root hole 054 was filled by soft dark organic material 036.  This was 

possibly concurrent with the late Iron Age or early Roman pit-digging 

phase, as 036 contains loess lumps, not synonymous with the decay of 
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root material.  This may have fallen in from above after the root had 

decayed.  Pit 057 partly cut 054, showing that it pre-dates the earliest 

man-made features on the site. 

 

Root holes 058 & 059 are filled by layer 041. 

 

Root hole 052, filled by soft dark organic material 045, then 044, which is 

similar but paler.  Layer 042 seems to have slumped into the upper part of 

052, possibly as a result of the decay of roots within it. 

 

Root hole 077, filled with soft dark organic material 078.  This may be 

part of 052 etc., cut by pit 024 & part of chronological sequence with 

hoard pit 004. 

 

Root holes 126, filled with soft dark organic material 127.  Root hole 128, 

filled with soft dark organic material 129. 

 

Root hole 113, filled with soft dark organic material 114. 
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Ancient Deposits  Figures 5a-8b 

 

These are described here in sequence where possible, but owing to the 

truncation of Iron Age ground levels by later ploughing, most of the sub-

surface features were found to be separated from each other by natural 

loess subsoil 003.  These could be best described as 'floating 

chronologies' and so are described under separate headings below. 

 

Floating Chronology 1  Figures 5a, 5b, 10, 12 & 13 

 

A shallow pit or hollow 057 was cut into natural 003, with a small 

circular hole 060, possibly a truncated stake hole, to its north-west.  It is 

uncertain whether these features are of the same period or not, as they 

cannot be directly related to each other.  Pit/hollow 057 seems to have 

been open still, when it was cut by a deeper ovoid pit 019, sunk deeper 

into natural 003 and filled by soft yellow-brown soil 020.  This contained 

burnt clay and charcoal and continued across the truncated remains of pit 

057. 

 

Pit 019 & its fill 020 were cut on their south side by shallow pit/hollow 

035.  This was filled initially by a dirty brown soil 034, containing loess 

lumps, burnt clay and small stones, then a darker brown soil 032, also 

containing burnt clay and charcoal. 

 

Pit 008 could not be directly related to pit/hollow 035, so their relative 

positions in the sequence cannot be ascertained.  It was cut into natural 

003, earlier pit 057 and its fill 020.  Pit 008 had the characteristic flat 

bottom and almost vertical sides of Iron Age food storage pits, which 

could be up to 2 metres deep, although most were about 1 metre deep. 

 

Whether this interpretation is correct or not is uncertain: insufficient Iron 

Age settlement sites having been excavated in Jersey to know whether 

such pits, commonly found on sites in southern Britain, were used in the 

island.   This possible interpretation has a bearing on the likely amount of 

stratigraphy lost since its original excavation, possibly about 40-50cm 

above the pit’s upper limit as seen in the excavation.  Pit 023, whose 

bottom is at a similar level, was also of this design. 

 

Pit 008 was largely filled by very dark brown soil 009, which contained 

much burnt material and late Iron Age to early Gallo-Roman period 

domestic rubbish, including burnt clay, coarser clay furnace linings 

greatly affected by heat, slag (including iron smelting slag), spindle 

whorls and much pottery, including both native and Gallo-Roman fabrics. 
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Many Roman coins of the later 1st century BC were found here and in 

potentially plough-disturbed layer 037 above, which presumably derived 

from 009.  This and other metal finds are described in more detail 

towards the end of this report, under Hoard Pit Contents. 

 

Layer 037 which also contains material of this nature, partly fills upper 

levels of pit 008 on its north side, but spreads over layers 036 & 020 in 

the east outer section.  It is possible that this represents a plough-

disturbed layer, given its location and relationship to plough-disturbed 

layer 002/038/039, which overlies it.  A large pot sherd of Iron 

Age/native Gallo-Roman fabric was seen in 037 at the north end of the 

eastern outer section and another was in layer 002 just above it. 

 

Floating Chronology 2 – hoard pit etc.  Figures 5a-9 

 

One earlier feature was cut by the hoard pit 004 and as a sequence can be 

clearly demonstrated, it is discussed first.  This was only seen in Section 

7-8 (Figure 14), not having been seen on the upper surface (Figure 5a).  

This was also the only place where pale natural loess layer 125 was seen, 

cut here by hoard pit 004. 

 

A shallow pit or hollow 104 with an angled western side, was cut into 

natural 003.  Its original extent is unknown, hoard pit 004 having 

removed most of it.  An initial dirty brown loess fill 111 contained burnt 

clay and charcoal flecks.  This was covered by secondary fill 112, which 

consisted of a yellow-brown loessy clay.  Both 111 & 112 seem to have 

been tipped in from the west side of pit 104.  All three were then cut by 

the hoard pit 004. 

 

Hoard pit 004 contained 20 or so fill contexts, which started with the 

hoard 010 and followed in an unbroken sequence up to 005.  There was 

however one sub-chronology, isolated from the main sequence at the 

south end of the long section 3-4.  This is discussed separately at the end 

of Floating Chronology 2, as it cannot be directly associated with the 

main sequence. 

 

Only cuts and fills created by human activity are described here, natural 

intrusions including animal burrows and root systems only being referred 

to where they directly concern or inform the stratigraphy.  These features 

are discussed separately earlier in this report. 

 

The cut of hoard pit 004 was very steep-sided, being almost vertical in 

places.  This is assumed to have been sunk in one action, for the most part 
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through natural loess subsoil 003.  Only in one place, on the west side, 

did it pass through earlier contexts (pit cut 104 and its fills 111 & 112).  

The hoard pit’s original excavators may have been defeated by the stony 

natural layer 022, as the base of the pit only penetrated it slightly.  

Alternatively, they may simply have decided that the pit was deep enough 

already.  The pit's total surviving depth was about 73cm, although 

allowing for the loss of ground to later ploughing, its original depth could 

have been as much as 1.10 metres. 

 

The plan of pit 004 is elongated, which may suggest two things: 

 

1 It could have been developed from two or more pre-existing

 pits with steep sides. 

 

2 It may have been excavated by one or men with mattocks, meaning 

 that an elongated plan was more or less required to allow room for 

 a man to stand at one end and swing his tool.   

 

The presence of pit remnant 104 and the rather odd-shaped plan of hoard 

pit 004 may support the first theory, though no relict fragments of earlier 

pits were seen in the sides of pit 004.  No obvious tool marks were 

observed either, though the manner of excavation meant that the face of 

the pit was not seen in elevation; only in profile – and that seldom. 

 

The hoard (010) presented itself to the archaeologists as a close-packed 

mass of small discs of metal, of greenish hue with occasional grey 

patches.  Due to the desire to leave examination of it until it was in the 

laboratory, the bottom parts of fills 018, 069, 087 & 094 immediately 

above were largely left in-situ, only being removed sufficiently to show 

the surface and outline of the coin mass during the excavation.  It is for 

this reason that no jewellery items were seen until the hoard’s surface and 

sides were cleaned in the laboratory.  It should be noted that several 

pieces of the hoard’s edges, particularly on the west side and at the 

extremities, broke off during the later stages of its excavation and in one 

case during its transportation back to the laboratory.  The plan and 

sections presented in Figure 6 restore these missing parts. 

 

The hoard seems to have been deposited in the bottom of pit 004 by 

tipping it in from several positions around the pit edge.  Evidence for this 

can be seen in the undulations on its upper surface, which are shown in 

plan and three sections in Figure 6.  It has been suggested (N. Mahrer, 

pers. comm.) that several indents in the hoard surface are evidence for its 

depositors walking around on its surface during the deposition process. 
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This is not the place to discuss the subject of the hoard’s external 

appearance in detail, but some suggestions are made here. 

 

No subdivision of the hoard in the form of layering could be definitely 

identified at the time of its initial cleaning, so a detailed description of 

this aspect will have to wait until it is fully dismantled, although some 

initial suggestions are made below. 

 

Reference to the plan of the hoard’s upper surface in Figure 6 shows 

several high spots, at the south end, north-east corner, centrally on the 

east side and on the northern half of the west side.  The area of organic 

material observed in the western side of the hoard surface (shaded in grey 

on the plan) coincided with one of these high spots and suggests that one 

of the latest bodies of coins to be deposited was placed here with some 

form of organic material, possibly a skin bag (animal hairs and occasional 

scraps of mineralised fabric were discovered during dismantling).  The 

notable concentration of jewellery items towards the east side of the 

hoard may also suggest that a mass of such items was deposited there. 

 

Reference to the sections shows a fairly consistent feature in the form of a 

slight step in the hoard side just below its upper surface.  It is difficult to 

explain this, although two possible explanations occur to the present 

writer: 

 

1 That there was a step in the cutting of the pit, which the coins 

 follow. 

 

2 That this represents a secondary layer of coins, suggested by the 

 dashed lines on the sections in Figure 6. 

 

Again, it is possible that analysis of the way that coins lie in the hoard 

body during its dismantling may be able to provide evidence to support or 

refute this theory. 

 

During its excavation, no trace of a bag or vegetable lining to the pit was 

seen, neither has mineralised material of this nature been seen during its 

initial cleaning and conservation after lifting.  It must be assumed 

therefore that the coins entered a bare-sided pit, as excavated to receive it.  

There were however slight traces of pale loess on the sides and bottom of 

the hoard, between it and the natural subsoils 003 and 022.  These were 

largely stained a brownish-purple by the corrosion products from the 

hoard, so were not immediately obvious to the naked eye. 
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This pale loess could be evidence for rain falling at the time of burial, 

which is known to produce thin washes of pale silts on exposed surfaces. 

This possibility is explored further below, as further potential evidence 

for rainfall is present higher up the pit sides.  It may also explain the 

colour of the first backfill layers 018, 069, 087 & 094 all of which are 

composed of very pale loess, though it is perhaps more likely that they 

were subject to rain washing at surface before being cast into the pit. 

Layer 018 was the most extensive of these layers and contained 

occasional small fragments of greyish metalliferous slag.  It is supposed 

that 087 which overlies the hoard at its south end is the same as 018, 

although the two layers could not be seen to connect and 087 contains 

charcoal, which could not be seen in 018.  A third primary fill 069 was of 

darker fawn-brown soil, a medium which made up at least half of the fills 

of the hoard pit.  It appears to have been tipped into the pit from the east 

side, with 018 on top, but only extended a short distance across the hoard 

surface.   

