
The Non-Belgic Iron Age in Surrey 

by M. W. BISHOP 

The purpose of this paper is to describe Pre-Roman Iron Age material 
from Surrey, and to endeavour to establish a chronology for that material. 
The evidence for Belgic occupation within the County is not examined, since 
a basis is already present in Birchall's description of the Aylesford-Swar-
ling culture,(1965), and because this material is clearly worthy of a more 
detailed study than is here possible. 
The author wishes to express his thanks to the following institutions and 
individuals for granting access to, and giving permission to publish material 
in their custody: Kingston upon Thames Museum, Guildford Museum, Wey-
bridge Museum, the British Museum and the London Museum; Mr A. W. G. 
Lowther, MrE. E. Harrison, Mr F. Holling and Miss J. Harding. He also 
wishes to acknowledge his debt to the Ordnance Survey, Archaeology Divi-
sion, for the use of their card indices and library, and to the University 
College, Cardiff, for permission to use the undergraduate thesis upon which 
this paper is based. Finally, he wishes to express his gratitude to Mr C. 
Saunders, B.A., for much helpful discussion and to Mr L. Alcock, M.A., 
F.S.A;, for his advice in the preparation of this work. 
The description of the material is placed first, and is follQwed by the dis-
cussion. This followed in turn by a gazetteer of all the sites known to the 
author. 

DESCRIPTION OF·MATERIAL 

Artifacts 
Metalwork. There is very little metalwork from the county, and what there 
is, is either not of. distinctive type or else is unassociated. Finds from the 
Thames, which are plentiful, are not included here because they were pro-'
duced largely by river dredging and thus have no contexts. For detailed 
study, they may safely be treated isolation. Reference to their signifi-
cance for the Iron Age of this region will, however, be found in the discus-
sion. 

Iron. Several sites, Hawk's Hill, Thorncombe, Hascombe, and Purberry 
Shot, are recorded as having produced iron cinder and slag. At West Clandon 
a 'wedge-shaped' iron object was found, but no other site has produced re-
cognisable ironwork which can be aSSigned to any of the phases here dis-
cussed. 
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Bronze. Awls have been found at Hawk's Hill and Weston Wood. Both exam-
ples have square sections, but awls are not a distinctive type, especially as 
they belong to the domestic class of metalwork which has been so neglected 
in Iron Age studies. 
There is only one brooch which is not Belgic in context. This is a 'leech
brooch, recorded as coming from Farnham. It is an isolated find with a 
possibility of being a 'Grand Tour' import, and in fact there is no guarantee 
that it comes from Surrey at all. However, there is record of nearly a 
dozen brooches of similar date from Britain, principally from the Thames 
and East Anglia, and it is possible that some of these may be of genuine 
antiquity in this country. Should this be true of the Surrey example, it 
would not be inconsistant with the early metalwork fz:om the Thames and 
the Weybridge bucket. 
This latter was found without associations at Brooklands, Weybridge, in the 
gravel of the bed of the River Wey, when foundations for the pillars of a 
railway bridge were dug in 1907 (Smith 1908). It belongs to the class of 
cylindrical bronze bucket, (eista), with narrow cordons which Jope (1962) 
describes as occuring in Hallstatt C to La TE!lle I contexts north of the Alps, 
and which has parallels at Hallstatt itself (Kromer, 1959, Taf. 144, 5). The 
find spot is near a settlement site, (see Gazetteer, under Weybridge), but 
the likelihood of the bucket having been lost in use seems remote when the 
conditions of finding, its good state of preservation, and the ritual signifi-
cance of such vessels are taken into account. A votive deposit in the River 
Wey would seem more probable. 

Bone. Only two examples of worked bone can be cited from Surrey. A bone 
'knife' is recorded as having been found on Wimbledon Common, (see 
Gazetteer), and from Purberry Shot, Ewell, comes a bone point. This was 
found in a layer containing pottery of an early type, but the stratification 
was so disturbed that contemporaneity cannot be guaranteed. 

Stone. Virtually all the Iron Age sites of any size in the county have pro-
duced worked flints and waste flakes. This is a common feature of Iron 
Age sites, pointing to the continued convenience of flint as a utensil for 
every day use. 
Both saddle and rotary querns have been found. As would be expected, the 
saddle type is found in early contexts as at Weston Wood, Green Lane (Farn-
ham), and the earlier phase at Atwood, while the contexts of the rotary type 
are late, specimens coming from the multivallate hillfort of Holmbury, and 
the later phases of the sites at Atwood and Leigh Hill, Cobham. 
There is only one recognised whetstone, that of igneous rock from Hawk's 
Hill. Despite the possibility that its immediate source was a glacial erratic, 
this must be an import into the county. 
Pebbles claimed as sling-stones have been found in the hillforts of Has-
combe, Holmbury and Lingfield. As these are upland Greensand sites, such 
pebbles must have been brought up from neighbouring river beds. There is 
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no evidence that any large concentrations of pebbles have been found, and it 
may be inaccurate to call them 'sling-stones'. There are many other uses 
to which they may have been put. 

Baked Clay. Four sites have produced,spindle-whorls: Wisley, Hawk's Hill, 
Nonsuch Park, and West Clandon. There may have been others, but the lack 
of recording and. subsequent loss, from which so many Surrey sites have 
suffered, may account for the small quantity we have left to us. Those from 
Wisley and Nonsuch Park are of the conical type with a concave lower sur-
face, whilst the West Clandon specimen is a chalk disc, also with a concave 
lower surface. The examples from Hawk's' Hill are ovoid, one bearing 
three grooves parallel to its long axis. 
Loomweights have been found on most of the more important sites. Gener-
ally, they are of the triangular type with perforations at each corner, the 
form most common in Southern Britain. Three sites, Coombe Warren, 
Green Lane (Farnham), and Weston Wood, have produced cylindrical loom-
weights. This type is customarily thought of as Bronze Age. As will be 
seen from the diSCUSSion, in the cases of the first two sites above men-
tioned' there is reason to place them in a phase which is more Bronze Age 
than Iron Age in appearance. The examples from Weston Wood must re-
present the continuation of Bronze Age types alongside those of the Iron Age. 

Pottery. This forms the bulk of the artifactual material from the county. 
Since most of the major groups are already published or are in course of 
preparation for publication (for references, see Gazetteer), the pottery will 
be treated typologically in this section. 
There are twelve main forms which may be distinguished amongst the cera-
mic material in Surrey. These are:-
Furm 1. Featureless jars. (Fig. 1, Nos 1-4) The usual form of this type 
of jar is a simple shape somewhat resembling a flower-pot. The rim is in-
turned and may be pointed, round or square. The base is splayed. The 
fabric is coarse and may contain large grits. Surface treatment is rough, 
the exterior wall often having vertical finger-wiping, the clay which thus 
accumulated under the finger being pressed down at the bottom to make the 
splayed base. Such jars are Bronze Age rather than Iron Age but they do 
occur in association with definite Iron Age forms. 
Form 2. Shouldered jars with high, bulging shoulders. (Figs 1 and 2, Nos 5-
10) This type has a rounded shoulder, which may appear to bulge in relation 
to the rim and wall of the vessel. Above the shoulder, there may be a short 
concave neck with a thick flattened rim, or a longer, straighter neck with 
a simple or only slightly flattened r,im. The rim itself may be everted. 
The fabric is fine compared to other jar forms, and the exterior surface 
may be burnished. 

