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THE STUIY AREA 1

1 The study area
1.1 Introduction to the study area

The term ‘Stonehenge Environs” was onginally em-
ploved by Sir Richard Colt Hoare in the carly nine-
teenth century to delineate the rich an.h.lnl]uhlu.a]
landscape uurmundmg Stonehenge itsell. Situated on
the undulating chalk of Salisbury Flain appnmmﬂ tely
pr_I'ul miles (13km) north of Salisbury (Fig 1), his ‘Envi-
rons’ (Hoare 1810, map facing p 170) extend from the
towwmy oof f\111gh'|:"-un and the Iw-ngg monument of Dur-
lll‘l-j;'lJI’I Walls i |.|:'|||l eaal, a8 Far wesl as the valle W al Lhe
Kiver Till, and from the Wilsford barrow 1..,I'I.ll..|r'l in the
south northwards to beyvond the Lesser Cursus (Fig 2).
The concept of the area, if not its exact boundanes, was
emploved by the Royval Commission on the Historical
Monuments of England in their review of the field
monuments if contains (RCHME 1979, a review pro-
viding the basis for the work which this volume die-
scribes. For the purposes of the Stonchenge Environs
Project the sowtherly and easterly limits of the area
defined by the Roval Commission were un:upll:d and
while that on the west was slightly extended, in prac-
tice no fieldwork was carried out west of the SU 10 grid
line. This line coincides broadly with a modern bound-
ary, the A360 Salisbury to Devizes road. The study area
was extended to the morth to include Robin Hood's Ball
causewaved enclosure, considered, with associated
lomg barrows, to be a focal element of the early
monumental landscape. At the time that the study area
was defined, this additional area was thought to have
litthe potential for lieldwork, particularly surface collec-
tion, as it lay within the Salisbury Mlain Military Train-
ing Area.

The best known archaeological monumwent in the area
i%, of course, Stovehemge itsell, and the concentrabion
of archacological sites within its immediate surround-
ings is remarkable in both composition and density
(RCHME 1979). The monumaients within thie study area
(Fig 3). tabulated below in broad functional groups

(Table 1), demonstrate an intensity of prehistoric activ-
ity within thie Wessex chalklands paralleled only in the
Avebury area (R W Smith 1984) and on the south-cast
Dorset Ridgeway (RCHME 1970, iii; Woodward forth-
coming). In contrast to the arcas noted above, how-
ever, the Stonchenge area exhibits an unparalleled
diversity of monuments which cearly demonstrate
that Stonehenge was constructed in a landscape al-
ready of some ceremonial and funerary significance.

Robin Hood's Ball causewayed enclosure (N Thomas

1964}, the long barrows and Ith mortuary enclosure
(F de M Vatcher 1961), W I'!.,."\'l.'th:,'l' with the Lesser Cursus
can all be suggested as predating the carliest phase of
construction af Stonehenge (Atkinson and  Evans
1978). Later Meolithic monuments include the three
mere braditional hemges, in terms of both morphology
and association, af Durnngton Walls (Wainwright and
Longworth 1971), Woodhenge {Cunnington 1929), and
Conevbury (King 1970),

Contemporary with the major phases of construction
at Stonchenge (Atkinson 1979) the surrounding land-
scape develops extensive and diverse cemeteries of
round barrows around which a less coherent pattern of
seltlements, helds, and boundaries, assumed to have
contemporaneous origing, can be wdentified. Evidence
for the development of a more formalised agncultural
|'In|.‘|-|.-|.'.lpt is distributled l'-:rll'l'lu'n.‘i]v o Hhee western side
of the study area, contrasting with the sparse evidence
for subsequent prehistoric activity, The apparently real
absence of Iron Age activity over much of the study
area provides as great a contrast with 1urruund|nﬂ
areas, a5 do the spectacular concentrations of sites from
the earlier prehistone penods.,

1.2 The objectives of the project

In 1979 the review of the monumentsin the Stonehenge
arca by the Roval Commission on the Historical Monu-
ments of England presented a graphic illustration not
unl} oof thie extent and complexity of the archaeclogical
remains in such a restricked area but also of the extent
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4 STOMNEHENGE EMVIRONS PROJEC]

Tablel Monuments sithin the hll.ld_lp' Ares

Ceremomial and commenal

Cursus monumaents 2
Henges a nd associated monwments 5
Long barrows

Long barrows 10
Long mortuary enclosures |
Foonusmd barrows

Bawl 256
Bell 32
Disc ]
Saucer [
Pond 17
Unspecified 3
Ring ditches b
Total 474
Settlement and Land wse

Hillforts 1
Enclosures 3
Field systems 4irtha
Linear earihworks 22 55km

of damage, both ancient and modern, The land use
map (RCHME 1979, map 3) provided the historic con-
fext for much of the erosion, concentrated within a
broad band of former open ficlds to the west of the
River Avon.

In addition to 1= COMmpre hensive |n1.'\-|,"r'lu|:|::l|.‘I,_. thie
RCHME publication made reference to the need for
further investigation, both general and specific, and
also emphasised the necessity for proper management
of the monuments, In these aspects, the RCHME sur-
vey provided both academic and practical stimuli for
the Stonehenge Environs Project, initiated in 1980 by
thie thier Wessex r\n‘h.,n,-nlngi{'.‘llfq'lmmi.tll,-l,'.

A policy for archacological investigation in Wessex”
(Ellison 1980) summansed outstanding priorities relat-
ing to archacological activity and prezented them in the
framework of a series of projects. The individual pro-
jects were related to a series of general themes and
period-based prionties and, in many cases, identified
potential study areas, Project 2, "Meolithic and Bronze
Age settlements and their associated landscapes’, was
toinvestigate major themes of subsistence, population,
and social organisation by means of locating and exca-
vating earlier prehistoric oocupation and activity sites,
The arca around Stonchenge was suggested as a
possible study area and a draft project design for what
was to be known as the Stonehenge Environs Project
was circulated in April 1980, After wide consultation
and approval by the Department of the Environment
Inspectorate of Ancient Monuments, the project com-
menced with the implementation of a specific RCHME
recommendation, namely the geophysical survey and
evaluation excavation of the ploughed henge monu-

ment on Conevbury Hill{RCHME 1979, xv (e); 13). This
was followed by the first short season of surface collec-
tion work (Table 2).

In 198172 it was intended o concentrate research on
the environmental potential of the Meolithic monu-
mients within the study area, and also to examine an
exterior sample of the Conevbury henge, where the
1980 excavation had indicated an area of possible
Beaker settlement, These proposals were notacoepled,
however, and work in 198172 was restncted to the
complietion of the excavation of a large Early Neolithic
pit located adpcent to the Conevbury Hemge monu-
mvent angd toa further short season of surface collection
work.,

In October 1921 the Inspectorate of Ancent Monu-
mients defined the objective of the project as being to
“identify the prehistonic settlements in the Stonehenge
region, and to establish their state of preservation with
a view to the Department developing a management
strategy for them”. This was the main brief of the de-
veloped project.

Initially the project was wholly funded from the In-
spisctorate’s rescue budget and, subsequent to 1981,
was geared primarily to the location and evaluation of
surface scatters. Further seasons of fieldwalking and
excavation were carried oul in 198273 and 19834, As
this side of the project progressed, however, several
potential areas of ancillary research became apparent
and, in order to pursue these, external research fund-
ing was sought, The Society of Antiquaries of London
and the British Academy nnﬁ.mlll..' supported a pro-
gramme desigmed to define and examine colluvial dep-
osits within the study area. When the initial phase of
this project failed to locate significant colluvial dep-
osits, funding was transferred (o a monument-based
research rogramme,  examining  environmental
themes falling outside the DoE-funded project brief.
This eventually led to the development nF.u more spe-
cific programme of sample excavation designed to
examine aspects of the earlier Neolithic landscape in
the vicinity of Robin Hood's Ball cavsewaved enclo-
stire. This pmpcl will mill'u.--.ubp.wlumumell reprort
(Richards in prep a).

Additional research funds were made available by the
Prehistoric Society in 1983 for sample excavation of
what appn:arm:l o be anomalously eardy linear earth-
works in the Wilsford Down area (RCHME 1979, s ().

s part ol thae preparations foer the Fll'\vl_'ldl.ll;tll_ﬂ'l of &
management plan for the area, the final 1983/4 season
of fiekdwork incorporated the field assessment of all
‘monuments’ (in the broadest sense) within the study
area. Data were used in the production of an internal
management document (Richards 1984a) which ident-
ified both general and specific problems in the manage-
ment of the archaeology within the project anea,

During phases of project fieldwork and subseguent
post-excavation, papers have been produced examin-
ing aspects of both methodology and interpretation.
The former (Richards 1982; 1985a) are primarily con-
cerned with surface collection. The latter (Richards
1984b; Entwistle and Richards 1987) deal respectively
with broad aspects of Neolithic and earlier Bronze Age
landscape change and the specific comparative inter-
pretation of the geophysical and geochemical attrbutes
of two project excavations.



Table 2 Stonchenge Environs Project fieldwork

Year
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Exciaralion

1950
1941

1982

19584/86

W2 {_'41ﬂl_"!|'hl.lll':|.' Henge

W2lEL L'-:1n|,':|,'|_"-|,|r:.' '..-"u:iun':.ﬁl:;"

Ea r]_\" Mealithie '|1ir

Wil7=22d ry 1.'.|||1,'1..'=\.

W Wilsford Down

flint scatter

Wil |:.1'r§:|| Wood [ flint scatter

W I:..'ITHLI Waood I |:"'|.|||.|.'r:.' scatber
W51 Wilsford Down linear earthwork
W52 Morth Kite linear earthwork
W55 Lesser Cursus

Wh5H Stonehenge Cursus

WET Durrington Down

round barrow

W5E Amesbury 42 long barrow

W59 King Barrow Ridge flint scatber
WE3 Robin Hood's Ball fling scatter
WE4 Robin Hood's Ball

pottery scatter

WES Netheravon Bake long barrow

Fui r|.4'.'.-|_._:

[}l
Dok

SAand BA
[k

Mok

Mok

rs

s

Mok
SAand BA
MaE

SA and BA
Dok

SAand BA
SA and BA

54 and BA

Tavkirl

SA  Socicty of Antiguaries  BA British Academy PS5 Prehistoric Socicy

Exfensiie

SHF W

57.3ha
1582 875ha

199 525ha

302 5ha

ongoing research project

752.5ha

[Riensine

LHFUEW

nane
Wil }'-n."|||'|'|
w32 I.""H.']II'I'I

W53 prelim
W39 prelim

W53 total collection

DoE  Department of the Environment

Fig4d Normanton Doon, with Stonehenge in B distance, viewed from Wilsford Ditor
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[he postcxcavation stage of the project has also in-
volved the production, with commercial sponsorship,
of a new interpretative guide book to the Stonehenge
arca (Richards 19856,

1.3 The topography and geology of
the study area

The study area consists of ¢ 33km” of Middle Chalk,
Iv Ing I_Fq'l'.\ e e va ”I."'. 5 ol the Till to the west and the
Avon to the east, ranging in height from between ¢
130w OCF to a little over 6m O in the Avon Valley
iFig 2). This area of largely uncapped chalk is bisected
by the major Stonehenge BottomSpring Bottom dry
1..||||.'1, svsbem, Lhe oo .I-||.1I1.'l||". ‘-t'c"c'l"- sides of which
form the only effective constraint to present-dav arable
cultivation. With the exception of these and similar
slopes af the nver valley margins, the gently undulat-
ing topography of the Stonehenge Environs is unre-
markable in the context of Salisbury Plain as a whole.
Figures 4 and 5illustrate the general topography of the
Fil g |

O the chalk, drift geology, inthe form of superficial
depaosits of chalky dnft, loess, and clay-with-flints, is
more important as a soil parent material than the solid
geology, Chalky drift deposits are the products of per-

Frg 5 Wilsford Dien vivzoed Froom Normandon Do

:.;|.1q.'L.|| erostonof the chalk amd make a major contribu-
Lo of muinerals i soil 1.:I.'I'|I."-i‘-.. Lavrss 1% 1,.||,1|1,:|I|,:|:|:u|.|~.
component of thechalk soils throughout southern Eng-
bamvd; erosion of this fine deposit, intensified in the early
Holocene and the later Bronze Age, has resulted in only

¢ 0.1-0.4m of loess over chalk and other superficial
|,|I.'i'h:1h1l‘-. in many places (Catt 1978), Clayv-with-flints
occurs mainly i solated patches in the study area,
although more extensive deposits occur to the south,
near the village of Wilsford-cum-Lake and on Box Hill
The only deposits occurring close o sites excavabed
dunng the project are those on the low plateau by Fargo
Wood (W32 and W34), and slightly to the north on
Durnington Down (W53T). This patchy distrbution may
be all that remains of more widespread deposits which
have been much reduced by erosion.

These drft deposits give rise to three main sol types
in the study ares. Depending on vanables such as
topography and cultivation history these soil types are
mapped as rendzinas, brown calcareous earths, and
.::ri‘_"||]|:|,' bBrown earths,

HE':I'Id.:"i:I'I-.'I"‘- A II'H' -:'|:l.|r.|.|.'11'ri.=-|.i1.' HIII"« I.:lr !]'Ik' I.'I'Iul.lk.'
lands. They form over solid chalk or chalky drift and
are mapped as the lekmield, Andover, and Upton senes
in the study arca, The humie rendzinas of the loknield
series are mostly soils which have been in cultivation
for a number of vears, with some consequent loss of
humic material. In some cases this is suffickent for sodls
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b be transitional with the Andover series, Unculti-
vated [eknield soals remain only on the steeper slopes
and in arcas of long-standing pasture around some of
the major monuments, Outside the study area, to-
wards the intertor of the Plain where there has been
none of the intensive lillage common near the major
settlements, Icknield soils have a more widespread
distribution. Brown rendzinas are mainly represented
by =oils of the Andover series. They are mostly deeper
than the Icknield soils and contain greater amownis of
drift material. Some of the Andover soils may have
developed from the Icknield series where tillage has
been sustained over many years, On the more sloping
valley sides, prolonged cultivation has given rise to
grey rendzinas of the Upton series, These are chalky
grey soils which characteristically contain much less
organic matter than either the Icknicld or Andover
series soils,

Brown calcarcous carths may form wherever soliflux-
i debrs and assocated colluvium from the chalk
searp and valley sides have sccumulatisd to sufficient
depth. The shallower of these soils, less than 0.5m
deep, have been mapped as the Coombe series, This
includes soils of a silty clay loam texture, highly calcare-
ous throughout, and sometimes containing large quan-
tities of flint. Where decalcification has taken place, the
non-calcareous Charity seres soils are mapped,

Argillic brown earths form over superficial deposits
over the chalk and contain matenial denved from clay-
with-flints and loess, Soils of this type are not commaon
in the study area, although examples are to be found
over clay-with-flints near Fargo Wood and on Durring-
ton Down

1.4 Land use and preservation

The first observations of the landscape surrounding
Stonehenge, those of William Stukeley in the 1720k,
record a braditional downland landscape, although
even he was able to note and lament the rapid en-
croachment of the plough. In the eighteenth and mine-
teenth centuries arable was largely concentrated on the
eastern side of the study area, in the former open fields
of Amesbury and the Avon Valley villages. This pat-
tern, confirmed by the distribution of tile and recent
pottery from project surface collection, is also reflected
in the preservation of monuments. To the east of the
King Barrow Fidge a high proportion of round barrows
sl *h_ﬂrl'..' A8 rng ditches and the true |'|'||::|r|;'tl|||.|n]|;:|*;:. ol
both Woodhenge and Conevbury henge was only re-
vealed by aerial phutm;mphv The course of the Av-
enue, initially recorded by Stukeley as far as the King
Barrow H.'Idg-l. was subse uently extended, again by
the use of acrial photographs, as far as the River Avon
at West Amesbury, again emphasising the contrast in
land use and monument preservation.

Subsequent observers have also noted increased de-
struction, largely through clearance and arable cultiva-
tion, but also through military construction, roads, and
services, Areas of Wilsford Down and Winterbourne
Stoke Down are known to have been converted from
grassland within the last 40 years, the conversion often
accompanied by means of highly destructive soil-bust-
ing methods,

e |

[n 1979 the RCHME survey presented a view of the
larwd wse in 1971 {map 3), subsequent to which small-
scale but destructive changes have taken place (do-
cumented in Richards 1984a, overday 2). Present land
use, and in consequence the state of preservation of
many of the monuments within the study area, can be
consgidersd under fowr major categories.

1 Old grassland represents a mere 4% of the study
area and, with the exception of isolated pockets on
and around individual monuments and  small
proups of monuments, is located in only three
areas, Two of these, the Stonehenge Trangle, with-
i which the monument lies, and the slopes of Rox
Hill, are small and isolated. The thied area, to the
north of the Packway Road in the north of the study
area, is effectively part of the more extensive Salis-
bury Mlain Training Area given over o military
traiming, [Eis unforfunate that of all the major monu-
ments and monument groups within the study
area, only the barrow cemetery at Winterbourne
Stoke lies la rely within land used in this way,

2 Feintroduced grassland forms ¢ 7% of the study
area and, with the exception of Durrington Walls
henge monument, is restricted to the National Trust
estate where a block of approximately 190ha was
removed from cullivation during the 19708, This
move represents a stabilisation of a considerable
area within which the previously evident problems
of ploughing margins have been eradicated. This
has had particularly beneficial effects for the Stone-
henge Cursus, the Cursus barrow cemetery, and for
the surviving earthwork section of the Avenue.

3 Woodland forms ¢ 3% of the study area, Much of it
is plantation belt, ranging in date from Fargoie 1840)
to the recent conifer belts which screen Larkhill
army camp, Areas of older, deaduons woodland
include those on the King Barrow Ridge, which
cover the Od and New King Barrows, that within
which Vespasian's Camp hillfort lies, and woods to
the south which include the Wilsford and Lake bar-
row cemeteries, In preventing cultivation, wood-
L can be regarded as a beneficial form of land use,
although the unmanaged state of many of the areas
of older woodland culside the National Trust's os-
tate is now causing damage to standing monu-
ments.

4 Cultivated land forms between 70 and 75% of the
study arca, some areas having been under cultiva-
tiwon for several conturies, others for a matter of
decades. In both cases spacific monuments which
have not been deliberately levelled for cultivation
survive as ‘island’ sites, devoid of both immediate
comtext and, i FLANY CA%Es, liess odsvious elemaents
such as associated ditches. The original morphology
of the individual monument has, in many cases,
determined its valnerabality to the effects of plough-
ing. Inconsequence the mounds at least of bowl and
bell barrows have survived more consistently than
havee enfire disc or saucer barrows. Within the
arable areas the state of preservation of monuments
for which there is some indication of original mor-
phology can rapidly be assessed. The state of pres-
ervation of less definable sites or areas of activity is
less easy b0 determine although the ocourrence,
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size, and state of abrasion of prehistone pottery
riscovered from surface collection pﬂn'idi.-h SO
measure of rapid assessment.

Continued cultivation can be regarded as the major
threat to the surviving archacology of the study area
and 1= 1.'|.'rl:..l||||:|.' thir cause of erosion of monuments
characterised by the construction of ditches, banks, or
moinds. However, on sites that have already been
levelled, or on those perhaps never charactensed by
u‘ﬁit.lﬂglinﬁ earthworks, the cultwabion of an estals-
|i.:-:|lt'|.] 'I-"‘]“'-'-.l-'i.]"-"'"-“ﬂ :|II.I_1." sl CALise ::'11lll:i:|'|l..|:i|'|!.; hll.'l'.il::ll.Lh-
erosion. The stabalin W of cultivation over such an area
mav not be erosive bevond the continuing effect on
ploughsoll artefacts and their spatial patterning, but
any change in method involving deeper cultivation
meay disrupt this state of apparent equilibrium.

1.5 Introduction to the archaeology
of the project area

The Stonehenge Environs represent a unigue parcel of
prehistoric Wessex, a physically undistinguished area
of chalkland within which lies the densest and most
varied complex of Neolithic and Bronze Age monu-
ments in southern England, and perhaps in western
Europe. Cerlain elements are unique - Slonehenge, the
Wilstord Shaft, and the North Kite - and as such they
are isolated but significant aspects inany wider scheme
of classification and analysis in prehistoric Britain.
Other elements of the |41mhr.q1p-l. however, have a
maore central position in the construction of wider chro-
nological and evolutionary schemes, and these ele-
mants form the focus of ths report,

Without doubt a rich landscape in the Meolithic and

I'|.'|"|..'|.|;‘.I:« more .-.|;‘\1.11.'1.'|1.'|||.|r|3.' in the Bronse .'"l.;;u_-. thi
wealth of the Stonchenge Environs has often been
subjected to analysis in terms of sooal, economic, pol-
itical, and religious power, but this is all based on the
ritual and funerary aspects of the visible menuments.
Such monuments make up the ceremonial and funer-
.'||‘l. '|..'|:|'|r.i'i-|. ..'II."'I_“\ and I'II.'I.'I.I (R I:|;|r|!|'||_':r 1_-:1]1..'l|'m_|.'l'ln-r||: I"H_'l‘l_'
T |"I.-|."'|.' prov i e "!I!l.!lr'lu.'hl."nhd.- Emviroms sweath thear un-
usual if not unique character. This study tries to move
bevond the traditional view, and will show that the
ared 15 also |,|.|:'Ii.-|.:|l,:||,' i termis of ik pre historie seftlement
record, dt.-n'uuhlr.l.!luh a range ard 1.|.-|.'nml1. of human
activities hitherto unstudied and essentially unknown.
These activities are to be seen against a background of
a complex and shifting human impact on the land-
scape, within which the demonstrable organisation of
land for well-established and successiul arable cultiva-
oy 1% off F.lr-n._'.ll."l'lil'lg SIS UENLCE,

The Stonehenge Environs, either as the sefting for
struggles of economic and ideclogical power, or as a
microcosm of changing prehistoric subsistence strat-
egies, can be seen as plaving a crucial role in the evol-
whion of human soceties in the fourth, third, and
second millennia BC.

In order to provide a clear indication of the types of
monument and associated ceramics o be found within
the study area, Figure 6 sets out a chronologically or-
dered scheme to which the reader can refer throughout
both descriptive text and discussion. In suggesting

some broad chronology for the ceramic stvles whichare
discussed extensively in chapter 6, radiocarbon dates
from both within and bevond the project area are em-
ploved. The solid heavy lines indicate good strati-
5.,n:rhn: associations between clearly identified pottery
and dating material. The dotted lines indicate some
uncertainty, either between the pottery and the dating
material (in the case of the carlier Neolithic material
from beneath the Durrington Walls bank), or in the
identification of the ceramic tradition {in the case of the

wsible Grooved Ware from the King Barrow Ridge}.

he majority of the monument dasses, and specific
episodes of construction, are dated by radiocarbon,
although some monuments must rely on less precise
CUTAMIC association.

Periedd divisions are alse indicated on Figure 6, Al-
!I'I.-l.'ll.i!!,h ll‘l.-l."!n.' shoald be used wilth some caution, l:hl_'y
do provide a positive reinforcement of some apparent-
Iv well-established associations between monuments
and ceramics.

1.6 A history of previous enquiries

Within the study area, and prior to the attentions of Sir
Richard Calt Hoare ( 1810), anbigquarians had tended to
focus their interest on Stonchenge itself (Chippindale
1983). The major exception to this rule was William
Stukeley whoin the carly part of the cighteenth century
recorded many of the field monuments in the area
(Stukeley 1740) and also excavated a number of round
barrows. This particular Beld of investigation was con-
tinued into the nineteenth century, in the first two
decades of which Colt Hoare and Cunmington exam-
ined over 200 round barrows within the study area,
This understandable concentration of effort inan area
s rich in a wide variety of barrows was part of a
national emphasis on the examination of such sites
which developed throughout the nineteenth contury.
Similarly extensive campaigns of excavation wene car-
ried out not only within Wessex but also in the Peak
Dristrict amd in Yorkshire (Mortimer 1905).

During this century research has again concentrated
on monuments, with particular attention focused on
both barrows and henges (Table 3). Many of the former
were excavaled h'l. coniract arc |'|...'|.-|,'-|,|||,rg“l'-. “urk|np_ for
thie then Mimﬂrunl’ Pubslic H||||1.1||‘|1.|:»..'|n|.l Waorksdun ng,
the 1950= and 1960s. Little thematic coherence can be
identified within the work carried out during these
decades, with sites apparently selected on an ad foc
basis determined largely by the immediacy of the per-
ceived threat. Tiey :l..'ll,'-!-.. this meant a further em phasis
on previously defined, and in many cases scheduled,
sites, with ploughed examples of both lomg and round
barrows most commonly examined.

stonchenge saw specificand rapidly published inves-
tigation in the early vears of this century (Gowland
1902} followed by the more extensive work of Colonel
Hawley during the 1920= and Professor Atkinson more
recently (Atkinson 1979). Colonel Hawley's work in
particular, although inconclusive in the case of Sto-
nehenge, can be seen as a continuation of the broad
rescarch themes being promoted at Avebury (Gray
1935) and Maumbury Rings (Bradley 1976).
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Table 3 Recorded excavations in the study area,
with principal references

STOMNEHEMGE EMVIRONS PROJECT

Eighternth- and minehernth-combury exrcapahions

Sround barrows
1 roiand Barrois

12 rosard bBarrows
8 round barrows

Tapemiteth-comiery excavalions

Sukeley 1740
Atkinson 1964
Thisrnadn 1568
Dk urll:luhl

Haare 1810

Ceremonia s comemnma) monssenls

Stonchenge

Thie Avenue

Drarmington Walls

Wiomadhenge
Stonehenge Cursus

Nowmranton Down long
morlmary enclosure

Round barrews

Amgsbusy I
Asneabune 3%
Amesbury 51
Amesbury 98
Amesbury 101
Amesbury 103
Amesbury 132 and 133
Charrington 65b
Durringtom 67, &5, 59, 70
Currington 74

Wilsford cum Lake 1, 33
Wilsford cums Lake,
Laber Growp: J&f, 3y
3738, 3y d8b 3
Wilslord cum Lake 51,
51.53.5

Wilsford cum Lake 8%
Winterbaarme Stoke 30
Wimberbonarme Stoke 30 andd 37
Wimberbowrme Soke 45
Wimlerbow e Soke 18,
3%, &0, 4T, 49, 50

Inkumations

Darrimgton
Drarrington
Fango
Charmington
Amesbury
Fargo
Larkhill
Larkhill
Stonehesige

Cowland 1500
Hawley 1921; 1923,
1925, 1924 1925:
149246, 1935
Arkspsan o8 @l 1957
Atka s ansd
Evans 1978
Atkinsgn 1979

L Smith 197980
Pitts 1987

Bord 1983

Evans 1954

Clay 1917
Vatcher anad
Vatchaer 1968

G Smith 1973
Wainwright and
Longworth 1971
Cunningbon 1929
Farrer 1917
Stone 1947
Chnzise 1963

Fde 3 Vaicher 1961

Pigts 197530
Aushibee 197980
Ashbee 19756
Crawford 1928
[Passmense 1940
itts 1979-80
Fde M YVatcher 1960
Booth 1951
Cunnington 19249
Shame of af 1952
Field 1941
Corimnes 1964

Coreenieedd 1959

Haskam 1960
Chiristie 1963

H L Vatcher 1962
Chiristie 1970

Fade M Vatcher 1962

Risddle 1901
Farrer 1918
Stevens 1919
Arnson 19200
Cunnington 1935
Sronc 1918
Shioail 1946
Monee 1968
Alkinse anid
Evams 1978

Table 3 continued

Srirlemmeml

Wilslord Shair Ashbes 1963
Clhibarme L1965

Settlement a1 Langbarrow Warcher and

Crossrouds Varcher 1968

Seirt e frents Arar Cunnington 1929

Durringtan Walks Stame of al 1952
Wainwright and
Longwaorth 1971
Waimwright ef al 1971

Thee Dharrington Fgg” Cunnington 1929

Packway erckosure Waknwright and
Lengwarth 1971

Pitis posdfrales

Woodhenge Stone and Young 1948

King Barrow Ridge Vatcher and
Watcher 1965

Sronchenge Botlom F de M Vatcher 199

Seonchen e Vatcher and
Watcher 1973

Faundsry swslens

Linwsas carthw ok Vatcher and

near Sionchenge Wakcher 19468

Marth Bite linear Cereendeeld 1959

earthiwork

Woodhenge was excavated shortly after its discovery
in 1925 (Cunnington 1929) as, perhaps more surpris-
ingly, was the nearby Durrington “Egg’ (ibid). The
sample excavation of Durnington Walls during road
construction between 1966 and 1968 (Wainwright and
Longworth 1971) formed part of a broader programme
of investigation of large Wessex henges which also
included these at Mount Pleasant (Wainwright 1979)
and Marden (Wainwright 1971},

The themes of past investigation noted above, many
of which were pursued on a national basis, have inevit-
ably resulted in an emphasis on the excavation of a
restricted repertoire of monuments. This has resulted
in the enhancement of the funerary and ceremonial
aspects of the landscape whilst, with a few notable
exceplions, investigators have ignored some of the
more fundamental elements of prehistoric society and
ecconomy. Some pioneering surface collection work
was carried oul in the 19308 (Laidler and Young 1938),
resulting inm the definition of surface flint industries, but
no subsequent emphasis was placed on the necessity
for enhancing and extending this potential. The loca-
tion and investigation of settlement traces remained a
chance phenomenon, until changing emphases in pre-
historic research priorities during the 19705 provided
the stimulus for investigations such as the Stonehenge
Environs Project.
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2  Methodology
2.1 The general strategy

The main objective of the project, to record the nature
of the existing archaeological record for the area and the
predominant land use, dictated the main emphasis of
fieldwork, a concentration on surface collection (“field-
walking'). The strategy considered most conducive to
the achievement of the objective within the duration of
the project was to involve stages of identification, fur-
ther surface definition, and finally evaluation by means
of sample excavation. In addition to this multi-stage
approach to what at the initiation of the project was
merely an abstract concept, the “surface scatter” as yet
unlocated and undefined, more defined monuments
weere also to be evaluated by sample excavation,

The project area provided the overall sample frame
within which areas, either whaole or part modern field
unils, were selected for extensive surface collechion.
This selection was governed initially by the availability
of suitably weathered fields and, later, by the intention
of broadly sampling a number of areas of varying ter-
rain and within contrasting monumental zones, The
selection of areas for subsequent, more detailed surface
examination, with the implication that such work could
be the prelude to excavation, inevitably resulted in a
concentration on areas or “sites” with immediate defini-
tion. After surface evaluation of varying degree, three
such areas were sampled by excavation in 1982 (W31,
W31, and W34) and in 1983 an additional area (W59)
was sampled after a exhaustive programme of surface
evaluation.