Layer 014 was spread over 018 across the western half of the pit and was 

the first to contain significant quantities of burnt material.  Its colour was 

reddish from the large quantities of burnt clay present, including some 

substantial pieces.  This material included two fabrics: one fine and 

varying in colour from dark brown to bright orange; the other is coarser 

and more heavily affected by heat, usually being bright orange with 

occasional purplish-grey surviving surfaces.  The finer material is 

probably burnt daub, a common find on later prehistoric sites in the 

island, while the coarser is considered to be furnace lining material.  

These should be confirmed by scientific analysis.  Layer 014 also 

contained the only stone to be seen in the hoard pit fills – a small diorite 

pebble. 

Above 014 was a trio of layers sequentially tipped in from the west: 017, 

107 & 016.  017 was a pale loessy layer, 107 which followed it was a pale 

fawn-brown loessy soil and is of interest as it contained several thin 

lenses of pale waterborne loess, preserving the tip lines of this and 017. 

These seem to have washed down from the west side of the hoard pit cut 

004, suggesting that it was raining at this point and that the pit had been 

dug in the open air.  Fill 016 was the last in the sequence, being of similar 

colour and sealing 107.  Fill 068, again of yellow-brown material, was 

then introduced from the east side, while over it was spread another thick 

layer of pale yellow loess 067.  Layer 067 adjoins and possibly connects 

with a yellowy-orange loess layer 070 down the entire eastern side of cut 

004 from this point upwards.   
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A small pit or hollow 108 on the extreme west side could potentially be a 

human footprint, impressed into 017 & 107, which would then have been 

very soft. 

A further series of slumped pale loess lenses 109 run down the western 

face of cut 004 above this point, and partially fill feature 108.  The 

remainder of this was filled with light brown silt 110, before a significant 

deposit of redeposited burnt material 013 was tipped in above it, again 

from the west. 

Figure 7b shows that this was composed of two different colours of 

material, the lower of which contained much charcoal, fine burnt clay and 

coarser heavily burnt clay, interpreted as potential furnace lining material, 

broken up.  The upper part of the layer was of dirty loess, shown in blue 

in Figure 7b, but the two were so inextricably linked that it was hard to 

tell where one ended and the other began, so they are presented as one 

context.  The site notes mention occasional coins in this layer, but none 

appeared in Section 1-2: the soil samples should be searched for these 

when they are processed. 

A further layer of clean pale loess 030 overlaid 013 and like its 

predecessors 067 and 018, may also have been washed here, from the 

west side.  A thin layer of dirty brown loessy soil 031 was spread across 

all the previous layers and again seems to have been tipped in from the 

west. 

All the succeeding layers to 031 seem to have been tipped in from the 

east.  In sequence these are: 072, 071, 012 & 005.  072 was a firm pale 

loess soil with one major concentration of burnt clay lumps and 

occasional pieces of charcoal.  071 was a small area of dirtier soil with 

one large lump of pale loess, shared with layer 031 below.  Fill 012 was a 

more substantial body of material, being a darker brown soil with several 

lumps of redeposited clean and dirty loess, presumably representing 

clods, previously dug up from elsewhere and not left lying around for 

long enough to disintegrate.  A solitary coin, probably a billon stater, as it 

was a greyish-purple colour, was seen in Section 1-2, within fill 012, 

aligned on the same angle as the two adjoining tip lines.  This was seen 

but not examined by De Jersey (2012c, 7). 

The final tipped fill 005 was one of the most interesting, containing large 

quantities of burnt material, including two lenses of charcoal lumps and 

flecks, both following the same tipping angles, though one was steeper 

than the other.  The non-charcoal burnt material included several lumps 

of coarse burnt clay with pale purplish-grey faces, suggesting that they 
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may have previously been used to line furnaces.  Several larger lumps of 

clean and dirty loess were also present. 

This material spread beyond the hoard pit to its north-west, possibly 

having been dragged there by later ploughing and its extent can be seen in 

Figure 5a, several more pieces of both types of burnt clay being visible at 

surface. 

At least one, but probably two pits or post-holes were subsequently sunk 

into the upper fills of the hoard pit.  Modern ploughing activity prevents 

the two being stratigraphically related to one another, but it can be stated 

with some certainty that the central one (cut 026) was a post hole, due to 

its narrow base, the presence of dark lenses 028 in its sides which may 

have derived from the decay of a wooden post, and crucially, the presence 

of another apparent greyish-purple billon stater, seen in Section 1-2 lying 

on the bottom of cut 026 and possibly a ritual foundation deposit.  It is 

most unfortunate that this appears to have been lost, due to the removal of 

the upper part of Section 1-2 while the author was briefly not present. 

This presumed posthole was cut through fill layers 072, 071, 012 & 005, 

and its narrow base presumably took an upright post (not surviving, but 

given the number 061 in order to complete the sequence).  The posthole 

seems to have been dug wider than was necessary, fills 062 & 063 being 

placed on its west side, to support post 061.  Fill 062 was a pale loessy 

layer, but 063 was a darker brown colour and contained at least one lump 

of burnt clay. 

The dark organic soils 028 suggest that the post decayed in-situ, before 

grey-brown loessy loam fill 027 presumably slumped or was washed into 

it.  A dark brown soil pocket 029 may represent the fill of a subsequent 

sag in the upper surface of 027.  Feature 026 may have been larger than 

its profile in Section 1-2, as it appeared again in the isolated column of 

material recorded just to its north in Section 3-4.  Here, it appeared as a 

U-shaped feature, with fill 027 having a darker hue, with a fragment of 

furnace lining and a concentration of charcoal flecks and lumps in it, 

apparently dumped in from the south.  Fill 029 was not seen at all, either 

in this section or in plan on Figure 5a, so may have covered a very small 

area. 

 

The second feature cut into the upper fills of the hoard pit 004 was 

designated 064.  This was somewhat larger than 026, having steep, gently 

tapering sides and a flat bottom.  No evidence for a post was seen, so it is 

possible that this was a pit of some sort.  On its east side, 064 cut through 

slumped loess layer 070, while on its west, it cut redeposited loessy clay 
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fill layer 072.  It was no doubt these which contributed the significant 

quantities of clean loess lumps seen in the upper two backfill layers 065 

and 066.          

  

The base of the pit was cut into hoard pit fill layers 031 and 067.  It seems 

possible that fill layer 072 where it was cut by 064 had softened, again 

due to rainy conditions, and slumped inwards.  There was no discernible 

upward continuation of cut 064 on this side; 072 apparently continuing 

across the fills of 064, which is not ordinarily possible. 

 

All three backfill layers were tipped in from the east, 105 being a mid-

brown clayey loess soil, 065 above it being similar but lighter, with many 

large inclusions in the form of yellow loess lumps, possibly derived from 

070 and 072.  A concentration of charcoal lumps at its lower end was also 

present in a loess lump in this context, suggesting that this charcoal had 

entered the soft lumps when they were lying on the surface.  A large lump 

of possible furnace lining was also present at the upper end of this layer. 

Layer 066 was also composed of the same pale brown clayey soil as 065, 

but the layout of yellow loess lumps within it suggested a separate tip 

line.  A piece of purple slag was seen in its upper edge on Section 1-2 

(marked with an S on Figures 7a & b). 

 

Sub-chronology 2a in Floating Chronology 2      Figures 5a-c, 8a-b, 11 

 

This sub-chronology consists of an isolated part of the incomplete long 

section 3-4 (see Figures 8a & b).  It was isolated due to the central 

position of the detectorists' pit 006, from which the excavation of the 

hoard pit fills commenced.  This problem was exacerbated by the way in 

which the hoard pit was subsequently excavated, working outwards from 

pit 006. 

 

The sub-chronology is presented thus: 

 

Hoard pit cut 004 was present, although was not easy to see in all places, 

due to the similarity of some parts of its fills to the natural subsoil 003. 

 

Here, hoard pit cut 004 and the southern edge of the Iron Age coin hoard 

010 did not line up with each other: there being an approximately 8cm 

gap between the two edges.  This can be seen on the upper plate on page 

8 in Appendix 2.  The downward continuation of cut 004 was not seen, 

due to the close similarities between 003 and the separately identified fill 

092 (Figure 8a & b), but it is considered that the gap was probably caused 

by loess spoil from the digging process falling into the southern end of 
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hoard pit 004 before the first deposit of coins was dropped into the pit 

there. 

 

The sequence of backfills of the pit above the coin hoard 019 is assumed 

to include the same contexts as seen in the isolated column of recorded 

contexts at centre left of Section 3-4 (Figure 8a & b).  However, as they 

cannot be directly linked to these, while some (especially fill 091) may 

have contained more than one layer, it was decided to give them separate 

context numbers.  Where there is a possibility of cross-matching them 

however, suggestions are made. 

 

The lowest fill above the coin hoard 010 was a pale loessy layer (087).  

This had occasional charcoal flecks and small lumps and is assumed to be 

the same as, or similar to, layer 018 to the north. 

 

Fill 088 lay above 087 and was a light brown silty loess, again with 

occasional charcoal flecks.  Fill 089 was a red-brown clayey soil with 

yellow loess blobs and charcoal flecks, above it being 090: a pale fawn-

brown loessy layer. 

 

The final layer 091 appeared to be a dirty pale brown loessy clay in the 

small area available to view it.  It is possible that this last layer in the sub-

chronology contained several sub-layers, as such thick deposits do not 

exist elsewhere in the fills of the hoard pit, but as only a very narrow 

portion of these fills was able to be recorded in section, such details could 

not be easily seen.  Comparison with the other narrow column of material 

recorded in Section 3-4 suggests that this was the case, several thinner 

layers being present at these levels. 

 

Secondary Chronology 2b Figures 5a, 5b, 7a & 7b 

 

This appears to connect the west side of hoard pit 004 with pit 024 which 

was recorded in the western outer section, but aspects of the sequence are 

not wholly clear.  It is therefore presented separately. 

 

The final fill 005 of the hoard pit 004 was cut by root system 075/076, 

which also cut natural 003.  This root system is a complex, bifurcated 

structure, whose close relationship with both pits 004 and 024 appeared 

clear in plan (Figure 5a) but less clear in section (Figures 7a & 7b). 

In the plan, two ovoid root pipes were visible, the eastern clearly 

straddling hoard pit cut 004, thereby cutting both natural loess 003 and 

fill 005; the western being largely in 003, but apparently just clipped by 

pit 024. 
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In Section 1-2 (Figures 7a & 7b), the root pipes appear synonymous near 

the surface of 003, the eastern pipe being visible, while the western was 

just behind the section.  Unfortunately, a lump of redeposited loess lay on 

the eastern edge of the eastern root pipe, confusing the relationship 

between it and fill 005, while an animal burrow 096/097 passed through 

fill 076 of the root pipe.  Fortunately, pit 024 clearly cut fill 076 on its 

western side, showing it to be later than this root system. 