Form 3. Shouldered jars with concave necks. (Figs 2 and 3, Nos 11-18) 
These vessels vary greatly in detail, but generally speaking, they have a 
flattened rim above a concave neck, and a shoulder which may be angular or 
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Fig. 1. 

Nos 1 & 6, Wisley, after Lowther 1945b, Fig 1,1. 1., & Fig 4,1. 54. 
Nos 2 & 3, Coombe Warren. No. 4, Green Lane, Farnham, after Lowther 
1939, Fig 82, 31. No. 5, Beddington, after Gallant 1966, Fig 3. 
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Fig. 2. 

Nos 7 & 12, Hawk's Hill, after Hastings 1965, Fig 14,2 & Fig 12,21. 
Nos 8,10 & 13, Mixnam's Farms. No. 9, Sand own Park, after Frere 1947, 
Fig 17,26. No. 11, Milford, after Lowther 1958. No. 14, Wisley, after 
Lowther 1945b, Fig 1,1. 15. 
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No. 15, St Martha's Hill, after Lowther 1935, Fig. 2. No. 16, Leigh Hill. 
Nos 17, 19 & 20, Beomond's Farm. No. 18, Old MaIden. No. 21, 

. Mixnam's Farms. No. 22, Sandown Park, after Frere 1947, Fig 19,47. 
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Nos 23 & 28, West Clandon, after Frere 1944, Fig 4 & Fig 3, 8. 
No. 24, St Ann's Pit. No. 25, Mixnam's Farms. Nos 26,29 & 30, Hawk's 
Hill, after Hastings 1965, Fig 17,1 & 6 & Fig 8,32. No. 27, Leigh Hill. 
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Nos 31,33 & 35, Hawk's Hill, 
after Hastings 1965, Fig 5,2 & 
14,_ & Fig 14, 14. 
Nos 32 & 34, Wisley, after 
Lowther 1945b, Fig 3, 1. 39 & 
Fig 2,1. 29. 
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No. 36, Leigh HiJl. No. 37, Sandown Park, after Frere 1947, Fig 16, 1. 
Nos 38 & 40, Coombe Warren. No. 39, Caesar's Camp, Wimbledon, after 
Lowther 1945a, Fig 3, A. 5. No. 41, St. George's Hill, Weybridge, after 
Lowther 1949, 1. 
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1945c, Fig 1,1.10. " 
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No. 43, Mixnam's Farms. __ --", 
No. 44, River Thames, near Wands-
worth. 
No. 45, River Thames, at Mortlake. 
No. 46, Rivet Thames, at Hammer
smith. 
No. 47, St. Catharine's Hill, after 
Lowther 1945a, Fig 4, K.l. 
No. 48, Sandown Park, after Frere . 
1947; Fig 16,9. 
No. 49, Carshalton, after Lowther 
1945, Fig 4, C. 2. 
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Fig. 7. 

No. 50, Sandown Park, after Frere 1947, Fig 16,9. No. 51 & 54, Wisley, 
after Lowther 1945b, Fig 2,1. 23 & 1. 15. No. 52, Leigh Hill. 
Nos 53 & 56, Hawk's Hill, after Hastings 1965, Fig 6, 1 & Fig 8,26. 
Nos 55 & 57, West Clandon, after Frere 1944, Fig 2,3 & 2. 
No. 58, Old England, Brentford. No. 59, Sandown Park, based on Frere 
1947, Fig 16,4. 
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blunt and lower than that of Form 2. The fabric is usually coarse but 
variable in hardness. Some few examples in finer fabric may be burnished. 
Fingertip impressed decoration is common, occurring usually along the 
shoulder and/or along the exterior edge of the rim. Decorated rims alone 
are unusual, but decorated shoulders and undecorated rims together are 
quite common. Finger-tip impressions, as such, may also be found on the 
top of the rim, but these are rare; far more are a. series of impres-
sions giving a cable appearance to the top. Finger-tip decoration in the neck 
itself is rare. Slashing, sometimes executed with a tool, sometimes with the 
finger-nail, is occasionally substituted for finger-tip impreSSions, and simi-
larly occurs along the shoulder, occasionally along the external edge of the 
rim, but very rarely in the neck. 

Form 4. Biconic shouldered jars. (Fig. 3,Nos 19-22) The vessels in this 
category have necks which are inturned, rather than being vertical or 
everted above the shoulder. The fabric is variable, and decoration is not 
common, although on sites beyond Surrey finger-tip impressions on the 
shoulder or the edge of the rim do occur. 

Form 5. Slack profile jars. (Fig. 4, Nos 23-26) Under this heading are 
grouped jars of coarse fabric which lack marked shoulders, necks and 
decoration. Rim forms vary from simple to lozenge to being somewhat 
beaded. 

Form 6 Globular jars. (Figs 4 and 5, Nos 27-34) This form has a globular 
profile with a simple, sometimes everted, rolled rim. The fabric is general-
ly finer than that of Forms 3 and 4, and the exterior surface of the vessel is 
often burnished. Decoration is not common. 

Form 7. Carinated bowls with concave necks. (Fig. 5, Nos 35-41) These 
bowls are tripartite, with the two planes above the carination being a 
smoothly concave neck. They may have a shallow body with an omphaloid 
or small, flat base, or the body may be deeper, in which case the base will 
almost certainly be flat. The fabric is usually fine and the exterior sur-
faces are brown or black in colour and burnished. 

Form 8. Tripartite bowls with pedestal bases. (Fig. 6, Nos 42-46) The 
archetypal form of this type of vessel has a sharply flaring rim above a 
carination, and has a relatively deep conical body and a pedestal/footring 
base. The rim diameter equals or exceeds that of the carination, and the 

. diameter of the top of the base is about one third of that of the carination. 
Continental examples show that the pedestal/footring base does not occur 
always. There is variation in the angles of the rim and the wall of the 
vessel, and the carination may be long or short. Such bowls are usually of 
fine fabric and have brown or black, burnished exterior surfaces. Decora-
tion is rare in Surrey although an example from the Thames at Wandsworth 
(Fig. 6, No. 44) bears horizontal grooves on the carination with three pendant 
slashes. Outside the county, decoration does occur, particularly in the 
Chilterns (see Discussion). 
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Form 9. Bipartite bowls. (Fig. 6,Nos 48-49) !:Phese bowls are of two planes 
divided by a carination. They have flat bases and the rims may appear to 
be slightly beaded, and effect produced by a groove beneath the exterior 
edge. The fabric is usually fine and the exterior surfaces are black or 
brown in colour and burnished. These are not as common as Form 7 bowls. 

