
Assessment of Human Bone From Longstone Edge, Derbyshire 

 

In 1996 two round barrows at Longstone Edge, Derbyshire, faced 

imminent destruction due to quarrying.  This prompted their 

excavation, by CAS.   

 

Barrow 1 exhibited signs of use from the Neolithic through to the 

Roman period.  An enclosed area, dating to the Neolithic, was 

interpreted on excavation as an excarnation platform.  Subsequent 

to this phase of activity, three rock-cut graves were inserted 

within this enclosure.  The enclosure was then covered by a mound 

beneath which was found a cremation burial within a Food Vessel.  

A burial was inserted into the mound during the Romano-British 

period.    

 

Barrow 2 was a Bronze Age barrow which had been excavated by 

Thomas Bateman in 1848.   

 

Many contexts from both barrows were disturbed, through fissuring 

due to the proximity of the quarry face, activity in antiquity, 

and in the case of Barrow 2, Bateman's earlier excavation. 

 

 

 The human bone 

Human bone was received from a total of 38 contexts, of which 

four were articulated skeletons (or parts thereof) and one was a 

cremation.  The remaining 33 contexts consisted of deposits of 

fragments of disarticulated inhumed and / or cremated bone.  Of 

these 33, 12 can be considered primary contexts (nos. 1055, 1056, 

1057, 1059, 1060, 1081, 1082, 2008, 2058, 2059, 3042, and 3045).  

The remainder (nos. 1019, 1050, 1051, 1052, 1053, 1058, 1080, 

1098, 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, 2057, 2060, 2063, 2065, 2066, 2067, 

3032, 3040, & 3041) represent disturbed material.  Although the 

majority of human bone-bearing contexts were classified as 

disturbed, the amount of bone in them was fairly small.  By far 

the majority of the human remains came from the contexts thought 

to represent undisturbed material.   

 

 

Proposals for study 

It was decided that the redeposited material was not worthy of 

detailed study.  The material from the primary contexts, and the 

further work which is recommended for it, is described below. 

 

 

Discrete inhumation burials 

 

Context Location Date   Completeness Bone pres. 

75501 Barrow 1 Beaker period 1/3 complete Good 

75502 Barrow 1 Beaker period 3/4 complete Good 

75503 Barrow 1 Beaker period 1/3 complete Good 



75505 Barrow 1  Roman  <1/4   Moderate 

 

The three skeletons 75501, 75502 and 75503 come from one of the 

rock-cut Beaker graves.  Burial 75505 is the burial inserted into 

the barrow during the Roman period AG to check dating evidence.   

 

The remains from the cremation burial, 75504, which was deposited 

in a Food Vessel beneath the mound of Barrow 1, weigh about 

2350g.  Many fragments are more than 5cm long. 

 

 

Other bone deposits 

 

Neolithic contexts 1055, 1056, 1057, 1059, 1060, 1081 and 1082 

from Barrow 1 correspond to the area identified by the excavator 

as the putative excarnation platform.  The total weight of human 

bone from these contexts is approximately 2kg.  The majority, 

perhaps 80%, is unburnt.  Although teeth, and hand and foot bones 

are present intact, all other bone from these contexts is highly 

fragmented; the great majority of fragmentation occurred in 

antiquity. 

 

It is unclear at this stage whether the state of the bone 

supports the interpretation that it represents residues of 

excarnation.  The presence of intact teeth and trabecular bone, 

together with the relatively unweathered nature of most fragments 

indicates that if this was an exposure platform, the skeletal 

material did not lie long exposed to the elements.  In addition, 

the presence of some cremated bone would appear to indicate that, 

if the bone here is a coherent primary deposit, the platform was 

used as for deposition of cremated remains as well as for 

exposure of bodies.   

 

Context 3042, a discrete burial deposit within the mound of 

Barrow 1.  Date uncertain AG to determine whether this can be 

dated.  There are 30g of bone fragments, all but one unburnt.  

Bones from various parts of an adult skeleton. 

 

Context 3045.  Upper fill of a rock-cut grave.  One fragment of 

unburnt human bone. 

 

Contexts 2008, 2058 and 2059.  Contexts sealed beneath Barrow 2.  

Approx 50g of bone fragments from a child.  May be one 

individual. 

 

 

Suggestions for futher work 

 

 

The Beaker burials and the Roman inhumation will be recorded as 

per Mays (1993).  Disturbance of the three Beaker burials due to 



the proximity of the quarry to the grave in which they were 

interred has resulted in some mixing of bones; attempts will be 

made to re-unite mixed elements with their rightful owners prior 

to analysis and recording.  The Bronze Age cremation will be 

recorded according to the protocol of Mays (1993); the nature of 

the remains suggests determination of age and sex will be 

possible. 

 

Since numbers are small, the main purpose of studying the 

inhumations is to add to the corpus of osteological data on 

earlier human groups from this region.  Data on burials from 

other sites (Barnatt & Collis 1996) will be used to place the 

present results in context.  Study of the cremation will shed 

light on burial practices and pyre conditions. 

 

The following work will be conducted on the remains from the 

putative excarnation platform.  The bone fragments will be 

identified.  Minimum numbers of individuals present will be 

estimated, and age and sex of the individuals represented will be 

ascertained in so far as this is feasible given the highly 

fragmented nature of the material.  Non-metric variants will be 

recorded.  It is unlikely that useful measurement data will be 

gleaned from the bone.  Pathological changes will be recorded.  

Identification of age, sex, non-metric traits, and pathologies 

will follow Mays (1993). 