 

In Section 1-2, pit 024 was largely filled by grey loessy soil 025, which 

contained burnt clay and charcoal flecks, and continued as a layer beyond 

the pit edges to its south and north.  The primary fill of 024 was however 

grey-fawn loessy layer 041, containing occasional charcoal flecks, which 

only appeared at the north end of the western outer section. 

 

A shallow pit/hollow 048, seen in the north outer section was also filled 

by 041, which continued as a layer beyond pit 024.  It infilled earlier root 

holes 058 & 059 in this section. 

 

Floating Chronology 3  Figures 5-5c, 7a & 7b 

 

A possible post hole 049 cutting 003 and seen in the north outer section 

was filled by grey-fawn loessy layer 040 which contained occasional 

charcoal flecks, but this could not be associated with any other features, 

due to truncation of the layers above through later plough damage. 

 

Floating Chronology 4  Figures 5a, 5b, 11 & 13 (& 8a-b) 

 

A pit or shallow hollow 056, seen in the west outer section (Figure 13) 

was cut into natural subsoil 003, and while still open, was recut by deeper 

pit 047, also cutting 003.  Pits 056 & 047 were both filled by grey-brown 

soil 043 which contained burnt clay and occasional charcoal flecks, 

followed by greasy pale grey-brown clay layer 042.  This continued as a 

layer to the north, partly infilling root hole 052 and a probable root hole 

which penetrated fill 043 to its south.  Grey loessy soil layer 025 overlay 

042 in this area. 

 

Pit/posthole 046 was filled by dark soil fill 033, which contained loess 

lumps, some large lumps of burnt clay and charcoal flecks.  Fill 033 and 

pit 046 were in turn cut by pit 023, which also cut pit 047, but the two 

cannot be directly related to each other. 

 

Pit 047 and its fill layers 042 and 025 on the west, and pit/posthole 046 

with its fill 033, were cut by large pit 023.  This had almost vertical sides 
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and a largely level bottom, these being characteristic features of Iron Age 

food storage pits (cf 008), although again it is not certain whether such 

pits were used in this way in Jersey during the Iron Age. 

 

Pit 023 may have been open during wet weather, as its fawn-brown 

loessy primary fill 021 seems to have washed in from the east side.  A 

small lense of pale loess 053 may be of similar origin, filling a hollow in 

the upper surface of 021. 

 

Despite the lack of any surviving relationship between pit 023 and hoard 

pit 004 to the north, it is of considerable importance in discussing the 

relationship between the two, as primary fill 021 was found on 

subsequent examination in the laboratory to contain a Coriosolite quarter 

stater (De Jersey 2012c, 6).  This may imply that it was open, either 

during the deposition of hoard 010 in pit 004, or during other related 

activity involving coins in the vicinity.  

 

The majority of pit 023 was filled with dark brown soil 011, which seems 

to have been tipped in from the west as it contains a broad lense of 

charcoal flecks with one lump of clean loess, sloping down into the pit 

from west to east.  Several substantial lumps of bright red burnt clay and 

charcoal were also generally present in fill 011, and one sherd of soft 

reddish-brown pottery, probably of later Iron Age date. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 31 

Overview of the Iron Age hoard's contents 

 

X-Ray Fluorescence (XRF) tests by Cranfield University for Jersey 

Heritage in 2012 showed that the coins comprising the bulk of the hoard 

were of billon - an alloy of copper and silver.  While the majority were 

full staters, a significant quantity were smaller quarter staters – a 

relatively rare denomination, not represented in such a large quantity in 

any of the other Iron Age coin hoards from Jersey or north-west France.  

A number of very small coins (known as Petits Billons Armoricains) have 

also been identified.  These are very rare and little is known about them. 

 

When cleaning of the hoard was commenced in the laboratory after it was 

lifted from the ground, it was realised that several items of gold, silver 

and bronze jewellery, some crushed or otherwise damaged, were included 

within the mass of coins.  The positions of these are identified on the plan 

in Figure 6 and include one concentration of at least four objects in one 

place, apparently part of a single deposit of material, pressed close up 

against the eastern edge of pit 004.  This concentration comprised: 

 

A gold torc, measuring approximately 20-25cm diameter, of narrow, 

circular section, only its curved body being visible.  It is possible that this 

was a sheathed object, of gold foil on a bronze base, but this could not be 

confirmed at the time. 

 

A bronze torc of similar dimensions but whose separate terminals had 

been removed, revealing slightly larger ends with dovetail projections, to 

which possibly precious metal termini would have been fixed.  Only the 

two termini were visible. 

 

A crushed piece of gold foil, possibly once forming sheathing to an object 

of base metal or other material. 

 

A crushed bangle of small-diameter silver wire, with decorative wire 

binding around it in one place, visible in the upper surface above the three 

items described above. 

 

Other solitary items visible in the hoard surface included: 

 

Another crushed piece of gold foil, just south of the concentration 

described above, with an L-shaped cast bronze object of unknown 

function alongside. 
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A gold bangle of similar dimensions and design to the silver one, in the 

upper surface of the hoard at its extreme south end. 

 

A possible bun ingot of bronze, in the south-east side of the hoard. 

 

A water-worn pebble of pink granite in the upper surface of the hoard, 

identified with a P in the plan on Figure 6.  Pebbles were found within the 

1957 hoard. 

 

A blue glass bead was observed on the top of the hoard (P. De Jersey, 

pers. comm.) but its exact location is not known to the author. 

 

It was expected that other non-monetary objects would appear as the 

hoard was dismantled.  This was shown to be the case: a substantial layer 

of precious metal objects being found below the upper surface on the 

eastern side of the hoard.  The details of this are briefly described 

elsewhere in this report, so are not considered further here. 

 

An interim report on the loose coins from the hoard edges which had 

been cleaned and identified by October 2012 (De Jersey 2012a) suggested 

that the monetary part of the hoard was largely or wholly composed of 

Coriosolite issues, although there were some uncertain identifications.  

631 coins had been examined by October 2012 and comprised the 

following: 

 

Type      Number Percentage 

 

Coriosolitae Staters   286  45.3% 

Probable ditto    142  22.5% 

Quarter Staters ditto   93  14.7% 

Probable ditto    97  15.4% 

Baiocasses Stater?    1  0.2% 

Petits Billons Armoricains  6  0.9% 

Others/fragments/unidentifiable  6  0.9% 

 

The most significant point of interest was the large percentage of quarter 

staters, but De Jersey (2012a) identified several other features of the 

group which suggested that the hoard is rather unusual.  His opinions on 

various aspects of the coins are being published online at intervals - go to 

http://oxford.academia.edu/PhilipdeJersey to view the various reports as 

they appear.  It will be interesting to see if the trends shown above 

continue as it is dismantled over the next few years. 

 

http://oxford.academia.edu/PhilipdeJersey
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Overview of the Roman coin hoard’s contents 

 

The Roman coinage from fill 009 and plough-disturbed layers 001, 002 

and 037 dates from between 79BC and 8/7BC and includes silver denarii 

and bronze coins of uncertain denomination (but possibly ases) deposited 

no earlier than about 10AD, on the basis of the amount of use-wear on 

these coins.  Many of these coins had suffered serious levels of corrosion 

and the main concentration of silver issues was a purple mass, with only 

occasional coins in good enough condition to identify positively. 

 

None of the bronze coins was in good enough condition to identify 

(although the word 'CAESAR' can be read on one) and several had been 

bent or broken/cut in half.  Due to this poor state of preservation and 

uncertainty over how much of fill 009 had been ploughed away, it is not 

certain how many coins were once present, but at least 100 were probably 

represented by the mass of corrosion product in fill 009 and several more 

were recovered from disturbed contexts 037 and 002.  Interim reports on 

the coins which could be identified in October 2012 have already been 

produced (De Jersey 2012b & 2012c). 

 

The mass of silver coins also produced fragments of silver wire, 

suggestive of jewellery.  Braided silver wire ropes were found in the 1957 

hoard and have since been found in the 2012 Iron Age hoard.  It is 

therefore not impossible that the wires in 009 are of the same type and 

origin. 

 

Overview of unstratified Iron Age & Roman coins from Field G176 

 

A total of at least 127 coins have been found in the ploughsoil of the field 

over several years by Messrs Mead & Miles.  Some of these have been 

the subject of a separate interim report (De Jersey 2012a), which 

identified the following: 

 

Iron Age issues 

 

Tribe   Type    Number 

 

Osismii  Gold quarter staters 2 

Coriosolitae  Silver/billon staters 96 

Ditto   Ditto, quarter staters 4 

Abrincatui  XN series silver staters 6 

Bituriges Cubi Silver drachm  1 

Unidentifiable     4 
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Roman issues 

 

Date/Emperor Type    Number  

 

Republican  Silver denarii  6 

Augustus  As    1 

C1st/C2nd AD Bronze   4 

 

Part 2 of the Discussion section of this report below, considers the 

possibility that the Iron Age elements of this group derive from a third or 

even a fourth, previously unidentified hoard.  It is worth noting however 

that a number of stray coins were identified in undisturbed contexts other 

than 009 and 010 during the 2012 excavation, so it is possible that some 

of those listed above did not derive from hoards. 

 

Results of dismantling, 2014-2016 

 

The dismantling process commenced in late 2014 and by the present date 

(March 2016) approximately 40,000 coins had been removed, along with 

numerous non-numismatic artefacts.  The latter has included at least 

thirteen tubular gold torques, a similar number of gold and silver bangles, 

earrings, and other decorative items.  In addition, a large number of ingots 

in various combinations of precious and base metals have been found.  

An accurate and complete list would occupy many pages and would not 

be particularly relevant here. 

 

It is however noted that these ‘additional’ contents place the 2012 hoard 

in the same context as the 1957 hoard from the same field, in containing a 

significant number of precious metal items of jewellery.  The sheer 

quantity of these, and the approximately 70,000 coins (2016 estimate) 

also present, puts the 2012 hoard at the top of the list of Iron Age coin 

hoards in terms of size, complexity and importance for the future 

understanding of these deposits. 
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Possible phasing of excavated contexts 
 

The truncation of the archaeological deposits by ploughing has made the 

following somewhat uncertain, although as observed above, some groups 

of contexts can be related to one other. 

 

The majority of the fills of features can be dated by their contents, either 

through the presence of potsherds, or the burnt materials which seem 

ubiquitous to the site, most notably clay lumps of various textures and 

colours.  This is all considered likely to have originated in one period, 

though it is noted that its presence in some contexts may be residual – ie: 

that it has been moved from its original point of deposition. 

