ART. I — The stone circle of Long Meg and Her Daughters, Little Salkeld
By H.A.W. BURL, Ph.D., F.S.A.

F

OR burdened travellers Long Meg, situated at NY 571 373 just above the river
Eden, 24 miles north of Langwathby and 5'/2 miles north-east of Penrith, was a
comfortable distance across two fords from the three henges at Eamont Bridge 6
miles to the south-south-west (Fig. 1A).
It is the sixth biggest stone circle in Britain, Ireland and Brittany, fully twenty-five
times larger than the average ring. Although there are vaster open-ended Breton
"horseshoes" no complete cromlech exceeds it. Even the greatest, Ménec East,
Carnac, (7,598 m 2 ), is hardly more than nine-tenths its size (Burl, 1985, 158).
With diameters 110 m east-west by 93 m the area of Long Meg is about 8,011 m 2
(0.8 ha) and is greatly exceeded only by the enormous outer ring at Avebury whose
interior is almost twelve times larger. Other circles such as Stanton Drew Centre
(9,881 m 2 ), the Ring of Brodgar (8,451 m 2 ), Newgrange (8,379 m 2 ) and Avebury
South (8,237 m 2 ) are more spacious than Long Meg but only marginally so.
First systematically surveyed by C.W. Dymond (pp. 40-7) and then by Alexander
Thom (1967, 151), Site L1/7, many questions remain about this famous ring, not
the least being the origin of its name.

Part I. From mediaeval times to AD 1900

As long ago as 1600 Reginald Bainbridge, "scolemaster" of Appleby, informed
William Camden of "certaine monuments or pyramides of stone . . . commonlie
called meg with hir daughters . . . They are huge great stones" (Haverfield, pp.
361-2). In 1904 there was an unsubstantiated report that the Castlerigg circle was
also known as "Meg and her Daughters" (MacMichael, p. 396) but there seems to
be no confirmation of this.
Meg, a hoyden or coarse woman according to the Oxford English Dictionary, has
been thought to be the Elizabethan Margaret Selby, second wife of Sir William
Fenwick of Wallington Hall close to Morpeth in Northumberland (Denham Tracts,
pp. 244-53). Nicknamed Meg of Meldon she was reputedly a witch whose
idiosyncrasy it was, when not seeking frantically for a misplaced treasure, to sit in a
stone coffin amidst the ruins of the nearby Newminster Abbey.
The identification is unlikely. Apart from the obstructive fifty hilly miles of
Pennines between Morpeth and Little Salkeld, Lady Selby was born too late.
Newminster Abbey was not dissolved until 1537 so "Meg" must have occupied her
coffin after that. She was certainly alive in 1606 when her daughter was betrothed
(Bateson, p. 161). References to a "Long Meg" existed long before either of these
dates.
The stature and skinniness of this mythical woman gave rise to the saying, "as
long as Meg of Westminster". In his History of the Worthies of Britain (1662) Thomas
Fuller wrote, "This is applyed to persons very tall, especially if they have Hop pole-
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heighth wanting breadth proportionable thereunto. That such a gyant woman ever was
in Westminster, cannot be proved by any good witness" (Westwood, pp. 381-2).
Because her supposed gravestone was exceptionally long a pamphlet, The Life and
Pranks of Long Meg of Westminster (1582), concluded that she must have been a

