
ART. II.—Neolithic finds from Brougham. By CLARE 
FELL, F.S.A. 

Read at Penrith, April ist, 1972. 

RESCUE excavations at the site of the Roman 
cemetery east of the fort at Brougham (Brocavum) 

were undertaken by the Ministry of Public Building 
and Works in 1966 and 1967, in advance of extensive 
alterations to this part of the A66.' In the first season 
Miss D. Charlesworth recorded four worked flints and 
a utilised pebble, found at approximately NY 545290,  
which suggested that there had been some prehistoric 
occupation of the site. The following year, after the 
completion of a second short excavation, two sherds 
of Peterborough-type Neolithic pottery were picked up 
by Mr G. Nelson at NY 544290, and more flints were 
collected near the same point by Mr J. D. Dagg, both 
of Penrith. These finds confirm the use of the site 
2,000 years or more before the Roman occupation. 

The pottery was brought to my notice by Mr B. L. 
Thompson in September 1969, and Mr Nelson allowed 
me to study the sherds. Subsequently he presented 
the larger piece to Carlisle Museum (Registration no. 
27, 1970) , retaining the smaller fragment himself. Mr 
Dagg has also allowed me to see the flints which are in 
his possession. 

The site. 
The site lies south of the river Eamont and about 

half a mile east of Brougham Castle on a low glacial 
hill which rises to a height of just over 400 feet above 
O.D. The underlying rock is the Penrith sandstone of 
Permian age. The new alignment of the A66 cuts 
through this hill. An air-photograph taken by Dr J. K. 
St Joseph before the road alterations (Cambridge 
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University Committee for Aerial Photography, no. DO. 
69) shows a network of cropmarks north of the line 
of the Roman road which includes disturbance caused 
by the Roman cemetery, but also traces of ring ditches 
west and north-west of an electricity pylon. It was in 
this area that the prehistoric material was found. 

Numerous prehistoric sites and finds have been 
recorded within a five-mile radius of Penrith, including 
the henge monuments, Mayburgh and King Arthur's 
Round Table at Eamont Bridge, and the important 
series of cairns and stone circles on Moor Divock, 
Askham.2  Roughed-out stone axes have been found at 
Mayburgh and Clifton,' and Beaker burials in stone 
cists at Moorhouse Farm, Brougham, and north of 
Clifton Hall,' confirm the early occupation of the 
immediate neighbourhood of Brougham. North of the 
river Eamont, finds of polished stone axes of Cumbrian 
type from Belmont, Penrith, and from an unspecified 
site in Penrith5  show that the environment was suitable 
for Neolithic settlement. 

The flints (Fig. 1, 1-4). 
The flints found in 1966 all came from the topsoil 

except no. i, which was found near burial 22. This is 
a small blade of mottled and banded grey flint. It 
shows some signs of utilisation, but is not a finished 
tool. No. 2 is part of a knife of opaque grey mottled 
flint with steep secondary working along one edge. No. 
3 is a thick flake of mottled brown flint, retaining some 
pebble cortex at the bulbar end. There is steep second-
ary working along the opposite end and it was probably 
used as a knife. No. 4  is a chip of opaque grey flint, 
possibly from a core. 

Not illustrated here is an almost circular quartzite 
pebble found in the topsoil in the 1966 excavation. It 
is buff in colour, 6.1 cm. long by 5.8 cm. wide and 
1.7 cm. thick. It appears to have been used as an 
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anvil stone for the secondary working of flint tools as 
there is a concave, battered area in the middle of one 
face. The other side also shows signs of wear. Examples 
of pebbles used in this way from North End, Walney 
Island, are illustrated in CW2 xlix 6, figs. 4-5.  

Further flints were collected by Mr Dagg at approx-
imately NY 545290. The only finished tool is a finely 
worked, keeled thumb scraper of opaque brown flint 
with white patina on the primary flake surface, 2.6 cm. 
long by 1.8 cm. wide. In addition there are seven 
flakes and waste chips from the same site, varying in 
colour from grey to brown, some showing signs of 
utilisation, and one large core of black flint battered 

FIG. i.—Flints from 1966 excavations, Brougham. Scale: 1/ I. 
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along several edges. This core seems to have been used 
as a strike-a-light and is possibly not contemporary 
with the other flints. 

The pottery (Fig. 2). 
Both sherds probably come from the rim of the same 

large, hand-made vessel, about zo2 in. (26.6 cm.) 
diameter at the mouth. The fabric is reddish-brown in 
colour on the surfaces, showing black in the fracture, 
and containing angular grit. An analysis by Dr D. P. S. 
Peacock is given in the appendix. The ware averages 

in. (1.9 cm.) in thickness. A shallow groove above 
the shoulder forms a short neck which is surmounted 
by a heavy rim, rounded on the outside. Inside the 
lip, on the rim and on the outside of the pot below the 
the shoulder are whipped cord "maggot" impressions, 
applied before firing, and arranged in irregular 
horizontal rows. The inner surface of the larger sherd 
and the outer surface of the smaller one are much 
weathered, making indistinct the decoration of these 
parts. Only the hollow neck and the inside below the 
decoration are left plain. No base sherds were found, 
but the bowl is likely to have been round bottomed. 