 

1 Pre-Iron Age – uncertain date 

 

The root holes from trees or shrubs are likely to date from this period, the 

majority being cut by the various pits and post-holes which form the man-

made features of the site. 

 

2 Late Iron Age I c.100-c.50BC? 

 

The earliest features on the site seem to have been shallow pits or hollows 

of unknown function.  Shallow pits 156, 057 and 104 fall into this 

category, due to their shallow profiles and relative (or total) lack of burnt 

material, particularly clay.  Pit 104 was truncated by hoard pit 004 and 

suggest that there may have been others in the area later occupied by 004.  

may also fall into this category. 

 

Two other features (049 & 060) may just possibly be post holes, the latter 

being so small that a stake hole is a more likely interpretation.  Their 

shallow depth suggests that quite a considerable depth of soil has been 

lost to ploughing since the Iron Age. 

 

3 Late Iron Age II c.50-c.30BC? 

 

It is clear from the relatively complex stratigraphy and two or more 

periods of pits, some cutting the previous ones and all containing at least 

some burnt clay, that this period saw a great deal of activity on the site.   

 

There seem to have been at least two phases to this.  Earlier pits comprise 

046 & 047, the former looking decidedly like a post hole, being of small 

diameter with steep sides and a rounded bottom.  019 may also be of this 

period. 
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Later pits include 023, which cuts pits 046 and 047, and 035, which cuts 

019.   All contained liberal amounts of burnt clay, but of the fine textured 

variety, which may be daub from buildings.  Significantly, none of the 

coarser burnt clay was present. 

 

On current evidence from the hoard dismantling process (Dr A. 

Fitzpatrick & Dr P. De Jersey, pers. comms.), it seems to be within this 

period that hoard pit 004 was dug and the Iron Age coin hoard 010 was 

deposited in it.  The various fills of 004 presumably also belong to the 

same event, although as noted elsewhere, their sequence is not fully 

understood. 

 

In fill 021 at the bottom of pit 023 was a solitary quarter stater.  It is quite 

possible that the cutting of pit 008 belongs to this period, as it is of 

similar profile to 023. 

 

4 Gallo-Roman I c.5BC-c.10AD? 

 

The small hoard of Roman Republican coins in pit fill 009 may belong to 

this period.  It cannot be stratigraphically associated with the earlier hoard 

pit 004, but their fills both contain the coarser variety of burnt clay which 

may be interpreted as furnace lining.  This is not found in any of the other 

pit fills and it is therefore suggested that one set of these fills is derived 

from the other, or alternatively that both derive from some other source. 

 

There is somewhat tenuous evidence to suggest that pit 024 and therefore 

its successor 048 are later stages of a sequence with hoard pit 004. This 

relies on the correct interpretation of root holes 075. 

 

The domestic debris found in fill 009 implies domestic settlement of this 

period, both native and imported early Gallo-Roman pottery being 

present. 

 

5 Gallo-Roman II 

 

No features of this period were found in-situ, but pottery of the 1st to 2nd 

century AD was found in ploughsoils 001 and 002/038/039/055, 

suggestive of Roman period settlement activity very close by.  The 

stamped colour-coated sherd from 037 or 002 may be of this period. 
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Discussions 
 

1 Settlement Evidence  Figures 1-3 

 

The gently sloping spur crest of which Field G176 occupies the south-

eastern part, has produced a number of significant finds over several 

decades, suggesting settlement in the Iron Age and possibly earlier, 

towards the end of the Bronze Age.  It has long been considered by 

Margaret Finlaison FSA to be the site of a possible hillfort, although the 

lack of any identifiable enclosing ramparts must cast significant doubt on 

this theory.  More recent research by the present author on sites in eastern 

Jersey suggests that later Iron Age and Gallo-Roman open or semi-

enclosed settlement was often sited in such places (Waterhouse, 

forthcoming). 

 

Figure 2 is based on a modern map, but areas of known or suspected 

settlement evidence, find spots and earthwork evidence are plotted onto 

it.  About 30 metres to the south of the findspot is a slight terrace in the 

field slope, whose approximate position and outline is shown.  It is not 

known whether this is of prehistoric or later date, as a separate field is 

known to have occupied this position until the 1970s, but such terraces on 

Iron Age sites have been known to have houses sited on them. 

 

Settlement evidence from Field G176 was first noted in the vicinity of the 

1957 hoard.  This was briefly summarised by Fitzpatrick & Megaw 

(1987, 435; & Finlaison 2007, 293-4), both of whom refer to Margaret 

Finlaison's 1986 interview with the late Peter Langlois.  In this, Langlois 

referred to his discovery of sherds of [domestic] pottery, three spindle 

whorls, a group of stones and an area of burning, while randomly digging 

pits in the immediate vicinity of the hoard.  The exact depth at which 

these features were found was not recorded, although photographs taken 

at the time show some of the pits, which appear to be up to 1 metre deep 

in places, but somewhat shallower in others. 

 

The closeness of the 1957 and 2012 hoards to each other makes it 

unsurprising that the same varieties of domestic debris should have been 

found in both places.  The 2012 excavation found extensive evidence for 

burning (though none in-situ - only in secondary contexts), domestic 

pottery of both later Iron Age domestic fabrics and early Roman imports, 

and significantly perhaps, spindle whorls (found in contexts 009 & 037). 
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2 The hoards 

 

The relationships of both excavated hoards to each other, and comparison 

of the (undisturbed) contexts in which Iron Age and Roman coins were 

found, produce possible conclusions which are of great interest to the 

dating of the Jersey coin hoards. 

 

The close positioning of the 1957 (Le Câtillon I) and 2012 (Le Câtillon 

II) hoards has been worked out by the present author from notes made 

during Margaret Finlaison's 1986 interview with Peter Langlois, in which 

distances in feet from the two adjoining hedge boundaries were given by 

him.  These have not previously been published and it is not certain how 

accurate Langlois' memory was, given the 31 years which had elapsed 

since he found the hoard.  Their relative positions are however shown on 

Figure 2 as accurately as can be plotted, showing the two positions to be a 

mere 13 metres or so away from each other.  From this, several intriguing 

possibilities suggest themselves. 

 

Firstly, the domestic rubbish in the vicinity suggests that the hoards 

were buried within a settlement, the densely-placed pits and possible 

postholes found in 2012 suggesting that this was a thriving one. 

 

Secondly, the strong similarities between the contents of the 1957 

and 2012 hoards suggest that the two could once have formed the 

same body of material. 

 

Thirdly, the close positioning of Le Câtillon I & II, coupled with the 

presence of a possible third Iron Age hoard Le Câtillon IV (now 

scattered) and the smaller Roman coin hoard (Le Câtillon III) 

suggests that several hoards may have been buried in a very small 

area.  This agrees with Dr Adrian Chadwick’s research into other 

late Iron Age hoard sites in Britain & North-West Europe (Dr A. 

Chadwick, pers. comm.). 

 

Following on from the latter, a fourth possibility is that all of the 

hoards were buried in a residential or industrial compound on the 

site. 

 

As has been observed above, significant quantities of burnt material were 

found in many contexts in the 2012 excavation, particularly of charcoal, 

slag and burnt clay of two textural types.  The coarser of these had a 

purple-grey inner crust visible in places, suggesting that they represented 

the broken-up linings of furnaces.  This material was seen in fill layers 
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005, 013, 014, 027, 031, 065 & 072 in hoard pit 004, but also in the fill of 

one other feature in the vicinity which was not capable of being directly 

stratigraphically related to the hoard pit fill (009).  

 

Finer burnt clay was found in the fills of pits 008, 019, 023, 024, 035, 046 

& 047.  A piece of purple slag with many small bubbles from pit fill 009 

was tested with an XRF instrument, showing it to have a high iron 

content with no other minerals present (N. Mahrer, pers. comm.). 

 

It is therefore suggested that the immediate vicinity formed a metal-

working area, with perhaps several different types of activity taking place 

there.  The hoarding of precious metals over a period of time would seem 

to fit with such a function. 

 

Pit relationships 

 

Pit 008, which contained iron smelting debris, worn early Roman coins 

and ceramics of both Iron Age and Gallo-Roman date, is especially 

interesting, as the south-western edge of its cut came very close to the 

north-eastern edge of hoard pit cut 004 (see Figure 9). 

 

As both pit sides sloped outwards here, they must have coincided within a 

short distance (about 20-25cm) above their surviving upper edges.  This 

is shown in oblique section 5-6 (Figure 9).  The implications of this are 

significant, the contents of an earlier pit if cut by a later one, being likely 

to contribute to its fills. 

 

Although we cannot be certain in which order pits 004 and 008 came, the 

similarity of their fills and the relatively large quantities of burnt material 

seen in fills 009 and 037, against the proportionally lesser amounts seen 

in pit 004, may possibly suggest that 004 was the later pit, cutting fill 

009.  The present dating of the contents of the Iron Age hoard would tend 

to disagree with this, making it rather more likely that pit cut 008 is the 

later of the two. 

 

Pending the provision of better dating evidence for the Iron Age hoard 

and its backfills, this cannot at present be decided either way. 

 

Dating 

 

Fitzpatrick & Megaw (1987, 433-444), quoting several other authorities, 

suggested a date in the later 1st century BC (but no later than about 20BC) 

for the deposition of Le Câtillon I, based on the design of the silver 
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fibulae deposited with the hoard.  This of course relies on them being 

relatively new when they went into the ground. 

 

So far, the likely date-bracket for the deposition of Le Catillon II lies 

between about 50 and 30 BC.  This is based on the presence of 

Hampshire Thin Flan coins of presumed British origin, whose dating is 

thought to be in this range. 

 

The latest identifiable Roman coin seen in fill 009 was a denarius of 

Augustus, minted at Lyon in 8 or 7 BC.  Although broken, its surface 

condition was reasonably crisp, with only slight wear.  It has been 

suggested that this implies a deposition date not earlier than c.5BC and 

probably at the beginning of the 1st century AD (De Jersey 2012c, 2). 

 

If at all possible, C14 dates must be extracted from the charcoal in the 

samples from the two pits 004 and 008, to try to establish the correct 

sequence, though as is noted elsewhere, this may not be possible, due to 

the flatness of the radiocarbon curve during this period. 

 

The nature of the Le Câtillon II hoard, containing a significant number of 

pieces of scrap jewellery, may suggest that it was buried as bullion, not 

currency.  The fact that Le Câtillon I contained very similar items 

suggests that it too was buried for the same reason.  This is considered in 

more detail under other relevant hoards below. 