giantess but Fuller believed that "her" stone was no more than the marker of a mass
grave of monks who had died of plague. "If there be any truth in the Proverb, it
rather relateth to a great Gun, lying in the Tower, commonly call'd long Megg, and
in troublesome times ... brought to Westminster ...".
The gun was Mons Meg, a powerful cannon now in Edinburgh Castle. Forged in
Flanders it was acquired by James II of Scotland on his marriage to Mary of
Gueldres in 1449. It was enormous. Some 4 m long it was capable of firing a stone
ball over 1 1 /2 miles and was used to bombard and wreck the keep of Norham Castle
in 1513. Fifteenth-century gunners gave such gigantic pieces pet names, such as
"Foul mouthed Meg" and "Dulle Griet" ("Mad Meg"), and it seems that "Long
Meg" was a popular mediaeval catch-phrase applied to any long and slender object,
very apt for the tall but scrawny 3.7 m high pillar of red sandstone standing southwest of the ring of her seventy or so daughters (Plate 1) .
Witches and stone circles are seldom associated. Where they are, as at the
Rollright Stones in Oxfordshire, it was the witch that cast the spell. Only Long Meg
is composed of petrified witches. Her name probably dates from the late 15th
century, the time when fear of witchcraft was becoming an hysteria and an age when
superstition imagined that the stones were the ossified bodies of sinners.
The vague "seventy or so" daughters reflects the tradition that the stones were
uncountable. With half-buried fragments amongst the stones of the maltreated ring
it is understandable that estimates have varied. In 1610 Camden (1695, p. 831) said
there were 77 pillars. John Aubrey (p. 115), using Sir William Dugdale's imperfect
record, stated "about two hundred in number". Stukeley (p. 47) "counted" one
hundred in 1725. Hutchinson (p. 226) made 67. Wordsworth who visited the ring,
"that family forlorn", said there were 72 daughters as well as Long Meg. Dymond's
accurate 1875 survey recorded 69, including Long Meg, of which 27 were erect.
Nine years later Lukis (p. 313) could find only 67, 24 of them upright. By
mischance in 1933 Collingwood (p. 173) noted only 57. Thom plotted 66 (Thom,
Thom & Burl, p. 42).
The discrepancies may be fortunate. It is rumoured that the first exact count will
break the spell put on a sabbat of witches by the magician, Michael Scott, who
turned the gaggle of unholy hags to stone (Sullivan, p. 128). Anyone establishing
their true number will reanimate the coven, probably to the teller's discomfiture.
There are other stories (Grinsell, pp. 164-5). The pillars are girls turned to stone
for dancing on the Sabbath. If a piece were broken off Long Meg she would bleed
just like the Rollright Stones witch. In 1698 the indefatigable horsewoman and
traveller Celia Fiennes (Morris, pp. 171-2) wrote of "Great Mag and her Sisters
[sic], the story is that these soliciting her to an unlawfull love by an enchantment are
turned with her into stone". This enigmatic reference to prenuptial sex may have
prompted the diarist to add that "the stone in the middle which is called Mag is
much bigger and have some forme like a statue or figure of a body".
Years later George Smith (p. 372) derided this. "The vulgar notion that the
largest of these stones has breasts, and resembles the remainder of a female statue is
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caused by the whimsical irregularity of the figure, in which a fervid imagination may
discover a resemblance of almost any thing".
Smith was right. Except for the spirals and arcs on her eastern face Long Meg is
undecorated. Anthropomorphic representations of a weapon-bearing protectress of
the dead, symbolised by pairs of breasts in high relief like those in Breton alléescouvertes such as Kerguntüil, Mougau-Bihan and Tressé (Burl, 1985, 36, 71, 94),
are unknown in Britain.
Celia Fiennes knew about the counting. "The rest are but soe many craggy stones,
but they affirme they cannot be counted twice". The reason for this belief, common
amongst stone circles, may have been the damage they had suffered.
In August, 1725 Stukeley saw how badly the ring was being treated. A ditch had
been gouged across it from east to west, separating the ploughed northern half from
the southern on a common. The stones themselves were threatened. "Many are
standing, but more fallen, and several carried away; but lately they have destroyed
some by blasting, as they call it, i.e. blowing them in pieces with gunpowder; others
they have sawed for mill-stones" (Stukeley, p. 47).
Worse followed. Towards the end of the 18th century the owner of Salkeld Hall