Form la. Round-based dishes. (Fig. 7, No. 50) These are generally 
small in size and of fine fabric with brown, burnished surfaces. They are 
not common. 

Form 11. Deep bowls with smooth profiles. (Fig. 7, Nos 51-53) This heading 
covers several forms-two bowls with S-profilesand short rims and a bag 
shaped vessel with a somewhat beaded rim. All are sufficiently lacking in 
sharp angles to justify calling them smooth profiled, and they are all deep 
in relation to their rim diameters. Since they are so few, they are here 
grouped together, although they may lack coherence formally. All are in 
fine fabric and have black, burnished external surfaces which are also 
decorated. 

Form 12. Saucepqn pots. (Fig. 7, Nos 54-56) These vessels are relatively 
deep, with walls which are usually straight or slightly bowed, and have rim 
diameters which are only marginally greater or less than those of the 
girths. The fabrics are usually fine, and the exterior surfaces black or 
brown and burnished. The rims may be beaded or given a bead effect by a 
groove below the exterior edge. Decoration may occur in varied motifs, 
most often linear. 
In addition to these forms various other features are worthy of note. 

Lug-handles occur, especially on jars of Form 3. Some Form 2 vessels 
also have them. They are generally attached in the area of the Shoulder, 
by inserting a tang at each end of the handle through holes in the wall of the 
vessel, the inside of the tang and the ends of the handle outside then being 
smoothed down to the surface of the wall. 

Splayed, or expanded bases, which are a technique for stabilising vessels by 
increasing their base areas, are not restricted to jars of Form 1, but may 
also occur on some of the other jar forms of coarser fabric. 

Applied cordons with finger-tip impressed or 'cable' ornament are occa-
sionally found, principally on jars of Form 3. 
The decorative technique of haematite coating does appear in the county 
but is by no means common, usually no more than a few sherds being found 
on anyone site. When it is found, it occurs on bowls of Forms 7, 8 and 10, 
and very rarely on jars of Forms 3 and 4. 
Other decorative motifs may be found, such as stroke-filled triangles, 
pointille-filled triangles and other dot-filled designs. However these are 
not common. 
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Structures 

Pits. Most of the Iron Age sites in Surrey have produced pits, and indeed 
several of them are Imown sol-ely from the occurrence of such. In most 
cases the form of the pits was not recorded and very little can therefore be 
said about them. This is not as distressing as it might be, for despite Ber-
su's pit classification at Little Woodbury he could find no evidence for any 
difference in use (Bersu 1940), and no relation to ceramic types or any chro-
nological Significance could be seen (Brailsford 1948), At Hawk's Hill and 
West Clandon, where the pit shapes are recorded, the forms are Bersu's A, 
9, D and F, and F, respectively. 

Houses. Four sites have traces of houses-Weston Wood, Sandown Park, 
Leigh Hill and Mixnam's Farms. Those from Mixnam's are to be published 
in the second volume of Excavations on Defence Sites 1939-1945 (Grimes 
forthcoming). That from Leigh Hill is represented by Feature xn on Smith's 
plan (1908), which is a circular trench thirty feet in diameter, and two feet 
six inches wide by two feet deep. The evidence from Sandown Park is a 
horse-shoe shaped trench eighteen feet in diameter, with an 'open' gap of 
nine feet six inches. In the centre was a clay platform. The trench was 
twenty inches wide by eighteen deep, and it is thus possible that both this 
and the Leigh Hill example could have held timber wall posts. The gap left 
for the entrance at Sandown does seem to be rather large, unless it was for 
a porch,-(that of House I at Little Woodbury was about nine feet wide (Bersu 
1940)). It should be remembered, however, that such trenches need not have 
taken wall posts, but could have served to off storm water, and that 
the actual diameter of the houses might have been less than those of the 
trenches. At Weston Wood, however, walling for a house twenty feet in dia-
meter does seem to have been held in the bedding trench, for this latter 

_ connects a series of postholes. 

Gr3naries. No site has produced any arrangement of postholes, which could 
be interpreted as a granary. 

Billforts. These are divisible into those which are univallate and those 
which are multi vallate. Few have been properly investigated, and fewer still 
have produced any informll.tive material that has survived for study. In 
these circum stances no· definite statements may be made about structural 
histories or dates. What evidence there is, however, does appear to indicate 
that the accepted view that univallate forts are generally earlier than multi-
vallate ones is true for our examples. The univallate forts at Wimbledon, 
(with a timber-laced rampart), Carshalton and Weybridge have produced 
pottery which will be seen in the Discussion to belong to an earlier phase 
than that found in the multi vallate forts of Hascombe and Holmbury. 
There is also a difference in distribution, for the univallate structures are 
found mainly north of the downs, on high points in low lying areas, whilst 
the multivallate forts occur in more southerly areas, on very high ridges. 
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That there are complex histories behind some of these structures is to be 
seen from the example of St George's Hill, Weybridge, where triple banks 
and a wide ditch, attributed to Belgic influence, are present on the north-
west of the univallate hillfort (Cotton, 1958) .