 

Comparisons will be drawn with other published sites.  In 

particular, patterns of representation of skeletal elements and 

the demographic composition of the sample will be compared with 

that reported from Neolithic long-barrows.  This may help to shed 

light on Neolithic mortuary practices.  For example some 

Neolithic barrows appear to lack the smaller bones of the hands 

and feet (Mays 1998: 26-32), so these may be over-represented at 

Longstone if indeed this a platform where bodies were exposed 

prior to the collection of the bones for final disposal 

elsewhere.  Bone will be closely inspected for signs of animal 

gnawing (which might be expected in remains left in the open to 

rot) or of cut-marks which might indicate defleshing.  Infants 

and juveniles may arguably be under-represented in long-barrow 

assemblages; it will be interesting to determine if the converse 

applies here.  Comparison of prevalences of pathological features 

with those in other Neolithic material may also be useful for 

placing the Longstone population in context.   

 

Limited comparison between Neolithic and Beaker phases may also 

be helpful, both in terms of pathologies, and in non-metric 

variants.  These latter may be useful given the issues of 

possible population discontinuity pertaining to the Neolithic / 

Bronze Age transition in Britain (Brodie 1994).  However 

inferences will be limited by the small amount of material from 

both phases. 



 

It is anticipated that recording of the bone in the manner 

described above and writing a report will take approximately five 

weeks. 
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Longstone Edge Human Bone: Context Details 

 

 
 
Contex

t 

 
Details 

 
Assessment 

 
1019 

 
Barrow material: 

barrow 1 

 
This appears to be the main core of the 

barrow but the occassionally voided 

nature of the material suggests that 

there is a high risk of contamination. 

 
1050-

1052 

 
Disturbed: barrow 

1 

 
This a very disturbed series of contexts 

resulting from the collapse of the 

barrow into the fissure.The skeletal 

material probably represents part of a 

secondary insertion into the mound. 

 
1053 

 
subsoil beneath 

barrow 1 

 
This deposit should be primay as it 

underlies the mound material (1052) and 

overlies the bedrock. However, the risk 

of contamination based on the 

disturbance in this area must be high.  

 
1055 

 
Upper levels of 

the mound of 

Barrow1 

 
Whilst this appears to be the upper 

level of the barrow, the mixed nature of 

this material suggests that it is 

redeposited, albeit possibly in 

prehistory and/or Roman period. 

 
1056, 

1057 

 
Subsoil below 

barrow 1 

 
The differences between these contexts 

appears to be one of arbitrary depth, 

1056 being the upper. They are sealed by 

the barrow mound (1055) and represent 

the excarnation area= 
 
1058 

 
Barrow (1) 

material 

 
Upper layers of the mound material (like 

1055) but the loose and voided nature of 

the deposit suggests there is room for 

contamination 

 
1059 

 
Barrow 1 

excarnation 

depost= 

 
Upper layers as 1056 

 
1060 

 
as above 

 
Lower layers as 1057 in the upper levels 

of a cist inserted in the beaker period. 

 
1080 

 
Barrow 1 

 
U/S 

 
1081  

 
Mound material of 

barrow 1 

 
As 1052, 1055 and 1958 but very badly 

disturbed. 

 
1082-3 

 
Barrow 1 

 
Upper (1082) and lower deposits equates 



excarnation 

area= 

with 1056, 1059, 1057, 1060, 1053 

 
1087 

 
Barrow 1 mound 

 
equates with 1055, 1081, 1058, 1086 

 
1095 

 
drystone walling 

defining the 

excarnation 

area= below 
barrow 1 

 
 

 
1098 

 
Fill of possible 

cut Barrow 1 

 
below the mound material (1987). Likely 

to be the same material 

 
2001 

 
Topsoil Barrow 2 

 
Topsoil. Effectively U/S 

 
2002-4 

 
Barrow 2 

 
Arbitrary layers through the barrow 

mound. Potential for there being 

redeposited and/or contaminated 

material. 

 
2008 

 
Barrow 2 

 
Junction of barrow material and subsoil. 

Sealed context 

 
2057 

 
Barrow 2 

 
mound material as 2002-4 

 
2058 

 
Barrow 2 

 
subsoil below mound - as 2008. Sealed 

context 

 
2059 

 
Barrow 2 

 
bedrock. Sealed context 

 
2060 

 
Barrow 2 

 

Bateman=s backfill. Disturbed deposit 
 
2063 

 
Barrow 2 

 
grave pit primary fill. May be in-wash. 

Disturbed deposit. 

 
2065-7 

 
Barrow 2 

 

Bateman=s backfill of rock cut grave. 
Disturbed deposit 

 
3030 

 
Barrow 1 

 
Fill of grave 3031 cut into 1057. 

 
3032 

 
 

 
Re-numbered 3036 in context sheets. 

Topsoil outside mounds  U/S 

 
3040 

 
Barrow 1 

 
No context record asumed to be the 

topsoil in the baulk between areas 1 and 

12 (E section of barrow between NE&SE 

quads) 

 
3041 

 
Barrow 1 

 
mound material in the baulk. Excavated 

rapidly therefore probably best regarded 

as U/s Same as 1019, 1055, 1058, 1081, 

1087. 

   
Discrete burial deposit within the mound 



3042 Barrow 1 material in the baulk. No obvious sign 

of insertion, but the baulk was hastily 

excavated and it seems likely that it is 

an insertion into the mound or at the 

very least secondary 

 
3045 

 
Barrow 1 

 
Upper fill of rock cut grave 3047 

 

 