and of Long Meg, Lt.-Colonel Samuel Lacy, created a druidical folly by
"improving" some caves on the bank of the Eden, transforming them into a grotto
complete with paid "hermit" (Ffynch, p. 184). With this artificial antiquity he had
no need of a genuine one.
"The late Colonel Lacy, it is said, conceived the idea of removing Long Meg and
her Daughters by blasting. Whilst the work was being proceeded with under his
orders, the slumbering powers of Druidism rose in arms against this violation of
their sanctuary; and such a storm of thunder and lightning, and such heavy rain and
hail ensued, as the Fell-sides never before witnessed. The labourers fled for their
lives, vowing never more to meddle with Long Meg ... All lovers of antiquity must
be thankful for the providential throwing of cold water on so wicked a design"
(Sullivan, p. 128).
Alarmed by this manifestation of the supernatural, Lacy had a change of heart.
"Part of the ground within the area of the monument is ploughed", wrote
Hutchinson (p. 225), "and heretofore the fences of the fields intersected it, so that
from no quarter a proper view of the whole circle could be had, to take a drawing of
it; but Mr. Lacy, to gratify the curious, is removing those obstacles".
Dangers remained. In the 19th century some stones were shifted but the farmer
couldn't get a crop "whatever, danged if they didn't put them all back again"
(Hodgson, p. 79). What could not be replaced were two cairns that had stood at the
centre of the molested ring.
Bainbridge, writing to Camden around 1600 (Haverfield, p. 361), mentioned that
"Ther are within the compasse of these stones two great heapes of small stones
under the wiche, they say, that the dead bodies were buryed ther". The cairns were
there almost a century later. From Dugdale's unpublished notes John Aubrey (p.
116) transcribed, "In the middle are two Tumuli, or Barrowes of cobble-stones,
nine or ten foot high". From curiosity he enquired. about "the Giant's bone, and
Body found there. The body is in the middle of the orbicular stones".
Whether this meant that before 1693 the cairns had been dismantled and a burial
discovered is unknown. Certainly by 1725 they had gone. "In the middle of the
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circle", commented Stukeley (p. 47), "are two roundish plots of ground, of a
different colour from the rest apparently, and more stony and barren".
A footnote in the revised 1695 edition of Camden's Britannia (p. 831) stated that
"The heaps of stones in the middle of this monument, are no pa rt of it; but have
been gather'd off the plough'd-lands adjoyning, and ... have been thrown up here
together in a waste corner of the field".
This is improbable. As Clare Fell (p. 231) has remarked, "it seems extremely
unlikely that two heaps of stones would be thrown up in the centre, as this would
impede ploughing within the circle. In all probability two burial cairns formerly
existed here". The fact that 18th-century farmers did remove them strengthens the
belief in their antiquity.
Intrusive additions to long-hallowed sanctuaries were phenomena known
elsewhere. Five cairns lie inside the ring of Brat's Hill on Burn Moor. The circular
outlines of two others are still detectable inside Castlerigg, a circle sometimes
wrongly called the Caries as though the stones were "ceorls" or husbandmen ossified
for some misdeed. The error comes from a misreading of Stukeley (p. 48) who
actually wrote, "They call it the Carries, and, corruptly I suppose, Castle-rig".
The insertion of cairns and barrows into stone circles was almost commonplace in
the Bronze Age. A round barrow was raised on the bank of the Arbor Low circlehenge in the Peak District. A cisted barrow was imposed onto the Land's End stone
circle of Boskednan.
Fergusson, with his obsession that every circle and standing stone was a Dark Age
Arthurian cenotaph, decided that Long Meg was the gravestone of a chieftain who
had fallen in one of Arthur's six battles in Cumberland, conflicts commemorated by
names such as King Arthur's Round Table and Arthur's Pike hill near Moor Divock.
Cumbrian locals, scoffed Fergusson (p. 135), could never have invented them
because "The boors of that land had no literature — no learning".
Stukeley, rather more sensibly, believed the stony, barren patches where the cairns
had stood "probably were the immediate places of burning the sacrifices ...". Such
druidical horrors appealed to the 18th century and Hutchinson (p. 246) visualised a
dramatic function for Long Meg which "from its vicinity to the altar, was used for
binding the victim".