DISCUSSION 

As can be seen from the sections above, only pottery is available for estab-
lishing a sequence for the Iron Age in Surrey. The dangers of using pottery 
thus are well known and a reliance upon pottery alone is obviously unsatis-
factory. However, it is not true that pottery is of no use in Iron Age studies. 
It is the most common find on sites of that phase in Britain and as such, 
can not be ignored. Treated critically, using definable types and assem-
blages' and without placing undue stress on individual features of form, 
pottery is of the greatest use both in the description of cultures and in the 
establishment of chronology. What follows is not a description of cultures 
but of ceramic groups; only the proper investigation of sites in the future 
will create any fuller picture. 
The Iron Age pottery from the county falls into three groups. These are 
established by association or, where that is lacking, by analogy with other 
areas. The first group consists of Form 1, jars with applied cordons decor-
ated with finger-tip impressions, and the slash and white-inlaid decorated 
vessels from Hawk's Hill. The second group consists of Forms 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 
and 9, and the third Forms 5,6,11, and 12. These groups correspond to the 
chronological sequence of the material. 
The main type of vessel in Period 1 is Form 1, the 'featureless' jar. Pot-
tery of this kind is known from four sites in the county, Green Lane (Farn-
ham), Coombe Warren, Weston Wood and Wisley. Similar pottery is known 
from Deverel-Rimbury sites like Itford Hill, Sussex (Hollyman and Burstow 
1957) and Shearplace Hill, Dorset (Rahtz and ApSimon 1962, ClassIII). It is 
also known from Plumpton Plain, Site B, (Hawkes 1935, Class B2-B3), where 
a Late Bronze Age date may be indicated by the unstratified find of a frag-
ment of a bronze winged axe. More definitely indicative of the use of such 
'featureless' jars in the Late Bronze Age is the evidence from recent ex-
cavations at South Cadbury in Somerset (report in preparation). Here, the 
Iron Age hillfort was preceded by a small unenclosed settlement of which 
the principal structural remains were a series of pits which produced 
vessels of this character along with sherds from pots whose forms resem-
ble those belonging to the Late Bronze Age Urnfield cultures on the contin-
ent. Further, this settlement appears to have engaged in bronze working, 
for furnace structures and scatter of fragments of Late Bronze Age metal 
types were found in the area. Some very early Iron Age influence is to be 
seen in the presence of two bronze Hallstatt C razors and sherds of jars 
with applied cordons and finger-tip impressed decoration, but the settle-
ment is clearly native in character. 
The evidence from the Surrey sites also suggests a Late Bronze Age con-
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text for this ceramic form. At Coombe Warren, although no stratification 
or associations were recorded, the surviving material can be divided into 
two groups and the jars of Form 1 would fall into a first phase belonging 
with the Late Bronze Age hoard (Devenish 1964) and the cylindrical clay 
loomweights. Similar loomweights have been found at Green Lane (Farnham) 
and Weston Wood. At the latter site ceramic types of Period 2 were also 
found and there appears to be no reason to divide the material into more 
than one phase. Weston Wood is then, an example of the continuation of the 
use of such 'featureless' jars into Period 2, with Wisley, where their asso-
ciations are wholly Iron Age, being another. 
The introduction of jars with applied cordons and finger..:tip impressed 
decoration must also belong to Period 1. The first appearance of these 
vessels.in the very early phases of the British Iron Age is well attested by 
their occurrence at sites like Staple Howe (Brewster 1963) and Scarborough 
(Smith 1927). Nevertheless, it is unlikely that they belong early in Period 1 
in Surrey, for they are not common, occurring only at Queen Mary's Hospital 
(Carshalton), Beddington and Wisley, with pottery of Period 2. If they do not 
properly belong in Period 2 itself, they must be placed at the end of 
Period 1. 
The vessels with slash decoration inlaid with a white paste from Hawk's 
Hill definitely belong in Period 1. These sherds do not belong with the 
other material from this site and as they are small, and likely to be resi-
dual, three phases of occupation may be suggested of which these vessels 
would belong to the first. The sherds are paralleled by pottery from All 
Cannings Cross (Cunnington 1923) and probably come from ovoid jars. 
This is the only. site in the county to have produced such pottery and it is 
difficult to assess the chronological position of this in relation to the Wes-
sex sites upon which Similar material is more common. Further research 
upon the Iron Age in Wessex might enable us to say more, but this has yet 
to be undertaken. 
Period 1 must be seen as a phase of transition between the Bronze Age and 
the Iron Age. Thus there is a Bronze Age ceramic tradition upon which 
new types are being introduced. This can also be seen in the metalwork 
aSSignable to this Period, with the native types continuing in use alongside 
the Hallstatt C swords found in the Thames. If the Farnham leech brooch 
is a genuine British discovery it would also belong in this Period. So too 
might the Weybridge bucket, but the general dating of this object leaves it 
possible that it could be placed in Period 2. 
If Period 1 is a phase of transition, Period 2 represents a fully developed 
Iron Age, for new ceramic types are introduced and adopted which give a 
wholly Iron Age appearance to the pottery assemblages. 
Sandown Park must date very early in this second period, for in addition to 
the characteristic pottery of Group 2, (of which the fabric and finish of the 
bowls of Form 7 are so atypical as to suggest direct importation to' the 
site), there are two vessels with early analogies in other regions. The first 
of these is a minature vessel with an omphalos base (Fig. 7, No. 59) which 
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has parallels at Staple Howe (Brewster 1963, Fig. 63, No. 4) and Long Wit-
tenham, (Berks.) (Savory 1937, Fig. 2, No. 10), both early sites. On the con-
tinent, this is a form which occurs in Hallstatt B to Hallstatt D contexts at 
Court St Etienne 1958) and is also found at Cosne, Cote d'Or (Savory 
1937, Fig. 2, No. 24). The second vessel is a globular bodied jar with a cylin-
drical neck (Frere 1947, Fig. 18, No. 29) which has continentalUrnfield 
origins (see De Laet et alia 1958, Figs 83, 88, 90,92, 112). It may be noted 
that some of the fine ware vessels from Queen Mary's Hospital, Carshalton, 
also resemble HaUstatt D forms at Court St Etienne; this site is again early 
within Period 2. 
The diagnostic pottery form of this period is the carinated bowl, Form 7. 
This is found at the two sites mentioned above as well as at Coombe War-
ren, Caesar's Camp (Wimbledon), Leigh Hill (Cobham), Hawk's Hill and 
Wisley. It is a form which first makes its appearance on the continent 
in a late stage of the Hallstatt D phase, but is more common in the La 
TEme I phase, in which contexts it occurs at La Courte and Le Camp a 
Cayaux in Belgium (Marien 1961). Elsewhere, in Britain, these carinated 
bowls are found on early sites like West Harling (Clark and Fell 1953), 
Staple Howe, Fengate (Hawkes and Fell 1945) and Linford (Batton 1962), 
where ceramic traditions of Hallstatt and La Tene origins are seen to be 
mixed. This form is also found on early sites in the Upper Thames valley, 
as at Long Wittenham and Mount Farm (Myres 1937). 
Associated with the carinated bowls at Carshalton, Wisley and Sandown 
Park are bipartite bowls, (Form 9), and this is an association that is 
peated on the Belgian sites mentioned above. Although the two forms have 
different histories on the continent, by the La Time I phase they belong to 
the same ceramic group and their presence together on British sites indi-
cates that they are a product of contact across the Channel in that period. 

On both these forms rilling may occur, as at Sandown Park, Caesar's 
Camp (Wimbledon), Leigh Hill and Hawk's Hill. This feature is also of 
continental La Tene origin, reflecting the metallic prototypes of these 
bowls, as is clear from the examples at Le Camp a Cayaux. At attempt 
to copy the lustrous surface of metal vessels may account for the haema-
tite coating on the carinated bowls from Hawk's Hill. IT this is so, it is 
difficult to understand why this surface treatment is not more common in 
the county; only five sites have produced haematite-coated sherds and of 
these, only Hawk's Hill has them in quantity. This may be explained, how-
ever, as a continuum from the first phase at this site, of which the slashed 
and white-inlaid sherds are also coated with haematite. 
Another form may be attributed to the same La Tene sources as the bowls 
discussed above. This is Form 8, the tripartite bowl with a pedestal base. 
Bowls type have a general affinity with the flared-neck vases of the 
continental La Tene Iron Age, which are common in Belgium and the region 
of the Marne. The form which occurs in Britain, squatter and shallower 
than these taU 'vases, Marien (1961,160) saw as a form found predominantly 
in the Marne area, (in contrast to the carinated bowls which are more com-
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mon in Belgium). He cited examples from Marson, Somme-Bionne, d'El.-
rechy and other sites, including La Sablonnieres (Hubert 1906), to which 
Croncs (Dillon and Chadwick 1967) may be added. He further quoted Dehn 
on a typological distinction, plain vessels with a short shoulder being claim-
ed as earlier than examples with decoration and a long shoulder. 