2.2 Extensive surface survey

The considerable increase in surveys emploving some
form of surface collection has been matched by an
increase in methodological discussion (Hazelgrove et al
1985). The surface collection technigques employed by
the Stonehenge Environs Project have previously been
discussed in some detail (Richards 1985a) and can here
be summarised as extensive and intensive, the former
emploved as a broad sampling technigque, the Litter
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Fig7 Exlensive surface collection heclare sampling stralegy

primarily as part of a suite of pre-excavation surface
EUIVEYS,

Extensive surface collection methods involved  the
systematic collection of a ¢ 10% sample of surface arte-
facts within extensive sample areas, In all cases, collec-
tion was carried out emploving hectare squares based
on the national grid as the sampling unit. Within each
hectare eight transects, each 50m and spaced at
25m intervals, were walked in a north-south direction
(Fig 7). Field conditions and observations, soil vari-
atiom, microbo raphy, weather, lighting, and per-
sonnel werne aﬁfr?ﬁn:hl:dfd omn slandargisedgi"ield EDF::'ls
and annotated 1:2500 scale map extracts. Potential
areas of soil accumulation were tested by augering on
an aid hoc basis.

Eral:tim the finds recovered consisted primarily of

ed (struck) flint with smaller quantities of pottery

and worked stome. Burnt flint was not collected, al-

though in retrospect this would have provided valu-

able data, but concentrations were nobed in the ficeld,

All foreign (non-local) stone was, in theory, collected,

although some selectivity was practised in areas of

previous military activity. Sarsen of the hard, ‘rooty’

type occurs naturally in small boulders and its ocour-
renee was therefore recorded without collection.

Table 4 Stonehenge Environs Project extensive sur-
face collection 1980-584

Year Mo Freld mame Mawralked  Tabal ka! year
1980 5 Winterbourme Seoka 17625
Crimsroaids

51 Conevbuary Hill 271

52 Morth of the Cursus 12.625 BT5
19l 5 "1I-c|ﬂ|'|'ﬂ'||._!.;|' Triangle 115

%5 Sputh of Stomchenge 3128

58 Mormanton Down e e

57 King Barrow Radige M1

8% The Dramond s

it Wondhenge 16625 162 575
1982 &l Mormanion Gorse ik

62 Cuarsus West End 82.25

5} Fargo Road 1138

el Horse Hospital 21

85 DPurringion Down 26,378

B Sewage Works 8625

B MNormanion Bogtom 12,125

B8 Wirst Fielsd 24625 10 625
1943 68 King Barmow Kidge (East) 19 875

A Mike Clump 15

71 Baslway 19.5

22 Home Faclds H1.75

3 Whittles f.75

M Pig Feeld &5

75 Bunnies Mavgrownd ]

76 Diestmuctor 9

77 The Dicches 128

78 Spring Bottom pat vl

7 Aerosdrame 16578

=0 .-'l.rl1rn-_1|'!lu11||,|- 13875

81 King Barmow Ridge taddic) 4

&1 Kox Hill gl o

B3 Well House 4578

Bl Lumenborough 115875

&% Sputh of the Cussuas 1275

&h Hox Hill {gmsdwn) .35

BT Mow King 0TS

83 Mormanton East a5

59 Laks Bottom 3

W Wood End 10, 7% s
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By this method a total of 752.5ha were examined over
the winters of 1980-1 to 19834, The 39 individual
collection areas, each designated by a traditiomal or
assigned name (Table 4), are located on Figure 8. In
dizcussion of the results of surface collection reference
to specific collection areas will be by means of the area
name followed by the number shown in Table 4, eg
Stonehenge Tf'l.ll'lhhi" (). Names emploved for more
general description, for example the area north of the
Cursus, will be distinguished by the absence of o num-
ber suffix.

This first, locational, stage of surlace collection is
capable of suggesting broad spatial vaniation, the limi-
tations o its refinement being primarily those im-
posasd by the spacing of the individual collection units.

2.3 Intensive (pre-excavation)
surface survey
2.3a  Intensive collechion

This invoelved the collection of a “total” surface assemb-
lage, in this case including both burnt flint and sarsen,
within a more rigidly defined and, of necessity, more
restricted grid. A 5m or 10m grid was generally em-
ploved, within which all surface artefacts were col-
lected. Defined types of artefacts - pottery, worked
stone, and identified flint tools - were individually
recorded in the field and their position accurately
plotted.

This approach, providing a great deal more spatial
refinement, was emploved initially as a pre-excavation
tcchnlquenn5pecll’:u:m:mumuntu It was subsequently
used in the same way on areas initially defined by
extensive surface collection, The accurate, surveyed
grids copstructed for this stage of surface collection
were, in the fully developed methodology, also em-

oved for surface amalvses of the tvpe described

low, and were subsequently utilised as the excava-
tion grd.

2.3b  Geophysical survey
(incorporating conclusions by A [YH Bartlett)

The magnetometer survey carried out by the Ancient
Monuments Laboratory at the first project excavation,
Coneybury Henge (W2, demonstrated the advantages
of pre-excavation geophysical survey, in this case pro-
viding an accurate ditch plan and facilitating the appli-
cation of a precise sample design. Similar survevs, in
each case carried out by the Ancient Monuments La-
boratory using a fluxgate magnetometer, were em-
ploved on subsequent excavation sites wherever
possible. Apart from the benefits for sample applica-
tion already noded, the survey prior o excavation of
sites located only by surface scatters of artefacts was
used to suggest the location of subsoil features, crucial
as “traps’ [fi-.li associated environmental and economic
data.

Topsoil excavation at Comevbury Henge was also
preceded by Beld measurement of soil magnetic sus-
ceptibility, in this case integrated with less extensive
soil sampling for laboratory susceptibility measure-

ment. Both stages of analysis were carried out by the
Ancient Monuments Laboratory. Subsequent mag-
netic susceplibility surveys were carried out using field
coils loaned by the Ancient Monuments Laboratory
and by Reading University, the data processing in cach
case being carried out by the Ancient Monuments La-
boratory.

The Stonehenge Environs Project provided an oppor-
tunity to test geophysical techniques across a senies of
sites of varied archacological character, but in reason-
ably uniform and favourable geological conditions.
Subsequent excavabions showed that the magne-
tometer could detect both natural and anthropogenic
features, primarnly substanbial and carth-filled, but that
employved alone, it could produce only a very incom-
plete picture of the archaeological character of a site.

The project has demonstrated that, by deploving a
full range of fieldwork techniques (magnetometer,
magnetic susceplibility, and phosphate = see below),
significant information can be recoversd even from
sites where much of the archaeological evidence is
confired within the ploughsoil. Tt has also shown the
potential value of magnetic susceptibility measure-
ments in studies of this kind. The susceptibility results
showed that, although non-archaeological influences
such as cultivation or tereain could not necessanly be
excluded from the total response, a pattern of activily
which related well to the other archaeslogical evidence
could still be observed. It appears not only that infor-
mation about the broad disposition of an area of activity
can be obtained, but also that there is the possibility of
identifying distinct small-scale anomalies if the site is
surveyed in sufficient detail,

Summaries of individual Ancient Monuments Labor-
atory reports can be found inchapter 4, with full reports
in microfiche (Bartlett, this vol, MF1 B2-5),

2.3 ¢  Geochemical suroey

The laboratory measurement of soil phosphates has
been Lm]:riluud a5 part of other extensive Trust for
Wessen Archacology survey projects (the Kennett Val-
lev Survey, Lobb and Rose in prep; the lsle of Purbeck
":un'm.' L::n::.mdH.m'h-f.mrthmmmhp The methodo-
logy, developed during the 1982 Stonehenge Environs
I"raject excavation season by Rov Entwistle { 19%84), was
applied to all subsequent surface scatter excavations,
The methodology emploved was essentially that
used at Grimes Graves and at Fengate, and is described
in detail in the respective publications (Sieveking ef al
1973, 192-%; Craddock 1980). Spot samples were taken
by the Ancient Monumenis Laboratory from W2 Co-
m'!. bury Henge and W2 {1931) Ennwbunr “Anomaly’
in order to compare the ditch deposits and the pit fill.
Subsequently systematic samples were taken along
sample transects at W31 Wilstord Down and at W32
and WH, Fargo Wooed Land 11, The buried soil at W52,
the Maorth Kite, was sampled on a Im grid, as was the
topsoil within a suggested urnfield (area A) at W57
Durrington Down barrow. The flint scatter at W59 King
Barrow Ridge was sampled at Im intervals for phos-
phatq. analysis, as part of a systematic strategy incor-
perating intensive surface collection, geophysical and
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sochiemical survey, and excavabion. Spot samples
rom features were also taken,

The methodology of both magnetic susce ptibility and
hosphate survey work within the project has recently
Eecn discussed in a paper which makes specific refer-
ence o the comparative characteristics of two project
excavations, W3l and W59 (Entwistle and Richards
19873, At W31 Wilsford Down a correlation was noted
between enhanced phosphate values and higher mag-
netic susceptibility reading, corresponding with a
Enrr;ul area of in situ domestic activity (Entwistle and

ichards 1967, fig 3.3). The systematic survey of W59
King Barrow Ridge showed a general correlation be-
tween enhanced phosphate readings, highﬂ magnetic
susceplibility readings, concentrations of lithic materi-
al, burnt flint, and, where examined, archaeological
features (Entwistle and Richards 19587, figs 3.4, 3.5).
However, comparative data from W32 and W3 at
Fargo Wood suggest a correlation between enhanced
phosphate values and soils which had formed on a
substrate of clay-with-flints rather than chalky drift,
This emphasises a pedological boundary which had
already been noted and introduces a cautionary note in
seeking an entirely anthropogenic ongin forobservable
patterns within soil phosphate data (Entwistle 1984;
Entwistle and Eichards 1987, fig 3.6).

2.4 Excavation

The combination of artefact collection from the surface
of the topsoil, and an increasing awareness of the geo-
physical and geochemical properties of such deposits,
necessitated a careful and consistent approach to their
excavation. The methodological reasoning behind the
project’s approach to the topsoil has been previously
published (Richards 1985a) and emphasises the value
of the combined physical, chemical, and magnetic rec-
ords, particularly in the comprehension of prehistoric
domestic activity (Entwistle and Richards 1987),

O all project excavations, topsoil has, with one ex-
ception (W55 the Lesser Cursus), been excavated by
hand on a 1Im grid. Extensive topsoil sieving has also
been carried out in order to retrieve a representative
artefact sample, of particular importance for recovery
of the lithic assemblages. Topsodl sieving was carried
outusing 4dmm mesh box sieves; in the majority of cases
the friable chalk-derved soils enabled soil to be passed
dry through a sieve suspended from a shaker frame.
More cohesive soils were wel-sieved (W32 and W3,
Farge Wood | and ), or, alternatively, dry-sieved
residues too dirty for artefact recognition were sub-
sequently  wet-sieved,  effectively  washing  the
residues,

The sample fraction for topsoil excavation was deter-
mined after the first project excavation, Coneyvbury
Henge (W2), where a nested sampling strategy was
devised for the topsoil sieving (Fig ), 50% eventually
being achieved. This exercise provided a series of data
sets which, combined with a new-found awareness of
the ime taken to sieve and zort topsoil residues, en-
abled a minimum sample fraction of 20% to be selected.

This was applied to all project excavations from W31
Wilstord Down onwards (1982), with the exception
noted above. All sieve residues from both topsoil and
stratified deposits were sorted on site by core personnel
with proven ability in the recognition of artefacts. Be-
vond this overall appmﬂch to the sampling of topsoil,

the sampling strategies were site specific and as such
will be described in the introductory sections for each
report.

The sieving approach to stratified deposits varied
according to their nature and extent. Ditch deposits
were generally excavated in such a way that remaining
central baulks, or a 1m central column through the
baulk, could be sieved through a 4mm sieve after re-
finement of the stratigraphic sequence determined by
initial excavation. The fills of features such as pits were
totally sieved o 4mm with, as in the case of ditch
deposits, sub-samples taken for Imm wet-sieving/flo-
tatiomn.

All excavated ditch deposits were sampled for
possible molluscan analysis, although in reality it was
unlikely that all samples would be analysed. Key ditch
sections exhibiting dated horizons were either fully
analysed or sub-sampled, while others, for which there
is at present no dating evidence, were reduced to sieve
fractions and deposited within the archive,

For the purposes of artefact studies all “bulk” finds
(prmanly worked flintand bume flint) are recorded I:rg
context, although identified activities involving suc
artefacts, for example flint knapping clusters, were
recorded in more detail (see for example W38). On all
project excavations, specified artefacts (pottery, metal
objects, worked stone, flint tools, and bone) from mon-
topsoil contexts were precisely located. It was hoped
that such an approach could refine the record within
accumulative deposits and suggest the nature of de-
position in more restricted areas.

2.5 Comments on the methodology

The project involved four seasons of fieldwork, during
which the methodology for surface survey and excava-
tion was devised and tested. Ideally the project would
have commenced with the application of a fully de-
veloped suite of methodological approaches which
could have been refined as a priate. More practi-
cally, the timetable of project fieldwork meant that the
fully developed methodology was only apphed to one
specific surface scatber site (W59 King Barrow Ridge)
during the final {1983) season of excavation,

Data recovered by the range of techniques outlined
above vary considerably in their interpretative capac-
ity. The integration of such varying data levels may be
eastest, and mdeed most informative, where all levels
can be demonstrated as applying, with increasing re-
finement, to a specific focus (the “site”). Here the pro-
cesses of identification, definition, and further surface
assessment, when followed by characterisation of the
ploughieone and the recovery of dated economic and
environmental data, represent achievement of the
methodological aims of the project.
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3  Surface collections

3.1 Extensive surface collechion
evidence — the material

This section outlines the nature of the data recovered
by extensive surface collection. The range of material
recovered from surface collection and also from the
excavation of ploughsoils is restricted to durable ma-
terials, primarily flint and stone. Such material is sus-
ceptible to spatial analysis appropriate to the method
of recovery, and only a limited number of individual
pieces embody ecither chronological or functional at-
tributes. In the case of more detailed collection or
ploughsoil excavation, associated geophvsical or geo-
chemical data can, however, enhance the interpreta-
tive capacity of such data.

3.1a Lithics

The programme of extensive surface collection re-
covered a total of 102,175 pieces of worked flint. The
recovery, processing, and cataloguing of this bulk of
material (approximately 12 cubic metres of storage
space), in order to enable basic functional and chrono-
logical assessment to take place, formed a major part of
the project fieldwork.

3.1b Ceramics

The pottery recovered from extensive surface collection
ranged in date from Early Neolithic to post-medieval,
the former represented by a single sherd, the latter,
more durable, by considerable quantities, often associ-
ated with ceramic roof tile. It is clear from the discus-
sion below of the distribution of pottery of various
perieds that past land use has had aconsiderable effect
on the survival potential of certain types of prehistonc

thery. Mevertheless the survival, recovery, and ana-
ﬁ..-_, of such material, embodying not only chronologi-
cal but in many cases ideological attributes, has proved
an important aspect of the surface collections.

3.1¢c Other material

Foreign (non-local) stone, including querns and frag-
ments of stone axes, form the only additional class of
artefacts recovered in significant quantities by exten-
sive surface collection,

3.2 Surface collection analysis

The main aims of the programme of extensive surface
collection were to locate and define areas of prehistoric
activity, From the start of the project there was an
awareness of the potential range of activities repre-
sentied by the surface artefact record, and this work was
not seen simply as an exercise in finding “sites’. How-
ever, within the context of the broader bref, toevaluate
further such located areas, there was an inevitable

emphasis placed on areas with defimition and prefer-
ably of manageable extent. The diminishing sample
fraction that is the imevitable consequence of a more
intensive approach, culminating in excavation, has
previously been noted (Richards 1985a). The problems
inherent in the excavation of samples which could be
considersd unacceptably small {see for example W3l)
are considerable and may be compounded by the initial
selection of an over ambitious sample frame,

3.3 Lithics

Within the Stonehenge Environs Project study area it
was obvious that the main tool for both location and
definition would be worked flint, the most durable
element of the majority of prehistoric artefact assemb-
lages. Other types of surface finds, such as pottery,
were likely only to be wseful in an adjunctive capaci
as their survival, affected considerably by land use
history, could not be guaranteed.

3.3a Sﬂrmlg

The first stage — sorting of all lithic material by recorded
context (hectare and  transect) into the categories
shown in Table 5 = provided the basic data for broad
spatial analysis. This involved the construction of ob-
jective plots of defined categories of lithic material.

3.3 b Basic spatial analysis

Im the absence of computer facilities, the definition of
categories for plotting was carnied out by constructing
a histogram (Fig ¥) showing occurrences of values of all
worked flint per 30m run (transect). The divisions on
thee Poisson distnbution thus generated were taken at
the point of inflection of the curve and where the curve
started to break up (Hodder and Orton 1976). This
produced categories of: 0-10, 11-39, 40-89, and %0+
pieces of worked flint per 50m run, categories which,
with the excephion of =10 (ormitted for clanty], were
then plotted as a distribubion map (Fig 100, This basic
distnbution of all worked flint makes possible the
identification at a positive scale both of broad zones of
activity and of some measure of extent and intensity,
At this level note must be taken not only of the more
positive and defined aspects of the distribution pat-
terns thus generated but also of less intensive yet often
widespread associated patterns, These cannot simply
be regarded as indications of similar but less intensive
activity; the potential for a complementary suite of
activities should not be ignored.

The initial spatial analysis should go some way to ex-
plaining where specific and isable actlivities were
taking place but, if the dala are capable of supporting
further inference, attempts must be made o answer
questions relating, to both function and chronology.

3.3¢  Functional analysis

Functional assessment depends on an understanding
of the processes by which worked flint enters the ar-
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Table 5 Waorked flint sorting categories

Calegory Crilert

Core Piece showing traces of flake
removal by percussion

Core fragment Fragment of above, genmerally
showing signs of flake remaoval
by percussion, but broken, for
example, along incipient fracture
line

Flake Complete piece removed by
percussion and exhibitimg full
length from bulb to distal end

Broken flake Incomplete example of above

Bumnt worked flint - Any worked piece subsequently
burnt

Retouched flake  Flake showing traces of
consistent secondary flake
removal/medification by
PCrCussion

Scraper See Figure 15 for type series

Other tool Other recurrent consistently

maodified picce with apparent
functional potential

chaeological record. These can be summarised as: pro-
curement, manufacture, use, and discard.
Procurement of flint can be by means of mining,
surface grubbing, or collection. In manufacture the
reduction sequence can encompass 4 range of pro-
cesses, from raw material testing and discard of unsuit-
able flint, through various stages of production, to
resource exhaustion. The first stages of reduction may

HUMBER OF GCOURRENCES

(R RRE

often be associated with the procurement site, together
constituting the ‘industrial’ side of the process. Suchan
association, particularly if a specific flint resource is
consistently utilised, will render industrial activity
largely static and thus potentially more archacolog-
cally visible.

Subsequent stages, involving more portable elements
of the reduction sequence, such as prepared cores or
selected flake blanks, may take place on, or near, habi-
tation areas. The degree of mobility in what must be
regarded as a wide range of activities is less casy to
assess, as is their potential archacological visibility .

In the absence of microwear potential, the result of
mechanical damage and of surface patination | cortica-
tion'), use can only be characterised by the occurrence
of retouch and “tools”, recurrent modified forms falling
within broad, often well-established, functional ca-
tegories, Discard, the means by which an object enters
the archacological record, encompasses a range of pro-
cesses including chance loss, deliberate depositionina
range of circumstances, orincorporated dispersal with-
in, for example, manuring debris.

Although both use and discard can take place both on
or off “site’, relatively high proportions of both teols
and retouched matenal, particularly where clustered,
can, in very general terms, be suggested as indicating
‘domestic’ activity, if not necessarily setiled habitation.

3.3d  Chronological assessment

With regard to problems of chronology, the lithic as-
wmblaiﬁ can all be sugpested as dating in conven-
tional chronological terms to the Meolithic and Bronze
Age. Evidence for Mesolithic activity is extremely
slight, although the sampling strategy for the extensive
collection may be unsuitable for the recovery of di

nostic Mesolithic artefacts. Equally, there is little evi-

210 Masimam

10 0 kL 40 0

T &0 S 1

NUMBER OF WOREED FLINT/50 METRE RLIN

Fig@ Recovery of lotal mimber of worked flints per 5 collection unit
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Fig 10 The distribution of all worked flint from extensive surface collection
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dence for activity of any form during the first millen-
nium be, although the extensive use of lithic resources
is generally suggested as having ended in the later
Bronee Age (Ford et al 1984). Attempits at chronological
refinement within what are basically the third and
second millennia be must rely on a senes of atinbutes,
some related lubxlfcci fic tool types and therefore indi-
vidually applicable, others generated by, and therefore
only applicable to, assemblages.

It was hoped that the analysis of a ra:ndgﬂ of stratified
lithic assemblages would result in the identification of
a suite of technical attributes with additional chrono-
logical value. Such attributes, if identified, could be
sought on a sampling basis from within the material
recovered by surface collection. However, the degree
of technical variation observed within groups of both
Early and later Neolithic date appcarn:lg-'r'lsul’ﬂciunl to
warrant this approach as a part of the initial analysis,
Rather, a broad range of chronelogical attributes was
used in the overall assessment of the lithic assemblage
obtained from extensive surface collection. Table &

shows these, and Figure 11 illustrates a sample of the
less specific tool types referred to in the table.

The broad assessment of the matertal from surface
collection and the identification of both functional and
chronological attributes enable a series of models to be
constructed. These modelz are used a% an ad to the
interpretation of the distribution plots and relate to
defined stages in the movement of lithic resources
within the landscapse.

Three stages ran];: suggested:

i Procurement reduction {industrial)
tial attributes: possibly extensive with nucleated

elements, but strongly topographically based (re-
lated to the availability of lithic resources).
Assemblage composition: hammerstones (particu-
larly heavy ones), “tested” nodules, flawed cores,
high proportions of primary flakes.
Chronologically diagnostic attributes: potentially
few,

i Reduction {manufacture)

Table& Chronological attributes used in overall worked flint assessment

Tool tupe Early Meo Liter Neo Beaker Later Bromze Age
Arrowheads leaf fransverse barbed and tang —s—e
SCrapers double end thumbnail expedient
long end
Deshapisd —s—s
Anis ground flimt groumd stone
chipped fling ——
Other tools microdenticulate fabricator plano/convex tool kit
Y-shaped knife
backed blade discoid Borer —s—
truncation clement riod

—e—s COMENUAtION into nest period
Sere Figure 15 and Table 125 for scraper type series
Sarer Figure 7 for illustrated examples of foal types

TWA

Fig 11 Flint tools urith chronofogical abtribules
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Spatial attributes: more likely to be nucleated, even
within broad areas of activ lt}
Assemblage composition: hammerstones, cores
(particularly exhausted or failed examples), high
proportions of both broken and apparently unu-
tilized flakes,
Chronologically diagnostic  attributes:  platform
technigue and consequent reasons for core aban-
donment, specific ‘blank” production.

i Use'discard (domestic)
Spatial attributes: will d d on the nature of the
overall economic base, mange of potential acti-
vities, and consequently on the discard patterns
generated.
Assemblage composition: high proportions of
utilised (retouched) pieces, tools, burnt worked ma-
terial, tool variability.
Chronologically diagnostic attributes: wide range of
individuwal items, and recurrent retouched forms
(tools) (see Table & for examples).

3.4 Distribution patterns

Having set out the theoretical basis on which the evi-
dence is judged, the basic data from extensive surface
collection can now be reviewed. Figure 10 shows the
distribution of all worked flint from the project’s
sample areas, Perhaps the most striking aspects of the
distnibution pattern are the areas producing little or no
evidence of prehistoric activity in the form of high
densities of worked flint {for the location of collection
areas see Fig 8 and Table 4). Areas such as Ammo
Dump (80), Wood End (9], Cursus West End (82},
Sewage Works (66), and Destructor (76) may b re-
garded as peripheral to the major zone of activity rep-
resented by monument clusters. This is mot the case for
the area represented by the southern part of Sto-
nehenge Triangle (3), Mormanton Gorse (61), Aero-
drome (79, South of Stonehenge (35), Mormanton
Dovwn (56), and part of Normanton East (88), The latter
encompasses a wide range of monument Bypes and 1s
surrounded by areas producing positive evidence for
the range of activities discussed below, Despate this,
there is little or no evidence in the form of high densities
of worked flints from surface collection, The topo-
graphy and soils of this apparently blank zone canmot
be regarded as explanatory factors,

Surface finds in South of the Cursus (85) were col-
lected under unsuitable field conditions and the results
obtained cannot be regarded as a valid sample.