Part II. From AD 1900 to the present day

The stones of the circle were local except for the triassic sandstone of Long Meg
which came either from the banks of the River Eden l'/2 miles away, or from the
hard beds of the Lazonby Fells across the river to the west. The other boulders were
glacial erratics lying nearby: some mica schists and granites from Scotland; many
Borrowdale volcanics from the Lake District; and quartz porphyries from the same
region (Woolacott, p. 13). They are massive. There are a few smallish stones of four
tons or so but the average block weighs nine tons, demanding the strength of 40
labourers to manoeuvre into position. Two huge boulders on the major axis, almost
east—west of each other, are up to 30 tons in bulk. Such monsters could have been
moved only by well-organised gangs of at least 135 workers.
At the west of the circle are traces of a bank, 3.5 m wide but only a few
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centimetres high. It is unclear whether this is prehistoric or a headland resulting
from 18th-century ploughing (Clare, 1981, 9).
In contradiction to Wordsworth who called the site "a perfect circle eighty yards
in diameter", the ring has a noticeably flattened northern arc, so that the
north—south diameter is 17 m shorter than that from east to west (Fig. 1D).
Fergusson was the first to recognise the imperfect layout. Dymond was content to
call it "an irregular oval" as though it was no more than a badly-laid out ring and it
was not until 1900 that a geometrical explanation was offered for the asymmetry.
George Watson (pp. 1-3) speculated that it was a well-planned east—west oval
based on two 91 m-wide semi-circles with centres 18.3 m apart. Long Meg, he
theorised, was the survivor of four outliers at the corners of a rectangle around the
oval, each of them in line with a solstitial rising or setting. The enormous east and
west blocks had been altars and from the centres of the semi-circles 30 calendrical
risings and settings of the sun were indicated by stones in the oval. Long Meg was in
line with the midwinter sunset.
His theory was ingenious but comprehensively wrong in its measurements,
construction and alignments. Decades later Alexander Thom (1967, p. 67) analysed
the site as a flattened circle based on two right-angled triangles with sides of 22 1 /2,
66 1 /4 and 70 Megalithic Yards (0.83 m) long. The erratic positions of some stones
had been caused by the downward flow of earth over the centuries.
Solifluction is doubtful. A better explanation for the straighter north arc is that it
abutted the south side of an earlier ditched enclosure (Soffe & Clare), about 220 m
SSE—NNW by 190 m (Fig. 1B). This juxtaposition would explain why, despite flat
land to west and east, Long Meg and Her Daughters stood awkwardly on a
sandstone terrace sloping down so pronouncedly to the north that the circle's northeast arc was 6 m lower than Long Meg (Dymond, p. 40, plan, "Memoranda").
The enclosure, perhaps a settlement site, was pear-shaped, straightening where
the ground began to rise. There, against the southernmost entrance (Fig. 1C), "the
north portal of the [stone] circle appears to turn slightly east to turn directly into the
enclosure entrance", to allow access from one to the other (Soffe & Clare, p. 553).
If so, they were contemporaries, the circle arguably being the later if only by a few
years. Its northern stones are closer together, smaller, narrower, lighter than
elsewhere as though it had been too dangerous to erect heavier ones against an
existing ditch. The precaution was justified. Several blocks subsequently fell onto
the upper silts of the trench. Years before aerial photography revealed the enclosure,
Tom Clare (1975, 7) deduced, "that some of the present stones have been dislodged
from their original positions".
The architecture of the "circle" is complex. There appear to be two entrances, the
incomplete one at the north-west and a second at the south-west where a pair of
great boulders flank a 6 m-wide gap 3 m outside which two tumbled colossal blocks
acted as external portals. That the entrances are not opposite each other is not
unusual. The same is true at Stonehenge, Arbor Low and several henges.
At the south-west, some 18 m beyond the portals, stands Long Meg, the tapering
sandstone pillar weighing about nine tons. Conspicuous, high on the ridge, it may
have been raised there as a territorial marker to be noticeable from the lower ground
by the river. From the middle of the ring it is not central to the entrance but is in
line with the western circle-stone and portal. Almost rectangular in section its
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PLATE 1. Long Meg from the west.