In Surrey, such bowls are known from Wisley, Mixnam's Farms and possibly 
Hawk's Hill (Hastings 1965, Fig. 12, Nos. 4 and 10). They have been found in 
the Thames at Hammersmith, Wandsworth and Mortlake (Fig. 6, Nos 44-46). 
Elsewhere, they occur at Wandlebury, Cambs., (Hartley 1957) and Risbury, 
Norfolk, (Clarke 1939), and are a particular feature of sites in the area of 
the Chilterns, being present at such locations as Chinnor (Richardson and 
Young 1951), Lodge Hill, Bledlow (Head and Piggott 1946), Ellesborough 
(Cock 1909) and Puddlehill (Manshead Society 1963). The bowls from these 
Chiltern sites have a striking decoration derived from the pre-existing 
ceramic tradition, but apart from these, few of the British examples are 
decorated and all have the short shoulder of Dehn's earlier type. 

Allied to Form 8, perhaps, is the double carinated vessel from Hawk's Hill 
(Hastings 1965, Fig. 12, Nos. 50 and 51), which has only one parallel, with a 
vessel from South Cadbury, Somerset (unpublished). The tripartite bowls 
from St Catharine's Hill and Linford, Essex (Barton 1962), may be derived 
from Form 8 and what may be an allied form was found at Fengate (Hawkes 
and Fell 1945, Fig. 9, Y2). 

Of the jar forms of Period 2, Form 2, jars with high, bulging shoulders may 
be amongst the earliest. They occur at Sandown Park, Beddington, Hawk's 
Hill, Wisley and Mixnam's Farms and have parallels on early sites outside 
the county like Staple Howe, Abington Pigotts, Cambs. (Fox 1924), Highdown 
Hill, Sussex (Wilson 1940), Fengateand Stoke Clump, Sussex (Cunliffe 1966). 
Hawkes (1962) pointed out that rounded shoulders are more of a Hallstatt 
feature than sharp Shoulders, which are of La Tene origin. It may be that 
the high, rounded shoulders of this form betray a Hallstatt derivation, and 
it may also be worthy of note that the sites mentioned above lie on or near 
the coast, or a major river. 

Jars of a more biconic shape than is usual, Form 4, are found at Wisley, 
Mixnam's Farms, Coombe Warren, Beomond's Farm and Sandown Park. 
They may be no more than a local variant of the general shouldered jar 
form of the British Iron Age, but they have parallels on early sites like 
Fengate, Wandlebury and Ivinghoe Beacon, Bucks (Cotton and Frere 1968). 
The principal jar form of this period is Form 3, the shouldered jar with a 
concave neck. This type, found at Carshalton, Hawk's Hill, Wisley, Leigh 
Hill, Wimbledon, Mixnam' s Farms and Milford, to name a few, be longs to 
the class of jar typical of the early Iron Age across Southern England. In 
common with such jars elsewhere, Form 3 may bear finger-tip impressed 
decoration. The chronological implications of finger-tip decoration must 
be approached with caution; the presence of such decorated pottery in 
association with plain forms (supposedly derived from the former) is known 
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from many sites. It does appear, though, that finger-tip impressed decora-
tion does become rarer with the passage of time, although it is a long-lived 
tradition. Thus, though this form must be said to be characteristic of 
Period 2, it is possible that by the end of that phase it was less common 
and being replaced by jars of Form 5. 

The metalwork of Period 2 does not come from the sites, but from the 
Thames, and is the series of Hallstatt D and La Tene I daggers which was 
studied by Jope (1962). He saw these daggers, of British manufacture, as 
being the response of native metal workers to a demand from aristocratic 
patrons for weapons of prestige, and suggested that the London Basin 
formed the territory ruled by these aristocrats. However, as Jope himself 
pointed out, it is difficult to Claim any site in this region as the residence 
of such a man. As far as Surrey is concerned, although Period 2 saw the 
construction of univallate fortifications such as Caesar's Camp, Wimbledon 
and Queen Mary's Hospital, Carshalton, most sites are either insufficiently 
explored or else appear too poor to be given such a status. 

The pottery of the third group, which belongs to Period 3, lacks the quan-
tity of that which is assigned to the preceding period, but may be placed in 
the context of the new ceramic tradition which was adopted in Southern 
Britain during the later phases of the Iron Age. 

Only three bowls (Form 11) may be included in this group and it is diffi-
cult to relate them to each other or to material outside the county. The 
two from Cobham and Hawk's Hill (Fig. 7,Nos 52-53) are similar only in 
having smooth profiles and dark surfaces. The Cobham example is difficult 
to parallel in respect of its decoration and the nearest in form is a bowl 
from Crayford, Kent (Ward Perkins 1938, Fig. 7, No. 12). In his restoration 
of the Cobham bowl, Smith (1924) suggested analogies with the Glastonbury 
material, but no specific example can be quoted in support of this. A simi-
lar vessel to that from Hawk's Hill may be found from Castle Hill, New-
haven, Sussex (Hawkes 1939a, Fig. 4, No. 2; Cunliffe 1965, 37). The third 
bowl, from Wisley, poses similar problems. Smith (1924) mentioned a 
vessel from Deal with similar decoration. From its general appearance, 
it should belong with the other Period 3 pottery from that site. 

'Saucepan pots', Form 1.2, are found in greater quantity, coming from Wisley, 
West Clandon, Hawk's Hill and Hascombe. Their closest analogies are ves-
sels from the Caburn and Castle Hill, Newhaven (Hawkes 1939 and 1939a), 
though these are more lavish in decoration and the greatest resemblance 
lies in the use of horizontal lines beneath the rim. This feature also links 
the Surrey examples to those from St Catharine' s Hill and Winchester, and 
to other sites of Cunliffe's St Catharine's Hill group, corresponding to 
his decoration style A (Cunliffe 1964). 

Analogies may also be seen in another direction, up the Thames, at South-
cote, Reading (Piggott and Seaby 1937), from which site vessels have ana-
logies with Cunliffe's St Catharine's Hill group. The decoration on all of 
these 'saucepan pots' tends to be linear, when it occurs, in contrast to the 
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swags of the Caburn and Newhaven examples. Swags do, however, occur at 
West Clandon. 
Globular jars, Form 6, were found at Hawk's Hill, Wisley, Cobham, Nonsuch 
Park and Inward Shaw, and by their profile and dark'surfaces they stand out 
as belonging to the new ceramic tradition. Comparable vessels are to be 
found, for example, at Little Woodbury. They begin early in Period 3 in 
Surrey, and continue late to be contemporaneous with Belgic pottery. This 
latter is illustrated by the jar I, 30 from Wisley (Lowther 1945b) which 
shows Belgic influence from a girth-grooved pedestal urn in its horizontal 
grooving and moulded base. The lattice decoration on the jar I, 33 from 
Wisley is also suggestive of a late date. 
At West Clandon, with saucepan pots and globular jars, was found a small, 
bag shaped bowl with an omphalos base. This was assigned to the 'South 
Eastern B' culture on the strength of the base. This is not the place to ana-
lyse the mixture which the term 'South Eastern B' embodies, but it may 
be noted in respect of the West Clandon vessel that the geographical conno-
tation may be disposed of by the finding of a similar bowl at Hod Hill, Dor-
set (Brailsford 1968, Fig. 24). Other examples come from Hulbury, Kent 
(Ward Perkins 1944, Fig. 18, No. 8), Old England (Brentford)(unpublished 
London Museum, Fig. 7, No. 58), Castle Hill (Newhaven) (Hawkes 1930a, Fig. 5, 
No. 8), and from Sturry and Deal, in Kent (Ince 1928,93-94 and Birchall 
1965, Fig. '11, No. 92). At these two latter sites, the bowls accompanied 
burials and were associated with pottery of the Aylesford-Swarling Culture. 
It is unlikely that the Hod Hill and West Clandon bowls could be as late as 
this and the Deal and Sturry examples are yet another illustration of the 
survival of Period 3 pottery alongside that introduced by the Belgae. 