Turning to the positive side of the distribution, sev-
eral broad zones of activity can be suggested, The
extent of these zones does, to a certain extent, seem to
be defined by the Avon Valley and the dry valleys of
Stonehenge Bottom and Spring Bottom. The Avon Val-
ley forms an obvious physical and topographical
boundary whereas the dry valley systems, while not
presenting physical boundanies, nevertheless appear
to have influenced the nature and extent of prehistoric
activity. Project fieldwork also demonstrated them to
be devoid of colluvial deposits which may have masked
activity areas.

The area to the south-west of Stonchenge Bottom and
Spring Bottom (Lake Down and Rox Hilly shows con-
sistent values of between 11 and 89 pieces of worked

flint per 50m collection unit, with no apparent nuclea-
tion of activity.

A markedly different pattern of activity can be ident-
ified within the dry valley running from Winterbourne
Stoke Crossroads (50), The Diamond (39, through The
Dhtches (77), Bunnies Playvground (75), and Normanton
Bottom (67). Here, the dry valley itself forms the focus
for consistent 'l.ralm.'-s of worked flint in excess of 90
pieces per 50m collection unit. The contrast is strongest
between the activity represented by Normanton Bot-
tom (67) and the almost tofal absence of worked flint
from Mormanton Down (56) immediately to the north.
Around the head of the dry valley, 5tn.1ngl} nucleated
activity at Winterbourne Stoke Crossroads (500, The
Diamond (59, and The Ditches (77) lies within a more
extensive area of activity. Well House (83) lies within
the same dry valley, closer to the point at which it joins
the valley of the River Avon, ann:ﬁ'l)md uced an area of
strongly nucleated activity, within which the highest
levels of surface worked flint from the study area were
recorded.

To the north of the blank zone already noted, two
extensive areas of consistently higher density can be
identified. North of the Cursus (52) and the northern
part of Stonchenge Trangle (54) show consistent
values of between 40 and 89 pieces of worked flint per
S0m collection wunit and also broad areas of intensive
activity (in excess of 90 pieces of worked flint per 50m
collection unit). These two areas may be part of the
same broad zone of activity which continues ina more
fragmentary manner to the north, for example,
thr Horse Hospital (&4) and Fargo Road (63). The
Stonehenge Triangle (54) element of this zone appears
to mark its southernmost limit, demarcated topo-
graphically by the summit of Stonehenge Down.

Coneybury Hill (51) and Spring Bottom (78) lie on the
ridge top between Stonehenge Bottom to the west and
the Avon Valley to the east, Both demonstrate a broad
distribution of similar values: 11 to 89 preces of worked
flint per 50m collection unit, with occagional higher
values, This pattern begins to break up west of Coney-
bury Hill, but may continue into the eastern half of
Luxenborough (84).

The remainder of the ‘Durrington Zone” is perhaps
ot as coherent as has been suggested (Richards 1984b,
183). Much of the King Barrow Ridge shows a fragmen-
tary pattern of values below 3% pieces of worked flint
per S0m collection unit. Tothe east, within Woodhenge
(69), Railway (71), Home Fields (72), and New King
(87), the distribution becomes more regular and values
above 40 pieces of worked flint per 30m collection unit
become more common, The higher values within this
area suggest a linear distribution, reflecting the in-
fluence of the river valley to the east and perhaps partly
masked in the south-east corner by alluvial soils.

The distribution patterns shown in Figure 10 and
discussed above appear to suggest broad zone pref-
erences, An element of topographic determinism can
be suggested, perhaps associated more with soil vari-
ability and the availability of lithic resources, discussed
below and by Harding (this vol, 5.2). Alternatively, the
distribution of a proportion of the surface material may
be affected by idenlogical considerations, repr-esenln:-d
by ceremonial and funerary monuments, There is little
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Fig 12 The distribution of all fiint cores from extenstoe surfiree collection
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Fig 13 The distribution of all flint flakes from extensive surface collection
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Table 7 Extensive surface collection: flint core and flake analysis

Sample area Sample Neofcores  Mean core Neof flakes  Primary  Seconditry Terhary
size e dw sample wrerghat i sanpile Yo Yo o
Well House (83) 0,075 55 366,13 b6 833 57.A7 34.20
Normanton Bottom [ (67} 0.1125 54 15063 ] 4.05 7264 2331
MNormanton Bottom [[{67)  0L125 48 134.63 538 146 66491 2E.62
The Diamond (59) 005 10 13260 2o 179 6326 32495
The Ditches (77) 0075 25 125 46 415 9,55 (6. 75 2337
Morth of the Cursus (32} 2.5 124 94.51 1315 10,34 58,02 26,99
King Barrow Ridge (57} 0.3375 By 9361 973 647 65,36 2806

else bo explain the apparent avoidance of Mormanton
Do disciisaed above.

Within this study a distinction has been made be-
tween ‘lithic” (flint) and non-local stone. The following
discussion is concerned with the former,

3.5 Interpretation of lithic material
from extensive surface collection
3.5a Functional assessment

The models suggested above for stages of procurement
and manufacture involve greater numbers of both
coreshammerstones (means of production) and flakes
(product), shown plotted in Figures 12 and 13. The first
of these clearly suggests two lithic resource zones: one
in the area north of the Stonehenge Cursus, where
surface nodules from relict cl.::.--wilh-l:'lint deposits ap-
pear to have been exploited, and a I'I"I-u‘l_ll’.:ll' zone along
the sides and base of the dry valley running from The
Diamond (539) through Normanton Bottom (677, The
occurrence of grassland further south-west along this
dry valley prevents clanfication of the extent of this
activity, but the majorindustrial areaat Well House (83)
may be a continuation of this extensive zone rather
than an isolated phenomencn, A more detailed con-
sideration of the lithic resources exploited within the
project area is contained within the flint report (Hard-
ing, this vol, 5.2).

As has been suggested above, the =ntial for chro-
nological refinement within industrial assemblages re-
covered from surface contexts relies pamanly on the
identification of specific products. Figure 12 suggests a
number of both extensive and nucleated core clusters,
the cores from which were rapidly assessed and a
number of attributes recorded. These were: weight;
raw material; potential product; whether the core had
been rejuvenated; and whether the core had been
utilised as a hammerstone, No attempt was made to
classify cores by an established tvpology such as that
devised by | G D Clark (1960, 216).

Stratified assemblages recovered from W31 Wilsford
Down, a site with a considerable industrial emphasis
located immediately adjacent to this flint source, have,
however, been examined in some detail (Harding, this
val, 4.10b). Here analysis suggests that small, possibly
surface nodules were the most commonly used raw
material, although evidence from refitting material
suggests that core tools (axes) were a part of the pro-
duct of this site and may have required an alternative

raw material source. Other flint tools, specifically
transverse arrowheads and associated pottery, suggest
that at this particular site major exploitation was taking
place in the later Neolithic,

The suggested exploitation of two lithic resources,
vach potentially with raw material of varying produc-
tive capability, makes the modelling of lithic movement
across the landscape more difficult, Modelling is fur-
ther complicated by the suggestion made by Harding
(this vol, 5.2) that the majority of the raw material
naseds of the sites examined in detail could have been
met by selected locally available surface nodules. If the
movement of lithic resources 5 restricted to those
necessary for the production of more specialised, and
usually larger, tools, then the position is further com-
plicated.

If, however, resource areas can be identified and were
being extensively utilised, then the basic models intro-
duced above would suggest that the weight of cores
should fall off with distance from sowrce, as should
both overall flake numbers and the percentage of pri-
mary (cortical) flakes. The mean weights of cores from
the sample areas examined are shown in Table 7, which
emphasises the ‘heavy’ industrial nature of the as-
semblage from Well Howse (83) and the consistency of
the core stze within the remainder of this, the Norman-
ton Bottom industrial zone.

The mean weight of the cores from a broader but still
consistent zone, North of the Cursus (32), suggests the
exploitation of a flint source with smaller nodules. In
comparson to the results from the two zones examined
above, the core weights from both surface collection
and the excavated sample on the King Barrow Ridge
are consistently lower. This may suggest a greater cur-
ation of raw material, reflected in the reasons for core
abandonment or, as suggested by the assemblage from
Amesbury 42 long barrow (W58), may involve the utili-
sation of small, locally derived nodules (Harding, this
vol, 4.7 b).

The distribution of all flake material provides a com-
plementary distribution to that of cores, emphasising
that the procurement of raw material may be expected
to be accompanied by some form of production. The
initial stages of reduction, involving the removal of
cortex and the preparation of pnlmtia]l:.r ]:l-rmiutl:lw.
platforms, should be represented by primary (wholly
cortical) and secondary (partially cortical) flakes. Table
7. showing the relative proportions of primary, second-
ary, and tertiary (nom-corfical) flakes assocated with
the examined core samples, fails to demonstrate this
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Fig 14  The distribution of all flint tools from extensive surface collection
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suggested trend. As it seems unlikely that such lakes
wirne the intended product and have been removed, it
can be suggested that the under-representation of such
flakes from surface collection may be due to their hav-
ing one surface (the dorsal) entirely natural, and con-
sequently unrecognisable.

Figure 14 shows the distribution of all flint tools - all
recurrent retouched or modified forms identified dur-
ing sorting. This plotintentionally has nochronological
refinement, and contains forms that can be demon-
strated to date from the Early Neolithic to the Middle
Bronze Age or later. Mo attempl at functional refine-
ment has been made, as the range of lools relates to
both sedentary and mobile activities and is likely to
have entered the archaeological record via a wide range
of processes. This distribution provides an indication
of zones which can be suggested as demonsirating a
consistently domestic emphasis. These zones may not
appear as significant im the overall lithic distribution,
discussed in detail above,

Certain arcas can be shown to combine elements of
both industrial and domestic activities. In the case of
Morth of the Cursus (52) and the northern part of the
Stonehenge Triangle (54), the correlation appears to be
direct, whereas at Winterbourne Stoke Crossroads
(507, The Diamond (3%), and The Ditches (77) the do-
mestic activity appears to be peripheral to the main
industrial areas. Incontrast, the concentrations of tools
from the King Barrow Ridge (57 and 81) were not
associated with high densities of lithic debris. This
suggests activities involving the use and careful cura-
tion of flint presumably arriving as either prepared
cores or flake blanks.

3586 Chronological assessment

A number of tool types have been assigned o period,
either on the basis of ebhaerved or published assoaation
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Fig15  Flint scraper tupe series
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(Table 6). A number of specific types are illustrated in
Figure 11. Scrapers formed the greatest proportion of
all tools recovered (over 2500 examples or ¢ 78% of all
flake tools) and, as might be expected from such an
ubiquitous tool tvpe, these are generally difficult to
assign to period. Some examples from the earlier Ne-
ilithic are made on flakes of Made proportions, but the
examination of substantial groups of stratified scrapers
from both Early and Middle Meolithic contexts — Co-
nevbury “Anomaly’ (W2 (1981)), Robin Hood's Ball
(WE3), and King Barrow Ridge (W39) - suggested
Eroups cffl.ﬂiﬂ:fy indistinguishable, certainly so in
rapid assessment. The small, ‘thumbnail” type does
appear to be a Beaker association, confirming earlier
suggestions (Gibson 1982). Expedient types appear to
have a later association, but may equally relate to func-
tionally specific activities in earlier periods. Based on
the observation of stratified groups, published data,
and examination of mived groups, a classification
scheme of ten scraper types was devised, designed to
separate types with a broad chronological significance
{Riley, this vol, 5.3). This type series is shown in Figure
15.

3.6 Discussion

The lithic assemblage recovered by the extensive sur-

face collection programme reflects considerable human
activity within the area sampled. The assessment out-

lined above attempts to identify aspects of the distribu-
tien relating to consistent factors such as topography,
and then to provide both generalised functional and
chronological schemes. It is not intended to provide a
justification for site identification, the emphasis of the
more positive and consequently explicable elements of
a distribution to the exclusion of all else. Some chrono-
logically ordered concept of wider, more contextual
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patterns can also be suggested, discussion of which
will be introduced within chapter 9. However, in the
consideration of the overall developmient of the prehis-
toric landscape emphasis will inevitably be placed on
the more defined aspects of the surface collection work.

The approach a s here 15 nesther site, nor non-
site, nor off-site (Foley 1981) in conscious preference.
Caution in interpretation could be recommended given
the mature of the main surface artefact group and an
awareness of the range and potential mobility of acti-
vities during the periods under consideration. The in-
terpretation offered within chapter 9 does include *site’
identification, considered to be an appropriate term of
reference for an identified and apparently spatially
defined area of activity. For the purposes of excavation,
the term “site” can conveniently be used in reference to
the overall unit to which the excavation sample is to be
applied.

There are inevitably imitations to the approach out-
lined above, some related to the nature of surface
sampling, others to the constraints imposed by the
shizer size of the artefact assemblage, The use of a
restricted range of tool types as domestic indicators
may only identify specific types of activity, the em-
phasis lying with sedentary activities, employing a
consistent, and possibly restricted, repertoire of tool
types. A considerable range of potential activities may
be recoverable from a more detaled analysis of, for
example, unspecified retouch, coupled with a more
sophisticated spatial approach. Itis alsocertain that the
further examination, on a sampling basis, of elements
of the surface collection lithic assemblage would pro-
duce a considerably refined concept of resource move-
ment, use, and discard.

Areas or zones selected on the basis of preliminary
analysis of extensive collections were sampled on a
more intensive basis, The methodology has been de-
seribed above and, as this work was generallv a prelimi-
nary stage toexcavation (W32, W58, W59), the strategy
and interpretation are described within the individual
sitie reports in chapter 4,

3.7 The distribution of non-local
stones

M the three identifiable classes of non-local stone dis-
cussed above, both the small numbers of stone axe
fragments and the "Bluestones” have a wide distribu-
tion within the Stonehenge area. The former category
are shown on Figure 157, following Bradley’s sugges-
tion (1984, 53) that the fully deve d stone axe trade
is a later Neolithic phenomenon. Bluestone fragments
occur more frequently and some patterns can be ident-
ificd. Finds from the western half of the Stonehenge
Cursus may provide some confirmation of the “blue-
stone scatter” recorded by Stone (1947, 17) the 5peciﬁc
location of which, now within an area of reimtrodwced
pasture, cannot be checked,

Certainty as to the precise location of whole saddle
querns should be tempered by an awareness of their
portability and nuisance value to the farmer, a combi-
nation which may explain the occurrence of some
examples towards the edges and cornersof ields. Their

[ )
i

distribution and that of recognisable fragments
(plotted om Fig 160) do, however, show a strong asso-
ciation with areas of later Bronee Age activity, them-
selves integrated with areas of "Celtic” fields. A notable
concentration occurs within the fields to the north of
the Stonehenge Cursus, close to the Fargoe Wood |
Bronze Age settlement (W34, this vol, 4.14), the sample
excavation of which produced over 60% of all quern
fragments recovered from excavations.

Three fragments of rotary querns were recovered, of
which the distribution, and that of rock fragments
potentially  representing  undiagnostic quern frag-
ments, correspond well with that of Roman pottery (Fig
17}, The emphasiz consequently lies within Eox Hill
(52), Winterbowrne Stoke Crossroads (50), and Wood-
henge (60).

3.8 Ceramics

The prehistoric pottery recovered from extensive sur-
face collection has been analysed as part of the overall
assemblage from the project, The methodology em-
ploved is discussed in chapler &, An explanation of the
coding system for the description of the prehistoric
pottery fabrics is given in appendix 3. Figure 16 shows
the distrbution of all prehistone pottery by weight per
3im collection unit, s distnbution which shows a dis-
tinet concentration to the west of the study area. This
i Earl:icular]}r marked in the area north of the Sto-
nehenge Cursus, at Stonehenge Triangle (54), and The
Diamond (59).

The overall distribution of prehistoric pottery (Fig 16)
shows a negative correlation with all later ceramic ma-
terial recovered from extensive surface collection. The
distribution of Roman pottery (Fig 17) shows three clear
foci, At Winterbourme Stoke Crossroads (50) an exten-
sive scatter of pottery is associated with a ‘Celtic” field
system. Within the Woodhenge collection area (60) a
scatter of pottery was recovered lving to the south and
south-east of the settlement examined in 1970 (Wain-
wright ef al 1971). In the Rox Hill area (82 and BA) a
nucleated scatter lving on the hill top is associated with
considerably abraded earthworks of fields within
which potential settlement areas can be identified.

The distribution of both medieval and post-medieval
pottery (Fig 18), and alse that of ceramic tile (Fig 19),
are heavily biased towards the castern side of the study
area, This combined distribution shows a strong corre-
lation with areas of eighteenth- and nineteenth-cen-
tury arable cultivation (RCHME 1979, map 3) and
probably represents debris from the manunng of the
open fields of the Avon Valley villages.

The distributions outlined above suggest that the
emphasis exhibited by prehistoric pottery does not
reflect a genuine distribution, but rather the inconsist-
ent survival of a fragile class of artefact. The potential
survival of this tvpe of artefact in areas not subject to
ploughing was demonstrated adjacent to Robin Hood's
Ball where intensive collection of an area of ¢ Zha
ploughed apparently for the first time in the historic
period produced over 2000 sherds of pottery ranging in
date from Early Neolithic to Late Bronee Age (Bichards
in prep a). The effects of historic ploughing, reflected
im the almost total absence of prehistoric pottery within
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Fig 16 The distribution by weight of prehistoric pottery from extensive surface collection
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Fig17 The distribution by weight of Roman pottery from extensive surfice collection
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Fig 18 The distribution by weight of medieoal and post-medieoal poltery from extensive surface collection
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Fig 19 The distribution by weight of ceramic tile from extensive surface collection
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the eastern half of the study area, has been confirmed
by ploughsoil excavation (W59, this vol, 4.8). Such
effects can also be seen in the abraded state of associ-
ated surface flint assemblages.

3.9 Prehistoric ceramics from
surface collection

by Rosamund Cleal, with illustrated pottery
descriptions by Frances Raymond

A total of 581 sherds, weighing 2.332kg, were re-
covered from surface collection. Details by collection
area and ceramic fabric area are shoswn in Table 3, the
data from which have been used to compile the sum-
maries by feld group (see below) shown in Figure 20,
The majority of featured sherds are illustrated; only
small or extremely weathered sherds have been ex-
cluded from Figures 21-23. For the purposes of illustra-
tion and discussion the material is divided into four

BRI s

i Fields north and west of the Stonehenge Cursus

i Stonehenge Down [Stonehenge Trianglepand south
as far as the Mormanton barrows

il Wilsford Down'Winterbourme Stoke Crossroads
and south down to Kox Hill

iv The entire King Barrow Ridge and cast as far as the
River Avon

The distribution of prehistoric pottery by period is
shown in Figure 154,

3.9a Group i: Fields worth and west of the
Stonehenge Cursus (Fig 20, illustrated sherds
Fig 21)

Earlier Neolithic

A single sherd may belong to this period, but the
identification ison fabricalone, and should be regarded
as tentative.

Peterborough Ware

This is a fairly common ceramic in this arca, mainly
oceurnng in a broad north-south band in Fargoe Road
(63), Horse Hospital (64), and North of the Cursus (52).
All but one of the sherds are hikely to comee from Mort-
lake or Ebbsfleet Ware bowls, but the im sherd P273 s
not from such a vessel, Although superficially F273
appears to belong to a Fengate Ware form, the angle of
the rest of the rim is clearly almost horizontal, and the
internal bevel shows this strongly by its marked curva-
fure, Away from the rim, at the sherd sextremity, there
is a slight change in angle, suggesting that the form
may be decper than the saucer-like profile it at first
appears to represent. However, although it is im-
possible to establish the form of P273 with certainty, its
affinities are clearly with the Fengate substyle of the
Peterborough tradition. This s suggestesd by the
strongly bevelled nim form, the hermingbone on the im
bevel, and the fabric, which is shelly and laminated,

Table 8 Extensive swrface collection: prehistoric
pottery by collection area and fabric
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unlike the majority of Meterborough Ware of other sulb-
styles within the area.

Beaker

The Beaker sherds are all small and unclassifiable,
However, P287 may belong toa Middle Stvle Beaker of
Clarke’s WME group (Clarke 19700 as it is fine and has
a distinctive red surface colour., Itis pessible that all the
sherds belong to the Middle Style, as there are no
certainly Late Style features: lattice filled bands (P277)
are common in the Middle Style, as are pendant tran-
gles above the base (P275).

With the exception of a minor concentration immuedi-
ately north of the Stonehenge Cursus, Beaker material
is widely scatbered across all the collection areas within
thiis growp.

Early Bronze Age

Apart from a small scatter of plain grog-tempered
sherds from Morth of the Cursus {32, the Collared Urn,
Food Vessel, and indeterminate Early Bronze Age
sherds all come from the vicinity of the barrows on
Durrington Down. In particular, P285 and P286 were
recovered from the immediate vicinaty of, respectively,
round barrows Durrington 72 and 23 and seem almaost
certain to be denved from disturbed bunals.

Deverel-Rimbury

Three major concentrations of pottery can be identi-

fied, two of which e within areas of field svstems. [n
Fargo Road (63) sherds [F292-1"297 were found, with
unillustrated  sherds, within an area of  poorly
preserved ‘Celtic” fields. This material is very similar in
form and fabric to the assemblage from W57 (this vol,
4.11 €): all the fabrics represented among the illustrated
pottery from surface collection are well represented in
that assemblage, and P293 and P2%4 in particular close-
Iy resemble P248 and P249, and P251 at W57, Thisis mot
surprising as the cluster of surface finds ocours within
a 200m radius of the excavated barrow. It is suggested
that the pottery from W57 exhibits traits which place it
at the transition between Deverel-Rimbury ceramics
and the post-Deverel-EKimbury L‘I.'I'I'I'IFI[LH. and this must
also nI:pl'l.' to the assemblage from surface collection,
The sherds from further to the east on Durrington
Dovwn, P2R-PH and plain sherds of both Deverel-
Rimbury and Late Bronee Age date, may relate to the
field system centred around SU 121440, The third con-
centration lies o the north of the Stonchenge Cursus
and east of Fargo Wood, and is probably related to the
settlement and fields sampled by excavation (W32 and
W, thisvoel, 4.4 and 4.14). IhLiltHﬁt“ﬁlt*Jn shown by
the RCHME as lving on either side of the northern part
uf Fargo Wood (1979, map 1) actually extends to the

south, covering part of the ‘ut::unehungtr Cursus (W64,

ll'm- vol, 4.6}, and the area in which the pottery ocours,

Although the relationship between the surkace material
and the excavated pottery is not as clear here as in the
case of Fargo Road (63) and W57, fabric FleM:DR/1,

which occurs among the surface pottery, is one of the
more commaon fabrics al W32 (20% by weight).

Late Bronze Age

The distribuation of this materal is similar to that of the
Deverel-Bimbury sherds. The two illustrated sherds,
I'302 and P303 are probably related to, respectively, the
Fargo Wood field system and the system immedeately
to the north, Unillustrated sherds in Late Bronze Age
fabrics also occur inall the areas inowhich Deverel-Rim-
bury poltery occurs.

Mustrated pottery
Cronp i iFig 211

P269% Fargo Road (63) 1114430

FV:Pet2, Peterborough Ware. Rim sherd. Too eroded
tor classify as to shape. Twisted cord impressions ar-
ranged in three parallel rows set on a diagonal axis.

P27 Horse Hospital (64)  112436/D

FM:Pet'l. Peterborough Ware. Eim sherd. Poimted
with externmal bevel. Parallel twisted cord impressions
arranged on a diagonal axis across the top of the rim
angd on the interior of the vessel. Two or three lines of
cord impressions run more or less horizontally across
the exterior.

P71 Fargo Boad (633 11534408

FM:Pet/l. Peterborough Ware, Very fragmentary rim
sherd, with only a small length of original rim top
surface surviving. The exterior has flaked away entire-
Iy. Twisted cord impressions on the interior.

P72 Horse Hospital (64) 1154368
GV Pet'l. Peterborough Ware. Body sherd. Twisted
cord impressions,

F273 Horse Hospital (64) 1136010

GV Pet/l. Peterborough Ware, Rim sherd. Flattened
top with intermal expansion. Fingernail impressions
arranged in a herringbone pattern along the top of the
rim, Mastic finger-painched motif arranged in parallel
lines on a vertcal axis on the exterior of the vessel,
Fengate Ware, The am curvature suggests that the
viessel is 3 bowl, rather than the more usual tvpe of
Fengate Ware vessel.

274 Wood End () 107435H

felh:Bked, Beaker, Body sherd. Impressed motif ar-
ranged in five parallel lines at right angles o a sixth
|r'|:'|.|;‘.i|'-|.-h.=-.i|:1|'l-

275 Cursus West End (62) 10842705

FfeS:Bke/l, Beaker, Base sherd, Comb-impressed
l:r-.-l,|1,.|..'| ri-bosod Fasd 1,'|.l|‘|‘||,'|] :|:|'||::l|:'|[.'|rl'..'|.nﬁl,-d mna r:iH-:r..,!H p..'il:-
R .

276 Wood End (90) 1084388
feGM:Bkr2. Beaker. Body sherd. Impressed motif.

277 Fargo Road (63)  111443H

feG:Bke/1, Beaker, Comb-impressed motif arranged in
two narrow bands defining an area infilled with cross-
hatchimg,.

278 Fargo Road (63)  11143H
feCs:Bkr/l. Beaker. Body sherd. Comb impressions ar-
ranged in bwo narrow bands.
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SURFACE COLLECTIONS a5

P2 Morth of the Cursus (32)  112431E
feCaS:Bke' 1. Indeterminate, Bim sherd, Pointed.

250 Fargo Road (63)  1124400A

FG:Bkr/l. Beaker. Rim sherd, Rounded, Comb-im-
p[c'_-'.y_-u;l maodif ..1.rr.,:|1'|1.:|.'|.| 11 |'|.lr.l||1.-| lines om a horizontal
axis,

281 MNorth of the Cursus (52) 1134308
feGGS:Bkr/1. Beaker, Body sherd, Marrow band consist-
ing of three parallel comb impressions,

282 Horse Hospital (64)  113436F
fel3S: Bkr2. Beaker, Body sherd, Two parallel whipped
cord impressions arranged on a diagonal axis.

283 Horse Hospital (64) 1134380
feCM:Bkr 2. Beaker. Body sherd. Combeimpressed
motif, possibly representing an infilled pendant.

284 Horse Hospital (64} 1134381
feGM:Bkr 2, Beaker, Comb-impressed motif, possibly
representing an infilled pendant.

P285 Fargo Road (63) 11364414
fix:Bke'l, Collared Urn. Twisted cord impression.

P26 Durrington Down (65)  120441/C
GeBke3. Indeterminate, possibly EBA. Body sherd
with cordon. Sub-spherical impressed motif.

P287  Durrington Down (65)  121600C
feCS:Bke3. Beaker. Body sherd. Two parallel comb
impressions defining an infilled pendant.

P28 Durrington Down (65) 1I8MLTF
GS:CLU/. Food Vessel, Rim sherd. Flattened top with
concave internal bevel, Fingertip motif,

P25 Durrington Down (655 120441/C
GSOCU3, LNEBA, possibly Beaker. Rim sherd,
rounded. Fingertip impressed motif,

P2 Horse Hospital (640 110436 Arca

FSV:DRZ. Deverel-Rimbury. Bim sherd with cordon,
Eounded and everted with internal bevel, Fingertip
maotif along cordon,

X1 MNorth of the Corsus (32) 1134308
FleM:DR/1. Deverel-Rimbury, Rim sherd. Rounded

weith convexs external surface,

P23 Fargo Road (63)  T14443/A
FSW:DR/1. Devergl-Rimbury. Cordoned body sherd.
Barrel Urn associated vessel.

