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 Longstone Edge, Peak District, Derbyshire 

 A Topographical Survey 

 

 

Introduction 

 

 The report covers the results of a topographical survey undertaken between December 13th 

and 16th 1995 by the CAS on two mounds located on Longstone Edge (CAS Project 472). Although 

they are not scheduled the mounds are thought to be two Bronze Age barrows. The CAS had been 

asked by Dr A Brown, Inspector of Ancient Monuments Conservation Midlands, to undertake 

necessary recording works at Longstone Edge before the two barrows are altered further, or 

irretrievably lost, due to the subsidence of the land parallel to the edge of the quarry. 

 

Cause for Action 

 

 The two mounds are threatened by subsidence caused by active fluorspar mining 180 metres 

below them. The subsidence is also causing slippage into Longstone Edge, a gorge cut during medieval 

lead and fluorspar mining. The larger of the barrows (barrow 1) has collapsed in the centre due to 

subsidence and its eastern end has been dynamited (detonations undertaken for safety reasons) into the 

rake below. Barrow 2 remains intact and relatively untouched but is bisected by a large fissure. 

 

Site Location and Description 

 

 Longstone Edge is part of the High Rake, an east west escarpment in the White Peak region of 

the Peak District National Park (Figure 1). The escarpment rises 391 metres above sea-level. At 

Longstone the southern edge of the escarpment has been quarried away by medieval and post medieval 

mining activities. Two prehistoric barrows sited at SK 2088 7841 on the quarry lip are suffering 

considerable damage from the quarry edge that is slipping away and also from subsidence cracks 

opening up to the west of the quarry lip (Figure 2). 

 

 Throughout the report the larger and eastern most of the pair of barrows is referred to as 

Barrow 1. This mound is sited at the highest point of the hill through which the rake is cut. The smaller 

barrow to the west is referred to as Barrow 2. When recorded in 1988 (Barnatt) Barrow 1 measured 21 

metres along its east west axis and was recorded as being 19 metres in breadth. At its highest point the 

earthwork stood to a height of 1.1 metres above the hill crest. Barrow 2 is smaller, measuring 16 metres 

by 13.5 metres, and stands 1 metre above the hill crest. 

 

 Due to the collapse of the central part of Barrow 1 it no longer has the appearance of a bowl 

barrow whereas Barrow 2 remains as a good example of a bowl-shaped earthwork. 
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Site History 

 

 The site is known to be one of many that were investigated by the well known Derbyshire 

antiquarian Thomas Bateman. Confusion exists because in his scanty records Bateman refers to three 

barrows in the same vicinity but, he 'excavated' into only two of them (Barnatt). The antiquarian's 

excavation methods usually involved the cutting of a trench from the outside edge of the barrow, 

generally the northern flank, toward the centre. This methodology on average removed 10 - 20% of the 

archaeology leaving 80 - 90% of the barrow intact. Invariably the central rock cut grave or cist would be 

discovered but the secondary burials within the mounds of the barrows opened by Bateman would be 

missed. 

 

 Barrow 2 appears to be untouched. Due to subsidence it is very difficult to ascertain whether 

Barrow 1 has been disturbed and Bateman's account may refer to another barrow lying to the east which 

has long since disappeared. 

 

 If Barrow 1 is the mound which Bateman excavated on the afternoon of the 29th August 1848, 

it contained a central irregularly shaped rock cut grave 0.9 metres deep. The grave covered by 4 - 5 

irregular rock slabs contained in it's centre an adult human cremation, the bones mixed with pieces of 

antler tine. In one of the corners Bateman found a child cremation and one of the other corners 

contained two food vessels. Within the cist, but with no specific location, Bateman records cow's teeth, 

pieces of flint and two deer hooves. Immediately outside the area covered by the slabs Bateman 

retrieved a portion of a human skull. 

 

 Barrow 1 was disturbed further when the Ordinance Survey erected a Trig Pillar over it. The 

pillar has subsequently toppled over as a direct result of subsidence. A circular depression and a small 

mound of upcast to the north are the evidence for the pillars erection. 

 

 Barrow 2 shows evidence of some interference on its western flank. Although described as 

shallow stone quarries recorded archaeological evidence does not exist to prove this. 

 

 Between the two barrows a modern reservoir tank has been constructed. The tank now rests on 

the very edge of the rake. The deep depression to the north is part of its construction. 

 

 Other than the recording for inclusion in the Peak Park Survey of the barrows in the Peak 

District (Barnatt) no further study has occurred at the site. 
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Aim 

 

 The aim of the project was to record by topographical survey the extant form of the barrows, 

their relationship to each other and to any other topographic features in the immediate vicinity that are 

within the area threatened by fissuring and subsidence.  

 

 This initial survey may be followed at a later stage by some examination of the mounds to 

determine date and function. Any further work would be the subject of an updated and more detailed 

project design. 

 

Objective 

 

 The objectives of the fieldwork were to produce from the survey data gathered a contour map 

of the two barrows, a three dimensional model, and a longitudinal section of mound 1. 

 

Methodology 

 

 The barrows were recorded by contour survey using a total station theodolite or EDM. The 

data was recorded using a rough 2 metre grid radiating from a baseline set along the fence running east 

west to the northwest of the mounds, that is, the furthest possible point away from the quarry lip. This 

local grid was then tied into the OS National Grid on site.  

 

 The production of contour plans and a three dimensional image was achieved using the DGM 

software package. 

 

 During the fieldwork the guidelines laid out in the site risk assessment, attached to the method 

statement, were strictly observed. 