Discussion. 
The small degree of angularity of the rim and 

shoulder of the Brougham sherds suggests that they 
could belong to the Ebbsfleet style of Peterborough 
pottery, which Dr I. F. Smith has shown to have been 
in use by the middle of the third millennium B.C.6  
However, overall decoration is more common in the 
succeeding Mortlake style. The only other Peterborough 
pottery so far recorded from the Lake Counties comes 
from Ehenside Tarn, Beckermet,' and from Walney 
Island.' According to R. D. Darbishire, the coarse 
pottery with bird-bone impressions came from an 
isolated hearth on the north side of Ehenside Tarn 
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FIG. 2.—Neolithic pottery from Brougham. 
I. Now at Tullie House. 2. Rim, outer and inner sides of smaller sherd, 

owned by G. Nelson. 
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and "amongst the boggy earth thrown by the side of 
one of the drains". The large bowl from the northern 
hearth was intact when found, was round-bottomed 
and of an estimated height of 15 in. (38 cm.) . T. G. 
Manby has pointed out that the small pot with thumb-
nail decoration from Ravenglass, included in my recent 
survey of food-vessels,' has similarities to the Fengate, 
or final, style of the Peterborough Neolithic ware and 
that other sherds in this style are among the pottery 
collected at Trough Head, Walney Island. I am 
grateful to him for allowing me to read his unpublished 
thesis, submitted to the University of Liverpool." 

The Brougham sherds have general similarity to 
some of the class III domestic wares from Glenluce" 
and to sherds from the chambered cairn Cairnholy I,12  
both in Kirkcudbright. To the east of the Pennines, 
pieces of a large round-bottomed vessel found at Kyloe 
Crags, Northumberland, recently republished by J. 
Tait,13  may be contemporary. Sporadic finds from the 
limestone caves around Giggleswick in the West 
Riding of Yorkshire14  and a single undecorated sherd 
from the Dog Holes Cave, Warton, near Carnforth,l5  
point to the spread of Neolithic people of Peterborough 
tradition. It still seems probable that these folk were 
actively engaged in the trade in stone axes during the 
later third millennium B.C., a theory first put forward 
by T. A. Glenn in 19351  and recently supported by 
finds at the henge monument at Llandegai, Caernarvon-
shire, excavated by C. H. Houlder.' 7  

Sherds from Ehenside Tarn at Carlisle Museum. 
It seems to have escaped notice that eleven sherds 

of Neolithic pottery from Ehenside Tarn were given 
to Carlisle Museum in February 1887 by R. D. 
Darbishire, though the bulk of the surviving material 
from that site is in the British Museum. They are not 
mentioned in the list of prehistoric objects in Tullie 
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House, published in CW2 xl 99-113. This is probably 
because the remainder of the collection given in 1887 
consists of casts of stone and wooden objects. I am 
grateful to the Curator, Robert Hogg, for permission 
to mention these sherds. They are listed in Chancellor 
R. S. Ferguson's Catalogue of the Old Museum and 
also in the 1903 catalogue and are marked RDD 1887, 
II-2I. 

Nos. 11-15 are from one or more large, very coarse 
hand-made pots containing large angular grits, and 
varies in thickness from 2 cm. near the upper part to 
3.8 cm. near the rounded base. The largest sherd is 
23 cm. in length. The colour of this pottery is pinkish 
buff on the outside, shading to black near the upper 
part. No rim sherds are included unless no. 21 belongs. 
This is a heavy rim sherd, with concave neck in black 
ware of similar character to nos. II-15, and ornamented 
with two rows of bird-bone impressions on the outside 
of the rim, one row on the top and two rows inside. 
The form and decoration are typical of the Ebbsfleet 
or Mortlake styles of Peterborough Neolithic pottery. 
This sherd may well be the actual rim of the bowl 
from Ehenside Tarn, illustrated by Professor Stuart 
Piggott in Archaeological Journal, lxxxviii 96 and fig. 
22. It is of the same general form as the rim from 
Brougham. 

Nos. 16-2o are sherds of finer, dark brown to black, 
micaceous pottery, similar to Grimston ware and are 
from shouldered, round-bottomed bowls of forms 
illustrated by Piggott in fig. 7, 1-2 of the paper men-
tioned above. Nos. 18 and 20 join and are from the 
same pot. 

In addition to the acknowledgements already made 
I should like to thank Miss Charlesworth for providing 
the drawings of the flints, Mr G. Pallant-Sidaway for 
his skilful drawing of the sherds, and Dr Peacock for 
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his petrological examination of the pottery. I am also 
grateful to our member Mr C. L. Randall for photo-
graphing the pottery. 
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Appendix. 
Report on a sherd of Neolithic pottery from Brougham. By 

D. P. S. PEACOCK, Department of Archaeology, University 
of Southampton. 

The sherd was examined in thin section under the petrological 
microscope. The temper, in angular fragments up to 3 mm. 
across, consists of volcanic tuff composed of altered subhedral 
felspar, amphibole and a little quartz set in a leucocratic 
cryptocrystalline ground-mass. The inclusions are embedded in 
a matrix of clay which is optically anisotropic and contains a 
scatter of quartz grains about 0.2 mm. across. 

The temper can probably be matched in the Palaeozoic rocks 
of the Lake District and is not native to Brougham, which is 
situated on Permian sandstone. 

On face value, the evidence suggests transportation of the 
pot or raw materials at least 5 or io miles, but I am not 
sufficiently acquainted with the detailed geology of the site to 
be sure that pebbles of tuff are not present in local superficial 
deposits. 
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