P24 Fargo Road (63)  T1443/A
FSV:DRE. Deverel-Bimbury., Cordoned body sherd.
Barrel Urn associated vessel,

P25 Fargo Road (63) 1144437
FS:DR. Deverel-Rimbury. Rim sherd. Rounded with
convex internal surface. Barrel Urn associated vessel.

2% Fargo Road (63) 1T14444/A
F5V:DRT. Deverel-Rimbury. Round-sectioned han-
dle.

P297 Fargo Road (63) 1144440
FieS:DRZ. Deverel-Eimbury, Kim sherd. Eounded
with internal bevel. Barrel Urn associated vessel.

P298  Morth of the Cursus (52)  115432H
FlebM:DEA. Deverel-Rimbury, Bim sherd., Upright
with fatbened top and conves extenior surface, Barrel
Urﬁ. .|mu_'i...'|.|:|.'|.| 1.'!:\.3-1_*].

209 Durrington Down (650 1214404

Fied:DE/1. Devercl-Rimbury. Bim sherd. Flattened
top. Barrel Umn associated vessel.

P30 Durrington Down (35) 124398

F5V:DEZ. Deverel-Eimbury. Body sherd. Fingertip-
impressed motif. Barrel Urn.

301 Durrington Down (65) 1244396

FfeG: DR, Deverel-Rimbury. Rim sherd. Rounded
with internal bevel and an inward curve. Impressed
muotif, probably fingertip impression.

1302 Cursus West End (62)  108432/C
FfeS: LBASS. Late Bronze Age. Rim sherd. Rounded.

303 Fargo Road (63) 11443A
fesh: LBAST, Late Bronee Age. Rim sherd. Bounded and
eviertied.

34 Horse Hospital (64) 1124358
febzindet'l. Indeterminate. Rim sherd . Bounded with
external bevel,

3.9 Group u: Stonehenge Down (Stonehenge
Triangle) and south (Fig 20b, tllustrated sherds
Fig 22)

Earlier Neolithic

COnly one sherd, from South of Stonehenge (35), is of
this date. This sherd, P305, is a horizontally perforated
oval lug from a South-Western style bowl. in fabric and
form this sherd can be matched by P33 in the small
group from the King Barrow Ridge pit (this vol, 4.3}
1km to the north-east, and in fabric by the assemblage
from the Coneybury “Anomaly” (W2 (1981), this vol,
4.1), Tkm to the east.

Peterborough Ware

The 21 decorated and undecorated sherds of Peterbao-
rough Ware from the Stonchenge Tnangle (54) form a
small concentration of this bvpe of pottery, at a similar
distance fo the south of the Stonechenge Cursus as the
concentration in Horse Hospital (64)15 to the north. The
sherds are not assignable to substyle.

Beaker

Although a scatter of Beaker sherds occurs across the
whole of the collection area, almost all are featuncless
body sherds in Beaker-type fabrics. The twoillustrated
shierds, 309 and P310, are of indeterminate type.

Later Neolithic/Early Bronze Age

e rim sherd, 311, although in a fabric which also
occurs in Beaker sherds, 1= of an unuesual form, Thenm
is inburned, with a slight internal bevel, and the decora-



ih

tion 15 executed in comb impression. Not only would
the: rim form be extremely unusual ona Beaker, but the
comb i|11|,'rrn'-.\:||.r|'|\ are -::lllitt' unlike those 1'.'|'liL'.1] iHl
Beaker pottery: the comb appears to have been slightly
curved, to have possessed only three irregular teeth,
and to have been very short (¢ Smm long). The rim form
1_l.'||.|||_‘| h .||-I.I.'|1IIIF|:|.IH.\,1|'II1."-I|E “I‘”'I.II'I {ITI.'HI"'- I.'I.I 1‘!- ire, as
n1|;._||_1l: thie fabric, but the decoration would be extremely
unusual, although not completely unparalleled, in that
tradition: at Durrington Walls several Grooved Ware
viessels carry combampressed decoration (Wainwnght
and | |:1r||p_l1.-l.1|'rl|'| 1971, P32 |:'-l|'||'|_|.

Deverel-Rimbury

Cherds of this tradition occur as a concentralion in
‘_-".-11_|11|_'11|_'|11_:|_' 'in.mHIi} (Sd4)and as a e-.'il'l:.:h- famdd, P12, im
Mormanton Gorse (611, Unlike much of the material
from the Fargo Road (63) concentration and that to the
east of Farge Wood, which is difficult to classify, the
sherds from Stonchenge Triangle, and in partsicular
P34, Appear I|h|:'u,l|-:1|:||._'|h| I::|.'|;“1i-:'.'|| Bucket or Barrel Llrmns.
This may be related to the occurrence in round barrow
Amesbury 3, 40m from P34, of a true Barrel Urn
{Annable and Simpson 1964, fig 576). Both this pottery
and that of Late Bronze Age type occur within an area
of “Celtic” fields.

Late Bronze Age

This is represented only by plain body sherds in tabrics
which elsewhere in the area ocour in vessels of Late
Bronze Age formy, The sherds are concentrated in Stone-
henge Trangle (34, in the same area as the Deverel]-
Rimbury pottery

- -
=

[ 1Ll
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Fig 22 Surface collection prelustoric pottery (PH5-P316)
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HNiustrated poktery
Coronaapr it (Fag 22}

P305  South of Stlonehenge (55)  124414F
Fo:Meo'3, Earlier Meolithic, Vertically pierced lug.

306 Stonehenge Triangle (34) 11542106

Falet'7. Peterborough Ware. Rim sherd. Not clear
which is interior and which exterior. Twisted cord im-
pressions on the fim top, running close to and parallel
with one edge, and also on one surface of the vessel,
on a diagonal axis.

307 Stonehenge Triangle (34) 11542404

Fre:Pet3. Peterborough Ware, Body sherd. Sub-
spherical impressed motif.

I'308  Stonehenge Trangle (34)  11s421/H

Fa: Pt |:'|."|:t':|'h'||'|.:l|.IH|'| Ware. Himy sherd., Rounded.
Incised limear motil.

309 Stonehenge Triangle (347 1154220
feCiS:Bkr3. Beaker. Body sherd. Narrow band consist-
ing of three parallel comb impressions.

P30 Htl.u'u.'|'|l|.'|'|_!.*lt' Tr:i.ll:lﬂh_' (54) 115422H

CGeBErl. Beaker. “’t'ﬂ.l!ﬁ' wherd. ﬁ-u'l_'i-hF:ll:u.'ri-:_'.il. im-
pressed miotif.
311 Stenchenge Triamgle (34) 115424004

ClaBhe'l. LN/EBA. Bim sherd. Pointed with internal
bevel, The impressions have been made with a shightly
curved comby, POSSESSINgE mll:c thiris= irru;;ulﬂr tisizth,
and only 5mm in width {unstraightened).

312 MNormanton Gorse (61) 1144170
FG:DRA., Deverel-Rimbury, Body sherd. Linear im-
pression, Globular Urn
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313 "::tl_bl'll_"l'll_"l'ILL Tru Itlhl: 1‘:l-l-] 115422 H
Flos:DEA, Deveral- F'.ll'l'll'u.ln Kim sherd. LF"'I.‘I il with
flattened top, Fingertip- II'IIE'III."'\."H'd. maodif. Barrel Lirn,

314  Stonehenge Trangle (534) 11642100
FleS:DRES3, Deverel- H1:I!I'Ihl,ll.':|. Fim sherd, Flattened
‘lu]_'r 59 e anded intermally and extern '|||.|l. . FII'I.H_': :rll].'!—l -
pressed motif along the top of the rim and on the
exberior of the vesse]l. Barrel Urn.

P315 Stonehenge Trangle (54)  116422°E

Fsh:DR/1. Deverel-Rimbury. Flattened top with convex
interior surface. Barrel Urn,

P3le  Stonehenge Triangle (54) 11B421B

FfeS: DG, Deverel-Rimbury. Upright with flattened
top and slight intermal bevel.

3.9¢ Group ni: Wilsford Down/Winterbourne
Stake Crossroads and south (Fig 20c, illustrated
sherds Fig 23)

Peterborough Ware

Only one sherd, P317, is certainly of this tradition, and
belongs to the neck of a Mortlake Ware or Ebbsfleet
Ware bowl. It is located approximately 300m from W31
(this vol, 4.10), where sherds of several Peterborough

Ware vowgels were found dl_lrl:ﬁ!_' ewcavation, and thas
find suggests that the area of ..'||."I:|.'..:|I1. asnciated with
Peterborough Ware on Wilsford ['.l'n'.\.ln,l.:-rl.l:lru.ll."-. tos the
west of Wil

Later Meolithic/Early Bronze Age

In the case of several sherds, P3E-P321. it 15 ime-
F‘H.'rhhihh.' on the basis of form, fabric, and decoration,
tos assign them with any confidence toa particular style
group. Two of these shords, P318 and P319, occur in a
concentration of finds to the south-east of Winter-
bourne Stoke Crossroads which include matenal from
the Beaker period to the Late Bronze Age, while the
others are widely spaced across The Diamaond (39).

Beaker

Beaker sherds occur as a scatter EI'I:I'I.:-I.IHI'II::II.II Thir Dia-
maond (34, with a concentration at the north-west end.
Une sherd of AL Beaker, 328, was recovered from
the surface close to W31, where excavation also pro-
duced ADC Beaker (this vol, 4.10 ¢). The remaining
sherds could be Middle or L .'.'lll"":-l'..'|t'.'||lh|r1,:|gh1|"|.|,-n_- yri
some indications that they are Late, F323 appears o
belong to a Beaker with a slight collar; this feature is
rare, but ocours several times on Beakers of Clarke’s 52
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group (Clarke 1990, figs 876-8749). The small sherd P37
15 decorated with a filled triangle but there are also
traces of another line of comb impressions running
along thie edge of the sherd. If this is the case then the
decorative molif represented is almost cerlainly a
reserved bar chevron, a diagnostic feature of Clarke's
Southern tradition and therefore of Late Style. A single
featureless body sherd in a Beaker tvpe fabric was
recovered from ¥West Field (68).

Early Bronze Age

I addition to the single illustrated sherd from a col-
lared urn {F'.’IEE}, apveral |;‘.l|.'|i:|'| sherds in simalar fabres
wiere recovered from The Diamond (59) and from Win-
terbourme Stoke Crossroads (500, inboth cases from the
parts of the collection areas closest to the Winterbourme
Stoke Crossroads barrow cemetery. Although the e
metery does nob extend inte cither of the collection
arcas b s difficult o avoad the conclusion that the
concentrabion of Early Bronze Age pottery i= related to
the location of the barrows

Deverel-Rimbury

Two of the illustrated sherds (1329 and P330) and a
considerable number of plain sherds in similar fabrics
were found at the Winterbowene Stoke Crossroads end
of The Diamond (3%), and in Winterbourme Stoke
Crossroads (30). This concentration must form part of
the settlement excavated by the Vatchers prior to the
construction of the Winterbourne Stoke roundabout
(RCHME 1979, 22; this vol, 4.153), which would appear
1o b ool the same date, and the distnibution of surface
finds suggests that the settlement extended to the
south-west of the area excavated. A large area to the
south-west of Winterbourne Stoke Crossroads is
coversd by 'Celtic” fields, also presumably related to
thiz settflement. To the south two Deverel-Rimbury

sherds oeeur on Rox Hill (82),
Late Bronze Age

Sherds in Late Bronze Age fabrics occur in the concen-
tration at the Winterbourne Stoke Crossroads emd of
The Diamond (59), on Fox Hill (82), and in West Field
(58). The Winterbourne Stoke Crossroads concentra-
tron inecludes the two illustrated sherds P332 and PR35

Hlustrated pottery

Leronip eid {Fig 23)

P37 The Diamond (39 1054 100E

F:Pet'2. Peterborough Ware. Body sherd with whipped
cord impressions, The sherd appears to be from the
nick of a bowl, with the decoration on the interor,
P3E  The Diamond (3% 102414°A

GM:LNEBA/1. LN/EBA or later. Rim sherd. Upright
with Nattened top and convex exterior surface.

P39 The Diamond (39 102414'A

CGM:LNEBA/1. LN/EBA or later. Rim sherd. Flattened
top sloping towards the interior of the vessel. Finger-

tip-impressed mobif on the top of the im and exterior
\ur!'..'u_'l.'.

P30 The Diamond (59)  1034110C

CFGS:LMNEBASL. LN/EBA or later. Rim sherd. Flat-
temed top with internal bevel. The decoration consists
of rows of plastic fingernail impressions beneath the
rim, with non-plastic fingernail impressions below,

PE21 The Diamond (39 105408 Area
GM:LMNEBA. LN/EBA. Body sherd. Twisted cord im-
pressions arranged in at least two parallel lines.

P322  The Diamond (59) 1014134
CreG:CUT. Probably Collared Urn. Body sherd.
Twistisd cord motif.

P323 The Diamond (39) 1014134,

fe5:Bkrs, Beaker. Rim sherd. Flattened top. Comb-
impressed motif arranged in parallel lines on a vertical
ais directly below the rim and above two horizontal
IMPressions.

324 The Diamond (539) 10141/C
feGS:BkrS. Beaker. Body sherd. Comb-impressed
motif arranged in four roughly parallel lines.

325 The Diamond (39 101414 Area
feCa: Bkr/3, Beaker, Body sherd. Comb-impressed motif
arranged i parallel lines,

P326  The Diamond (539) 102413H
feG5Bkr'S. Beaker, Body sherd. Comb-impressed
motif arranged in two parallel lines associated with
sub-sphenical stabbed impressions.

P37 The Dhamond (3%  103411/C
feC5:BkrB. Beaker. Body sherd. Infilled pendant.

F328  The MHamond (39 10840800

leC5:BkrB. Beaker, Body sherd. Twisted cord impress-
ions (2-twist impressions) arranged in three parallel
lires,

F329  The Dhamoend (3% 101414/ Arca

F5:DRS5, Deverel-Rimbury. Cordoned body sherd.
Fingertip-impressed motif along the cordon. Possibly
Barrel Urn.

3300 The Dramond (59 101414/ Area
FGS:DRZ. Rim sherd. Flattened top. Possibly Barrel
Urm.

331 Rox Hill (82)  121386H
feMsh: DR, Rim sherd. Rounded. Barrel Urn assoct-
ated vessiel,

P332 The Diamond (59)  101413F
FGVLBAJL. Late Bronee Age. Bim sherd, Rounded
with slight internal bevel.

333 The Diamond (59 100414/ Area
FS:LBAZ, Late Bromee Age. Rim sherd. Rounded.

P33 The Damond (59 105400/ Area
CFecindet’l. Indeterminate. Body sherd with non-
plastic fingernail impressions.

335 Rox Hill (82) 122386H
teCa5cIndet/2. Indeterminate. Body sherd. Impressed
mHif.
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Pottery nof recovwred [y Bve progect

*336  Winterbowrme Stoke Crossroads settlement (ox-
canvabisd I‘:i'ﬁ?] Comtext moted a2 ‘co-ordimates N 4°E.,
-3 0 5 from natural chalk”. In posthole filling, in post
replacement. Thickened rim of a slightly splayed but
straight-walled vessel,

P33T Durrington Walls henge monument. Post-hole
4 Southern Circle Phase 2), Publishoed as P24 0in Wain-
wright and Longworth 1971, Bedrawn, Kim sherd with
a slight internal bevel. On the exterior a laege oval lug
with bwo vertical perforations is attached just below the
:'i1‘|'|ll thie sherd bas broken .'I]L:lr'i'g the L of ovnae of the
perforations, which shows only in section. I is clear
from the form of the applicd piece that itis a lug rather
than a cordon, as although it is not complete it shows
a more marked curvature than the vessel wall. The
section shows evidence of ring- or coil-building. The
exterior surface, including the lug, is rusticated, with
rows of impressions, some slightly plastic. Lines of
joining impressions occur below the rim, and along the
upper surface of the lug. The sherd was onginally
considered as probable Mortlake Ware (Wainwright
and Longworth 1971, 55); at that time the perforations
wiere presumably obscured by soil and chalk, as they
only became apparent with cleaning. Perforated lugs
are only a rare feature on Grooved Ware {eg Wain-
wright and Longworth 1971, P2Z1Y and 220}, but are
unkmowwn on Mortlake Ware. The sherd would there-
fore seem more hkely to be Grooved Ware than Maort-
lake Ware,

Fabric: not paralleled within the Propect fabric series.
Hard fabric with a hackly fracture, containing sparse
calcareous inclusions (irregular, sub-angular, =>2mm,
possibly limestone), sparse grog (rounded, =2mm),
rare flint (=3mm} and sparse fine sand). (Salisbury
Sluseum cata ||.1R1,.|1-|.:|‘ ferd s from J]Ill‘l!'il'lglul'l Walls Mo
HEd)

3.9d  Group ro: King Barrowe Rudge and east
(Fig 20d)

Very few featured sherds were recovered from this
A,

Earlier Meolithic

One plain body sherd was recovered from Luxenbo-
rough (84). Earlier Neolithic activity is also attested in
this part of the study area by the assemblage from the
Conevbury “Anomaly’ (W2 (1931}, this vol, 4.1) and by
residual sherds from Conevbury Henge (W2, this vol,
4.9, I"1-1"52, P’57).

Peterborough Ware

Three sherds (including one small decorated sherd not
illustrated) wene found in the King Barrow Ridge total
collection area (WS4, this vl 4.5)

Early Bronee Age

One plain sherd, in a fabric similar to Collared Urn
fabrics, was recovered from King Barrow Ridge (57).

Deverel-Rimbury

Tweor sherds, bBoth pl|.'|il'|, were recovered from Whitthes
{73).

Late Bronee Age

A scatter of sherds in Late Bronze Age fabrics occurred
in Woodhenge (60), and are presumably associated
with the Bronee Age activity recorded by Cunnington
and othaers (Cunnington 19249; RC HM]— 1979, X djin
the vic II'||1!; of thae 1 Jurrington ‘Egg”.
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4 Excavations

Aowide range of sites was examined both in the course
of propect fickdwork and as infegrated elements of back-
log post-excavation analvsis. The resulis of intensive
surface collection, together with those from geophysi-
cal and geochemical survey, form part of the evidence
discussed here within the individual site reports.

Summ.ﬂn ri:p-l,"l:*-. for these siles are '|r.|‘..'||'|gv|."|.||'|'|.' chro-

nology (prehistoric), in the order in which they appear
in Table 9, Where excavated sites span more than one
period then the major emphasis of the site will dictate
s position within the overall sequence, Data from
specialist reports are, where appropriate, presented in
text, with the remainder of the speaalist reports con-
tainasd within the ficha,

Table9 Summary of sites examined

S Tupe Shraitited Poftery Fltaf Amimal Mol
ol TE PR dlses

W21 pie i o

WEIGinLY pits e :

Valcher  pits Ve - - ’

Wiz Mint scalter no

WhS TRIFRLS Vs : - ) -

Whi CUFRLER Wi ' " ' =

WWhH lng banmow ViR : e : o

WHh HifnE sCalber Wi =

W2 R ] - i bk il

Wl HinE sealter Wi '

W57 roand Barrow ] - - :

W52 englosune s -

W5l linear ditch s

Wi prothery scalfer nin - -

Vatchr seftlenent s . b

WI7=22  dry valleys nin

" pRaOr growp

" A BRI

4.1 W2: the excavation of the
Coneybury “Anomaly’, an Early
Neolithic pit on Coneybury Hill,
19801

A magnetometer survey carried out by the Ancient
Monuments Laboratory prior to the excavation at Con-
evibury Henge (W2) in I‘:F-Hl] in addition to locating the
henge ditch and internal features, also produced a
stromg and discrete response immediately 1o the north-
west of the assumed area of the former h.-l,r'l" bank
(Bartledt, this vol, MFI F&-12; see Fig 89, I'vTH F14 for
locatiom), Althoush an extensive extenor sample was
not part of the initial excavation design, it was decided
to sample a small and specific area in order to examine
the potential relationshipof this assumed feature to the
adjacent henge, The sample excavation of what became
kn.-l_11.'|.'|'| 1.'|.:|]|;:u.:|l|,:|:i.j|| ¥ as 'l:l'w .r"LI'ILlr'l'IJI:\" i_'-|.r|!|'|:|!|!|:_'|'||:‘\-|_11 1.1.|.:|'-
ing the 1980 excavation season and was completed
durnng 1931,

4.1a Excavation

The excavation commenced with the clearance of top-
w0l Froom am area dm by dm (area K}, This revealed what
appeared from the surface to be a very substantial
circular subsoil feature, cut 2104, A further smaller
teature (cut 2115, Fig 97) lay partly within the cleared
area and proved on excavation to be of Early Bronze
Agre date, This pit is considered within the report of the
excavation of the henge (W2, this vol, 4.9).

Irn 1980 three quadrants of the pit were excavated toa
depth of ¢ 1,05m, at which point the nature of the fill
changed radically from a localised colluvial soil to a
dark, fine soil containing considerable numbers of ar-
tiefacts, specifically anmimal bone and large sherds of
pottery. A small sample of artefacts was planned and
lifted before the deposit was covered and the pit back-
filled. The excavation was completed during August
1981 when area K was re-excavated. After the removal
of the remaining quadrant of upper fill, the artefact-rich
deposit, which was then found to be primary, was
completely excavated, with all finds of pottery, bone,
and flint tools individually recorded and planned. This
precision of finds recording within a single feature was
carricd out in order to investigate the possibility, sug-
gested by the density of artefacts, that the pit contained
one or a series of ‘placed’ deposits, reminiscent of those
recovered from the ditches of causewayed enclosures
(Mercer 1980; Pryor 1987).

The pit was 1.25m deep from the present chalk sur-
face and must originally have been ¢ 1.9m in diameter
(Fig 24). The base of the pit was flat and the sides below
the weathening slope almost vertical. No traces of tool
marks were moded.

The upper fills

The uppermost fills consisted of ¢ 0.20m of brown silty
clay loam (context 2105), containing later Neolithic and
Beaker pottery (Cleal, this vol, 4.1 ¢). Below this was
the uppercolluvial fill (context 2231), c 0.40m of reddish
brown silty clay, containing chalk and flint. The lower
colluvial All {context 2256) was similar to this, but con-
tainisd & highaer proportion of chalk.

The primary deposits

The primary deposit consisted of a dark grey o black
fimae =il (overall context 2538) inferleavied with and in
part overlying lenses of cemented chalk wash (context
2539), The dark soil contained charcoal, both in small
lumps and more finely divided, the latter retrieved
from wet sieving down to 800 microns. Oak and hazel
can be positivelv identified, with Rosaceae sp (cher-
rv/blackthorn and hawthorm/ rowan'whitebeam) also
rl.|m~=-|.ntl.-;l (Gale, this vol, 8.2). Samples from the
primary deposits of the pit show very high levels of soil
phosphate, flﬂ"‘ﬂl‘l'l[i"h.h}"'nﬂ."ul.."ll‘lgﬂl‘lilﬂ.nlgll. value of
280 p.ll!*-. pert imilliom, l.l'll'ﬂp..\:'-m‘l foa s:||1|'.__||1: walue of 3
parts per million from a sample of the upper colluvial
filling. Such high phosphate values may be suggested
as resulting from the decav of an organic rich deposit
which, to judge from its charcoal content, may also
have been burnt, It can be suggested that this primary
deposit, no more than 0.20m deep when excavated,
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may originally have been considerably deeper. The
artefacts recorded from this redwced deposit are thus
likely to have little spatial integrity, at least in a vertical
plane.

[he density of artefacts within the primary deposit,
bmted af im the 1980 -..1|11p|¢, was confirmed |_'I-:. thie
subsagquent stage of the excavation (Figs 25, 26). Majpor
assemblages of pottery, animal bone, and worked flint
were recovered. Animal bone from the primary deposit
produced a radiocarbon date of 3980-3708 BC (OxA
1402)

Artefacts from the primary deposits

The assemblage of pottery from the pit, including the
uppercolluvial fills, consisted of 1744 sherds, weighing
over lokg. However, nearly 92% of the assemblage by
weight (1375 sherds, weighing 14.695kg), was re-
covered from the primary deposit. During excavation
it was suggested that some primary material, specifi-
cally pottery, but including elements of the bone as-
S h].];:l‘. had been deliberately “placed”, rather than
E.‘ILII'I'IFI.‘\II.‘I at the base of the |'li|!. While this sugpeshion
canmit be confirmed for all the material within the

primary deposit, particularly as the pit fill is now re-
alised to be much compressed, the position of some
sherds with “nested’ curved surfaces may indicate that
this idea should not be entirely dismissed.

Analysis of the pottery assemblage from the primary
lul fall [{-lt'..'ll_. thias vl 4.1 ) .*-.um.;l.'h-i'b: that ot I'l,"'FIlI‘l_M'I'I.lIH
a minimum number of 41 vessels, belonging within the
South-Western stvle of earlier Neolithic pottery (Figs
28-31). A numbser of vessel forms from cups to a range
of bowls can be identified, one of the largest bowls (1)
also being one of only two to be certainly carinated.
Cleal SLgnests that the condition of the mi oty of the
sherds, although fresh, indicates that they may huivwer
boeen incorporated within a midden deposit for a short
fimie prior to burial, The general absence of sooting
from the assemblage is also noted by Cleal, who sug-
gests that this may be a feature of post-depositional
provesses, As the faunal assemblage discussed by
Maltby (this vol, 4.1 d) appears o involve large scale
meal consumphion, it 1% also possible that the vessels
represented were used for cooking,.

e faunal remains from the primary fills of the pit
are ’unpnmllrlni in Britain’ (Maltby, this veol, 4.1 d). A
total of 2110 animal bone fragments were recorded,

Frg 25 W2 (19510 Coneybmry “Anoraly’: deteil of e
prrinmary depaesit (scale 20w )

Frg 26 W2 (1981} Cowreylniry “Anoonaly’: delail of Hee

prrienary degrosi! (somde 250mr)
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with thie as=iembl; age dlominated |'l'|. catthe amd rowe deer.
Smaller numbers of pig, red deer, and beay er, ogether
with one fish, were also represented, The assemblage
appears o represent a mapor episede of butchery in
which at least ten caltle, several roe deer, one pig, and
two red deer were processed. Maltby suggests that the
roe deer bones represent the remains of meat con-
sumed immediately after butchery, In contrast, those
of cattle and red deer suggest the removal of carcases
either for consumption elsewhere or for preservation
for later consumption.

Although domestic cattle would have provided the
majority of the meat represented by the bones from the
pit, wild animals form a significant part of the assemb-
lage,

In contrast to the large-scale consumption of meat
shown by the animal bones, samples taken from the
primary deposits produced only a small quantity of
poorly preserved cereals. Identifiable cereals were all
glume wheats, probably emmer, which had been sub-
ject b0 intense heat (Carmuthers, this vol, 8.1).

The flint from the primary deposits (Harding, this
vol, 4.1 b} gives the overall appearance of a curated
assemblage, with little potential for refitting and a high
proportion of retouched material, Apart from tools
identified by retouch, it can be suggested that eclemaents
of this ,\nwmhhﬁu particularly blades/bladelets, mayv
be regarded as unretouched fake wools. Some confir-
mation of this is provided by limited microwear ana-
lysis. (f the groups analysed, this assemblage contains
the highest proportion (24%) of Blades/bladelets and
provides a strong contrast to the broadly contem porary
material from WE3. The occurrence of burnt scrapers
suggests a strong association of ool use and discard
with the activity suggested by the other artefact
BROUps.