 

Results 

 

 The results of the survey are illustrated in figures 3 and 4. Figure 3 is a contour plan produced 

from the survey data gathered over the three days spent at the site. In addition to the two barrows, an 

additional smaller mound can be observed lying to the west of barrow 2. This may be a natural knoll. 

This smaller mound measures 4 x 4 x 0.60 metres and is very regular in shape. In his writings Bateman 

refers to knolls of this type and their connection with ancient mounds. Some of the Peak barrows 

excavated by Bateman and others are built over such knobs of land on prominent hill tops. Slightly 

further to the west a circular depression was picked up in the survey, this depression measures 5 metres 

east to west, 3 metres north to south and was 1 metre deep. This could be a natural feature of limestone 

topography, an earthwork related to mining activity, or an earthwork associated with either both or one 

of the two barrows on the ridge. 

 

 Since the last record of the monument in 1988 (see page 1) Barrow 1 has decreased in length by 
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almost 2 metres and the southern 4 metres of its breadth have been severely truncated by subsidence, or 

lost altogether due to the collapse of the quarry edge. The barrows height remains the same. The 

dimensions of Barrow 2 (16 x 13.5 x 1 metre) remain unchanged, but the monument is bisected by a 

very prominent fissure. 

 

 Figure 4 illustrates the same data expressed as a three dimensional model. The collapsed 

central area of barrow 1 and the end of the fissure bisecting barrow 2 can be clearly observed. 

 

 Figure 5 is a longitudinal section through barrow 1 and is used to demonstrate the amount of 

surviving archaeological stratigraphy. The section is along the northern side of the fissure separating the 

collapsed central area of the barrow from the intact northern half of the mound. The section 

demonstrates that a depth of 0.80 metres of stratigraphy remains along the exposed length of the 

barrow. Figure 5 illustrates four bone locations. The western location contained a large deposit of 

rodent bones. The eastern location contained rodent bones and large numbers of snail shells. The two 

central points are of most interest as, in addition to the remains of rodents and snails, long bones of 

animals were identified. It should be noted that these points coincide with a deeper part of the section. 

During the survey a single piece of human bone was retrieved from the section running through barrow 

1. This has been identified as part of the left side of a human skull. 

  

Conclusions 

 

 The mounds located on Longstone Edge are two barrows. The barrow to the east (1) is severely 

damaged by the dual ongoing processes of land subsidence and the collapse of the northern edge of 

Longstone Rake. It has been demonstrated that archaeological stratigraphy 0.80 metres in depth 

remains and is totally undisturbed in the northern half of the mound. On-site observation in plan and 

section could not ascertain any evidence of previous excavation. Ecofacts observed in section indicate 

very good preservation of faunal remains. Barrow 1 is constructed of a mixture of stone and earth and 

would appear to have been built on an exposed out crop of the underlying limestone plateau. 

 

 Barrow 2 remains intact but is bisected by a large fissure. The depth of section is approximately 

the same as that observed in barrow 1 but fewer ecofacts were observed. The construction method for 

the second barrow is similar to barrow 1 but stone content is less evident and the stone of smaller 

dimensions. Due to the narrow width of the fissure the base on which the barrow was constructed could 

not be determined. It could have been constructed directly onto base rock or it may rest on a buried 

land surface. 
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Further Work 

 

 The site will continue to be threatened by fissuring which is destroying the archaeological 

stratigraphy, especially the central stratigraphy, of both mounds. Barrow 1 is further threatened by the 

eroding northern edge of Longstone Rake. Although a firm date has yet to be set Laporte Minerals do 

intend to infill the fissures with 'tailings' (pea grit size limestone chippings). The use of heavy dumpers 

and bulldozer or front loader to accomplish this task will result in compression of the surviving 

archaeological stratigraphy and the alteration of the present earthwork morphology. 

 

 On-site observation indicates that the archaeological stratigraphy of the larger of the two barrows 

was very well preserved and extremely valuable results could be obtained from an excavation. 

 

 Past records lack clarity as to whether any excavation has ever occurred on this site. On-site 

observation would suggest that if an excavation had been undertaken it was either very small or the 

evidence is contained in the portion of the barrow lying 100 metres below the present monument. The 

clearly defined hollow in the longitudinal section through barrow 1 could be indicative of a rock cut 

grave. This hypothesis is supported by the larger bones located at its edges and by its central position in 

the barrow.  

 

 The recovery and identification of the skull fragment from the western edge of the possible 

grave cut leads to three possible conclusions. Bateman did excavate the central grave and redeposited 

the human remains; the central grave is intact and has been disturbed by the modern subsidence; or, we 

have not found the central grave, then the evidence that exists must derive from secondary burials. 

 

 Figure 6 locates the depression interpreted as a possible grave cut (Figure 5) on the contour 

plan, with the approximated original diameter of the barrow, before erosion, marked. It can be clearly 

observed that the suspected grave cut is sited at the centre of the barrow.  

  

 Taking into account the results obtained from the fieldwork and the conclusions reached in the 

report it is strongly recommended that this site should be excavated. Due to the ongoing destruction 

and the future threat imposed by the infilling of the fissures with 'tailings' it is suggested that the 

excavation should be undertaken as soon as possible.  

 

 The Derbyshire barrows remain enigmatic and those that have been excavated to date have 

been investigated without the benefit of modern techniques. The excavation of the barrows at 

Longstone Edge would provide vital information to enhance our understanding of barrows excavated in 

the past in the Peak District. Whilst obviously also providing evidence to inform with regard to the 

cultural-economic landscape of this area in the prehistoric period.  

 

Dissemination of Results 

 

 Copies of the report will be sent to Dr A Brown Inspector of Ancient Monuments English 
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