 

Later usage of the site 

 

The identification of two subsequent features, one of them certainly a 

posthole, cut into the upper fills of pit 004, is very interesting.  It shows 

that the site continued to be used after the backfilling of hoard pit 004.  

 

The identification of one of these as a post hole containing the apparent 

superstitious deposition of a coin in its bottom, set centrally between the 

east and west sides of the hoard pit, suggests that this was either a post 

belonging to a building, or alternatively could have been a marker post to 

ensure that the hoard could be found again. 

 

If this was the case, it also implies that the period of burial was intended 

not to be very long, as such an earthfast post, especially if placed outside, 

would not be expected to last more than 20 years or so. 

 

Roman pottery and coins of the 1st to 2nd century AD from the ploughsoil 

in Field G176 as a whole, suggest that settlement continued there well 
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into the Roman period.  Although there was no evidence for this in the 

undisturbed contexts excavated in 2012, there was clear evidence for 1st 

to 2nd century AD activity in the immediate vicinity, in the form of 

Roman pottery sieved from contexts 001 and 002. 

 

Other relevant Iron Age coin hoards in Jersey 

 

In this section, consideration of the other hoards found at various times in 

Jersey must be made.  The majority of these cannot easily be compared 

with those from Le Câtillon as they were found too long ago for an 

adequate record of their findspots or content to have been made.  

However, in several cases, small amounts of information are recorded, 

which are noted here.  Their details are taken from the list produced by 

J.B. Colbert de Beaulieu (Colbert de Beaulieu 1958(a), 201).  His site 

numbering system has not been followed here, due to a number of other 

historic finds being recorded elsewhere.  It should be noted that not all of 

these records are of hoards; some being chance finds of single coins, 

which are listed separately at the end. 

 

Mont de la Ville, St Helier 

 

UTM 6520 4806 (approx.) 

 

An unknown number of coins found in 1786-87 during removal of soil 

from around the megalithic tomb on the crest of the hill towards its north 

end.  The only record of the coins is a single engraving by the French 

numismatist Lambert, showing a billon coin of Class V, of the 

Coriosolites. 

 

Unknown site, possibly near St Aubin 

 

General vicinity of UTM 6030 4850? 

 

A hoard of some 200 coins found about 1795 'in an iron pot in a field near 

the Great Harbour' at Jersey.  34 coins from this hoard are at the British 

Museum and include examples from all six classes of Coriosolite 

coinage, including staters and quarter staters.  At least one silver coin was 

also present, of the Unelli, whose territory was in the Cotentin peninsula, 

east of Jersey. 
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Rozel Harbour, St Martin  

 

UTM 6940 5430 (approx.) 

 

A 'considerable quantity' of coins was discovered in an earthenware vase 

on a site 'near the harbour of Rozel' in about 1807.  A selection of the 

coins were recorded in a manuscript by Philip Mauger of Jersey, as 

'ancient medals, principally Roman, also Greek, Celtic, etc.'  The 

drawings include issues of the Coriosolites, the Unelli and the Osismii, 

whose territory was on the north coast of Armorica, west of St Brieuc. 

The current whereabouts of the coins is not known. 

 

Rozel, Trinity 

 

UTM 6940 5430 (approx.) 

 

A hoard of 920 billon coins was uncovered in 1820 by a fall of rock 

somewhere at the Catel de Rozel, but most probably in the same vicinity 

as the other Rozel hoards.  The entire hoard was bought by the noted 

German antiquarian Baron Donop, who published it in two articles 

(Hannoversche Numismatische Zeitschrift 1835, 1839); the latter 

containing illustrations of 754 billon staters and two quarter staters of the 

Coriosolites, with 4 silver staters of the Unelli. 

 

Quenvais (sic) Hoard, St Brelade 

 

Site unknown, possibly in general vicinity of UTM 5800 4900? 

 

Found in February 1848, this hoard contained 357 Roman coins of the 

3rd-4th centuries, of which the majority were of Licinius I (85) and 

Constantine I (206).  Some Gaulish coins were apparently also found, but 

no details are recorded.  The current whereabouts of the hoard is not 

known. 

  

Rozel, Trinity 

 

UTM 6940 5430 (approx.) 

 

A land slip or erosion of the cliff due to heavy rain early in 1875 revealed 

parts of at least two hoards, which had apparently been buried in ceramic 

vessels, in or against an ancient earthwork which was being eroded by the 

cliff.  This may have been at the north edge of the site, where two 

ramparts descend the coastal slope to the sea. 
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The combined hoards appear to have comprised about 700 coins, though 

of course it is not known how many were lost at the time.  One of the 

hoards was found in fallen soil on the beach below and contained coins of 

small size (quarter staters?) including some silver Roman ones, with 

fragments of pottery, suggesting that it had been enclosed in an urn. 

 

The other hoard, which was at least partly found in-situ in the cliff, 

contained larger Armorican (presumably Coriosolite) coins and part of a 

bronze dagger.  Given the chaotic circumstances of the find, it is 

impossible to be certain of the source of all of the coins, the Armorican 

portion of which included all classes and denominations of Coriosolite 

coins, together with issues of the Osismii, Unelli & Baiocasses. 

 

The non-Armorican part of the collection included hundreds of coins 

from different parts of Gaul, Roman coins (the latest minted in 39BC) 

and one British coin of Durotrigian origin (Cable, 1876; de Bartelemy, 

1884, quoted in Colbert de Beaulieu, 1958(a)). 

 

Possibly Rozel, Trinity 

 

Site unknown 

 

Colbert de Beaulieu (ibid, 203) notes a hoard discovered in 1883, which 

contained a mixed hoard, 18 coins of which were in a pottery vessel in the 

Museum of the Société Jersiaise in 1958.  He does not say where it was 

found, though as it is listed under the 1875 Rozel hoards, it may also have 

been found there. 

 

La Marquanderie Hoard, Park Estate, Red Houses, St Brelade 

 

UTM 5837 4878 (approx.) 

 

Found in 1935 while digging foundations for a house (called Heatherdene 

by the late 1950s), this hoard of between eleven and twelve thousand 

coins, mainly Coriosolite issues, but including a few of the Unelli and the 

Abrincatui, was apparently buried in a pottery vessel over which flat 

stones had been laid.  The recorded findspot of this hoard, recorded in 

Jersey Placenames (Stevens & Stevens, 1986) and on the States of Jersey 

Schedule of Protected Sites, is incorrect.  The present author discovered a 

mistake in the typed copy of NVL Rybot's handwritten notes for the paper 

on the discovery which he published in the 1937 Bulletin (Rybot, 1936; 

1937). 



 44 

 

The original notes and a sketch plan made on site stated that the findspot 

was on the Park Estate, St Brelade, about 130 yards south of the Route du 

Tabor, south-east of Red Houses Crossroads.  The error altered this to 

430 yards, well outside the boundaries of the relatively small Park Estate.  

Rybot appears to have corrected the typescript, but unfortunately this did 

not find its way into the finished paper. 

 

Le Câtillon I - 1957 

 

UTM 6900 4948 (findspot centre?) 

 

This hoard of at least 2500 (and possibly over 3000) coins was found by 

Mr Peter Langlois, then a 17 year-old ploughman, who while ploughing 

in Field G176A on January 22nd 1957, struck a large stone.  This stone 

had apparently given trouble on previous occasions and so he decided to 

dig it out.  The stone had been broken in two by the plough, its upper face 

being at the bottom of the ploughsoil, about 30-36cm below the field 

surface.  The stone's thickness is not recorded, but it was pyramidal, with 

a flat underside which rested directly onto the hoard, which was in a tight 

mass, about 24cm in circumference and surrounded by a dark stain, 

possibly representing remains of a bag.  The upper face of the hoard, 

where it had been in contact with the stone, was somewhat decayed, with 

some coins represented only by what Mr Langlois described as 'shells' 

with nothing inside them.  Some possible blanks, thinner than the coins 

were also on the top. 

 

The hoard was dug out in an afternoon and most regrettably split up, only 

500 coins being donated to the Société Jersiaise in 1957; the remainder 

being variously given away, sold and in the case of a further substantial 

group, taken to Australia with Peter Langlois and his parents when they 

temporarily emigrated there c.1960. 

 

Fortunately, the Australian material was ‘rediscovered’ in 1963 and 

eventually studied in 1975, when the remaining material in Jersey was 

also seen and studied.  Both groups, with the material given or loaned to 

the Jersey Museum (some of which was unfortunately stolen from there 

in 1965) were published in an important paper in the Proceedings of the 

Prehistoric Society (Fitzpatrick & Megaw 1987, 433-444), which is 

important for its attempts to fix an accurate date of deposition for this 

hoard. 
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Anecdotal evidence communicated to the author in 2013 by Mr Langlois' 

widow, suggests that considerable numbers of coins remain in the hands 

of the family in Jersey, including the Australian group.  Unfortunately, all 

the precious metal objects which survived the 1965 theft were 

subsequently sold piecemeal and most cannot now be traced. 

 

Until recently, the exact findspot of Le Câtillon I was not known, but in 

going through papers lent to the author by Margaret Finlaison, an 

annotated map was found, in which the findspot was triangulated by 

paced measurements from two adjoining hedges.  This placed it only 

about 13 metres north-east of the 2012 hoards, suggesting that all the 

hoards were located in a specific place, presumably of significance to the 

people who buried them. 

 

Le Câtillon II - 2012 

 

UTM 68953 49550 (findspot centre) 

 

The latest hoard to be discovered, this is the largest known to date, at 

approximately 70-80,000 coins.  As it has not yet been dismantled, it is 

uncertain at the time of writing precisely what it contains, but comparison 

with others in the island show consistent similarities, while there are 

several clear parallels with Le Câtillon I.  These include the presence of 

jewellery of precious and base metals, the inclusion of waterworn 

pebbles, and a smaller percentage on non-Coriosolite issues.  The two 

most significant characteristics which this hoard shares with Le Câtillon 

I, (though not with any of the other Jersey hoards), are the presence of 

gold jewellery (not paralleled elsewhere in Jersey) and the considerably 

larger percentage of quarter staters (possibly 10-20% on the basis of what 

has been seen to date). 

 

Finds of pottery and spindle whorls made in the adjoining pit 008 and in 

the ploughsoil above the excavated hoard, mirror the finds of identical 

types of material in the ground around the 1957 hoard.  This suggests that 

both hoards were located within a settlement site.  The very close 

association of both hoards (possibly as little as 13 metres apart) would 

tend to suggest that both were buried in the immediate vicinity of one 

another, possibly in a residential compound, although the silting evidence 

from the excavation suggests that Le Câtillon II was outdoors at the time 

of its burial.  The virtually identical contents would also suggest that the 

contents of both hoards may even have been derived from one collection 

of material in the late Iron Age. 
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Le Catillon III 

 

1 metre north-east of Le Catillon II. 