Throughout Periods 2 and 3 jars of slack profile in coarse ware (Form 5) 
were in use, perhaps becoming more predominant towards the end of Per-
iod 2. Examples were found in the contexts of both Periods at Hawk's Hill 
and Mixnam's Farms and in Period 3 contexts at West Clandon. Such pot-
tery might be the continuation of the 'featureless' pottery tradition of Per-
iod 1, or it might be no more than the simple forms made for everyday use. 
There is no metalwork to be assigned to Period 3, other than the 'wedge 
shaped' iron object from West Clandon. This period, however, saw the con-
struction of the multivallate hillforts of the county, such finds as have been 
found in these belonging with the third ceramic group. 

Chronology 
As has been seen above, Period 1 is a phase of transition from the Bronze 
Age to the Iron Age. The beginning of this period is not, however, dated by 
the metalwork of native type, which probably continued in use throughout, 

. but by the Hallstatt C swords from the Thames. These stand at the beginn-
ing of the adoption of the new types which distinguish the Iron Age, and 
may be placed in the seventh century B.C. 
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Period 2 has slightly more in the way of dating evidence. The new pottery 
types are forms which occur in the late Hallstatt D and La Tene I phases 
on the continent, and to these may be added the dagger series from the 
Thames, which belongs to one school of workmanship and is similarly 
composed of Hallstatt D and La Tene I types. The pottery forms of Period 
2 (which in the wider aspect of Southern England belong to Harding's 'An-
gular Horizon' (1970», are more representative of the La Tene I phase 
across the Channel, and the bulk of the Thames daggers are also of La 
Tene I type; thus Period 2 may be equated with the continental La Tene I. 
Since the dagger group and some of the pottery assemblages include ele-
ments from the preceding phase on the European mainland, the beginning 
of Period 2 may further be equated with the beginning of that La Tene I 
phase and be placed early in the fifth century B.C. 
How long this period continued is difficult to estimate. The continental 
types introduced at the beginning of the period remained popular for a long 
time and no new introductions from abroad were made until the first appear-
ance of Belgic material. Thus there is nothing to indicate the date of the 
beginning of Period 3. As has been described above, Period 3 pottery 
tinues, to be contemporary with ceramic types of the Aylesford-Swarling 
Culture. Birchall (1965) found great difficulty in placing the bulk of this 
latter pottery before c. 50 B.C. and it may therefore be taken that Period 3 
pottery continued in use down to, and probably beyond, this date. A lower 
date for the period is thus established, but the paucity of material creates 
a problem for the estimation of the upper date. For this deficiency means 
that a long time scale would result in very few sites being contemporary, 
while a shorter period would allow a denser occupation. With due regard 
for the Iron Age sequence in Southern England as a whole, the writer sug-
gests that a date in the middle of the second century B.C. might be consis-
tent for the available evidence for the beginning of Period 3. 

The Wider Contexts of the Surrey Material 
Several authors have made comments about the links beyond the county of 
the Surrey material (eg. Kenyon 1952, Frere 1942, and Cunliffe 1965). At 
the present time, much research upon the Iron Age of Southern England is 
still required and it would thus be rash to go into those links in too great 
a detail. However, certain general comments may be made. 
In Period 2, (as Kenyon saw in 1952), the Surrey material quite clearly be-
longs with that from the Thames valley as a whole and from coastal regions. 
Not only do these areas share the bowl forms of continental derivation, but 
they have a common jar type in Form 3. The settlement pattern in Surrey 
a southern concentration of major hillforts. This may be due to a greater 
concern with the land routes across the county. 
By contrast, Period 3 material has more links with areas to the South and 
the West, with the analogies in decoration with bowls in Sussex and the 
similarities in the saucepan pots with the 'St Catharine's Hill group'. This 
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may be again reflected in the pattern of settlement which is more diffuse 
than in the preceding phase, with less concentration around the rivers and 
a southern concentration of major hillforts. This may be due to a greater 
concern with the land routes across the county. 
Much has been said about Wessex influence in the ceramic styles of Surrey. 
'This may have been exaggerated. The slash with white-inlay sherds from 
Hawk's Hill are the most obvious examples of such 'influence', but the 
attribution of other decorative motifs to a Wessex source is doubtful. Hor.i-
zontal grooves are probably to be derived from 'rilling', a technique of 
decoration in the continental homeland of the vessels which bear it, which 
reflects the metallic origins of the vessels. Triangles infilled with diagonal 
lines or pointille have an Urnfield origin and may belong to a widespread 
repertoire of motifs; pointille-infilled triangles, for example, come from 
sites like Darmsden (Cunliffe 1968, Fig. 4, No. 52), Fengate (Hawkes and Fell 
1943, Fig. 6, M2) and Stoke Clump (Cunliffe 1966), which all lie well beyond 
the borders of Wessex. Stress has also been placed upon the occurrence of 
haematite coating in Surrey. It is true that this surface finish is most 
common in the Wessex area, but it is found across the Channel in Armorica 
(Giot, et al. 1960,190), and there may be a still wider spread. In Surrey it 
is not common. Most sites produce only a few sherds, if any, and by far the 
greatest amount comes fr.om Hawk's Hill where it is possible that it repre-
sents a continuation of tradition from the first phase. Even if haematite 
coating does indicate a link with the Wessex material, it should be thought 
of in common with the other decorative motifs discussed above, as being 
not Wessex 'influence' but as elements in a shared heritage. 

APPENDIX 

Gazetteer 
Reference to '0. S. Records' in this gazetteer are to the O. S. 6-inch map 
card index fur the county. 

Hi,llforts 
Capel (Anstiebury). TQ 153440. Multivallate, 11% acres. No 

finds. Reference:- Winbolt 1937. 
Carshalton (Queen Mary's Hospital). N.G.R.:- TQ 280624. Univa1late, 

71/2 acres. Finds:- pottery of Forms 3,7 and 8 and a scattered Late 
Bronze Age hoard. Reference:- Clinch 1907, Lowther 1945, Harrison 
1968. 