surfaces are roughly weathered except the east side which is smoother and angled
64° from True North. This is a full 20° from the bearing between the middle of the
circle and Long Meg, and is a good reason for believing that the pillar was there long
before the ring. If not, from evidence elsewhere, the flattest and best edge should
have faced the circle. The fact that it bears megalithic art adds strength to this
observation.
In 1835 Sir Gardner Wilkinson noticed a concentric circle of four rings around a
central cup carved on the outlier. Some years later Professor J.Y. Simpson (pp.
19-21, Plate VII) examined the stone and recorded several extra sets of motifs.
Although faint, most of them have been confirmed and yet others discovered by
Beckensall (pp. 7-14).
The topmost of the three most discernible carvings, about 1.5 rn from the base of
Long Meg, has a central cup, three surrounding concentric circles 22 cm in
diameter and the upper quadrant of a fourth. A slanting groove or gutter, tangential
to the middle circle, extends outwards to the WNW. 15 cm SSE of this set is an
anti-clockwise spiral, 25 cm across, of four turns around a central cup. The third
group, also 25 cm across and about 60 cm above the ground, consists of two small
concentric circles with the upper two-thirds of two more above them.
Such art does not conform to classical cup-and-ring styles but is akin to the early
passage-tomb repertoire (Frodsham, pp. 12-13, 17) with spirals, guttered rings and
grouped arcs. Chevrons carved on the nearby Glassonby ring belong to the same
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school. Bradley (p. 65) has observed that at Long Meg "the uprights of the circle
itself are entirely undecorated but the one outlier is of a different raw material and is
profusely carved with motifs found in passage tomb art. This stone is also located on
the axis of the midwinter sunset, as viewed from the centre of the circle". Excitingly,
one of the symbols, the spiral, may be astronomically informative.
Watson (p. 4) was the first to suggest that Long Meg was aligned on the
midwinter sunset. Morrow (pp. 11-12) reversed this, preferring to think of a
prehistoric observer around 1150 BC using the outlier as a backsight and looking
towards the circle-centre and the midsummer sunrise. The bearing or azimuth was
correct but with no foresight to direct the eye the "sightline" would have been
undefined and unusable. The "date", based on the rising of the bright star Arcturus,
(a Boötis) in a northerly mountainous notch, was irrelevant. Except for the sun,
stars had no connection with Long Meg or any stone circle.
Alexander Thom agreed with Watson. After a typically meticulous survey in 1954
(1967, 99) he calculated that with Long Meg's latitude, 54°, 43' 20", an azimuth
from the circle-centre to the outlier of 223°.4, and a horizon height of 1°.1 the
declination of -24°.17 was that of the midwinter sunset long before 4000 BC. That
this was when Long Meg was erected should not be taken literally. The sun's
extreme risings and settings drift along the skyline so slowly over the centuries that
an error by the builders of only '/2° when setting up the pillar, hardly 60 cm over a
distance of some 80 m, would change this solar "date" by over 3000 years
(Hawkins, p. 17).
What is intriguing about the sightline is not that it existed. An interest in the sun
and moon is well-attested amongst Neolithic and Bronze Age societies and to find a
solar line at Long Meg is no surprise. But that the outlier's spiral may have been a
celestial statement, a widely-understood astronomical motif, is unexpected.
Martin Brennan (p. 190) described how the rising sun, on its cycle from
midsummer at the north-east to midwinter at the south-east, casts a shadow that
winds day by day in a clockwise spiral around a tree, a post or a standing stone.
Conversely, a shadow from the setting sun between June and December forms an
anti-clockwise spiral. Sunrise, clockwise. Sunset, anti-clockwise. The well-known
spiral on the midwinter pillar of Long Meg is an anti-clockwise one. So are two
partners recorded by Beckensall, one 90 cm above it, the other, almost eradicated,
35 cm from the ground at the south edge of the stone.
This could be coincidence but Brennan cited other examples of sunrise and sunset
spirals at Newgrange, at Knowth and elsewhere, and it is possible that Long Meg
possesses one of the first megalithic symbols to be deciphered.
Long Meg is not framed in the middle of the wide entrance. This would have
offered an astronomical "window" 7° wide. Instead, the alignment was neatly
determined by the bulbous stone and portal on the west side of the entrance with the
foresight of Long Meg rising sharply beyond them (Burl, 1988, 197). This 23 m
long line ensured accuracy with no need to find the centre of the circle. An observer
simply sighted along the three stones. Planning one side of an entrance as an
accurate directional device was widespread, existing, inter alia, at Swinside, at the
Rollright Stones, and even at Stonehenge.
Like several other great Cumbrian rings Long Meg contained not only a
calendrical line but one to a cardinal point (ibid, pp. 199-201). At Castlerigg and
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Swinside it was the north, at Mayburgh the east, at Long Meg the west. Unlike the
calendrical settings these cardinal lines are rarely accurate to more than a degree or
two. It seems that circle-builders were concerned not with the abstract concept of a
cardinal position but with a point midway between two solar extremes, at Long Meg
presumably that between the midwinter and midsummer settings. Had the weste rn
skyline there been level this would have been at True West, 270°. The horizon at
Long Meg, however, was over a degree higher to the south-west causing the sun to
sink below the horizon sooner. This "pulled" the midpoint a little to the south so
that the gigantic weste rn boulder stood not at 270° but at 267°, equidistant between
the observed winter and summer settings. What looks like cardinal inaccuracy to
today's investigator was solar precision to the people who set up the stone.
Such revelations are only part of many advances made recently in the study of
stone circles. Much has been discovered since the centuries when Long Meg and
others were blood-splattered druidical temples. Territories are apparent (Burl, 1976,
69) with a variety of monuments in them. At Long Meg there was not only the
enclosure and the great circle but the kerb-circle of Little Meg and a second, much
smaller stone circle, now destroyed, seen by Stukeley (Crawford, pp. 328-9) a
hundred metres west-south-west of the outlier. About 6'/4 miles to the south-southwest there was the cluster of three architecturally disparate henges of Mayburgh,
King Arthur's Round Table, and the Little Round Table (Topping, p. 263). The
same distance north-north-west were circles, avenues and cairn- and kerb-circles at
Broomrigg (Waterhouse, pp. 107-13).
The similar spacing intimates that there were settled tracts with boundaries
delimited by the natural features of rivers, fells and marshes. In Cumbria the great
stone circles are spaced about 10 miles apart but their territories must have differed
greatly in size just as today's cities, towns and villages do.
Estimates can be made of the differences. Using just three rings for the sake of
economy, from the combined criteria of their areas, average weight of stone, heaviest
stone and the number of workers needed to set it up, quite constant relationships
emerge (Burl, 1988, 188). The smaller the ring, the lighter the stones, the fewer the
labourers. The converse also applies.