 

UTM 68953 49550 

 

A small mass of corroded late Republican Roman denarii, with traces of 

silver wire, suggestive of those found attached to late Iron Age fibulae, as 

seen in Le Catillon I.  The latest identified coin of this group was minted 

in 8 or 7 BC and has perhaps 10-20 years of wear, suggesting a date of 

deposition in the early 1st century AD.  Its close proximity to the other 

hoards means that it must be considered part of the hoard cluster on the 

site. 

 

Le Câtillon IV? 

 

Exact findspot unknown, but within Field G176 

 

UTM 6905 4950 (G176 centre) 

 

The finders of the Le Câtillon II hoard were led to search the area of the 

findspot for Iron Age coins, due to a story they had been told, viz: that 

about half a century previously (so possibly in the 1920s), a hedge had 

been removed within what is now Field G176. 

 

This was said to have revealed an earthenware pot, which contained 

coins.  It seems that while some of the coins were taken off-site, the 

majority remained there.  It was believed by Messrs Mead and Miles that 

part of this hoard could remain intact beneath the ploughsoil and so were 

hopeful that it might subsequently be found. 

 

Not all of the coins from the field are Iron Age (some are Roman, and 

there are other metal finds going back into the Bronze Age), but the 

quantities of Iron Age issues would tend to argue against solitary losses.  

No distribution plan of these finds has been seen by the author - it would 

be interesting to know if one exists, which might shed some light on a 

possible source within the field. 

 

The 2012 hoard find had never been disturbed, being buried much too 

deeply.  The coins the detectorists were finding loose in the ploughsoil 

must have come from another hoard, either that referred to in the story, or 

another one entirely. 
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The possibility that they represent part of the Le Câtillon I hoard which 

had been missed by Mr Langlois in 1957, cannot be discounted, although 

in his interview with Margaret Finlaison in 1986, he was adamant that he 

had excavated all of 'his' hoard.  Some of the loose coins from Field G176 

are discussed by De Jersey (2012b&c) and are almost all Coriosolite 

billon staters, with a small percentage of quarter staters. 

 

Individual finds and small scatters 

 

David Place, St Helier 

 

UTM 6535 4895 (approx.) 

 

A single coin of Coriosolite Class II was found about 1900 in the garden 

of a house in David Place, belonging to a Dr Bentlif, though the house 

number is not recorded. 

 

La Grande Val Au Moines, St Clement 

 

UTM 6862 4735 (field centre) 

 

An annotated map in a Jersey Heritage filing cabinet at La Hougue Bie 

notes that a field known as La Grande Val Au Moines, just north-west of 

the parish church of St Clement, has produced 'two or three' Coriosolite 

coins.  These are believed to have been found by a metal detectorist in the 

1980s.  Their details are as yet unknown. 

 

Bagatelle, St Saviour 

 

Findspot not precisely known. 

 

UTM 6640 4870 (approximate locality) 

 

A single Coriosolite stater of Class II, found about 1812.  The exact 

findspot is not known.  Now in the British Museum. 

 

Le Pinacle, St Ouen 

 

UTM 5440 5525 (findspot centre) 

 

A Class II Coriosolite stater was found in 1935 during the excavation of 

the small Gallo-Roman temple at Le Pinacle.  The site seems to have 

been a promontory fort in the early Bronze Age and evidence for human 
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activity there has been recorded from the Upper Palaeolithic to Gallo-

Roman periods. 

 

Other solitary finds of Iron Age coins have been made at various times in 

Jersey.  A catalogue of these is in preparation (Waterhouse, forthcoming). 

 

Suggestions for further work 

 

This section of the report considers the work required to be done in order 

to write up the hoards discovered on the site since 1957, for publication. 

It recognises that there is a considerable amount of work still to be done, 

much of which will probably need to be carried out by specialists off the 

island, due to lack of capacity and expertise here. 

 

This does not consider opportunities for further fieldwork on the site, 

desirable though that would undoubtedly be.  The present author's task 

has been to consider the requirements of writing up the 2012 excavation, 

as that will be complex enough to consider without additional distractions 

from fresh research into the site. 

 

The list below therefore gives the present writer’s opinion as a 

professional archaeologist, on what will need to be done to bring the 

remaining work on the two 2012 hoards to full publication. 

 

It is recognised however that full publication will not be possible for 

several years, due to the time it will take to carefully dismantle the hoard 

and study its contents.  However, other reports, chapters, etc., which will 

be needed for final publication can be carried out in the meantime. 

 

Certain, probable and suggested authors for these are listed below: 

 

General editor 

 

The general editor will need to be someone with knowledge of the site, 

the complexities of Iron Age archaeological sites and the subject of Iron 

Age coin hoards in general.  This is not a task which would necessarily 

work with an editorial committee in charge, as it needs someone with 

drive and the ability to liaise effectively with a wide variety of 

archaeological specialists. 

 

In the author’s opinion, Dr Philip De Jersey is a possible contender, 

should he be willing to accept this task.  He is a professional 

archaeologist of long-standing who worked on the excavation of the 
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hoard, the author has discussed the present document with him, and he 

researched and wrote the interim reports on the coins found to date. 

His long-standing research interest in Iron Age coins and his publishing 

history on the subject, would make him the ideal choice. 

 

General introduction: Olga Finch 

 

As Olga assembled the team for the 2012 excavation and has been 

liaising with Reg Mead and Richard Miles over their finds for some 

years, she would be well placed to carry out this part of the report, which 

should also explain how the project was organised and run. 
 

Overview of site history:  Robert Waterhouse 

 

It is suggested that as he has access to the Société Jersiaise’s extensive 

historical records and is in touch with the History Section of the Société 

Jersiaise, the present author would be best placed consider this, which 

should also consider the landscape history of the site, its surroundings and 

its setting in Jersey as a whole. 

 

Specialist report on landscape archaeology of hoard sites in Jersey: 

 

Robert Waterhouse 

 

Robert Waterhouse FSA is currently engaged in long-term research into 

the landscape archaeology of Jersey and since 2010 has been engaged in 

research into later Prehistoric and Gallo-Roman settlement and field 

systems there.  He is currently engaged in Doctoral research on Jersey’s 

landscape archaeology. 

 

In addition, two university students (Emily Spicer of Cranfield 

University; Robert Skeen of Cambridge University) and a post-graduate 

researcher (Dr Adrian Chadwick of Leicester University) have completed 

theses looking at similar subjects. 

 

This chapter should refer to all relevant pieces of work. 

 

Specialist reports on coins: Dr Philip de Jersey 

 

Dr De Jersey is an important scholar in the study of Armorican and  

British coins of the Late Iron Age.  He has produced all of the interim 

reports describing the 2012 material: on the loose coins from the main 

hoard and the unprovenanced Iron Age coins from the ploughsoil in Field 
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G176 (De Jersey 2012a); the coins from contexts 009, 012, 021 and 

residual contexts 037, 002 & 001 (De Jersey 2012b & c); and three 

subsequent reports  These are summarised above, while more recent 

reports can be found at http://oxford.academia.edu/PhilipdeJersey    

He has continued to identify and comment on coins from the hoard 

throughout its dismantling and will ultimately write the final report on the 

subject. 

 

Specialist report on non-monetary metalwork:  

 

Dr Andrew Fitzpatrick 

 

The jewellery and other non-monetary metal objects present in the hoard 

and its associated contexts needs to be discussed by someone with 

extensive knowledge of the study of late La Tene and Iron Age 

metalwork in general.  They need to be conversant with all literature on 

the subject in a European, not just British context. 

 

Dr Andrew Fitzpatrick, who co-authored the 1987 report on the material 

from Le Câtillon I might be suitable, should he be willing, as he has 

established clear abilities in the field and has been advising Jersey 

Heritage on various matters concerning the non-monetary metalwork 

since dismantling commenced. 

 

Specialist report on hoard conservation:    

 

Neil Mahrer 

 

Mr Mahrer will be carrying out this task, as he has been involved with the 

hoard’s conservation from the start and has overseen its subsequent 

dismantling and conservation.  His report is expected to be of 

considerable importance in the field of hoard studies, as it is likely to set 

the standard for dealing with very large fused masses of coins in future. 

 

The following elements, describing protective measures, remedial and 

final conservation, would be expected to form parts of his report.  There 

may be others in due course: 

 

Phase 1 - Work carried out during excavation & preparation for lifting 

Phase 2 - The lift and transport to the laboratory 

Phase 3 - Initial cleaning 

Phase 4 - Short-term conservation of the intact hoard, 2012-2014 

Phase 5 - Dismantling, recording and conserving the hoard, 2014-2017 

http://oxford.academia.edu/PhilipdeJersey
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Specialist report on ceramics:  

 

Dr Jason Monaghan 

 

Dr Monaghan is already advising the author on the ceramic materials 

from the Société Jersiaise’s research excavations of an Iron Age and 

Gallo-Roman settlement site at St Clement.  In 2014, he made an initial 

examination of the ceramics from the 2012 Le Câtillon hoards and is 

willing to carry out the full ceramics report for the site.  His PhD research 

was into the Roman pottery of Kent and he later published research on 

pottery from Roman York.  He is an acknowledged expert in prehistoric 

and Gallo-Roman ceramics in the Channel Islands as a whole. 

 

Specialist report on analysis of metals, slags, furnace linings, etc: 

 

Dr Marcos Martinón-Torres - Professor of Archaeological Science, 

Institute of Archaeology, University College London 

 

As many of the fills of hoard pit 004 and the other smaller pits exposed 

by the trench contained clear evidence of metal-working on the site, this 

will be a most important area of research.  The following list includes the 

most significant areas of research which would be expected in the subject 

area: 
 

Chemical analysis of soils for heavy metals, perhaps using 

handheld XRF. 

 

Fine sieving of soil samples and looking for micro-fossils of 

metallurgy like fragments of furl ash slag, droplets of slag or other 

vitreous residues, and small fragments of metal, might be 

productive. 

 

Coins should be sorted by alloy and the alloys and construction of 

the other metal finds identified.  A combination of visual 

identification and basic analysis with a hand-held XRF set would 

be advisable. 

 

Slag and furnace linings should be checked visually, but again the 

use of an XRF set would be advisable.  It is understood that the 

Cranfield University XRF scanner was used on slag from context 

009 and identified it as probable iron slag, so this method is known 

to work. 