Caterham (War Coppice). N.G.R.: - TQ 331532. Multivallate, Two inner 
banks, palisaded and revetted. The southern side is entirely quarried 
away. No finds. Reference: - O.S. Records. 

Farnham (Caesar's Camp). N.G.R.:- WU 835496. Multivallate, 28 acres. 
No finds. Reference:- Lowther 1939. 

Hascombe. N.G.R.:- TQ 00453865. Multivallate, 53/4 acres. Inturned 
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entrance. Finds: - pottery of Forms 6 and 12, fragments of rotary 
quern, worked flints and 'sling-stones'. Reference:- Winbolt 1932, 
Boyden 1958. 

Lingjield (Dry Hill Camp). N.G.R.: - TQ 43204175. Multivallate 24 
acres. Finds:- no pottery: 'sling-stones' and a Roman coin. Refer-
ence:- Winbolt and Margary 1933, Margary 1964. 

Puttenham (Hill bury) . N .G.R.: - SU 91104685. Univallate, promontory 
camp. Reference: - O.S. Records. 

Seale (Botany Hill}.N.G.F.:- SU 87514625. Univallate, 2 acres. Claimed 
as contemporary with Soldier'S Ring. Reference:- O.S.Records. 

Seale (Soldier's Ring). N.G.R.:- Su 88024620. Univallate, 21/4 acres. 
Claimed as contemporary with Botany Hill. Reference: - O.S. Records. 

Shere (Holmbury). N.G.R.:- TQ 104430. Multivallate,8 acres. Finds:-
pottery of Form 6, fragments of rotary quern, chert flakes and 
'sling-stones'. Reference: - Winbolt 1930. 

Walton-upon-Thames (St.Ceorge's Hill). N.G.R.: - TQ 085617. Unival-
late, 14 acres. Finds: - pottery of Forms 3 and 7. Refer·ence: Lowther 
1949. 

Wimbledon (Caesar's Camp). N.G.R.:- 223712. Univallate, 12 acres. 
Timber-laced rampart and pits. Finds:- pottery of Forms 3 and 7. 
Reference: - Lowther 1945a. 

Open Settlements 
The criteria for distinguishing these sites vary from the presence, in suf-
ficient quantity, of pottery or other artifacts, to the occurence of a single 
pit, (on the assumption that where there is one, there are likely to be more). 
The term 'open settlements' is used cautiously to distinguish the sites list-
ed below from hillforts, none of these sites having produced any evidence 
of enclosures. 

Albury (Weston Wood). N.G.R.:- TQ 053485. This site has traces of 
houses and pits. Finds include pottery of Forms 1, 3, and 7, a saddle 
quern, cylindrical clay loom-weights, a bronze awl·and two pieces of 
copper ingot. A field system is associated with the settlement. Ref-
erence: - Harding 1964, final report forthcoming. 

Artington (St. Catharines Hill). N.G.R.:- WU 993482. Iron Age pottery 
including a bowl derived from Form 8. Reference:- Lowther 1945, 
unpublished material, Guildford Museum. 

Ashtead (Inward Shaw). N.G.R.:- TQ 19335769. A pit producing pottery 
of Form 6. Reference: - Lowther 1947a. 

Ashtead (The Old Quarry). N.G.R.:- TQ 18345756. A pit producing pot-
tery of Form 3 with applied cordons decorated with finger-tip im-
pressions.· Reference:- Lowther 1933. 

Beddington (Aldwick Road). N.G.R.:- TQ 30776510. Pits producing 
pottery of Form 2 with applied, finger-tip decorated, cordons. Ref-
erence: - Gallant 1966. 

Bramley (Thorncombe). N.G.R.:- SU 99364156. Iron cinder, pottery of 
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'Bronze Age/lion Age' type and Roman pottery recorded. Reference:-
Surrey A. C.,L (1947),xxiv. 

Chertsey (Beomond's Farm). ·N.G.R.:- T.Q 03946838. Pits and gullies 
mainly of Roman date. One feature, however, produced pottery of 
Forms 3 and 4. Reference: - Unpublished, Guildford Museum. 

Cobham (Leigh Hill). N.G.R.:- TQ 11446026. This site has occupation 
from Iron Age through to Roman. To the Iron Age phases belong pits 
and traces of houses, and pottery of Forms 3,6,10 and 11. Reference:-
Smith 1908a, Smith 1909, Lowther 1945b. 

Coombe (Coombe Warren). N.G.R.:- TQ 210710. Site quarried away 
during gravel digging in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. 
Pits. and postholes recorded, and the finds apparently included car-
bonised grain, lead objects, lumps of copper cake and cylindrical clay 
loomweights. The pottery included Forml:S 1,4, and 7. Reference:-
Gardiner 1924, unpublished material in Kingston upon Thames museum. 

Coulsdon (Woodplace Farm). N.G.R.:- TQ 29445693. Pits recorded on 
site occupied from the Iron Age to the Roman period. Reference:-. 
O.S. Records. 

Epsom (Longdown Lane). N. G. R.:- TQ 22825996. Pits, and pottery of 
Forms 3 and 4. Some haematite-coated sherds. Reference:- Frere 
1942. . 

Esher (Sandown Park). N.G.R.:- TQ 138650. This site had traces of a 
house and, in addition to daub and a triangular clay loomweight, pro-
duced pottery of Forms 2,3,4,7,8, and 9, some of which was haematite-
coated. Reference:- Frere 1947. 

Ewell (Nonsuch Park). N.G.R.:- TQ 230630. A pit containing pottery of 
Form 6. Reference:- Lowther 1947a. 

Ewell (Purberry Shot). N.G.R.:- TQ 218621. A layer containing domestic 
refuse, including pottery of Forms 3 and 7 and a bone point. Refer-
ence:- Lowtlier 1947. 

Farnham (Green Lane). N.G.R.:- SU 833450. A site found in sand quarry-
ing. Pits, postholes and hearths recorded. Pottery of Form 1 and 3; 
cylindrical clay loomweights, fragments of saddle querns, and flints 
were also found. Reference:- Lowther 1939. 

Farnham (Gardners Pit). N.G.R.:- SU 82644529. Postholes found. 
Reference: - O.S. Records. 

Farnham (Cox Bridge) .. N.G.R.:- SU 825458. Iron Age pottery recorded. 
Reference:- Wade 1934. . 

Fetcham (Hawk's Hill). N.G.R.:- TQ 15505540. A site of probably three 
phases with twelve pits. The pottery is of Forms 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, pos-
sibly 8,11 and 12. There are'sherds of vessels decorated with white 
inlaid slashes, which are probably residual from a first phase. Some 
of the bowls of Form 7 are haematite-coated. Other finds include a 
bronze awl, a whetstone, spindle-whorls and triangular clay loom-
weights. Reference:- Hastings 1965. 

Godalming (Charterhouse). N.G.R.:- SU 966448. Pits. The pottery is 
of Form 3. Reference:- Harrison 1961. 

Guildfurd (St Martha's Hill). N.G.R.:- TQ 02194833. An alleged pottery 
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kiln with flue constructed of triangular clay loomweights. Pottery of 
Form 3. Reference: - Lowther 1935. 