[iscussion

Although the ocourrence of other Early Meolithic pits
within the general area of Conevbury E[ﬂnhn (see, for
example, Vatcher King Barrow Ridge pit, this vol, 4.3)
suggests anarea of extensive, if sporadic, activity, there
is little direct evidence for the immediate context of the
“Anomaly’. That recovered by extensive surface collec
tion on Conevbury Hill {31) is restricted largely to
scraper types puh ntially of earlier Meolithic date
(Hiliey, this vol, 5.3}, with an absence of more distinetly
diagnostic flint tools, The pit and its contents must
therefore be considered in isolation, a consideration
which will inevitably be more concermed with the con-
tents and the circumstances of their deposition. The
reasons for the original digging of the pit, whether the
disposal of rubbish was n{prim.nr_l.' or secondary fune-
tion, canmot be ascertained.

In considering the contents the faunal remains, and
specifically the contrast in the exploitation of wild and
domestic animals, provide the strongest indications of
the bvpe of activity that may be represented. As noted
above, (L appears “that the meat from culled cattle and
from ried dieer was either taken away for consumption
elsewhere or was preserved, whereas the meat from
the roe deer, and potentially from the other wild ani-
mals represented, was possibly consumed immedi-
ately after bulchery. This would appear to indicate

either a single major feast, or possibly a period of
feasting, suggested by Maltby on the basis of immature
animals, having taken place during the summer
months. 1f a period of feasting is envisaged, it can be
sugeested that the debris may have accumulated in a
temporary midden, This may help to explain the ocour-
rence of carmivore grawing marks on 24 cattle frag-
ments, as well as the incomplete representation of the
large number of pottery vessels,

The pottery assemblage is unusual in quantity, if not
in terms of vessel type and fabric. The absence of
gabbroic ware, the fine ¢ component within the South-
Western regional stvle, is noted by Cleal, who come-
ments that the form of P1, the Iﬂrguq serving’) vessel,
i= identical to a shape occurring in gabbroic wares
Labbroic pottery ocours al both the causewaved v-m'lu-
sure at Robin Hood's Ball (Thomas 1964) and within
WE3, the recently excavated pit group oulside the en-
closure (Cleal pers comm).

The evidence from the pottery may therefore be taken
Ly sugpe st that the group ol 1.'H|=:'|pln|, I"l,"h}"'l::ll:'lhi.hll,' favr 1w
butchervieasting episode represented  within the

.f"l.l'll.!ll:'l:'l.ﬂl.' wier pulside the t'h.l.""'l.'lr'l.ﬂ,t nieebwork within
which z,.'ll.ﬂ‘lt’t‘r:u. pottery circulated., This network, with-
in which enclosures plaved a particularly significant
rile, can be HIIML“‘-lﬂd as h'-'""h based on the mone

|.'|.‘||.'I'|l.'|r'l.' ..'|=-.|;"ﬂ.'u.h of the earler Meohihie, "n.'!..qny T
pects of “the “Anom: ilv' sugpest & mone maobile ¢m-
phasis, particularly the sag i ficant proportions of wild
arimals within the bone assemblage. Specific of minor
elements such as beaver and brown trout also suggest
a continuity of emphasis on the adjocent iver valley,
and om an al least partly ‘Mesolithic” economy. This s
il leg el .'Ih.'un within e lithie .155¢q:1b|.11.14: which
utilises a small proportion of rver gravel fint and
includes 24% bladesbladelsts, The Litter can b re-
i\.lrl.'t'lj sl |.1|:'I|.';' a5 the maintenanoe of a tl."l.]'||"|1_1|-l,r11|1_ al
tradition but as evidence of the continuity of an essen-
I|.'||]:|.' ksl ECONOMmMY, Thi% 1= Supy 'h;1r|:u..] h'l. thie 1_-;|.r|'!.'
fourth millennivm BC radiocarbon date.

I'he deep upper colluvial fills of the pit contain ma-
terial of Early Meolithic to Bronee Age date, including
transverse arrowheads. This, together with the wea-
thered nature of the upper edges of the pit, suggest that
at thes timae of the henge construction the pit was still
visible as a substantial depression, approximately 2m
in diameter and potentially up to 0.70m deep.

4.1 0 Lithics
by Philip Harding,

i Recovery and condition

This amalysis relates tolithic material from the primary
deposits desenbed above, Within the feature flint finds
wiere recorded by context, with all ieols and cores from
the primary deposits recorded in three dimensions,
The nature of the primary deposits and the method of
excavation enabled small pieces to be recovered, al-
though chips may be under-represented as the entire
deposit was nol wel-sieved.

Flint from primary and secondary contexts was in
mint condition but had developed amottled, dark/light
blue patina, making it generally unsuitable for micro-
Wik ranatf.'f-iﬁ. Some surfaces were covered by caleium
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carbonate concretion. Flint from the upper pit fills was
patinated light blue to white,

it Kaw material

The assemblage contains flint from several sources,
most of them probably local, Narrow vertical bands of
tabular flint appear on the surface of the Upper Chalk
of Coneybury Hill. It is of poor quality with limited
usable material between the chalky cortex. Coresof this
material show that it was worked bifacially and for the
production of bladelets and was also used for hammaer-
stones. Domestic requirements including  scrapers
were also served by irregular shaped surface nodules,
generally between 300 and 400g in weight, together
with occasional pebbles of river gravel flint. These were
of vanab]nqu.nl::&, and were prone fo thermal fractures.

The presence of axe thinning flakes (Mewcomer 1971)
and large flakes of lighter grey flint suggest the possible
exploitation of better quality flint from industrial sites
im the area. I8 s ot certain in what Eorm this fling would
have arrived at the site.

iii  The flint industry

This includes material from the production of fake
tools, bladesbladelets and core tools, There are few
cores, and core tools ane represented by ten probable
thinning flakes, Refitting, which demonstrates nearby
knapping, appears to have limited potential within this
assemblage, suggesting that only a proportion of the
potential total waste component is represented. The
assemblage 15 probably denved from small-scale pro-
duction with a basically domestic content rather than
specialised industrial activity, Most of the flakes can be
considered as waste .llthnugh some, particularly the
blades, could include unretowched tlake tools, their
association with the scrapers representing some form
of tool dump. All stages of blade production from core
preparation are likely although complete sequences
canmd be demonstrated, Retouch phazes are proved
by refitting,

Although the fling is of a uniform ty pe the distinctive
raw materials and refitling pieces are generally con-
tained within single or adjacent contexts near the base
of the pit, There has, therefore, been litthe mixing of
material since deposition, Initial infilling probably oc-
curred as an individual event although compression of
the pit fills has undoubledly taken place. Kefitting of
material from primary and upper fills suggests the later
incorporation of associated horizontal deposils in col-
Iuwiaﬂil]s. This observation is borne out by the study
of pottery from the wpper fills (Cleal, this vol, 4.1 ©).

Cores

The 13 cores from the primary contexts provide very
litthe reliable technological evidence as most are failed

examples and as such are probably atypical of those
producing blanks with use p-nlen‘lla] Five cores may
have produced flakes found in the pit, although none
reefit. A refitted broken core shows that core fragmients
were reused to produce small blanks if the flint ap-
peared sound. Many striking platforms were fractured
thermal surfaces which had been used unprepared,

while other platforms were prepared by the removal of
a flake. One core has a crude bifacial crested ed
which has not been removed totally by the following
blade Blow. It is uncertain whether this represents
deliberate cresting, as no crested blades (lame @ créte)
wiere found among the waste, Althowgh some nodules
were worked at right angles to their longest axis, the
explotation of ndges combined with narrow butts,
made possible by platform abrasion, was used to pro-
duce bladelets and long flakes. Faceting to modify the
flaking angle is rare although platform rejuvenation
flakes do exist. There is one exhausted multi-platform
flake core but the ratio of blade production to flakes is
uncertain, Some tabular flint blocks which have crude
alternate flaking may represent failed or rudimentary
core tools.

Itis possible that, with nodules of relatively small size
and of unreliable quality, successful core preparation
was not achieved easily. It is also possible that the
number of productive cores were few in relation to
failed examples,

Flakes

All complete flakes from the pit were measured, al-
though results are only shown from the primary de-
posit from which the majority of the flint was
recovered. Table 116 shows the total number of lakes,
broken flakes, and burnt flakes from analysed groups.
The majority probably result from core trimming and
represent the initial stages of flake or blade production.
As such they were probably mot pﬁmaﬁﬁ' manufac-
tured as tool blanks and can be considered as waste.
stinctive flakes, such as core rejuvenation flakes and
core tool thinning flakes, are also present; details are
contained within the archive.

The presence of blades demonstrates that some con-
trol and predetermination of blank form was possible,
although the absence of distinctive blade by-products
and technigques, including lanre @ oréte, suggests that
production was not specialised.

The recognition by microscopic analysis of unre-
touched flake tools amongst the blades is significant (E
Muoss pers commy). The total of such pieces is unknown
but the use of non-specialised blanks (‘waste flakes’)
indicates a flexible selection of pieces for use. Their
association with retouched tools and a high proportion
of burnt flakes (227 ) reinforces the argument that the
contents of this feature represent a deposit of selected
pieces with a strongly domestic component.

Figure 149 shows the combined results of the analysis
of the flint flakes and confirms the presence of a
bladebladelet element (2.5:5=25%). The flake class
histopgram (Fig 149) substantiates the effects of flake
ridges on breadth/length and confirms the importance
of conserving ridges at the front of the core for guiding
flake length. Most flakes show that they have been
struck from cores worked in a single direction,

Although flake platforms were not normally pre-
pared, the removal of overhang by abrasion is present,
and it 15 possible that this h:chmquu was emploved in
the production of deliberate blanks. Plain bults pre-
dnmlnate throughout; however, a few show the reme-
nants of identifiable negative flake scars which may
result from alternate flaking, Percussion angles were
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consistently high and were sufficiently well main-
tained to allow some continuous production. Some
blades have patches of cortex on the distal end which
indicates that in some cases it was possible to maintain
tha length of the pieces produced.

The numbser uf’nrcidcnl:r- of debatage from this as-
semblage - Siret fractured, hinged, and plunged pieces
-were nod recorded accurately butin relationship to the
other examined assemblages appear comparatively
leswe.

Scrapers

The a7 serapers, incommon with the majonity of Neaoli-
thic flint assemblages, form the largest retouched tool
category (56.4%:). The primary fills contained 25 exam-
ples of which 3 were burnt and only 19 suitable for
analysis, The resultz {(Figs 150, 151) demonstrate recur-
ring features of blank selection. All scrapers are on
flakes of nodular flint. Blanks consistently exceed
Almm in both length and breadth, and average 4.6-
5.5:5 breadthvlength. These factors, together with cor-
tical cover and flake class, show that large trimming
flakes, preparation flakes, or large non-cortical flake
blanks were normally sebected,

Flake scars on the dorsal surfaces of the scrapers show
that blanks were removed duning core preparation
phases or from flake cores bul were not part of the blade
core technology. The ventral surfaces indicate that
somme soft hammers were used fo remove blanks, al-
though the presence of ‘softened” (less accentuated)
hard hammer characteristics suggests that these might
be flint hammers with corbical surfaces,

Blanks were generally modified by direct retouch at
the dipping distal part of the flake (end scmﬁ:rs} and
there are only two side scrapers, Most retouch is semi-
abrupt (10 examples between 30° and 59%), regular, and
conmtinuous, I'nrming a convex scraping edge. Only 4
serapiers have retouched edges which do not remove
cortex, compared with 11 which are totally retouched
through cortex. The scrapers as a group can be con-
sidered to be well made,

Scraper manufacture'resharpening is also repre-
sented within the assemblage from the pit. Three
scrapers made on cortical flakes of a distinctive flint
were found in close proximity, At least two were
broken during or after manufacture while the third was
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made on a flake with a hinged distal end. 1t is possible
that these represent the failed pieces of tools made in
bulk. There are also flakes, including retouch chips
(Mewcomer and Karlin 1987), which are apparently
from the same nodule. Specific evidence for manufac-
ture/sharpening is present in the form of a retouch chip
which refits to its scraper (Fig 27), although whether
the activity represented here is manufacture or sharp-
ening 15 impossible to define in the absence of visible
scraper edge wear. It does, however, indicate the ex-
pendability and possible life span of retouched flake
tools including well-made pieces which show no ob-
vious reason for rejection. The retouch chips show
similanties in hammer mode with the Blanks.

Oiher foals

The primary deposits also contained two leaf-shaped
arrowheads and a broken ground flint axe (not illus-
trated),

4.1c  The prelustoric pottery
by Bosamund Cleal

A total of 1744 prehistoric sherds, weighing 16,182g,
were recoviered from the fill of this feature, the majority
contained within the primary fill. Only a small amount
of the pottery, exclusively from the upper fill, is datable
to the later Neolithic or Bronze Age, and the majority
of the assemblage is carlier Meolithic in date. A sum-
mary of sherd counts and weights, by context, is given

in Table 10,
Methodology

Fifteen fabrics were identified by examining the materi-
al at = 10 magnification with a hand lens; a small num-
ber of sherds were also examined under a microscope
at =30 magnification. These fabrics are listed and de-
scribesd in Table 11 (and in more detail in Table 12, MF1
Ad5),

Estimates of the number of vessels represented by the
sherds were calculatied by bwo rncthudp

i By visual examination of all the nms. [sining rims
were counted as belonging to a single vessel, butin
addition rim sherds judged likely to belong to a
single vessel on the grounds of form, finish, and to
somie extent colowr were also counted as such for the
purposes of the vessel count. Very small rim sherds
were excluded from this, as were body sherds not
paned to rims, unless they were in fabrics not other-
wige represented,

it By acount of all ims, with joining rims counted as
single units.,

Nocertainty can be attached to either method, and they
are both used in the subsequent discussions of vessel
numbers. The illustrated vessels (Figs 28-31) are desig-
nated by a ‘" prefix, and those with an asterisk indicate
sherds which have been counted as separate vessels in
the estimate of vessel numbers. The illustrated pottery
is described in the catalogue below (P1-P52),
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Table 10 W2 (1981) Coneybury “Anomaly’: pottery sherd count and weight by context

Fabric Linstratificd Plogghzon Rt Lipper Lower Primary Tolals

IF area K alegrasifa colleral callierial e prosdls
S:Meo/] = - f l4g 2 g 47050 130g 187 {10} Td0g 242 SESp
F5:Meo/l 301y og - 34 157g 13 42 &% 171 {71 727g 1174 (85) 1327 1395 14890
CFa:Nen/1 2 b - - = i 5 14 (1) 2Eg 12 Mg
SiBkr/l - = 1 g 1 0 . B 3 ig
FeM:-Bkr'l = - 4L 1 614
G5Bkl - - 1 Sup 1 5p
FGS:Bkr/1 - - 2 £ 2 ig
Fie: DR - I e i 9%
FieS:DR 1 i1y g 1 g
GeLBAG = 1 by 1 Eﬂ * B
FV:LBAS - - 1 g - - i 3
Fa:Indet/1 = = = - 1 g w0 297 6l XEg
Chilnden/ = - - 1 {1y 7g - - i 7E
S8 Indet/1 - - 1 ig - - - 1 g
S&h: Indet/1 - - - - - i I15g i 15
Fi:- = - 3 5g = - - A 3
Todals 5 Iz | iz & 202g 18 g 115 Ealg 1441 15010g 174 16l82g
Romano-British
shierd s 1 |
*meedieval I

Figures in parenthesis represent im count; sim count @s also indeded in shend count

Table 11 W2 {1981) Conevbury "Anomaly’: summary prehistoric pottery fabric descriptions (see also Table 12
(MF1 A4-5) for more detailed descriptions)

Diescriptive lerms

Abundance of inclusions recorded using the following terms, in order of increasing density - rare, sparse,
moderate, commaon, very comman, abundant

Shze: terms used as follows - <2mm small: 3-5mm medium, >6mm large

Fabric descriptions are arranged in chronological order, where possible (1e Keolithic, Beaker, Indeterminate), and
within each chronological group by alphabetical order.

Fabric coude
CFs:Meo/1

Fa:MNeo/1

S:Meoll
FGS:Bkr/1
GS:Bkr/1
S:Bkrel
FS:Indet/1

GS:Imdet’1
SSh:Imdet 1

SV:lndet/1

Diescriplion

Soft fabric with sparse small to large CHALK {max diam 6mm), sparse large FLINT (max length
10mm), and moderate fine SAND

Hard fabric with sparse to common FLINT of varving size (max length 10mm), and moderate to
abundant SAMD (fine to coarse). This fabric is very variable, even within single vessels, and
thie imclusions are patchily distributed.

Hard, sandy fabric with moderate o very common fine SAND and rare flint
Hard fabric with sparse small FLINT, sparse small GROG, and sparse fine SAKD
Saft fabric with sparse small GROG and moderate fine SAND

Soft, sandy fabric with very common fine SAND

Hard fabric with common to very common small to medium FLINT (max length 4mm) and
common fine SAND

Hard fabric withh sparse small to mediom GROG, me

Soft laminated fabric with moderate fine SAND and common small to large fragments (max
length 6mm) of SHELL

Soft fabric with moderate fine SANMD, and common, small to medium, rounded VOIDS

spate coarse SAND, and rare fling
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Earlier Meolithic
Folara

Three certanly earlier Neolithic fabrics were identified
(Fs:Meo'l, S:MNeo'l, and CFS:Neol), and bwo more
[F‘S;lru,h,-l;- 1 and SSh:lndet [:I.'Lr'l.'likt"l}' Low b oo this dalte,
although represented only by plain body sherds (see
Fable 11 and Table 12, MF1 A4-5, for descriptions),
Two fabrics, however, accownt for the majority of the
sherds: F&:Meo/l and S:Neo/l, The former is o coarse
fabric with flint and sand inclusions, and the latter a
sandy fabric. The flint is almost certainly an added
ingredient, but the sand  may or may ot have been
introduced by the potter. Fabric CF5:Neo/l may only
be represented by a single vessel,

There is some variation in the degree of sandiness
within fabric S:Meo'], but not enough to warrant sub-

Table 13 W2 (1981} Conevbury “Anomaly’: earlier
Neolithic pottery rim classification

This imcludes all classifiable rims (s all those where the mim angliois
determinable, exocpd that pining rim sherds count as one. A more
detailed breakdowen of rim bypes, induding those forwhich the rim
.lrl.ﬁh.' is not delerminable, i= given in Table 14, MFI A6 -8, The
claszification iz bazed on the same criberia. amd is in the same form,
acs that used by | F Smith in the reper on the assemblage from Carn
Brea (I F Smith [981)

R farm Eim comnt and 2 |‘..- fati

FS:Mea'] Mo CFa:Neadl
Sample
Painzed L) LR L¥ ] .04 H]
Rounded 14 14.9% H 8.5% ] 1.1%
Squared 1 L 0 0
Indeterminate ] 1. 1%
Seab-fodal an 21.3% 13 13,%%% 1 L1%:
Everted
Riallied-over 1 11.7% a 4]
Poantes] B8 25% 1 1. 1% [u]
Featureless 7 A% i - i)
Squaned X L1 L - [
Indeferminaste 1 1.1% | - [i]
Sube-pobal 54 HIE" 1 1.1% Q
Totals T LN 14 15.0% 1 1.1%

—
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division, and Fabric FS:MNeo'l also varies considerably
in sandiness, in the distribution of flint temper, and in
the quality of finish, Subdivision of this fabric was
viwiLiallv ..'|1|:|.'|'l'kr'||!t'|] 1.‘|.|.||'||'|.l.I '\I.H‘lll'lh brua® v s Fovirid 2o be
unwarranted as joining sherds sometimes presented
quite ditfering frequencies of inclusions.

The absolute dominance of Fabric FS:Neo/l is clearly
demonstrated by Figure 32A, which gives the total
numiber of sherds and total sherd weight for each fab-
ric, and illustrates that other than fabric F5:Neo/1 only
Fabric 5:MNeo'l is present inany appreciable amount.
However, although sherds of fabric S:Neo'l make up
nearly 14% of the total sherd assemblage, it only con-
stitutes 3% of the total weight. The average weight per
sherd in fabric 5:MNeo/l is only 3.7g, whereas for fabric
Fs:Meo/l the comparable figure is 10.7g: this reflects
the fact that vessels in fabric F5:Neo/l tend to be larger
and have thicker body walls than those in fabric
S:Meo/l. Figure 32B gives the total number of vessels
i each fabrc, vsing the estimates of vessel number
arrived at by both methods deseribed above. In both
cases the sandy fabric 5:Neo'©is clearly im thie minority,
and at most it constitutes only 20% of the total,

Muwrpriology

Kirm form

Table 13 lists the rim forms exhibited by the earlier
Neolithic pottery, using Isobel Smith's classification. A
shghtly more detailed breakdown of rim form is given
in Table 14 (MF1 Ab-8). Smith has used this svstem for
several vears, and has applicd it tothe large assemblage
at Windmill Hill, Wiltshire (1 FSmith 1965), and, appar-
ently with some modification, to that from Carn Brea,
Cormwall {1 F Smith 1981), as it is suitable both for the
plain rims of South-Western style assemblages and for
assemblages with a high proportion of thickened rims.
The rims from W2 (1981} have been classified in the
same way as the Carn Brea assemblage, and are
presented in the zame manner, as both assemblages
belong within the South-Western regional stvle, In this
scheme “simple’ denofes basically unmodified nm
forms, approximately upright, and ‘everted” are similar
forms, set at an outward-leaning angle to the main
vertical axis of the pot. Most of the subdivisions are
self-explanatory. ‘Featureless”, as used in the Carn Brea
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Table 13 W2 (1981) Coneybury “Anomaly’: carlicr
Meolithic pottery rim classification by estimated
number of vessels

Rim form Fs:Meo'T S:-Men/T CFS:Mew/T
Simple

Fointbed 2 3 0
Roundied i 3 I
Squared 1 i i
Suh-fofal 4 ' i
Everted

Rolled-owver [ {1 ()]
Pointed 3 1 [}
Featureless 1] { [}
Squared 1 0 0
Sub-total 200 1 0

Total number of vessels is 37 (ie estimated number of
vessels arrived at by method (a), minus 2 vessels
represented only by body sherds, and 2 with
umcertaim rim angles)

report, appears to denote I.'I.'II"I:1|."'|\.'|1."|'.' unmodified,
I.I‘\.l:l.lll.'..' rounded, rims.

The assemblage from the pit is clearly a limited one in
terms of the number of rim tvpes exhibited, as is to be
expected from an asse |'|'|'|'l|..1ht' of the South-Weslern
\.11_.'|4_' %o !1.:.11.':.'. thckened nms ane F resenl, and most
o thee rims are everted or upright, with a small number
showing a slightly inturned attitude, though not l.jlllq'll-
ifving as inturned in the sense used by Smith (ie form
F, | F Smith 1965, 48, and fig 11). OF the 157 of rims
whitch are in I!'|'|1"~.I||:I|.|:'. tabric S:Mea'] at least 6% are ol
ks hli_!.:l'lﬂ_t i rned form [ Table 14, MEF1 AR-8).
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In terms of Smith's classification the most common
type of rim is the everted, featureless type (eg [7], 1'4).
all of which are in tabric Fs:Meo/l; everted nms overall
account for more than half of all classifiable fims
(63.9%), Al except one of these nms s in fabric
FS: Mol 1 i Tabde 13),

The overwhelming dominance of everted rims must
surcly be a reflection of the importance of open-
miouthad bowls in the assemblage, though this canmiot
be supported by reconstructions of the vessels, as the
profiles of most are not reconstructable.

If the estimate of vessel numbers as calculated by
method i i used, excluding those which de not have
rims, Lhe percentages are similar o those oblained
froam Ehae 949 rims wused in Table 13, Temof the 37 P-ll!'-'\i.l'lll.'
vessels have everbed featureless Aims (0 277, all in
fabric Fa:Meo']l, and everted rims overall account for
maore tham half the total number of vessels (37%) (Table
130

".'l_'\ml_'l torm

Ondy ome vessel, PL is even partially reconstructable,
the others being represented mainly by rim sherds, as
it was generally not possible to assign body sherds to
particular vessels. In only 14 cases out of the minimum
number of 41 vessels established by method | were rim
diameters determinable, and these are presented in
Figure 33A. However, im 15 other cases it was possible
te define a size range within which the vessel rim
diameter must have fallen, and these are presented in
E::ii.‘:.ul:'i.- 338, in which the vessels with measurable
diameters are also included. The size ranges in Figure
BB are: cups (<120mm}, small bowls (130-2mm},
masdium bowls (210-300mm ), and Large bowls (310mm
and larger). The use of 120mm diameter as the dividing
line between cups and bowls is a widely used one (eg
Whittle 1977, 77), but the other divisions are arbilrary.

Vessel size range
1
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"1 is one of the largest vessels from the pat, and iz one
of only two of the 41 wentified vessels to be certainly
carinated, although the shoulder is an extremely wieak
one. However, there are 11 carinated body sherds in
the assemblage which may not beleng to vessel Pl
(some of which are illustrated as P49-1"52); fewer tham
11 vessels are likely to be represented by these sherds,
huttl'u;'!.-'dndumumlrau- with I!1, that there is a minor
carinated component to the assemblage.

It i unfortunate that o few vessel profiles are recon-
slructable, Ihulll1q.-}'rrt3-u.-r1¢mﬂ::up=n forms, particularly
I"l, and simple, unthickemed rims clearly indicate that
the assemblage belongs within the South-Western {or
Hembuiry) stvle. As such it is comparable with the
assemblages from Maiden Castle, Dorset (Wheeler
1943), Carn Brea, Cormwall (1 F Smith 1981), and Hem-
bury, Devon (Liddell 1930; 1931; 1932; 1935) to the
south-west, and to the South-Western component of
the Windmall Hill, Wiltshire (Smith 15965), assemblage
to the north,

The presence of a vessel with a lug (P7)in the Coney-
bury “Anomaly” also suggests that the assemblage be-
longs to the South-Western style. The lug on 7 is oval,
set horizontally, and is vertically perforated; this ty
of lug is not commoen, but occurs in such large South-
Western stvle assemblages as Masden Castle (Cleal
forthcoming ay and Windmill Hill {1 F Smith 1965, fig
22: P19, fip, 23 IP132).

Devoradion

Several of the carlier Neolithic sherds from the Coney-
bury *Anomaly’ exhibit surface features but few, if any,
of these are likely to represent deliberate decoration.
Only two of the illustrated vessels have decoration:
P32, a cup or bowl, has grooves and shallow irregular
impressions, and P33 and P34, which are likely to be
part of the same vessel, have impressions and faint,
possibly accdental, fingernail(?) impressions. The
other vessel, P30, a cup or small bowl, has a set of
multiple scored lines.

Eight other body sherds have surface features, Three
sherds, including one of the carinated sherds (1'46),
havve grooves, four hivve impressions (43, P44), onea
pair of fingernail impressions, and one (I’45) a perfor-
ation made before firing. 45 may belong to the vessel
represented by rims P16 and 117, as the latter also has
a pre-finng perforation. The grooves ineach case ap-
})earlnbedelil:-er.ne, but the fingernail impressions are
aint and may be accidental. Decoration is rare in as-
semblages of the South-Western stvle, but when it
occurs it does include grooving and shallow impres-
sion (Field of ol 1964, fig 3: P10and P1%; | F Smith 1951).
Pre-firing perforations are rare, but single examples do
oceur at Carn Brea (1 F Smith 1981, fig 74 P146) and
Maiden Castle (from the recent excavations; Cleal
forthcoming a).

Cortexd

The majority of the sherds were recovered from the
pramary fill, withinwhich the distribution of conjoining
shierds was plotted in an attempt to establish whether
parts of the same vessel were located close together.
This did not appear to be the case as several of the

proups of pottery noficed dunng excavation were
found tonclude sherds of several vessels, and sherds
apparently belonging to single pots, in particular "1,
were found in more than one group.