 

http://www.ucl.ac.uk/archaeology/people/staff/martinon_torres
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Specialist soil science report: 

 

In the absence of clear dating evidence for the principal hoard on the site, 

and especially due to the well-stratified materials in the various pits on 

the site, a comprehensive study of the soils is most desirable, in order to 

understand the ways in which the site was used. 

 

The present author took bulk soil samples of all layers and fills in the 

outer sections and sampled many of the fills of hoard pit 004.  During the 

dismantling process, a column of soil remained beneath the hoard.  This 

included parts of the pit base, and it is understood that Neil Mahrer has 

retained all this material for further analysis.  He has also retained 

samples of the soils which he removed from the surface of the hoard as 

part of the initial cleaning process. 

 

Gruel (1987b) noted that it was most desirable to examine the soils 

surrounding Iron Age coin hoards, in order to recover evidence of metal 

salts which had leached out of the hoard body after burial, so Neil's 

samples will be of great importance, as few are believed to have been 

taken at the time of excavation. 

 

Specialist reports on any other find types not mentioned above: 

 

The fact that a deposit of well-preserved mineralised organic material 

survives in part of the Iron Age hoard body is of considerable importance 

for understanding the environment in which the hoard was buried, and to 

understand what this deposit originally consisted of. 

 

Some examples of photographs of this material taken under microscopic 

conditions by Neil Mahrer are reproduced in Appendix 2 and show that 

the deposit preserves insect remains, hair and vegetable matter in a 

recognisable form.  Numerous examples of this material have been 

retrieved from the hoard to date, including seeds, pollen/spores, clothing 

fibres, etc., and must therefore be examined and identified by relevant 

specialists. 

 

Carbon 14 and other forms of scientific dating: 

 

The significant quantities of burnt material found means that processing 

of the soil samples will inevitably produce considerable quantities of 

charcoal and potentially, other organic debris.  While detailed scientific 

analysis of charcoals is known to produce useful results in the 

identification of wood species and burnt materials other than wood, it is 
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important to ensure that they are left in sufficiently good condition to 

attempt radiocarbon dating. 

 

It is however noted that the radiocarbon calibration curve is fairly flat 

during this period and it may be difficult to differentiate between datable 

samples if these cover a relatively short period - as seems to be the case. 

 

In view of this, it may be advisable to consider alternative forms of dating 

such as Optically Stimulated Luminescence (OSL) for any future work on 

the site. 
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Appendix 2 

 

Plates 

 

 
These were taken by Robert Waterhouse & Neil Mahrer. 

 

Every effort has been taken to identify which images 

were taken by one or the other photographer, the captions 

being marked RW or NM accordingly. 
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Above:  Looking south across Field G176 with Câtillon de Haut farmhouse & 

Grouville Church beyond in background.  Note earthwork terrace in foreground of 

field.  NM 

Below:  Looking north with road to left, at commencement of excavation.  NM 
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Above:  Looking south-east towards south end of Grouville Bay.  Elevated position of 

site is very evident, with a wide view of the sea and the coastal plain.  NM 

Below:  Looking south during excavation, with borrowed Jersey Police incident tent 

over hoard trench.  Hedge to right is alongside road called Le Câtillon.  NM 
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Above: 

Looking south across top of 

undisturbed deposits after 

removal of topsoils 001 & 002. 

Dark fill 007 of metal 

detectorists’ pit 006 is in centre 

of larger ovoid red-brown fill of 

hoard pit 004. 

Dark area to lower left is upper 

surface of fill 009 of Roman 

hoard pit 008. 

RW 

 

Left: 

Detail of upper surfaces of 

hoard pit 004 with detectorists’ 

pit 006/007 in centre.  Note 

spots of burnt clay.  North is at 

top. 

RW 



 78 

 
 

 

Above: 

Looking west with 

emptied detectorists hole 

006 within dark fill of 

hoard pit 004.  Darker 

fill of Roman hoard pit 

008 is visible at bottom 

right.  RW 

Left: 

Detail of emptied 

detectorists’ hole,       

looking west. 

This is a 'textbook' 

example of an 

exploratory hole whose 

diggers have resisted the 

temptation to expand it 

and destroy 

archaeological layers 

which would enable the 

site to be examined & 

understood 

archaeologically.  RW 
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Above:  Enlarging the detectorists’ hole, with upper surface of hoard.  RW 

 

Below:  The part-sectioned hoard with section 7-8 at centre left.  Note early attempt to 

quarter ground to produce cumulative sections, and subsequent change in strategy,        

instead expanding detectorists’ hole outwards.  North is at top.  RW 
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Above: 

The author demonstrating the 

difficulty of photographing 

sections in small sondages. 

North is to left.  NM 

 

Left: 

South end of Section 3-4, 

looking east with dark fills 011 

& 021 of pit 023 on right.  

Note burnt clay lumps and 

charcoal spots.  The bottom fill 

of this material (021) produced 

a Coriosolite quarter stater. 

Hoard pit cut 004 can be seen 

immediately to right of scale 

bar, rising almost vertically 

from hoard edge, which lies 

immediately to left below 

scale.  RW 
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Above:  Base of Section 3-4 at south end, showing 8cm difference between cut 004             

(above 20cm division from right) and southern edge of hoard 10cm to its left.  RW 

 

Below:  South-west quadrant, excavated to level with hoard.  North is to left.  RW 
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Left: 

Section 7-8 on west side of 

hoard, looking north. 

Cut 104 for pre-hoard pit is 

at upper right, with vertical 

root pipes in natural 003 to 

left of scale and possible 

animal burrow at lower 

right.  RW 

 

Below:   

Looking north-west with 

upper fills of hoard pit 004 

being removed with a 

spade by Reg Mead. 

Note burnt material, 

especially red burnt clay at 

upper right.  RW 

 



 83 

 
Above:  West side of hoard revealed by removal of soil block.  North is to right.  RW 

 

Below:  Majority of hoard revealed, with section 1-2 to rear.  Looking north, with pit         

008 at extreme upper right.  RW 
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Above: 

General view of Section 1-2 

across fills of hoard pit 004, 

looking north with pit 008 at 

top right. 

RW 

 

Left: 

Left-hand end of Section 1-2, 

with root holes 075 to right of 

scale and dark grey pit fill 025 

to left at top of scale.  Western 

edge of hoard pit 004 is clearly 

defined against natural yellow-

orange loess to its left.  Note 

burnt daub or furnace lining 

with loess lumps and burnt 

daub, of hoard pit fill at centre 

right. 

RW 
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Above:  Western half of fills in hoard pit 004 on Section 1-2, looking north.  Note 

burnt material at left (013) and upper left (005) Red arrows point to solitary coins.  

RW 

 

Below:  Eastern half of fills with complex layers & inclusions.  Hoard pit cut 004 is 

not readily visible on right.  RW 
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Above:  Upper surface of fill 009 of pit 008, looking east.  Domed area just below 

left-hand scale in centre, contains a mass of corroded Roman silver coins, represented 

by occasional purple stains.  RW 

 

Below:  As above, looking west.  One of several small angular stones in 009 can be 

seen. RW 
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Left: 

Philip de Jersey 

excavating fill 009, 

looking east from 

largely excavated 

ground above Iron Age 

hoard.  RW 

 

Below: 

Pit 008 fully excavated, 

looking east.  Remains 

of its dark fill material 

009 can be seen in the 

section beyond.  The 

yellow-orange 

surrounding material is 

natural loess subsoil 

003.  RW 
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Above:  Pit 008, which contained the Roman coin hoard, fully excavated with hollow        

057 to left and possible stake hole 060 forming an indent to pit edge on its upper left. 

 

Below:  Pit 008, looking north with fills evident in section above cut.  Both RW 
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Above:  East end of north outer section, with fills of pit 008 outlined.  RW 

 

Below:  Outer sections, looking north-east before outlining.  Dark fills to either side 

of ranging rod are 009 & 037; dark fill with orange burnt clay to right is 020.  RW 
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Above:  Outer sections with fills of pit 008, looking north-east after outlining.  RW 

 

Below:  Complete eastern outer section, before outlining.  Note gravel/weathered        

bedrock 022 beneath loess subsoil 003 at bottom of section.  RW 
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Above:  Centre of eastern outer section, after outlining.  Burnt clay lump is in fill               

020 of pit 019.  Note small root hole 054 between it and pit 008 to left.  RW 

 

Below:  Southern end of eastern outer section, after outlining.  Pit/hollow 035 cuts              

fill 020 at centre left.  Step in loess 003 at lower right was left for access.  RW 
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Above:  South-east corner of fully excavated trench, after outlining.  RW 

 

Below:  Southern outer section before outlining, with flat-bottomed pit 023 cutting        

lensed loess subsoil 003.  Note depth of ploughsoil 001.  RW   
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Above:  South-west corner of fully excavated trench, before outlining.  RW 

 

Below:  Pit 023, apparently cutting possible posthole 046, after outlining.                               

A Coriosolite quarter stater was found in the lowest fill layer 021.  RW 
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Above: 

West end of southern 

outer section, showing 

relationship between 

cuts and fills of pits 023 

and 047 to its right.  

Note loess, burnt clay 

and charcoal spots in 

fills.  RW 

 

Below: 

South-west corner of 

outer sections after 

outlining, with fills of 

pit 047 and marbled 

loess subsoil below.  

RW 



 95 

 
Above:  Western outer section before outlining, with large root system 052 behind           

scale in centre and dark fill of pits 024 on right and 047/056 on left.  RW 

 

Below:  North end of western outer section with pit 024 outlined.  RW 
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Above:  Northern outer section before outlining.  RW 

 

Below:  Centre of northern outer section showing shallow pit 048 outlined, with pale           

fill 041.  Note mixed loess & humus plough layer 055 above, with plough cuts 051.  

RW  
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Above: 

Looking south-east with 

Reg Mead & Richard 

Miles digging through 

natural layer 022 to isolate 

hoard 010 on a soil 

column, preparatory to 

lifting it. 

NM 

 

 

Left: 

Scaffolding pole lifting 

frame being fitted up to 

largely excavated hoard.  

Looking south. 

NM 
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Above:  Hoard being undercut through frost-shattered bedrock-derived layer 022, to 

free it for lifting.  NM 

 

Below:  East side of hoard in laboratory, with gold objects exposed.  Note 'frosting' on 

soil block below, possibly caused by phosphates derived from domestic stock 

urine/faeces in overlying soils.  
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Above:  East side of cleaned hoard with gold foil objects to right and left.  White 

material is latex from moulding process to make a museum replica.  NM 

 

Below:  Upper surface of hoard, largely cleaned.  North when in ground was to left.  

