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THE " ROMAN A~IP" AT MANOR FARM, FArLAND. Somerset, 
6 inch Y, N.li. 

This small , roughly circular, earthwork lies directly on the line 
of the al1cient track from the ford of the Avon, at the bottom of 
Nightingale Valley, to Cadbury Camp. It is quite obvious that it 
is not a Roman camp, and with the object of testing its date the 
writer made a small eXc'-l.v<ltion in its interior in the late summer of 
I928. The area examined down to bed rock was not more than 
six feet square, but it y ielded enough relics to show that the con­
struction and occupation of this work belonged in all probability to 
the I ron Age like the other larger work at Moat H ouse Farm , Wraxall. 

The relics consistC'c1 of part of a Kimmeridge shale bracelet, and 
some twenty fragments of smooth black burnished ware ornamented 
with small round depressions. In the very small area opened no 
signs of any structure occurred, but when a section was cut across 
the bank and ditch it was found that the former ,vas largely formed 
on the north side by a natural outcrop of rock . The ditch was very 
slight. . 

It is probable that this work is not unconnected with the numerous 
traces of ancient agriculture which are to be seen between it and 
;Vlal1or Farm . 
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Note on two Stone Coffins discovered 

at Dyrham, Glos. 


By H. \\1. MAXWELL, 

Director, I-lristol N!t{seurn and A1,t Gallery. 

Two stone coffins were found at D\Tham during ploughing, the 
first on March 19th , I932 , and the other on May 6th. 

They were near the road shown on the sketch map in a field 
called Turks, part of Sands Farm, on the Dyrham Park Estate. 
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\,t •. Cof'fln .si~es.tSc.oJe I": Imile. 

FIG. 20. -Sketch Map based on the Ordn"IlCl' Survey :>lap, with the sanc tion 
of the Controller of H .~l. Stationery Office. 

Our attention was called to them by the Rev. F. L. Blathwayt, 
Rector of Dyrham. 

Both coffins were worked in local freestone. The in terior of 
No. I showed diagonal tool marks. 

In the case of No. 2 coffin only the base remained. 
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The bones found were examined by Dr. Fawcett, who has reported 
with regard to them. 

Fraglllents of pottery of Roman origin were found in association 
with No. I cofftn. 

Length of coffin No. I was 5 feet 4 inches, and of NO.2 about 
6 feet 3 inches. 

Coffin No. I has been placed in the churchyard at Dyrham, and 
the other is in the Estate Yard at Dyrham Park. 
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Report on the Hum.an Remains discovered in 
two Stone Coffins at Dyrham, Glos. 

By PROF. ED. FAWCETT, M.D., C.M., F.R.S. 

The condition of the bones made a complete osteometric report 
impossible, but the following measurements were made :--­

Coffin I.- Male skull. Approximate cranial length, 180 mm. ; 
hreadth, 135 mm . 

Cranial length index, 75'0, e.g., the skull was dolichocephalic. 
Ophryal width , 96 mm. Biorbital width , 100 mm. 
Auricular height, III mm. The capacity, according to Pearson's 

formula for dry skulls, 1319'161 c.mm. Mandible. The jaw \-vas 
pointed and comparatively slender and small. The molar teeth had 
been lost, speciall y from the right side, for a considerable period 
before death. The median lower incisors were also lost comparatively 
early. The symphyseal height , which was lessened by the loss of 
the central incisors, was 24 mm. 

Long Bones.- Left femur, length 410 I11m. Head, 48 mm . 
Shaft, transverse diameter, 37 mm. Anterior-posterior diameter 
below the small trochanter, 26 mm.; least transverse width of shaft, 

29 mm. 
Platymeric index, 70'2. 
The femur had a large quadrate tubercle, a third trochanter, and 

subtrochanteric fossa. The superior platymcria was due to internal 
flanging. The linea aspera was very broad with the spiral line well 
marked, showing the large size of the vast us internus muscle, and the 
powerful gluteus maxim us, medius, and minimus. The other gluteal 
muscles must also have been very powerful. 

Tibia. Anterior posterior diameter, 37 mm. Transverse width, 
25 mm. Platycnemic index. 67'5· 

The muscular markings on the femur and the high degree of 
platyrr.eria were in striking contrast with the poorly developed radius, 
which was a comparatively small, slender bone. 

Length of left radius, 226 mm. It had a well-marked bicipital 
tuberosity; otherwise it had no well-defined muscular markings on it. 

The left humerus was not only marked y twisted, but had an 
enormous deltoid ridge, as well as very marked flanging of the external 
epicondylar ridge. The shouldpr muscles and the brachialis anticus 