Fromctunr

Vessel function is a difficult arca of analysis, and one
especially difficult when, as in this case, the material is
fragmentary and few vessels are reconstructable. Few
attempts at analyvsis of function have been made on
carlier Neolithic assemblages, the most pertinent in
this connection being Hilary Howard's treatment
(1981) of the carlier MNeolithic assemblage from the
causewayed enclosure at Windmill Hill. Howard
divided the fabrics into fwo classes: conkwares and
non-coskwares, based on their likely resistance to ther-
mal shock, and identified several classies of vessel for
which she offered functional interpretations, This type
of approach, although interesting, is difficult to apply
tor the Conevbury “Anomaly” assemblage because the
mamber of vessels is small, few rim diameters can be
established with any certainty, and even fewer profiles
can ke reconstructed. In addition, there s also less
variation in fabric than at Windmill Hill: both FS:Neo/l
amd S:Neo/l would be classed as cookwares in Ho-
ward’s terms, as both have ligh densities of inclusions.
However, the presence of large inclusions in FS:Nea/l
would probably render it more resistant to thermal
shock than S:Meo'l

It is clear that the “Anomaly” assemblage shows less
variely than that from Windmill Hill, but this could
largely be due to its smaller size and to the more re-
stricted repertoire of the regional stvhe o which it be-
longs. In spite of this, a few tentative points may
usefully be made regarding the way in which the as-
wmblage may have functioned,

Firstly, it does seem likely that the assemblage was
made and used within a fairly short period of time. The
fabrics of the assemblage are fairly homogeneous, and
apart from the few small sherds with shell inclusions,
all could have been made using matenals available
within a few kilomelres. ﬁltl'u;:u.l.‘i_h thi* viessels were
fragmentary, few showed excessive wear; however, it
SCCIS unllkﬂhr that the vessels were deposited immae-
diately after breakage, as more fully reconstructable
vessels would be expectid if that were the case. A few
sherds showed complete or partial loss of surfaces and,
although this might be due to conditions after bunal, it
might also result from exposure in a midden. 1t must
bar stressied that the condition of the sherds does not
suggest that they were exposed on a used surface for
any length of ime, as the large size of some of the
sherds and their general condition are not consistent
with the material having been trampled in a living area,
The presence of a repair hole on P20 suggests that at
least some of the vessels had been used for some tmae
betore discard, unless the break or crack was a result of
firimg,.

It was extremely difficult to estimate the number of
vessels, and it is quite possible that the true figure is
considerably more or less than the estimate, However,
the following elements are certainly present:
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at least one very large carinated vessel in fabric

FS: Mo Hl:'l]

several open or neutral bowls, mainly, if not all,
uncarinated, and of moderate size, manly in fabric
FS:Meo/], but at least one in S:Meo/'] {eg P2, 73, M,
"5)

small shallow bowls or cups, mainly in fabric S Moo/
(eg P4, P32-I'3, 41, P42)

one small neuteal bowl with an ill-defined neck, in
fabric FS:Meo'l (1'6)

e small closed bowl or jar with a pertorated lug, in
fabric Fo:Neo/] {F7)

In addition, the approximate volumaes of six vessels can
be calculated. Volumes were caleulated by projecting
the existing line of the vessel wall to a round base in
those vessels in which it seemed unlibely that fhere
wotld have been a sharp change inangle in the lower
hndv:ml]wanhlvhfﬂnﬂln'adx resent (1 por sufficient
of the wall survived to be fairly certain that there was
no change in angle), and the viessel was then divided
imto a seres of trumcated cones, for which volumes
were caloulated and then sumimaed fo give the tetal for
the whole vessel.

I*1  68Y5cm
I*2 1374cm
*3 3718cm
I*s  2(M5cm
" 1422cm
7 192hcm

"7 has biewen treated as a bowl rather than a jar, and its
volume may therefore be a considerable underesh-
malte.

This suggests one vessel of around 7ltr capacity, one
of around 3.50tr, two around Zir, and two around
1.5ltr. Vessel I'2, ashallow open bowlin fabric 5:Neo/1,
and with a capacity of about 1.4ltr, seems likely, on the
basis of form and capacity, to be anindividual eating or
drinking vessel. I', however, with a similar capaaity,
although possibly an cating or drinking vessel, is of a
form unusual in the assemblage, and might be more
readily suited, because of its necked form, to cooking
rather than eating. I'5 resembles ['2in form and is also
in Fabric S:Meo/l, but its capacity i= larger at about 2ltr,
whikch would seem rather large for an individual eating
bowel; an alternative might be a cooking or food prep-
aration vessel, "3, at 3.701tr, might also have been in-
tended for these Purpases, The closed bowl or inll' I'7is
maore difficult o explain: although in fabric FS:Neo' it
is relatively well finished in companson with most of
the assemblage, and its very restricted form would
seem o preclude its use a8 a cookpol. However, the
restricted form and the presence of the rolled-over rim
and the lug, which could both be used to attach a hide
cover, would all be comsistent with use as a storage
vessel, The lugs may also have been used for suspemd-
ing the vessel during transportation. Although the ca-
pacity is small {approximately 1.91tr), this could be a
considerable underestimate it the body was actually a
deep jar form, and large storage vessels would have
baien ampractical if transportation was necessary. Fi-
nally, the large open vessel PL, with a likely capacity of

b eh pE ek e R

mzarly 7lbr, is clearly either a food preparation vessel. a
copkpot, or a serving vessel, or indeed all three com-
bned. s large size and lack of handling aids (eg
lugshandles, rolled over or thickened rim) would ren-
der it unwieldy to handle when full, when it would be
extremely heavy, which might perhaps be taken as an
indication that it was not used tor cooking. [t does not
show anv signs of sooting, but sooting is generally
absent from the assemblage, a feature which is possibly
the pesull of post- depositional processes.

[tis clearly impossible to establish with any certainty
how the assemblage was used or how many pt'uph:
used it. Although the very restricted nature of the
assemblage does not suggest the presence of a large
group, if the group were mobile the lack of much of a
storage element in the assemblage might be the result
of unbroken storage vessels being removed and/or the
use of non-ceramic storage containers.

The question of precisely what sort of consumption
is represented is even more problematic, and obviously
the pottery cannot be considered alone in this connec-
tion. Whether the assemblage is particularly special or
unusual is difficult to ascertain; in terms of vessel type
and fabric it is certainly not unusual, but the quantity
of pottery is much greater than is usual in similar
deposits. Small pits containing parts of several vessels
are ! uncommaon in the earlier Neolithic, such as at
Rowden (Woodward forthcoming) or Pamphill (Field
ef il 195d), both in Dorset. The rarity of lugs in an
assemblage the siee of that contained within the Co-
neybury “Anomaly’, however, is slightly unusual, asis
the form of the :mll.' lugged vessel (I'7). This may
suggest that this group represents a variant within the
South-Western stvle (1FSmith perscomm). The South-
Western regional stvle generally lacks decoration, but
the fine component of such assemblages is usually
taken to be represented by gabbroic ware, which is
conspicuous by its exceptionally fine black finish. No
pabbroic ware is present at Coneybury "Anomaly”, but
it is perhaps of interest that the very large bowl 1 is
identical in form to a shape common in gabbroic ware
vessels (ie carinated bowl with an open flaring mouth).
This is also true of the very fragmentary carinated
vessel represented by Ple, PI7, P45, and P52, which
also has a very fine surface finish and is well fired. It
must be stressed, however, that there is no other re-
semblance between P1ior P16, P17, P45, and P52) and
pabbroae ware, s thie colour and fimsh are quite differ-
ent, The Conevbury “Ancmaly’ assemblage, then,
shows little internal variation, and lacks the fine com-
ponent of the South-Western regional stvle which is
known 1o have been circulating at this period. The
homogeneity of the fabrics and the appearance of the
vessels suggests manufacture during a fairly restricted
period, and this fact, in combination with the un-
uswally large size of the group, rather thanany qualities
of the material itself, render the assemblage unusual.

Catalogue of illustrated earlier Meolithic pottery
{Figs 26-31)

The asterisks denote the 39 illustrated vessels con-
sidered likely to be separate vessels. Descriptions of
rim form (and codes) are Cleal rather than Smith types.
For conversion to Smith tvpes see Table 14 {MFI Ab-8).
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1"1* 24 sherds of an open bowl with a slight shoulder
carination and a simple, everted, rounded rim (Ala)

Fabric: F&:Neo/l. Colour: extenior pale grey; extenior
margin orange; core dark grey, black; interior pale grey

'2* Wine sherds of an open uncarinated bowl with a
simple, inturned, rounded to pointed rim (AJa/b)
Fabric; FS:Meo/l, Colour; exterior varied - dark grey-
brown, orange-brown, dark grev: core dark grew,
orange, black; interior dark grey, orange-brown

P3* One large rim sherd of an open uncarinated bowl
with a rolled-over, everted, rounded rim (132b)

Fabric: Fo:Meo/l. Colour: exterior absenl; core dark
grey; interior pale grey

P4 Three conpoining rim sherds of 3 neuteal uneari-
rated bowl with a simple, everted, poanted am (Adl)
Fabric: Fo:MNeo'l, Colour: exteror dark grey; extenior
margin dark brown; core black; intenor dark grey

5" Ten sherds of an open uncarinated bowl with a
simple, inturned, rounded rim {A3a)

Fabric: S:Meo/1. Colour: exterior pale orange; core dark
grev; interior: pale oramge

Pe* One rim and one body sherd (conpeining) of a
neutral uncarinated bowl with a weakly defined neck
and a simple, upright, rounded mim (Ade)

Fabrie: Fa:Meo'], Colour: exterior obscured: core dark
Erev; INleEronr; grey

P7* Two rim sherds and two body sherds (conjoining)
of a closed, uncarinated bowl with a rolled-over, up-
right, rounded rim (Bla) and a 'l."l."]'lin:&“:l.' pertorated
oval lug

Fabric: Fo:Meo/l. Colour: exterior grey-brown, grey:
exterior margin orange; core dark grey; intenor grey

P&* Two rim sherds of a bowl with a simple, upright,
rounded rim (Ala)

Fabric: Fo:Neo/l. Colour: exterior grev-brown, grey;
= brior m.\rﬁm DOEMERE; COTe dark Brey; inleror Brey

= One rim shierd of &
raunded rm (Ala)
Fabric; F&Meo'l, Colour; orange throughout

bow] with a simple everted

107 Seven rim sherds (bwo conjoining) of a bow] with
a simple, everted, rounded rim (Ala)

Fabric Fs:Meo'l. Colowr: exterior pale orange, grev,
brovwn; core black, dark grev; interior pale orange, pabe
Brey

P11* Four rim sherds of a bow] with s simple, everted,
rounded rim (Ala)
Fabric: FS:Meo/ 1. Colour: orange throughout

P12* Twoe conjoining ram sherds of a bowl with a
simple, everted, rounded m (Ala)
Fabnic: FS:Meo/l, Colour: exterior brown, grev-brown;

core dark grey; interior black

F13* Two comjoining m sherds of a vessel with a
simple, everted, pointed rim (Alb). Both sherds have
broken along the junction of twe coils which were
insufficiently joined by the potter; this shows as a
concave smooth surface along the broken edge

Fabric: Fa:Meo/l. Colour: exterior dark grey, grev-
brovwn; core dark grev; interior brown, pale brown

N
L

F14* Three conjoining rim sherds of a vessel with a
simple, everted, squared rim (Alc)

F.Ihr’i{.‘: FS:Meo]. ':I.:lll'llll': OX B TFIOT F'.'Ill.'ﬂ,l'l."'?.'; QU gl"l."'!h'j
interior pale grey

PI5° Single rim sherd of a bowl with a simple, upright.
sqpuared rim (AZc)

Fabric: Fo:Neo'l. Colour: exterior grey; core black; in-
terior grey

P1e®, M7 Seven nm sherds, three conpoaming, of a bowl
with a rolled-over, everted, rounded to pointed rim
(Bla'b). '17 has a hole made before firing, approxi-
mately 4mim in diameter. The concave neck sherd illus-
trated as P45 may also be part of this vessel

Fabric: Fo:Meo'l, Colour: exterior orange throughout

PIE® Two rim sherds of a cup or small bowl with a
rolbed-over, everted, rounded rm (Bla)

Fabric: FS:Neol, Colour: exterior grey; core dark grey;
intertor dark grey

P19 Single rim sherd of a bowl with a simple, everted,
rounded rim (Ala)

Fabric: Fs:Meo/L Colour: exterior worn; core dark grey;
interior dark grey, pale brown on the rim interior

PH® Singhe rim of a bowl with a simple, everted,
rounded nm (Ala), The hole was dnlled after firing,
from the exterior, although a previous attempt was
made from the interior, a fow millimetoes away, but
abandoned apparently because a particularly large flint
inclusion barred the way

Fabric: FS:Neo'l. Colour: exterior brown, grev-brown;
core dark grev; interior dark grey

P21® Single rim of a bowl with a simple, everted,
rounded rim (Ala)

Fabric: FS:Neo'l, Colour: exterior pale brown; core
dark grey; interior dark grey

P22* Two rim sherds of a cup or small bow] with a
simple, everted, rounded to pointed rim (Alab)
Fabric: Fo:Mew'l, Colour: extenior grev-brown; core
Back; interior grev-brown

P23 Three rim sherds of a cup or small bowl] with a
simple, everted, poanted rim (Alb)
Fabric: FS:MNeo'l, Colour: orange throwghout

24" One rim sherd and four plain body sherds of a cup
or small bowl. The angle of the rim is uncertain
Fabric: 5:Meo/l, Colour: orange throughout, except for
a patch of black immediately below the rim on the
interior

I'25% One rim sherd of a bowl with a simple, upright,
rounded rim (Ala)

Fabric: FS:-MNeo 1. Colour: exteror bufl; core black: inte-
FiOF grey

I"26* Single rim sherd of a cup or small bowl. The angle
of the rim is uncertain

Fabric: FS:MNeo'|. Colour: extenior grey, patchy orange;
core black; interior grey

27 Single sherd, showing the profile of what appears
to be a small neutral or closed bowl or cup. The rim
angle is uncertain, but that illustrated seems to be the
maost likely angle, The nm diameter is uncertain, but
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the diameter around the body seems to be approsi-
mately 120mm

Fabric: FS:Meo/l. Colour: exterior grey-brown; inlerior
surface abraded

P28* Single rim sherd of a cup or bowl, The angle of the
rim is uncertain
Fabric: S:Neo'l, Colour: grey throughout

PX® Single am sherd of a cup or small bow] with a
simple, everted, pointed rim (Alb)

Fabric: 5:1, Colour: exterior orange; core grey; interior
OTANELE

P30 Single rim sherd of a cup or bowl. The angle of the
rim is uncertain, A group of scored lines on the exterior
appear 1o be a deliberate teature

Fabric: FS:Meo/1. Colour: grey throughout

P31* Single rim sherd of a vessel with a rolled-over rim
of umusual form
Fabric: F5:Neo/l. Colour: grey throughout

P32*, 1*33,I"3 Four rim sherds and seven body sherds
of one vessel (bwo conjoining) with a simple, intu rrvsd,
rounded o pointed rim (A3a/b). Some of the sherds
appear to be decorated, although P34 in a random
fashion. The decoration includes wide shallow grooves
(P*32), shallow impressions (32, "33}, and what ap-
pear to be fingernail impressions (34), although these
are indistinct

Fabric: S:Meo/l. Colour: exterior dark grey; core dark
grey; interior grev-brown

135" Single rimn sherd of a bow with s simple, uprght,
rounded (AZa) nim

Fabric: FS:MNeo/l. Colour: exterior grey (immediately
below the rim), orange; core Mack; interior grey

I36* Single rim sherd of a cup or small bow| with a
redled-over, everted, rounded rim

Fabric: FS:Neo/l. Colour: exterior pale brown; core
dark grev; interior dark grey

P37 Tweo rim sherds of a cup or small bowl with a
simple, upright, pointed rim {A2b)
Fabric: F5:1. Colour: exterior brown, grev-brown; core
black. grev; intenor grey, dark grey

I'38* Single rim sherd of cup or bowl. The angle of the
rim is unoertain
Fabric: S:Meo/l. Colour: exterior orange; core black;
Interr eranie

P39* One rim sherd and six plain body sherds of a cup
or bowl with a simple, upright, rounded rim (AZa)
Fabric: CF5:Meo'l. Colour: orange throughout

P40 Simgle rim sherd of a cupor bowl, The angle of the
FiTT 15 uncertain

Fabric: FS:Neo/l. Colour: exterior grey; core black; in-
berior gy

41* Two rim sherds and three plain body sherds of a
cup or bowl. The rim angle is uncertain. The rim inte-
rior has a flattened, bevel-like appearance which may
b an accidental feature

Fabric: S:MNeo/'l. Colour: exterior orange, but with a
black band running below, and parallel to, the rim

P42* Two conjoining rim sherds of a cup or small bowl
with a simple, inturned, rounded rim (A3a)

Fabric: S5:MNew/l. Colour: exterior orange-brown; core
obscured; interior grey

P43 One small body sherd with rounded impressions
Fabric: 5:Neo'l. Colour: dark grey throughout

P44 Orve body sherd with elongated impressions
Fabric: Fo:Neo/l, Colour; exterior red-brown; core and
interior dark grey

45 One sherd from the concave neck of vessel, prob-
ably that represented by P16 and PI7. Appmxinu!el}'
half of a pre-firing perforalion survives

Fabric: F5:Neo/l. Colour: exterior pale orange; core and
inkerior p.'l.h,- Brey

46 Carinated sherd with cuneiform impressions
Fabric: F&:MNeol. Colour: exterior and core dark grey;
interior obscured

PFde Carinated sherd
Fabric: FS:Neo/l. Colour: pale orange throughout

P50 Carinated sherd
Fabric: Fa:MNeo/l. Colour: dark grey throug hout

P51 Carnated sherd
Fabric: FS:Mew'l. Colour: dark grey throughout

I'52 Sheerd, wiith a well-delfined carination: almost cer-
tainly part of the same vessel as P16, P17, and P45
Fabric: FS:Neo/l, but at the fine end of the range.
Colour: exteriororange; core grey; inlerior pale orange.
Adl the sherds of this vessel (ke P16, LT, and P45) show
well-oxidised and evenly-oadised surfaces.

Other pottery

Only a very few sherds, none of which were from the
primary fill, were not of earlier Neolithic date. Two
sherds are illustrated:

P47 Context 2231, Mlain rim sherd, probably from a
Beaker

Fabric: GRIndet'l Colour: extenor orange-red; core
black; interior orange-red

48 Context 2105, Plain, flat-topped nm sherd, prob-
ably of the Deverel-Rimbury tradition
Fabric: FleS:DR/1. Colour; exterior pale brown; core

bBlack: inleror |'|..'|I|.* Broawn

In additeon, four Beaker sherds (none illustrated ) were
recovered from the upper fills of the pit:

Sherd from just above the junction of base and body
wall of a Beaker; decorabed with one row of rectangu-
lar-toothed comb impressions

Fabric: GS:Bke'l. Colour: exterior and interior orange;
core obscured

Body sherd of a Beaker with very worn paralle] lines of
comi Impression

Fabrc: 5:Bkr/l. Colour; extenor orange; core dark grey;
interior: pale orange

Two small body sherds with very worn comb impres-
slons

Fabric: FG5:Bkr'l. Colour: exterior pale brown; core
black: interior pale briwn
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Other plain body sherds in non-Neolithic fabrics are
included by count only in Table 1L

The Beaker sherds are not datable, except that they
are unlikely tobe very early in the Beaker series as thev
are comb-impressed rather than cord-impressed. Their
presence in the upper fill of the Coneybury *Anomaly”
may be connected with the Beaker associated activity
represented in the immediately adjacent pit 2115 and
in the nearby terminal of the henge ditch (this vol, 4.9
<),

4.1d  Animal bones
by Mark Maltby

A total of 2110 amimal bone fragments were recorded
from this feature, The species represented by the 2107
fragments positively located to context are shown in
Tables 16 and 17,

Table 16 W2 {1981) Conevbury "Anomaly’: animal
species represented in primary deposits

Context
SO ik L] aadi s L JrlE by EETF
Cakile 21 20 3 s ) 4
Pig = 2 =
| I T - 4 p- -
Baiwr ddiwer 5 a5 = 32 2
Heaver - 1 - 1 -
Umnidentifisd

largi mammal F Ih 12 i H 3
Sheep-siped

mammal L] 16 1 45 3 ¥
Unidentified

mamm.al 13 54 X Fid K ¥ 1
Fish

[ =T T TR - - 11 -
Tofal 23 151 1= g b 151 14
Ipecies 2519 2500 I3k I33F 2538 Twdal
Cattle + 1 + 15 15 450
g - - - 7 - 1%
Bead dier - - - I3 - 21
Bowr dier H 1 5 Id 7 HM
Beaver - - - - .
Fizh

(Brown trout) - - - - 1
Unidentified

lafge imaimkimal 2 1 [E L Lik 234
Shewpesized

miamimal L] 1 128 15 351
Unidentificd

miammal 5 i 4 192 [{E 403
Tahal XX 5 I 1052 73 1715

Thie majority of the faunal assemblage (1715 frag-
marnks) was recovered from the primary deposit where
a dense accumulation of extremely well-preserved
bones was located. Only 60 of the 17 15 fragments were
slightly eroded. There was evidence of canid gnawing
on 32 fragments and 125 fragments displayed various
degrees of burning,.

Cattle and roe deer bones dominated the assemblage,
with pig, red deer, and beaver represented in small
numbers. At least one fish was also represented.
Shieep-sized and large mammal fragments were roug h-

Table 17 W2 (1951) Coneybury “Anomaly’s animal
species represented in upper fills

Species Total
Cattle a4
Sheep/goat 2
Pigg 7
Red deer f
Roe deer 18
Beaver 3
Unidentified large mammal 123
Sheep-sized mammal 53
Unidentified mammal BY

Total 393
Iy equally represented amongst the unidentified frag-
ments. The vast majority of these probably also be-
longed to roe deer and cattle respectively.

The excavation of the primary deposit was carried out
extremely carefully and involved three-dimensional
mc::-t'dmﬁ of all identified finds. Most of the remainder
of the bones were recovensd by drv-sieving through a
dmm mesh and i addition sub-samples of approxi-
mately 10 litres were wet-sieved through a Tmm mesh,
These, from contexts 2247, 2516, and 2538, produced
253 fragments of bone, of which 142 were small un-
identificd mammal fragments, many of them burnt. A
further 57 sheep-sized mammal and 17 large mammal
fragments were not identifiable to species. Those
which were identifiable belonged to cattle (20 frag-
ments), roe deer (4 fragments), beaver (2 fragments),
and fish (11 fragments). The sieving programme can
therefore be demonstrated as having increased the
number of recorded species, since these were the only
fish bones represented in the deposits, However, in
general, the results from the wet-sieving did not add
greatly to the information obtained from the dmm dry-
sieving.

Cattle

Cattle fragments were the most commonly identified
in the primary deposits, The bones represented in the
cattle assemblage are listed in Table 18 and consist
almost entirely of bones from the head and neck or
from the limb extremities, The samphe was domanated
by skull fragments, mandibles, cervical vertebrae,
metapodia, and phalanges. The upper limb bones,
ribs, and other vertebrae were rarely encountered. Car-
pals and some of the tarsals were slightly more com-
.

This assemblage is a classic example of the disposal
of cattle primary butchery waste. Bones with little meat
value were dumped, whereas the major meat-bearing
bones were taken away for further processing and
consumption. The impression gained during the exca-
vation was that the primary fills were formed over a
*i-hurl];.nmiul’ilmv Itis possible, therefore, that these
cattle bones were dumped in one butchery episode. It
is thus important o estimate how many anmimals were
butchered in this manner to form some impression of
the scale of the processing activity.

Table 19 gives the minimum number of cattle repre-
sented by each bone in the primary deposits, The cal-
culations were made by taking the side of the body,
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Table 18 W2 (1981) Coneyvbury "Anomaly”: frag-
ments of cattle represented

Looirditad
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Candele IahE Il Fili= fohn

Skull fragments TH %) L 14 123

Aandible L % L0 HE

Hywoid L i
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Table 19 W2 (19510 Conevbury “Anomaly™ mini-
mum number of cattle elements in primary deposits
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age, and the size of the bone into consideration. The
various calculations showed that at least ten cattle were
represented. Three of these were voung calves (neo-
natal}, five or six were immature, and one or bwo were
adults, Although only a minimum of pine animals were
n.-pwﬂ-:m-d by any individual bone, at least seven
immature or adult cattle were represented by the meta-
carpus and, in addition, at least three neonatal animals
were represented by some of the other bones, Conse-
quently, at least ten cattle of vanous ages had been
butchered.

[t was possible to plot 232 of the cattle fragments on
o thie horizontal distribution plan of recorded finds,
There was noclear distinction between the distribution
of bones from the head and neck and those from the
feet, nor between bones of calves and older cattle. In
several instances, however, there were several grow
of bones located in close |'lrunr:r.1m|l:'l.r which ml:':l
boelonged to the same animal. Several of the skull me,
ments and phalanges were probably still attached to
each other when originally deposited in the pit. The
recovery of a large number of unfused epiphyses
uwlhur with their diaphyses also suggests that these
may still have been joined together by gristle when
dumped.

Ageing data were obtained from the study of man-
dibular toothwear and epiphyseal fusion data. Inaddi-
tion, bones of voung calves could be recognised by
their porosity and these were duly recorded. Table 20
(MED A% showws the epiphysial fusion and the porasity
data for the limb bones. The resalts confirm that at least
three young calves were represented by the very por-
ous bones. Many of the phalanges, however, l:lehmged
toolder animals, since their proximal epiphyses, which
fuse between 15 and 24 months (Grigson 1982a), were
fusing or had fused. The distal metapodia were, un-
usually, still unfused. These are generally thought to
fuse between 24 and 36 months, although the age
varies owing o a vanety of factors, At least three ani-
mals, hivwever, had reached this stageof developmaent,
since the distal epiphyses of their metacarpi had fused,

There wias evidence of tooth eruption wear on 13
mandibles (Table 21, MEFT A1) Six or possibly eight of
these mandibles could be paired with each other and
may have belonged to the same ammals. Four mandi-
Blies from at Jeast two catle had none of the deaduous
primaodars fully crupted whilst the first molar was ane-
rupted. These Belonged to calves that were probably
less than a month old (Higham 1967). Two other man-
dibles had the first moldar only inan early stage of wear
and belonged to animals pﬂrhaﬁn—abﬂul a yearold. 5ix
othier mandibles belonged to older, although still im-
mature, cattle. These still had their deciduous premo-
bars im wesar, Inone specimen, the second molar was in
AN t'.lrt!p‘ h-|.|'lH,h,' ol weear bul the Yhird maolar was une-
rupded, These may have belonged toanimals under 16
months of age (Higham 19%7). Only one specimen had
a fully developed toothrow and this belonged to quite
an old animal, judging by the wear patterns on the
teeth. The dominance of immature animals supports
the epiphvaeal fusion evidenge,

A total of 22 of the cattle bones bore evidence of
butchery in the form of fine cuts made with a sharp
blade (Table 22, MF1 A1), Most examples were found
mear the proximal articulation of the first phalanx.
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These were produced during the disarticulation of the
phalanges from the distal metapodia, The presence of
culs on thie medial surfaces of three of these phalanges
indicates that the toes were carefully separatied from
the metapodia, At the other end of the metapodia, cuts
on three tarsals and near the proximal arliculation of a
mietacarpus and a metatarsus indicate how these bones
were delached from the upper limbs.