Kingston upon Thames. N.G.R.:- TQ 18266918. A ditch producing pottery 
of Form 3 in a similar fabric to pottery from Coombe Warren. Ref-
erence:- Canham 1967. 

Sanderstead (Atwood). N.G.R.:- TQ 343605. The structural remains are 
pits, and the finds indicate two. phases, including pottery of Form 7 
and Patch Grove ware, and saddle and rotary querns. Reference:-
Little 1964. 

Thorpe (Mixnam's Farms). N.G.R.:- TQ 040690. A settlement with 
traces of houses and pits, producing pottery of Forms 2,3,4, and 7, 
and lug handles. Reference:- Unpublished material in Weybridge 
Museum, recovered before excavation. 

Warlingham. N.G.R.:- TQ 34275890. Pits and Iron Age pottery re-
corded. Reference:- O.S. Records. 

Wes(Clandon. N.G.R.:- TQ 044503. A pit revealed by a chalk quarry 
contained pottery of Forms 5,6, and 11, a spindle-whorl and an iron 
object. Reference:- Frere 1944. 

Wisley. N.G.R.:- TQ 05975967. Construction of a sewage farm in 1922-
23 revealed a series of pits which contained pottery of Forms 3,4, 
6, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12, and lug handles. Some sherds bore applied 
cordons with finger-tip impressions and others had haematite-coated 
surfaces. Other finds were a spindle-whorl and four structures 
claimed as kilns. Reference:- Lowther 1945b, Smith 1924. 

Miscellaneous Finds 
Artington. N.G.R.:- SU 994483. 'Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age tran-

sitionpottery'. Reference: - Copley 1958. 
Bagshot. 'Iron Age Pottery-haematite coated ware' claimed by Copley 

(1958). . 
Banstead Downs. N.G.R.:- TQ 253610. Possible hut circles recorded . 

. Reference:- O.S. Records. 
Beddington. N.G.R.:- TQ 29996572 and 29766581. Pits recorded. Refer-

ence:- O.S. Records. 
Betchworth. N.G.R.:- TQ 06746278. Iron Age and Roman sherds from 

road construction recorded. Reference:- O. S. Records. 
Chelsham. N.G.R.:- TQ 39545813. Iron Age sherd recorded from.bomb 

crater. Reference: - O.S. Records. 
Chessingtun (Church Fields). N.G.R.:- TQ 18486357. Iron Age sherds. 

Reference:- Bishop 1967. 
Compton. N.G.R.:- SU 95564791. Occupation site and possible cremation 

burial recorded. Reference: - O.S. Records. 
Coulsdon. N.G.R.:- TQ 28725735. Iron Age and Roman sherds recorded. 

Reference: - O.S. Records. 
Coulsdon (Farthing Down). N.G.R.:- TQ 29975830. Celtic field system. 

Some Iron Age sherds from surface scatter and a pit. Reference:-
Hope-Taylor 1949. 
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Croydon. N.G.R.:- TQ 312658. Iron Age sherds. Reference:- O.S. Re-
cords. 

Dorking (Box Hill). Field system claimed by Copley (1958). 
Egham. N.G.R.:- TQ 0067170995. Iron Age sherds found. Reference:-

O.S. Records. 
Epsom (Racecourse). N.G.R.:"' TQ 221582. Iron Age sherds found. 

Reference:- O.S. Records. 
Farnham (Badshot Lea). N.G.R.:- SU 8606747927. Iron Age sherds in the 

top fill of long barrow ditches. Reference:- Lowther 1939. 
Farnham (Bourne Mill Spring). N.G.R.:- SU 85284792. 'Late Bronze Age', 

Iron Age and Roman sherds found. Reference: - O.S. Records. 
Farnham. A leech brooch, possibly not from the county, or a 'Grand 

Tour' import. Reference:- Frere 1945. 
Godalming. Bronze Age and Iron Age sherds mentioned by Whimster 

(1931). 
Guildfurd (Merrow). N.G.R.:- TQ 0407950853, Iron Age sherds in a 

possible pit. Reference: - O.S. Records. 
Guildford (St. Martha's Hill). N.G.R.:- TQ 028483. Iron Age pottery of 

Form 3 with applied cordon with finger-tip impressed decoration 
found. Probably to be connected with site listed above. Reference:-
Wood 1954. 

Headley. N.G.R.;- in area of TQ 19135444 to 19265454. Iron Age and 
Roman sherds found. Reference:- O.S. Records. 

Hindhead and Churt. N.G.R.:- SU 86413700. Iron Age sherds and a quern 
fragment found. Reference: - O.S. Records. 

Maiden (Old Maiden). N.G.R.:- TQ 21256620. Iron Age occupation, 
claimed as a hillfort but this is unlikely. Traces possibly indicative 
of a house and pottery of Form 3. Also Roman and Mediaeval occu.,. 
pation, worked flints and fragments of clay loom weights. Reference:·-
Carpenter 1947, unpublished information and material in Kingston upon 
Thames Museum. 

Mickleham Downs. N.G.R.:- TQ 160518. A field system with scatters 
of pottery in four nuclei. Pottery includes Form 3. Reference:-
Frere and Hogg 1945. 

Pyrford. N.G.R.:: TQ 0458. Iron Age and Roman pottery found. Refer-
ence: - O.S. Records. 

Sanderstead. N.G.R.:- centred around TQ 337596. Celtic fields. Refer-
ence: - O.S. Records. 

Seale. N.G.R.:- TQ 889483. Iron Age pottery claimed. Referenc,e:-
Copley 1958. 

Surbitun. N.G.R.: - TQ 202674. Iron Age and Roman sherds; surface 
finds. Reference:- Copley 1958. 

Thorpe. N.G.R.:- In area of TQ 027699. Iron Age sherds found in gravel 
pit. Reference: - O.S. Records. 

o/aUon-on-the-Hill. N.G.R.;- In area of TQ Iron Age and Roman 
sherds recorded by Copley (1958). 

West Molesey. N.G.R.:- TQ 12806755. Iron Age pottery of early and 
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Belgic types, with animal bones and wood, recorded in a layer of clay 
at depth of 3 feet 6 'inches in a gravel pit. Reference: - O.S. Records 

Weybridge (Brooklands). N.G.R.:- TQ 06846305. Bronze bucket of Hall-
statt C to La Tene I type from River Wey. Reference:- Smith 1908. 

Weybridge. N.G.R.:- TQ 07266480. Iron Age sherds from foundation 
trench for new museum. Reference:- unpublished,Weybridge Museum. 

Wimbledon. N.G.R.:- TQ 228724. Bone knife, claimed as Iron Age, 
7 inches long. Reference:- O.S. Records. 

Witley (Milford Hill House). N.G.R.:- SU 94994228. Occupation site pro-
duCing Belgic pottery and a shouldered jar of Form 3. Reference:-
Lowther 1958. 

Wonersh. N.G.R.:- TQ 04354358. Pit producing Iron Age material. 
Reference:- O.S. Records. 
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