NM 
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Above:  Detail of cleaned upper surface, showing closely-packed coins, corroded into 

a   mass.  Note indents, possibly caused by human feet.  NM 

 

Below:  Detail of dark organic matter on west side of hoard.  This contains well-

preserved animal hairs, vegetable matter and insect remains among other materials.  

NM 
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Above:  Arthropod limb from dark organic layer, in prepared sample on                   

microscope slide at 100x magnification.  NM 

 

Below:  Vegetable matter in prepared sample at 400x magnification.                         

Individual cells can be seen.  NM 
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Above:  Animal hair in prepared sample, at 400x magnification.  NM 

 

Below:  Group of conserved Coriosolite billon staters from Iron Age hoard.  NM 

 



 103 

 
Above:  Head side of conserved Coriosolite billon stater from Iron Age hoard.  Size is 

approximately 15mm diameter.  NM 

 

Below: Gold torques and pebble partly exposed in east side of hoard during 

dismantling.  RW 
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Above:  View downwards at part-exposed intact and crushed tubular torques.  RW 

 

Below:  Detail of sleeve joint in torque with hole for cotter pin.  RW. 
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Appendix 3 

 

Context List 
 

 

 

Note: 

 

Contexts left blank have been abandoned 

due to subsequent re-interpretation 
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Context List 

 
001  Grey-brown modern topsoil, contains Iron Age & Roman ceramic 

& coins 

002  Plough-disturbed soil with loess lumps & finds as 001 

003  Natural loess subsoil, contains root/worm holes, occasional charcoal  

flecks 

004  Cut of hoard pit into 003, very steep, near-vertical sides 

005  Burnt red-brown clayey fill of 004 with burnt daub, furnace linings  

and charcoal 

006  Ovoid, tapering cut through soft fills of hoard pit, made by  

detectorists in May 2012 

007  Soft clayey fill of 006, derived from excavated materials including  

topsoil 001 

008  Cut into 003 for possible Iron Age storage pit with steep sides & flat  

bottom 

009  Primary fill of 008, very dark brown soil, containing burnt clay,  

possible furnace linings, slag, charcoal, late Iron Age/early Roman  

ceramics, spindle whorls, 1st century BC Roman silver & bronze coins  

and silver wire.  All of latter heavily corroded, many to purple dust 

010  Large Iron Age coin hoard in bottom of pit 004, containing  

Coriosolite staters etc. 

011  Dark brown fill of cut 023, contains burnt daub, charcoal & one  

?Iron Age pot sherd  

012  Dirty brown loam fill of 004 with fawn clay lumps, 1x billon coin  

recorded in section 

013  Reddish material, filling 004.  Contains burnt daub, furnace linings  

& occasional coins 

014  As 013, but seen deeper in pit 004 fills, underlying 016 & 017 

015  - 

016  Fawn-brown loessy fill of 004, may include context previously  

assigned as 015 

017  Very pale undulating loessy layer, forming fill of 004 

018  Pale loessy layer with slag fragments: a primary fill of 004,  

immediately above 010. 

019  Cut into natural 003 for oval pit, seen in east side of trench 

020  Soft yellow-brown fill of 019, contains burnt daub & charcoal 

021  Fawn-brown loessy primary fill of pit 023, possibly washed in.   

Contains charcoal flecks 

022  Natural layer of stony, gravelly loess, underlying 003.  Diggers of pit  

004 were halted by it 

023  Cut for possible Iron Age storage pit into 003, 025, 033 & 042 

024  Cut for pit or posthole into natural 003 
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025  Grey loessy fill of 024, contains burnt daub & charcoal flecks.   

Continues south of 024 

026  Cut for possible posthole into upper fills of hoard pit 004 

027  Grey-brown loam fill of cut 026, with billon coin (foundation  

deposit?) at bottom 

028  Dark brown soil lenses in lower sides of 026, deriving from post  

decomposition? 

029  Dark brown soil pocket, forming upper fill of 026 

030  Pale loess layer, forming part of fill of hoard pit 004 

031  Dirty brown loess layer, as 030 

032  Dark brown fill of cut 035, contains burnt daub & charcoal 

033  Fill of cut 046, contains loess lumps & one charcoal lump.  Probably  

cut by 023 

034  Dirty brown soil fill of 035, containing loess lumps, burnt daub &  

small stones 

035  Cut for shallow pit or hollow into 003 & 020 

036  Dirty brown fill of root void at north end of pit 019, sealed by 037 

037  Probable ploughsoil, comprising redeposited material from 009 

038  Dark brown soil lense, possibly same as 002, contains lumps of  

yellow loess  

039  Dark brown soil lense immediately overlying 038, contains burnt  

daub lump 

040  Lense of grey-fawn loessy layer 041, contains occasional charcoal  

flecks 

041  Grey-fawn loessy layer with occasional charcoal flecks, fills 024,  

048 & some root holes 

042  Greasy pale grey-brown clay, partly filling large root system &  

several hollows 

043  Grey-brown fill of pit 047, contains burnt daub & occasional  

charcoal flecks 

044  Dark brown organic fill of root void within larger root system 

045  Soft fawn-brown soil fill of large, amorphous root system 

046  Steep-sided cut into natural 003 for possible post hole 

047  Cut for steep-sided pit into natural 003 & previous cut 056 

048  Shallow scoop-like cut into natural 003 

049  Shallow scoop-like cut into natural 003 

050  Shallow grooves cut into layers under 001 & 002, comprising  

modern ploughing event 

051  As 050, forming a secondary ploughing event, cutting 002 

052  Deep complex root system cutting natural 003, almost reaches 022 

053  Small lense of pale loess, filling hollow in upper surface of fill 021 

054  Small root void in 003 between pits 008 & 019, pre-dates fill 037, so  

must be Iron Age 



 108 

055  Final ploughsoil layer in sequence 002-038-039-055.  Contains  

mixed loess lumps in dark brown soil 

056  Cut for shallow pit into natural 003, subsequently cut into by deeper  

pit 047 

057  Shallow scoop-like cut into natural 003, truncated by pit cuts 008 

& 019 

058  Root void in natural 003 

059  Root void, as 058 

060  Possible stake hole, cut into natural 003 in south-west edge of 008 

061  Former post in cut 026, position shown by base of post hole & decay  

material 028  

062  Pale loessy primary backfill of posthole 026, against post 061 

063  Dark brown secondary backfill of 026 against 061 

064  Cut for possible posthole into eastern side of backfilled hoard pit  

(context 004) 

065  Light brown secondary fill of 064, contains loess lumps, charcoal &  

furnace lining 

066  Pale brown clayey soil, tertiary fill of 064, contains loess lumps  

forming tip line 

067  Pale loessy clay layer, forming a later fill of hoard pit 004 

068  Yellow-brown layer, forms a later fill of cut 004 

069  Fawn-brown layer, forming tip line into primary hoard pit 004 

070  Yellowy-orange loess layer derived from 003, slumped down eastern  

edge of pit 004 

071  Dirty brown soil, forming a tipline within upper fills of 004 

072  Firm pale loessy clay, as 071, with occasional burnt daub 

073  Root hole, formed down eastern edge of cut 064 

074  Dark brown soft loam fill of 073 

075  Root hole, formed on western edge of pit 004, possibly part of root  

system 052 & 077 

076  Soft dark brown soil fill of 075, contains loess lump.  Cut by animal  

burrow 096 

077  Root hole in natural 003, cut by Iron Age pit 024, so must predate  

this 

078  Soft dark brown soil fill of 077 

079  Animal burrow, through lower fills of pits 004 & 055 

080  Orange-brown coarse clay & small stones, forming fill of 079 

081  Animal burrow, through fills 027 & 028 

082  Fill of 081, description as 080 

083  Animal burrow in eastern edge of fill 005 

084  Fill of 083, as 080 

085  Animal burrow, through fills 031, 067 & 068 

086  Fill of 085, as 080 
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087  Pale loessy primary fill of 004 at south end of Section 3-4.  Contains  

charcoal lumps & flecks.  Probably same as 018 

088  Light brown silty loess secondary fill of 004 at south end of Section  

3-4.  Contains charcoal lumps & flecks 

089  Red-brown layer, forming a fill of 004 at its south end, contains  

charcoal & loess blobs 

090  Pale fawn-brown loessy layer, fill of 004 at south end of Section 3-4. 

091  Dirty pale brown loessy clay, forming upper fill/s of pit 004 at its  

south end 

092  Pale loessy backfill or slump material, deposited against south end  

of cut 004 before hoard 010 was deposited in it 

093  - 

094  Pale loessy layer underlying 018 towards north end of pit 004 

095  Probable animal burrow, seen passing horizontally across natural  

003 and lower fills of  hoard pit 004 on Section 7-8.  Filled by 125. 

096  Animal burrow in 003 & 076 

097  Fill of 096, as 080 

098  Lense of dirty pale loess on eastern edge of pit cut 004, same as 070  

& 109? 

099  Layer of dark brown soil with occasional loess blobs, overlies upper  

fills of 004 

100  Orange-brown soil layer, seen in top of fills of pit 004 

101  Small area of dirty grey soil, seen on north edge of upper fills of 004 

102  Root hole, following western edge of post hole 026. 

103  Soft dark brown soil fill of 102 

104  Cut for shallow pit into natural loess 003, on west side of &  

predating hoard pit 004 

105  Mid-brown clayey loess fill of pit/posthole 064 

106  Loess slumping, probably derived from 070, in eastern edge of root  

hole 073 

107  Pale fawn-brown tip line, part of sequence with 016 & 017 

108  Small scoop-like cut into 017, at west edge of hoard pit 004 

109  Series of slumped layers of fine water-borne loess, on west face of  

context 004 & in 108 

110  Light brown silty fill of 108 

111  Dirty brown loess lower fill of probable pit 104, contains burnt daub  

& charcoal flecks 

112  Yellow-brown loessy clay fill of 104 

113  Root hole in 003, in NW corner of trench 

114  Dark brown organic fill of 113 

115  Animal burrow, cuts fills 016, 067, 068 

116  Fill of 115, as 080, but darker 

117  Root holes in fill 027 
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118  Dark organic fills of 117 

119  Root hole in fill 027 

120  Dark organic fill of 119 

121  Root hole in fill 027, against western edge of post 061 

122  Dark organic fill of 121 

123  Animal burrow, cutting hoard pit fills 031 & 065 

124  Orange gritty clay fill of 123 

125  Lense of pale loess in natural subsoil 003, filling probable animal  

burrow 095 

126  Root hole in natural 003 (seen in Section 7-8) 

127  Dark organic fill of 126 

128  Root hole, as 126 

129  Dark organic fill of 128 

 

 

Document ends. 

 

 