Grey Croft
Castlerigg
Long Meg

Internal Average Stone Heaviest Minimum
Area M 2^Ton Weight^Stone^Work-force
539
2.5
3.7
20
722
4
15
70
8,011
9
30
135

On the arbitrary assumption that an assembled congregation would occupy the
lower, sometimes wider, half of a ring below the officiants in the higher sector, and
that rather than being packed in like a crowded pop concert the onlookers had a
comfortable body-space of a metre around them then, in ascending order, the
theoretical size of community for each of the circles would be: 104 for Grey Croft,
149 for Castlerigg, and 1,540 for Long Meg and Her Daughters. That these ratios
are not entirely fanciful is supported by today's numbers of inhabitants of the
nearest town: Gosforth, Keswick and Penrith: about 1,000, 5,500 and 12,250
respectively.
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The projected figures for prehistory are almost certainly wrong but the
proport ions are probably near the truth. The hypothetical population of Long Meg,
even if wrong by a factor of two or three, still implies that there were sufficient
people for several groups of workers to have been erecting stones at the same time.
Comparable suggestions have been made for co-ordinated gangs digging the ditches
of henges such as Stonehenge and the earthwork enclosure of Avebury.
What remains unknown is whether all members of a territory participated in the
ceremonies or whether some were excluded by sex or age. With a postulated
thousand or more people at Long Meg one might guess that every one took pa rt.
The rings must have been for natives but their presence in the challengingly
mountainous region of the Lake District is best explained by a connection with the
stone axe industry. As long ago as 1933 R.G. Collingwood (p. 178) perceived this.
Although, as was usual then, he was sceptical about astronomical alignments, he
declared that "the stone circles and the axes thus hang together and seem to demand
explanation as the relics of a single people".
A possible estimate for the date of this is better known today. Exploitation of the
tuffs from the Langdale screes had a long duration between about 3800 and 2200
BC. Great rings such as Long Meg, Castlerigg and Swinside are likely to be early in
this period, some confirmation coming from a C-14 assay of 2525±85 be (GU1591), calibrated to c. 3275 BC, from the Lochmaben Stane (Crone, p. 18), the
survivor of an oval ring on the far side of the Solway Firth. Its remote situation
implies it was later than rings at the heart of the industrial area.
The spaced locations and size of these early stone circles suggest that they were
places where natives and strangers met at accepted times of the year established by a
solar calendar. In Australia aborigines also bartered or exchanged stone axes. "The
tools were traded along known routes by stages and . . . these journeys were
arranged to coincide with seasonal festivals of magical and social significance"
(Bunch & Fell, p. 15) .
Long Meg and Her Daughters may be seen partly as a staging-post to which
visitors from Yorkshire and the north came regularly to acquire the precious axes
and partly as a centre where local people gathered from nearby settlements and from
isolated farmsteads miles away, assembling at the death of the year in the shortest,
darkest days to supplicate for the return of summer, light and warmth. The ring may
be one of Britain's oldest stone circles, erected in the years before 3000 BC.
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