Cuts on the skull fragments may be indicative of
filleting, although skimming marks cannot be ruled out,
A calf’s mandible bore cuts on the lateral aspect of the
ramus, An os coxae had cuts inflicted dunng the de-
tachment of the femur from the pelvis. A radies had
knife cuts on its posterior aspect near the proximal
articulation, Thise were probably associated with the
separation of bones at the radio-cubitus joint. A riband
a thoracie vertebra bore cuts near thaeir attachmaents,
indicating how the rbcage was separated from the
verbebrae,

Further evidence for the treatment of cattle carcases
can be gleaned from the study of the fragmentation
pattern of the metapodia (Table 23, MF1 A12). Cnly
bwo (belenging o voung calves) were complete, Most
of the rest appear to have been deliberately broken. The
metatarsi tended to be more fragmented than the meta-
carpi, The breakage pattern, however, appears to have
been quite consistent, One side of the shalt appears to
have been struck by, or hit against, a sharp edge to
crack open the bone, which was then twisted apart.
This would have enabled the marrow to be removed.
This process may have been done in association with
fire. Seven of the metacarpi and two of the metatarsi
fragments bore evidence of burning. Bones processed
for marrow are often heated to facilitate the operation
(Binford 1981, 148). The high fragmentation of the
skulls would also suggest that these had been broken
open to remove the brain for food.

Somme of the fragmentation of the limb bones can be
explained by carmivore scavenging, Twentyv-four cattle
fragmentz (mostly metapodia and phalanges) bore
gnawing marks and a few bones may have been totally
destroved by such activity,

Measurements were taken where possible, although
the high frequency of immature animals limited the
seope bor metrical analysis (Table 24, MFL A L3, All the
bones h-;'lur'.g: | tll-'l.ﬁll"l'l-'l]‘-. o domestee catlle of a sian-
larly large size to those represented on other Early
Meolithic sites in soulhern England.

Rese dier

The 304 fragments klentified to this species are shown
in Table 25, A miwch more balamnced TUpresen Lation of
the different skeletal elements was encountered. The
minimum number of animals represented by each ele-
maent is given im Table 26, At least seven animals were
represented by the radii and tibiae, six by the mandi-
bles, and four by the humeri. Most of the other bones
belonged to at least two or three animals. Context 2247
|:in11.|um|i o seds of lumbar and some thoracic verle-
brae and ribs, which formed two articulated groups, In
addition to these, several sets of phalanges and tarsals
seem to have been dumped in articulation, as were
somae of the major limb bones.

Table 25 W2 (1981) Conevbury "Anomaly” : frag-
ments of roe deer represenited

Bive diver RRE pher Lipper Taal
primary fills

Shoull Fragmeenis 15 rd 1 k]
Mlandilksle i 3 ] 12
Hyvoid 5 5
Lawose tecth 141 1 4 bt |
Geapisla 3 1 1 7
Hiumaerus 3 . 1 B
Radaiss [} 4 1 16
LIlna Bilp . 10
O Comae 3 k. 3 B
Femmur i 3 = 7
Patella a - 2
Tibaa Y 1 - I
Larpals 4 4 - 13
L alvansis a 1 - 3
Aslragaliis a - 2
Cntronginarial 4 1 - 5
{Mber tarsals r 1 - 3
Mletacarpal 4 1 - (1]
Sletatarsal (TERE 5 [u
Latewal Metapaodnal I 1 3
Mlitapuadaal 4 - 4
158 Phaalamix LEH} 5 2 (K]
il I"hakania i 1 | 14
Frd "halans 5 4 9
Rib= 7 13 &
Cervical vertelrae 11 3 14
Tharacic vericbrace ] 17 eh |
Lumbar vertebrae 15 1%
Sacrum 1 1
Tesdal 15:E( 40 LTl 19 aza
§ F mumbie of fragmanis foussd in Imes wel-sievs] samples

Table 26 W2 (19581) Conevbury “Anomaly’ ; mini-
mum number of elements of other species in primary
deposits
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Most of the roe deer bones represented belonged to
sheletally mature animals, le'bl[: 27 (MF1 AL4) shows
the epiphysial fusion data with nearly all the surviving
articular surfaces of limb bones and phalanges fused,
In addition, at least four very voung roe deer were
represented by porous bones, However, only the radii
and tibiae pmdm.-:d more than one porous specimaen.

The mandibular tooth eruption data (Table 28, MF1
Bl) revealed that at least one roe deer had a fully
erupted toothrow. Two other mandibles which had
their permanent premolars erupted but not in wear
may have belonged toanimals aged between 12and 15
months. Two others had the deciduous premolars in
an early stage of wear and at least one of these speci-
mens had an unerupted first molar. These belonged to
animals under six months ald.

Twenty roe deer bomes bore cut marks (Table 22, MIF1
Al1). Cuts on the anterior surfaces of the carpals, meta-
carpus, and centroguartals were made during the dis-
articulation of the feet from the upper limb bones.
Marks on the distal humeri and proximal ulna and radii
wiere associated with the disarticulation of the radio-
cubitus joint. Cuts on the distal scapula revealed how
this was disarticulated from the proximal humerus.
Two mandibles bore cuts on the Eltm] aspect of the
ramus, probably associated with the disarticulation of
thiese bomes from the skull. A thoracic vertebra had cuts
on its articulating surface with the rib made during the
separation of these two bones. The butchery evidence
indicated that the skeletons had been disarticulated in
a systematic manner and, although noevidence for the
filleting of meat from the bones was found, such pro-
cedures need not have left any trace. Most of the limb
bones, however, appear to have been broken open for
marrow. Few bones bore canid gnawing marks.

Other species

Red deer (Cerons elipling) was represented by 21 frag-
ments in the primary deposits. These EH.'HI'Ihl.‘d I al
least two animals (Table 28). A very voung calf was
represented by two unworn deciduous premolars,
three porous phalanges, and a mandible, in which the
deciduous plrl,':n'u:ﬂ..'l IS Wierne l,':rl,:],"-‘h,'d,i Bt pvoet dm veear, An
older animal (or animals) was represented by two frag-
ments of metacarpus, five phalanges, and four skull
fragments, three of which definitely belonged to the
wame skull, In addition, there woere bwo substantial
fragments of antler, which may have been associated
with the digging of the pit. The red deer assemblage
therefore resembled that of the cattle, since only head
and feet bones were represented.

At least fwo imr:mtur-. beavers (Casfor filwr) were
represented by 22 fragments in the primary deposits
(Table 36), Wet-sieving (1mm) produced the calcined
remains of a third phalanx, Two animals were repre-
sented by the radius, femur, and tibia. No evidence of
butchery marks was found on any of the bones, most
of which were found in a relatively complete state.

Unly 19 pig fragments were recovered, representing
a minimum of two animals. One newborn (or possibly
foetal) pig was represented by a tibia whilie the other
bones could have belonged teoa single, older, but still
immature animal. These consisted of three skull frag-
ments, two mandible fragments, live loose teeth, two

cervical and one lumbar vertebrae, two fragments of
the same tibia, two fibulse fragments, and part of a
mctacarpal, Ome of the mandible fragments articulated
with a maxilla. These still possessed their deciduous
mlars and had only the fiest of the molars in wear. The
sicond molars were uneruptied. These bones belonged
to an animal probably under a year old (Bull and Payne
1952).

A fish vertebra recovered from Imm wet-sieving was
a good malch for a browm trout (Salswe frefia) of about
(.3m length. The other fragments of fish could have
belonged to the same species and, indeed, the same
fish.

The unidentifiable bones included a large number of
small skull fragments of large mammal, probably be-
longing bo cattle,

The upper pit fills

The species represented by the 393 fragments recorded
in these levels are shown in Table 17, The sample was
miich less well preserved, with a high proportion of
erodded fragments (178), The sample was dominated h:..'
cattle fragments (Table 18) of which 27% consisted of
loose teeth, an indication of the poorer state of preser-
vation of the assemblage. There was still a bias towards
bones of the head, meck, and feet, but the fills also
included bones from other parts of the skeleton, Two
humern fragments, a first phalanx, an astragalus, and a
frapgment of pelvis belonged to animals the size of
aurochs {Fos primergenins). The remainder of the bones
wene of a similar size to those of the domestic cattle
found in the primary deposits. One humerus in 2254
was charred in a similar manner to the specimens of
humert and radii found in the terminal ditch of the

henge (Maltby, this vol, 4.9 d).

Oy 18 Fragments of roe deer (Table 17) were sdenti-
fied in the upper fills, Mg was represented by seven
fragments (three loose teeth, two humeri, a scapula,
and an ulna), red deer by six fragments (a mandible, an
antler tine, a scapula, two first phalanges, and a third
phalanx), beaver by two teeth and a first phalanx, and
sheep by fragments of a radius and a metacarpus.
These were the only identifications of sheep in this
feature,

DMiscussion

The faunal remains from the primary fills of this deposit
are unparalleled in Britain. They appear to represent a
I'I'h'lp-I.'I-TEI-J[-L']'Il"T‘I. episode, in which at least ten cattle and
several roe deer of varving ages were butchered. At
least ome F'"-Fr annd B rn._'l.l |.||.'|.'r Lo ] B R TR pr('ln_‘-ﬁﬂﬂ
at about the same time.

The cattle were from domestic stock and the cull
included at least theee calves and two or three other
immature amimals. It is clear that their carcases werge
heavily exploited, with the metapodia showing clear
evidence of systemalic mareow extraction, The major
meat-bearing bones must have been taken for con-
sumption elsewhere, Although chronologically dis-
tinct, the bones from the upper layers of the ditch
terminal at the adjacent Conevbury Henge (Maltby,
thiis val, 4.9 I.‘l}l't"'l.'ﬁl'l.'!'i-'l.'l‘lt1.'\'I-I,II;'I'I{‘\'I_' fovr Bl 23 Mg Process
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which resulted in the spatial separation of different
parts of cattle carcases.

The deer appear o have been bulchered at the same
time as the cattle. Unless the animals were killed near-
by, people must have been prepared to carry their
carcases to this site for processing. The beavers and the
trout may have been caught in the nearby River Avon,

The roe deer assemblage did differ from those of cattle
and red deer in that more of the major meat-bearing
bones were represented. Itis possible that these bones
represent the remains of meat consumed immediately
after butchery, whereas the dressed cattle and red deer
carcases were either taken away for consumption else-
where or were preserved (possibly by smaoking) for
later consumplion.

It most of the meal was destined for immediate con-
sumption, it implies that it was supposed o cater lora
large gathering and could be ev idence for the prepara-
tion of a major feast nearby. The presence of relatively
large numbers of cattle major meat-bearing bones in
the later henge ditch sugmests that the site may have
been the focus for such feasts and gatherings over a
considerable period of time, The presence of the voung
calves of cattle, red deer, and roe deer would suggest
that the butchery episode may have taken place during
the summer months, assuming these animals were
born in the spring.

The most remarkable aspect of the species repre-
senbied in this feature is that, although domestic cattle
would bave provided the bulk of the meat, wild ani-
mals form a significant proportion of the assemblage,
Sheep were not represented at all in the promary dae
posits and were probably not kept in the area at that
time, Only one voung pig was represented and it is not
clear whether this was a wild or domestic animal.
Beaverand trout were the other wild species exploited,
although the former may have been processed for their
skins only.

The colluvial fills probably contained some material
that was associated with this mapor butchery event but
was not immediately buried, This would explain the
continwed bas amongst the catthe assemblage towards
bones of the bead, neck, and the limb extremities, and
the presence of most of the roe deer, red deer, and
beaver bones, However, these upper fills also includaed
bones that were incorporated into the deposits over a
considerable period of time. These include bones of
aurachs and sheep which were not present in the pri-

mary fills, and alse some of the other pig and cattle
bones.

4.2 WS83: interim report on the
excavation of an Early Neolithic flint
scatter at Robin Hood's Ball

4.2a Sr'tfd:':;:'rf;hrr}].u

Intensive surface collection within an area of formerly
unploughed downland adjacent to the causewayed
enclosure of Robin Hood's Ball (located on Fig 34)
produced considerable quantities of both worked lint
and prehistoric pottery. The preliminary analysisof the
surface artefact collections demonstrated clear patter-
ning, one of the strongest elements of which was a

cluster of flint scrapers only 30m bevond the ditch of
the cousewayed enclosure, Excavation in 1984 of the
10m by 10m sample square within which the main
scraper concentration had been recorded, and in 1986
of an adpcent area of undisturbed grassland, revealsd
aroughly circular cluster of shallow pits (W83), Within
the area enclosed by the pits were over 200 flint
scrapers, associated with leat-shaped arrowheads and
considerable quantities of worked flint.

The pits contained small quantities of pottery belong-
ing fo the South-Western style, and at least one diec-
orated rim, probably of the Abingdon sub- -style of the
Windmill Hill tradition. Animal bone samples from
b pits produced radiocarbon dates of 3640-3370 BC
(O 14007 andd 3361-303% BC (OxA 1400).

The worked flint and animal bone from the five pits
excavated during the first season have been examined
im order to provide comparative samples for the materi-
al recovered from W2 (1981), the Conevbury * Anomaly’
(this vol, 4.1).

[Miscussion

The preliminary assessment of material from W83 sug-
giests that the activity recovered was of a sedentary
nature, both artefacts and associated geochemical data
suggesting a consistent focus defined by the cluster of
small pits, The emphasis on domestic animals and the
proportionally low blade component within the ana-
lvsed flint industry offer further confirmation of the
stable nature of the recovered activity.

$.2b  Lithics
by Philip Harding

This report details the analvsis of the worked flint from
the pits excavated in 1984, material examined in order
o provide a comparative sample o that from W2
(1981). Subsequent excavation at W83 has provided
additional stratified pit groups together with associ-
ated horizontal deposits which will be analysed and
published ina subsequent report (Richards in prep a).

The quantity of material from the five stratified pitsis
shown in Table 116, The analysis of the pitcontents has
included material from the upper fills which, in pits 108
and 114, forms the largest population by weight of
material, There is no reason to believe that the up
pit fills are seriously contaminated by later mﬂbu_nﬂ]p-

Refitting within this assemblage has been of limited
success, bul has confirmed that knapping took plsceon
site and has shown some relationship between individ-
ual deposits within the filling sequence of pit 102, The
limited quantity of material and the absence of distine-
tive raw materials makes recognition of individual de-
posits within features difficult.

i Recovery and condition

The features were excavated manually. Flints were
recorded by context except for recognised tools which
were recorded in three dimensions. All stratified de-
posits were dry-sieved through 4dmm meshand smaller
(12-15 litre) samples were wet-sieved through Tmm
mesh.
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Flint from primary pit contexts was in mint condition
with a light blue/grey patina. Material from the upper
pit fills was in mint/sharp condition with a white pati-
na. Patches of caloiwem carbsonate concretion (rom
groundwater precipitation were deposited on flint
from all contexts, particularly those from primary posi-
tiens.

11 Raw material

Bodubles of flint from the local chalk appear toy have
been wsed as raw material. They are irregular,
rounded, or subangular in shape, weigh generally be-
fween 200and 40k, and contain thermal fractures. The
flimt is dark grey to black in colour with irregular grey
v;hq_-rt:.,- inclusions, The hard chalky cortex which canbe
up to 12mm thick is often weathered following erosion
from the chalk. The flint served the majority of domes-
tic needs although the production of large core tools
would not have been possible from this raw material.
Ground tools, of which fragments were found at this
site, were undoubtedly the product of sites with larger
raw maberial,

Flaking was probably by direct percussion wsing lo-
cally available flint hammerstones. There is no evi-
dence for imported or organic hammers.

iii  The flint industry

The material is the product of a flake industry, but
includes a low {12%) proportion of blades. Differences
between the ‘waste” and scraper blanks suggest differ-
ent forms of blank production; small blanks for compo-
sitie towls and large blanks for scrapers rather than the
‘waste” being a by-product of a single phase of scraper
blank production.

There is no evidence of core tool production or modi-
fication on site, although ground tool fragments occur
in all features with the exceplion of pit 106, The low
quantities of material present and the lack of refitting
pieces suggests that the sample examined does ot
represent larger scale "industrial” knapping,

Variation within the pits examined suggests some

selectivity in the disposal of clements of the overall
assemblage. Pit 102 has a high proportion of cores,
flakes, and refitting pieces and )Jq:.:w tools suggesting
that the fill contains knapping debris, while pit 108
includes ten scrapers together with probable retouch
chips near the base, but with very litile Knapping
waste. This may represent the manufacture, use, and
dizcard of tools, associated with a surface concentra-
tion of scrapers around this particular pit.

Cores

Twenty-six cores representing a variety of tvpes were
recovered. All, with the possible exception of one
which may have produced blades, were flake cores

Most have one or two platforms including Clark’s flat-
faced A cores (] G D Clark 1960, 2, fig 10), but semi-
discoidal, biconical, and multi-phtﬁ:rm examples are
also present. Refitting indicates that at least some of the
flakes recoversd were removed from cores found with-
in the pits. The cores include failed picces and those
from which control has been lost as well as exhausted

productive examples, The expectations of thermal
flaws within the surface flint industry probably meant
that raw material selection was on a relatively hap-
hazard basis. All cores were made on lhurmall:. frac-
fured cortical nodules except one which was made on
a lake, Complete knapping sequences wene not pres-
ent although the indications are that systematic core
preparation/shaping  was hmited. Sutable striking
platforms were used unmodified (19%), but a higher
proportion (65%) were prepared by the removal of a
flake or by alternate flaking until the striking platform
angle was suitable for flake production. The absence of
specialised end products is accompanied by a lack of
specialised core preparation technigues (lame & créte) or
shaping. Mo great care was taken to orientate the direc-
tion of percussion parallel to the longest axis of the
nodule, although ridges were utilised to maintain flake
length for the production of smaller blanks. This was
of less importance in scraper production. Striking plat-
forms were not modified extensively although faceting
chips are present as are core rejuvenation flakes. The
number of cores with two (32%) or more platforms
suggests that the preferred rejuvenation technigue in-
volved rotating the core and recommencing flake pro-
duction from a new flaking surface or by using alternate
flaking. Crested rejuvenation flakes are, however, ab-
senl.

The largest recorded flake scars on each core show
that 45% lie between 40 and 4%mm in length, a range
within which 54% of the scrapers lie. Flint from the site
was certainly large enough to provide blanks for the
SCTAPWTS,

Some cores have sinuous edges indicating where per-
cussion has been sel back from the edge of the striking

latform. Flakes with broad butts, similar to those

wind on most scrapers, are produced in this way.,

The single largest contribubion to core rejection is an
increase in flaking angle (37%). However, only 6% also
show recession of the striking platiorm m:lge caused
by continuous percussion. This suggests that there was
an appreciation of the point at which the core became
unworkable. Similarly the number of exhausted
cores/striking platforms (8% ) also suggests a fairly high
standard of abality,

Flakes

Table 116 shows the total number of measured lakes,
broken flakes, burnd flakes, and chips from each pit. All
complete flakes were measured and were divided into
broad tvpes according o their presumed position of
origin on the core (Harding torthcoming a). The ma

jority probably result from core trimming and were
produced as by-products of flake and blade production
or dunng core preparation,

Unretouched tools may be present within the flake
assemblage, although their presence and proportions
cannot be quantified. Much of the flake assemblage is
unsuitable for scraper blanks, as shown in Figures 149
and 150

Overall results of the analysis are shown in Figure
149, where they are compared with those from W2
(1981}, More detailed results are contained within
archive, The results show a greater proportion of
blades at W2 (1981) which indicates a higher standard
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of t::-chnull_r!_l'.. (for a discussion of other jJi'll!Li'llI.-.‘l] A%k
|.'H.‘CI:5- of bladeflake variation see overall lithic discus-
siom, Richards, this vol, 54), The ranty of blades,
including broken picces, reinforces the argument that
they were not part of the production at WE3, and that

restimably flakes were used instead. This is in con-
trast to W2 (1981) where flakes supplemented blade
production.

The flake classes, compatible with other earlier Meoli-
thic assemblages, confirm the importance of consery-
ing ridges at the front of the core for guiding flake
length. This has a comresponding  effect  on
breadth/length ratios. Most flakes were struck from
cores worked in a single direction, with scars from right
angles tothe direction of percussion being present from
twoeplatform or multi-platform cores.

Flan butts predominate (67%) while “others” are
mastly thiose too small to determine, the effect of per-
cussion near the core edge, Narrow buttz are consistent
with other Meolithic industries and are accompanied
by platform abrasion which removes overhang and
strengthens the edge of the striking platform, Platform
abrasion is most common i miscellancows trimming
flakes/blades at both W2 (1981) and WE3, which implies
it wee b remove blanks once the cores were prepared.
The effects of abrasion on butt width can be shown by
the variation between WE3S (107% abraded) and W2
(1981) (30% abraded), where butts are generally thin-
ner. Percussion angles, which can also effect flake
length, are also lower at WE3 than at W2 (1981) but arce
broadly consistent with the Neolithic industries from
thie Stonehenge ares. OF the messured lakes, 10,36%
have plunged and 3.64% hinged distal ends. Hinged
flakes are most common amongst preparation flakes,
accounting for 18% within this class; 11% of broken
flakes have Sired fractures (acodental breakages, Bor-
des 1979, fig 4.2).

Chips

With an average ratio of two chips per Hake, chips
appear to be under-represented. This may be an effect
of sieving strategies, but may in some cases suggest
that the material has been incorporated within pits as
secondary rubbish. Those recovered appear o sub-
stantiate the technological conclusions already sug-
gested. Faceting chips (Newcomerand Karlin 1957) are
virtually absent, although abrasion chips, of which
about 10% have abraded butts, are undoubtedly pres-
ent. Ketouch chips are less easy to identify but chips
from pit 108 may be of this tvpe, related to an associated
deposit of scrapers.

Sorapers

The scraper population is high (average ratio of 21
flakes per scraper) compared to W2 (19581) where the
primary deposit contained a ratioof 35:1. Unretouched
tools, suggested at the latter site on the basis of blades
and fraces of microwear, are much more difficult to
suggest at WHE3,

A total of 151 well-made scrapers were found from all
contexts excavated im 1984, The 46 from the pits, of
which 11 are from wpper fills, form 69% of the stratified
retouched compoenent and as such maintain the domin-

ance of scrapers in Neolithic assemblages. Scrapers are
made on flakes with aslightly dipping pnﬂi]u,nﬁmu:.,h
plunged flakes are generally avoided. Three are made
on fragments, ten on flakes with no butt, and one is
burnt, Fesults of analysis of blank form from 116
SCTAPHITS A0 gl n In F:i!.:l.ll'\'l.' 150 and indicate a well-
defined selection of blanks, Sixbv-mine per cent are
between 40 and 3¥mm long, 727 are between 40 and
S9mm broad, and 92% are over 10mm thick, a selection
of broad thick blanks. Thickness appears to be particu-
larly important towards the distal end. The I:I-]anﬂ have
less well ridged dorsal surfaces which can be produced
by maintaining a flatter flaking surface to the core and
placing the point of percussion well on to the striking
platform [see butt width, Fig 149). Flakes with abraded
butts are therefore rare. Suitable flakes are scarce
amongst the waste flakes, with only 19% of waste
flakes Ivimg within one standard deviation of the mean
for two or more measured attributes of scraper length,
breadth, and thickness. This compares with 1% of
serapers with zero or one failed attribute,

Core preparation flakes (24%) and side tnmming
flakes (40% ) ane shown to be mone suited for scraper
sedection than miscellaneous timming flakes (229%).
Howw ever, .*u.ll.:..‘lul:_. thick, "miscellansous lri|'|'||||i|;'|ﬁ" and
‘miscellaneous trimming bBlanks’ (317%) were also pro-
duced with broad butts for scrapers. They share few
characteristics with the shorter, thinner, elongated,
miscellaneous trimming waste flakes which argues for
an independent scraper blank production. Although
surface material bas not been examined in seificient
detanl to determine the presence of such blanks, ther
absence from the pits may suggest their production off
siter,

Retoargly

Thee haghest proportion (93%) of blanks were modified
by direct retouch. Figure 151 shows the distribution of
retouch on 106 examples of end scrapers. This shows
that the majority occur around the distal end, but that
retouch extends more in-quenﬂ!.-' on to the right edge
of the flake than the left. This may be related to the
scraper being drawn towards a right-handed user. Ad-
ditional retouch is rare and is generally hmited to
simple modification of the butt. Figure 151 also shows
the relationship of scraper blade length to seraper blade
angle, The scraper blades normally range from 30-
5mm in length and are retouched at a relatively low
angle (65-75 degrees) into a regular convex edge, This
minimises the occurrence of serapers with undercut
edges. Cortical scraping edges are present. Srapers
replicated in experiments show that similar retouch can
be achieved by low angle direct percussion using a flint
hammirstomns.

Mo refitting retouch chips were found; however,
chips found with scrapers in the primary fill of pit 108
seem likely to represent retouching resharpening acti-
vities, No scrapers with worn scraping edges were
obsservisd.

Dtails of the remaining 28 retouched pieces which
include two leal arrowheads, one fabricator, and four
ground flint tool fragments are contained within the
archive, This material will be discussed within the final
report (Richards in prep a),
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Table 29 W53 Robin Hoods Ball: animal species
represented by context

Pt Mr M Pie Par

Specres Topsael 102 [ M NS II4 Obleer Todal
Catils 1 2 2 | 3 11 | k|
Shavepgoat - - - ] 1 5
Feg - i | - R
Unademlated

lrge mammal 1 3 - 2 # | 15
Sl s kFad

mamamal - I - 1
Unsdentafied

mamm.al 1 14 ] 3 1 25
Total 3 7 3 1 1 2 L |

4.2¢  Animal bones
by Mark Maltby

A total of 73 animal bone fragments were recovered
from the 1984 excavation, from both the topsoil and five
pits (Table 29%). These totals include 22 fragments re-
covered from Imm sieved samples. Twelve of those
could only be assigned to the unidentifiable mammal
category and four belonged to unidentified large mam-
mal. The sieving programme produced three identibi-
able fragments of pig, two of sheep/goal, and one of
cattle.

Cattle fragments were found in small numbers in all
of the pits. The cattle sample consisted of 12 loose teeth
fragments, a radius, two metacarpi, two metatarsi, a
first and third phalanx, a proximal sesamoid, and a
lumbar and two cervical vertebrae fragments. Pit 114
produced all but bwo of the posicranial fragments, The
sparse ageing evidence indicated that immature cattle
were represented, The distal artieulations of one of the
mactacarp and one of the metatarst were both unfused
and thus belonged to animals probably under three
virars of age (Silver 1969), The third phalany was porous
and belonged to a voung calf, as did a decsduous fourth
premolar which was only just coming into wear, On the
othier hand, older cattle were represented by the fused
lumbar vertebrae, some of the teeth, and a metacarpus
with a fused distal 1,-|,‘li'|,'|-'|'|}'hi.=-..

Meazuremonts wiere ['lttﬁn'il"lh_- on thrse cattle bormies,
The radius had a maximum proximal breadth of
7hamm, a metacarpus had a maximum distal breadth
of 62.8mm, and the first phalanx had a maximum
length of 39.2mm. These all fell within the range of
measurements obiained for large domestic cattle found
in other Neolithic assemblages in southern England.

Sheep/goal was represented in two of the pits. Two
fragments of loose teeth were recovered in a sieved
sample from pit 108 and pit 114 included a shait frag-
ment of a metacarpus, the sleaderness of which indi-
cated that the bone probably belonged to sheep rather
than goat. All but one of the pig fragments were found
in pit 102 and included at IEIdsl four bones from the
same animal. The proximal portions of a third and a
fourth metatarsal were I’nun\.ﬂn association. A sieved
sample from the same context produced two of the
tarsals that arficulated with the mefatarsals, Context
176 produced the distal half of the fourth metatarsal,

This articulation was unfused and the bones belonged
to an immature animal. The rest of the pig assemblage
consisted of teeth fragments. A lower third melarin an
carly stage of wear had a length of 36.5mm. This was
within the siee range usually attnbuted to domestic pag
rather than to wild boar.

The assemblage as a whole was poorly preserved, A
todal of 32 fragments consisted of loose teeth frag-
ments, several not identifiable to speces, and all but
orve of the other fragments hid surface erosion which
was moderate or severe in most instances. The cattle
first phalanx bore evidence of gnawing, possibly by a
dog. Four small fragments (three from sieved samples)

had basen burnt,

4.3 Neolithic pits on the King
Barrow Ridge and Vespasian's Ridge

4.3a  An Early Neolithic pit on the King
Barrow Ridye

The material from the pit under consideration was
recoversd by Fde M Vatcher in the course of a walching
brief carried out on the route of the A303 improvement
im 1967,

The fimds were contained within one box and there
was noassocialed written or photographic archive, The
position of the pit was recorded on the finds bags and
labels and is consistently referred to as “South of the
AJ03, cut by road ditch, located approximabely 100k
west of the New King Barrow Wood', If the distance is
100y ards then the position of the pitcan be located with
some precision at SU 13324198, No dimensions are
wiven although the maximum depth recorded on inds-
vidual finds labels is 0.%0m. From this information i
appears that the potlery was consistently at a lower
level than the small number of flints that were ro-
corded. There is no information for the location within
the pit of the associated bone.

The finds

Five pieces of worked flint were recovered. The fact
that two of these are scrapers suggests that some selec-
tivity may have taken place. One end scraper is made
on a thick cortical flake showing signs of bulb removal.
Theotheris a side/end scraper made on a partly cortical
ilaki,

The prehistoric pottery
F'_l,r Rozapmrnd Clial

A minimum of five vessels are represented, all but one
of which are certainly or probably of earlier Neolithic
date (Fig 35).

Vessel 1: represented by the bwo body sherds of fabnic
FFeS: Indet'l and pt:ur.-.lhll..' bv one additional sherd
which, although it seems to lack iron oxides, has a
distinctive colouring which is very similar to the other

sherds. Probably carlier Meohithic,

Vessel 20 represented by a sherd with a lug (P35),
Although the sherd 1% in the common fabric FS:Neo/l,
the vessel is of much finer quality than the rest of the
sherds in that fabric. Certainly earlier Neolithic.
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Fig 35 King Barrowe Ridge earlier Neolithee pif; prehustorse
pdtery (P33-P56)

Vessel 3: represented by three body sherds in fabric
S:lndet’l, The small plain rim (P53) probably also be-
lomgs tos this vessel, Probably earlier Neolithic,

Viessel 4 represented by the plain rim ("54) in fabric
FS:Neo'l and probably also by two body sherds, one of
which is large. Probably carlier Neolithic,

Vessel 5: represented by one plain body sherd in fabric
S:indet/]

The lug (P56) could possibly belong to vessel 4

The assemblage is small and fragmentary, but can be
placed within the South-Western regional style on the
basis of lack of decoration, lack of heavy rims (and
presence of simple, unthickened rims), and the occur-
rence of the fwo lugs, Solid oval lugs such as P56 are a
commion feature of the large South-Western assemb-
lage from Maiden Castle, Dorset (Wheeler 1993). Al-
though vertically perforated lugs are not common in
that ..1-_.5._l:|'|1b|._11_:|:, a hn;ml.l[:p qamilar |||H ton Hhat of viegsel
2(P55) dowes occur at W2 (1981) the Conevbury “Anom-
:1]1. L clearly South-Western style site oy $00m b the
south-east (Cleal, this val, 4.1 ¢). The fabrics of the
'|_'h:1l:11_ ry frovm fhae HII'Ih Barrow Hll.'l.ﬁl' |"|I|: also resemible
those from the Conevbury "Anomaly” assemblage, al-
though F$:Neo'l does vary considerably in frequency
of inclusions, even within single vessels, Even fabric
FFeS:indet /1 here might be encompassed within fabnc
FS:Mea'l, ag al {"ul'u.-_l.'hl.ll‘!.' '.-hmr'n.ﬂj."; iron oicles do
occue in that fabric, although lnEn:LFuvn.tlv. Fabric
S:indet/1, however, is clearly different from the fabrics
represented in the Coneyvbury “Anomaly’ assemblage

Iihstrated potleny (Fisg 350

"33 S:ndet/l.
rounded

P53 Fo:Meo'l, Plain rim; simple, upright, rounded

Small plain nm; simple, everted,

P55 FS:Meol. Horizontally applied oval lug with a
vertical perforation. The lug |1P.<11~' broken across the
perforation in antiquity. Exterior orange-brown, dark
grev (over lug surface); interior pale grev-brown

P56 FS:Meol. Large horizontally applicd oval lug,
unperforated. Orange surfaces, grey core

STONEHENGE EXYIRONS MFROJECT

Fabrics

FFeScandet'l. Soft fabric with moderate flint (mm),
sparse iron oxides (small rounded grains mm), and
commaon to abundant coarse sand

FS:New'l. Asin W2 (1981 tvpe series

Silndet'1. Hard but brttle fabne with abundant coarse
sand

Animal bones
Frr Mirk Ml

The bone includied one slmost complete domesticcatile
femur represented by four fragments. Several fine cuts
were recorded, made during dismemberment and fil-
leting of meat from the bone. The breakage of the bone
may have been the result of marrow processing, al-
I:Imnhh the evidence is ol conclusive. The only other
bone was a fragment of cattle thoracic vertebra.

4.3b A Neolithic pit on Vespasian's Ridge

The material from the “Vespasian®s Ridge (7) Neolithic
pit’ was recovered by F de M Vatcher in the course of a
watching bricf carried out on the route of the A303
improvement in 1967, The material was contained
wilhin one box and there was noaccompanying written
or photographic archive.

The exact location of the pitis unknown, but it can be
assumed to be around 5U 145421, the poeint at wihich
the ridge running northwards from the Iron Age hill-
T o "i-r'l.‘ﬁl"'\..'l.‘-.i-'ll'llh ('Jml'- wWas cuil h!.' the road. Thers
are pw pescords of the dimensions of thie pit.

The finds

The dating evidence for the pit is provided by a broken
ground lint axe (nod illustrated), The axe, which s in
mint condition but very patinated, is of pale flint with
some cherly inclusions, Length 10d8mm, maximum
width 32mm, maximum thickmess 25mm. Thee edge of
the ase 15 regulary ground and exhibits only occasional
chips which may be use damage,

The pit contained nine fragments of bone, only one
of which can be positively identified. This is a large
caltle calcaneus in a heavily ercded state, as were the
other fragments, all of which appear to be large mam-
mal (bome identified by Mark Maltbv).

4.4 W32: the sample excavation of
Fargo Wood I flint scatter

4. 4a  Excavatron location and pre-excaiation
defimition

Extensive surface collechion north of the Stonehenge
Cursgus in the winber of P9R0E]L (52) located a dense and
well-defined linear flint scatber at grid reference SU
111433, The scatter, which initially appeared to be ap-
proximately 30m long (north-south) and 10m wide, lay
on a patch of heavier clay soil, The worked flints re-
covered from this soil exhibited a light patina and a
relatively fresh appearance. Preliminary analysis of
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material recovered from the first stage of surface collec-
tion, a sample of 160 pieces of worked ilint from one
S transect, identified a blade component suggesting
a date in the earlier Neolithic. The possibility that Me-
solithic activity might be represented was not ignored,

as it was felt that extensive surface collection could not
be relied upon to recover such diagnostically Mesoli-
thic artefacts as microliths, At this preliminary stage
thie scatter was interpreted as an area of Early Neolithic
activity, with a tool component suggesting at least a
partly domestic function. The nucleated nature of the
area recorded provided a strong contrast to the exten-

sivie areas of activity, assumasd to b of later Neolithic
date, which the project had identified during the first
season of surface collection.

The scatter described above, providing a considerable
contrast to that located on Wilsford Down (W31, this
vol, 4,100, was selectied for further evaluation as part of
the first (1982) season of surface scabber excavation,
Prior to excavation a detailed surfoce collection was
carricd out in spring 1962, An area of 65m by 20m (sec
Fig 36 for location) was subdivided into 5m squares
within which all surface artefacts were collected. All
flint tools identified in the field and all sherds of pottery
were precisely plotted. This collection, details l.1F{ ‘hich
are contained within the archive, confirmed the spatial
integrity of the scatter, and served to define its edges
more closely, but also introduced a confusing element.
Sherds of Beaker pottery and flint tools of post-Meoli-
thic date were recovered, their distribution entirely
coincident with the limits of the flint scatter, A magne-
tomeder survey carried out by the Ancient Monuments
Laboratory prior to excavation suggested only one
anomaly, a possible pit (Bartlett, this vol, MF1 Bé; Figs
37 and 38, MF1 B7 and Bs),

Excavation

Tha= prvitial h-,!:ll'll_"ll;,' transect, area B, was lasd oul across
thee lomg axis of the scatter and was also positioned in
order to examine the one recorded magnetic anomaly.
The trench, 20m by 2m, was hand excavated, the top-
soil removed on a Im grid with a 20% sample of the
squares dry-sieved through 4mm mesh. The heavier
nature of some of the soils encountered on this site
rendered it necessary o wet-sieve some “dirty” dry-
sieved residues in order o recognise artefacts.

Some concept of the true nature of the scatter was
achieved very rapidly, duning the digging of the site
cess pit. This was naturally dug im an area devoid of
surface artefacts, in this case approximately 30m be-
vond the western end of area B at the edge of Fargo
Wood. The sequence revealed in the pil section showed
a stonefree clavey soil approximately 0.40m deep,
overlying a sorted horizon (context 44 within the pit)
whwﬁ']':nu.iun.ﬂwnﬂdrmhlt vantities of worked and
burnt flint together witha s 1.|J quantih’nf prehistoric
pottery. This sequence was repeated in the area exca-
vated bevond the apparent western edge of the scatter,
whereas to the east the distribution of worked flint
appeared to correspond very accurately with the edge
of the deeper clay soils, The linear nature of the scatter
had been produced by differential plough penetration,
deepest at the soil junction. The eftects of this differen-
tial disturbance, recovered from the excavation of both
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Fig 36 Fargo Wood sites: location of W32 amd W34

the ploughsoil and, where located, the underlving
sorted horizon, are shown graphically in Figure 39. In
order to present the data as comparative histograms
this figure laterally compresses data from adjacent Im
squares within the 2m wide transect.

Within area B the assemblage of artefacts included
pottery of earlier Neolithic to later Bronze Age date
together with considerable quantities of worked flint,
This area produced over 73% of the combimed lint tool
total for both excavated areas, together with consider-
ably higher levels of burnt flint.

A further trench. area A, was excavated running at
right amgles to that described above, This trench, again
20 by Zm, was excavaled in order to examine a slight
surviving element of an adjacent “Celtic’ field system
(ECHME 1979, map 1). No trace of the field “bank’
apparent on the surface had survived within plough-
sl o subsoil and in contrast to the adjacent trench the
soil profile was markedly more calcarcous. A broadly
sirnilar range of arbefacts was recoversd from this
trench, although acontrast is provided by the generally
lower levels of worked and burnt flint and by the
greater proportion of Neolithic pottery from this area.

Dhiscussiomn

Pricer to excavation, both initial surface collection and
subsequent, more intensive work suggested that the
activity under consideration had spatial, if nod chrono-
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logical integrity. The results of the excavation clearly
demonstrate that the apparently nucleated activity is,
b certain extent, the product of differential disturb-
ance, resulling inselective visibility of surface artelacts.
However, the localised distribution of worked flings,
even withina very restricted samplearea, suggests that
there is a positive correlation between activity and soil
type. In area B the junction of the heavier clay soils and
the lighter chalk soils is marked both by an identifiable
physical change and by the apparent edge of a dense
scatter of worked flint. The contrast is reinforced by the
results from Area A, lving entirely on the lighter soils,
wheere levels of worked flint arecomnsistently lowser than
those from area B,

It is tempting to suggest that the overall nature of the
activities represented by these two areas can be ident-
ified. Arca A, on light soil and assocsted with an
clement of a field svstem, can be suggested as having
a direct link with the later Bronze Age settlement im-
muediately to the south (W3, this vol, 4.14 and Fig 37,
MF1 B7). Area B, in contrast may be considered to
demonstrate carlier Meolithic activity on a sl type
possibly exploited as a source of flint. This suggestion
is mot reinforced by the ceramic evidence (Figs 40, 41,
and 42). There is, however, a direct hink between pot-
tery fabrics identified from both the Fargo Wood sites
iTables 31, 32, MF1 B9-12, C1-14, and Table 103, MF2
E7-F8), perhaps adding weight to the suggestion that
somie of the W32 pottery mav represent manuring from
the settlement focus represented by W3

Itis perhaps unwise to speculate furtheron the nature
of the activity recovered by this sample excavation, The
overall sampling approach appears valid and the re-
sults, if inconclusive in the stoct sense, did provide an
immediate awareness of the potential varability of both
preservation and consequent archaeological visibility.
This awareness was of considerable value in sulb-
sequent seazons of excavationand field work, and in the
formulation of wider management recommendations,

440 Lithis

Surface collection and excavation produced a total of
3874 pieces of worked flint. These can be considered
within four broad groups: the surface collection flints,
those from the two sample trenches (areas A and B),
and the small group recoversd from the excavation of
the site cess pit, The composition of these groups is
shown in Table 30

Although, as discussed within the site report, there
wias somae viertical separation of artefact groups within

the twosample trenches, the groups of worked flintcan
all be considered as unstratified. Equally, although
there is some variation in the composition of the two
larger excavated groups, the relationship of which to
recovered soil boundaries is also discussed within the
sibie report, thee proximity of the two trienchies makes the
examination of overall trends the most appropriate
approach. Although the two trenches were closely
spaced, the variation in soil tvpe between them re-
sulted in their respective flint grou ps exhibiting widely
differing patination. All of the material is in mint to
sharp condition but that from area A, located on a
calcarecus soil, is patinated pale Plue to white, while
that from the clay soil of area B is a dark to mid Blue-
ey in colour,

A stage 1 catalogue has been prepared for all the
recovered material, data from which have been em-
ploved in the construction of the flint distribution
profiles shown in Figure 39.

The preparation of this catalogue suggested a poten-
tially wide date range for the material under examin-
ation. Specific tools incdude arrowheads of leaf type
(bwo), petit tranchet derivative type (Four), and barbed
and tanged tvpe (one), The scrapers from the whiole
assemblage again reflect the suggested chronological
range (Riley, this vol, 5.3), with a small number of early
types, the ubiquitous dominance of type 4, and a not-
able peak in the Beaker-associated type 7. In addition,
four borers/awls, which may also be suggested as hav-
ing a brosdly Bronze Age association, were recovered.
Despite the mixed nature of the overall assemblage,
certain earlier Neolithic elements, apart from the more
obvious arrowheads, con be wdentified from the results
of the rapid assessment. The sample of 1737 complete
lakes fram areas A ..'|:|'||'J B i|'|-|;'||.|:|.‘||:h .'r'.ﬂ-"f'}n 1_|-!|' bl.ldr e
portion (breadih:bength 2.5:5), within which, and with-
in the broken flakes, an actual (deliberately produced)
blade component can be identified. However, despite
the eccurrence of a small number of svstematic single
platiorm cores, no specific blade cores were identified.

The raw material emploved appears to be mainly
chalk flint, although some larger nodules, represented
by a range of unsystematic cores, may well derive from
the clay soils to the south and west of the area exam-
i, Two flakes of gravel flint were identified.

This ilimt assemblage, and most specifically that part
of it recovered from area B, represents a potentially
very small sample of what may be an extensive area of
activity. This, and itz demonstrably mixed nature, ren-
der inappropnate any immediate further stages of ana-
Iysis.

Table30 W32 Fargo Wood I: composition of the flint assemblage

Cores
complebe  fragments  complete
Surface collection T 42 BT
Area A 24 ) 786
Area B ) 41 a5
Ciss pit 5 5 33
Totals 175 17 2377

Flakes :';q'nr;l.;'r:- f_:"”h'r’ Tirhrll
brokenn  benf refourched hools
1 5h 36 Bh i 7 1044
2 k) 25 7 i 115
373 55 45 13 13 15581
14 1 1 - = 2
233 129 1600 37 26 3874
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4.4¢  The prehistoric pottery (Fig 40)
by Framces Baymond

A total of 271 sherds, representing a minimum of 21
wpasels, were recoversd [Table 31, MEFL BU-12). These
cover a broad time span within the prehistoric period,
from the earlier Meolithic to the later Bronee Age {al-
though the possibly earlier Meolithic material is ex-
tremely fragmentary and consists only of small body
sherds of doubtful attribution) (Fig 41). While the same
chronological range is present at both areas excavated

- 4 T s
| 1D

P1EG l '1;.-’-%"

withim the sife, the distnbubion of ceramics in area Bis
wirighted towards the later Bronee Age (Fig 42). In
ceramic terms this would appear to be the only signifi-
cant distinction bebween the: bwo areas excavabied

The Average sherd '-'i'I.'IH_]'Il. of ll‘{-!; remuined constant
between areas A and B and between ceramics of the
various chronolegical phases. This apparent mixing,
fosumd also at W3l (this vol, 4.10), reflects the derived
nature of the archaeological contexts, Identical fabrics
oocur in bodth locations, but |||'|!|'1|r|:1,.||'|..'||1.-|§,' the small
numbers of featured sherds made it impossible
identify different vessels within the same fabric group.
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Details of the number of sherds assigned to each of
these groups are given in Figure 41.

Earlier MNealithic

The sherds at W32 are small and do not provide encough
evidence for a discussion of form or numbers of vessels.
However, the fabric of one vessel (F5:Men2) was alsn
noted in preliminary examination of the pottery from
WES, the Robin Hood’s Ball settlement site (Table 32,
MELCl1=14), and alsooccurs within material from W53,
the associated intensive surlace collection (Richards im
prep a). In both locations it is used to produce plain
Meolithic bowls,

Peterborough Ware

A minimum of three vessels are represented. Only two
sherds, one in each area, survive from one of the ves-
sels, One is a carinated body sherd (not illustrated),
which includes seed impressions on the exterior sur-
face (FV:Pet/l). The second vessel, represented by a
single sherd (PIIB), is also wnusual in the common
inclusion of mica as an intrusive element within the
clay paste (FM:Pet/1, see W31, the Meterborough Ware
(this vol, 4. 10 ¢, for discussion).

The linal vessel is :eprewnted bv the greatest number
of sherds, only one of which is ‘decorated (P119]). At
W32 it is not possible to assign this to a particular style
group within the Peterborough series, although the
same fabric {Fle:Pet/1) ocours at W31 in Mortlake form.

Beaker

A minimum of 11 vessels are represented. Each of the
nine Beaker fabrics recorded at W32, with the exception
of GeBke'l, occurs elaeswhere within the !'-Illul'll.'l'li.'l'l.ﬁl,'
WP tTl'Ibhl ::3]

Eleven of the 41 Beaker sherds are decorated and five
separate motifs are represented. The infilled pendant
wsaed im bwo vessels (P120and PU36) belongs to Clarke's
Southern Motif Group 4 (1970, 427-8),

Deverel-Rimbury

A minimum of four vessels are represented, bwo Barrel
anid two Globular Urns, Fabric FS:DRE has beenident-
ified im Type 1 Globular Urns (Calkin 19%62) in prelimi-

Table 33 W32 Fargo Wood - associated findspots
for Beaker ceramic fabrics

Fabric group [ LS T

Excaration Sarfaye

L (T

Fres: B BATE2 WA TR TR (WRS) |52 (R
fela Bhe 1 I WA WO WS {32 (B3] (6]
fela M BRr ] W32 Wa?
Sl Bl 2 IOV WM IWES (WS () (6]
Ll H LS W3l WA {321
LI L H LS Wiz de=di
LI N VR W LES NETEEY
feS-Bke 1 MRS RS (WAL
W5l prelimizary amalvsis of pofiery rom surisce colloction sduscent o

Robin Hood s Ball camsraaned enclosune

nary examination of the pottery from W35, Metheravon
Bake long barrow (Richards in prepal. Of the Deverel-
Rimbury sherds, 90% belong to the Barrel Urn fabric
FleM:DR/1, which occurs in the form of a small tub-
shaped vessel North of the Cursus (52), At W32 the
decoration takes the form of fingernail impressions
with a single example of a triangular mtif.

Later Bronze Age

A minimum of nine vessels, identified on fabric dif-
ferences alone, are represented. The distribution of
fabrics represented at W32 is confined mainly to the
area of the field system around Fargo Wood (ie to W32,

W34, W55, and to the surface collection areas Morth of
the Cursus (52) and Cursus West End (62), although
three of the fabric groups (FleS:LBASL, FS:LBA/1, and
F5:LBA/3) are also found at W53 (Richards in prep a).

Although only two rim forms, one of which has simple
[lngﬁrllp decoration, are represented at W32 (P13 and
IF134), identical later Bronze Age fabrics occur al other
sites within the area, where they are used to produce
jars characteristic of Barrett’s post-Deverel-Rimbury
comples { Barrett 1980,

Mustrated pottery (Fig 400
Petertwrongh

F118  Area A, context 39

FM:Pet’]. Body sherd, Three paralle] twisted cord im-
pressions. The areas these define are infilled with diag-
ol incisions arranged ina hemngbone pattern,

119 Area A, context 143
Fie:Pet/l. Body sherd, Three twisted cord impressions,
twerr oof which form a mght angle.

Rewrker

M20 Area A, context 29
feGM:Bkr 2. Body sherd. Impressed comb maotif used
o forrm a pendant infilled with horizontal lines.

"M21  Area A, context 133

FieS:Bke/l. Body sherd. Rectangular-toothed comb
motif used to define an area infilled with seven parallel
lines set at right angles to the first.

"122  Arca A, context 133

feGM:Bkr 2, Body sherd. Three parallel lines of squarne-
toothed comb impressions arranged in a narrow band.
M23  Area A, context 161

feS:Bkrl. Body sherd. Five indistinet impressions,
probably fimgernail,

24 Area A, context 164

feGMBRrL. Rim sherd. Rounded. Horizontal linear
IMpression,

M25% Area A, context 167

GiBkr/l. Body sherd, Two parallel comb impressions.

126 Area A, context 167
feS:Bkrl, Body sherd. Impressed motif used to form a
pendant infilbed with horizontal lines,
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M27  Area B, context 103
feCM:Bke'1. Body sherd. Two linear incisions defining
an area infilled with parallel lines radiating inwards.

Dvowerel-Rinrlniry

M35 Area A, context 130
FAM:DR/1. Body sherd. Two parallel linear incisions.
Type [ Globular Urem.

F12% Area A, context 149
FieM: DR, Body sherd, Fingernail impression. Tub-
shaped Barrel Urn,

P13 Area B, context 55
Fiehl: 3], Body sherd. Three Imgq.rnm] IMpressions,
Tub-shaped Barrel Urn.

F131  Area B, context 87
FlehM:DEL. Body sherd. Impressed triangular motif.
Tub-shaped Barrel Urn,

132 Area BB, comtext 118
FleM:DR1. Rim sherd. Asymmetrically rounded. Tub-
shaped Barrel Urn.

Latfer Brimze Axe

F133 Area A, context 161

FS:LBAZ. Rim sherd. Flattened top sloping towards
the interior of the vessel. Fingerlip impressions along
top of rimm.

P13 Area B comtext @i
CFGLBA, Bim sherd, Boundisd,

Indeterminaie

P135 Area A, context 1549
fe5V:Indet'l. Body sherd. Impressed maotil.

P13 Area B context 110
FS:LBEAZ. Rim sherd.

Hevaker

MA7  Surlface collection, comfext X311

(Sherd mislaid after illustration, so no fabric descrip-
tion). Body sherd with rectangular-toothed comb im-
pressiens.

[*132 Surface collection, context 235

(Sherd mislaid atter illustration, so noe fabric descrip-
tiom}. Body sherd with grooves or worn comb impress-
lons,

4.5 W55: the evaluation excavation
of the Lesser Cursus
4.5a  Site description

The Lesser Cursus lies along the summit of a remark-
ably flat ridge top ¢ 6m o the north-west of the
western end of the Stonehenge Cursus. Running ap-
roximately WSW-ENE  between SU 10354345 and
0734352, the monument is ¢ 400m long and 60m wide,
Aenal photographs show that it was levelled by
ploughing between 1934 and 1954, but that it un;.,lnﬂlh'
consisbed of a ditch with an internal bank. The western
end comiprises a closed terminal with a slightly eccen-
tric profile, while the eastern end is open, the two

parallel ditches apparently terminating approximately
7am short of Farge Wood, The monument is effectively
divided in half by a shightly oblique cross ditch, the
alignment of which appears to reflect that of the termi-
nal ditch. The cross ditch appears 1o show traces of a
bank on its castern (exterior) side.

Certain aspects of the monument were suggested for
investigation by the RCHME, specifically “the E end of
the Lesser Cursus and also the cross-bank within it and
its relationship to the menument as a whole” (RCHME
1979, xv, (c)). The sample excavations carmed out in
1953 were designed o investigate these points and also
to sample the ditch deposits at the western end.

Previous excavations at the Stonehenge Cursus had
demonstrated that the terminal ditch was much larger
than those of the long sides and  that its onginal form
probably incorporated a substantial earthwork termi-
ral bank (Stone P47 Christie 1963; Wb and W53, this
vol, 4.7). It was intended to investigate the possibility
of a similar relationship at the Lesser Cursus,

Prior to the excavation, the most obvious sequence of
construction that could be suggested for the monu-
ment was that it had been built in two stages: the first
a short cursus extending as far east as the cross bank,
the second a possibly unfinished stage doubling the
onginal length, The only problem with this suggested
seuence lay in the position of the ditch on the west
(interior) side of the cross bank.,

A combination of a magnetometer survey carried out
by the Ancient Monuments Laboratory {Bartlett, this
vol, MF1 D1; Fig 44, MF1 D2) and drought conditions
during the excavation, which showed up the ditch as a
clear parchmark in grass, meant that a complete
ground plan of the monument could be oblained (Fig
43). On the basis of this plan three areas were exam-
ined:

Area A The imbersection of the cross ditch with the
southern fanking ditch

Area B The southern ditch terminal at the castern
open end

Arca C A cutting through the western terminal ditch.
The location of the trench at this point was in order to
examine a magnetometer anomaly lyving immediately
within the terminal ditch. Considerable interference in
this area made the identification of other anomalies
imiprssiblie,

Within cach area the topsoil was removed by hand, but
ot o a gridded basis and no sieving was carried out.
Tha bow numbers of artefacts recovered from both top-
soil and stratified contexts may partly vindicate this
approach, which was occasioned by constraints of time
and personnel.

Area A (Figs 45-48)

Adter the removal of the topsoil from the area, it was
observed that the chalk 5urlE;n: was very disturbed by
weatherimg and deep ploughing, A series of amor-
phous soil marks were recorded pre-excavation, which
seemed W indicate a possible irvegular ditch or series
of quarry scoops, Subsequent vigorous cleaning and
the removal of some of the shattered natural chalk
surface clarified the ditch edges. At this stage of the
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Fig 48 W35 Lesser Crrsirs: aren A anbler deposel on base of
plurse 2 difeh (scale 25cm)

excavation, three lengths of diteh were recognised, The
tormunal of the cross dilch to the noeth was allocated
cul o 12, bl the ﬂ"l..'l“-:l:l'l.‘-l'li"'--\.ll the :r|.'|:|:|..|.i|'|i|'|‘!.1 ditchies
coukd rod be ascertained in surface plan, Consequently
they were excavated as a series of quadrants, and were
eventually defined as cuts 10 and 14 respectively

As excavalion of these ditches Pr’-.l'r‘;lt"whl.'d. il became
clear that thev cut an earlier ditch, the outline of which
was uncovered as more shattered chalk was removed
a