
Felday, Holmbury St Mary: an earthwork enclosure 
o f the 1st century AD

D FIELD
In memory of Bert Keeble 1903-85

A promontory hillfort, or enclosure, consisting o f  a bank and ditch cutting o ff  a north facing Greensand spur, and 
with the ditch and slight bank extending around the north and west sides o f  the spur, is loosely dated to the mid 1st 
century A D  on the basis o f  pottery typology and magnetic dating o f ditch silt. Defences are slight, possibly 
unfinished, but are similar to a number o f  other Greensand hillforts and in particular those o f  a late Iron Age date. 
Its size, position and lack o f  surface indication o f internal use pose problems o f interpretation offunction, fo r  while 
a livestock compound or other economic function is clearly possible, the ditch and bank are designed to exclude 
admission rather than merely keep animals in, and so for  the moment the question must remain open.

Introduction

Field survey and excavations during 1984 and 1985 revealed the presence of a hitherto unrecorded 
hillfort probably constructed during the 1st century AD. The enclosure, consisting of a C-shaped 
bank and ditch, follows the contours of a north facing spur above the hamlet of Felday, about a mile 
to the north of Holmbury hillfort at TQ 108 447. The hill is currently wooded, mostly with conifers, 
and thick heather, bracken and hurt bushes ensure that any further extant features remain hidden.

Situation

The site is central to the block of Greensand hills that stretch between Guildford and Dorking, 
bounded by the Wey valley in the west, and the Mole to the east. A tributary of the Wey, the 
Tillingbourne, runs east to west through the sands perhaps acting as a focus of settlement in 
ancient times as it does today. A series of feeder streams runs northward into this, draining the 
Lower Greensand hills around Abinger Common, Leith Hill, Holmbury, Peaslake and Winterfold 
Heath, and these have carved valleys in a north to south direction through the sand at Peaslake and 
Holmbury, and a number of coombes around Wotton and Abinger Commons (pi 1).

The north facing spur reaches some 200m OD and is somewhat less commanding than nearby 
Leith Hill at 294m and Holmbury Hill at 261m, though it nevertheless commands views to the 
North Downs 4km to the north, and through the valley to the South Downs. The parent rock is 
Hythe Beds. Locally this consists of a coarse brown sand sometimes interspersed with layers of 
tabular sandstone. Glauconite is present and tends to accumulate in patches that sometimes 
resemble archaeological features. Iron panning too is common with its attendant problems of 
interpretation. The drainage is generally good, the water sinking through the sand to emerge as a 
series of springs around the foot of the hill where it comes into contact with the Atherfield Clay. 
Exceptions occur, and in a number of places the tabular stone appears to retard drainage, 
effectively creating small perched water tables. The soil is described by the Soil Survey as of the 
Shurrell Heath 2 series, cretaceous and tertiary sands with an acid sandy soil (Allen et al 1983).

D iscovery

The enclosure was first brought to the attention of the Surrey Archaeological Society’s Lithic Tool 
Research Group by an inhabitant of Felday, Bert Keeble, during a visit to view his flint collection. 
Much of the collection, which included polished axes, and various arrowhead types, was said to 
come from the camp above the village, and by this he was emphatic that he did not mean 
Holmbury hillfort. Keeble, then over 80, remembered playing on the site as a boy before the First



World War and described how the interior was used as a prisoner of war camp during the period 
1914 to 1918. Margaret Bird, village historian, notes that this was a civilian internment camp, and 
that the prisoners were employed in cutting timber. The area was subsequently thoroughly 
investigated and the presence of an earthen bank and ditch enclosure established (Elmore 1983). 
The enclosure was surveyed during the spring of 1984, and trenches excavated across the bank and 
ditch in the autumn of 1984 and spring 1985.

D escription
After survey the earthwork resolved into a roughly C-shaped enclosure composed of a slight bank 
and external ditch enclosing approximately 7ha (fig 1; pi 2). In places especially in the north-east 
sector the bank all but disappears, presumably as sand from the interior has accumulated against it 
and disguised the original form. The ditch too is well silted and in places appears almost as a berm, 
wider in the west than elsewhere. Neither bank nor ditch could be traced along the eastern side of 
the hill overlooking the village, though the slope here being very steep, landslips could have 
occurred. Alternatively the builders may have considered the slope defence enough.

The southern bank, that cutting off the neck of the spur, is more prominent, rising to about lm  
above present ground level and 1.5m above the top of the ditch silts. Here as elsewhere the 
earthworks are exaggerated by local topography giving them a greater effective height. In addition 
the north and west sides appear to have been artificially scarped providing an effective height in 
places of over 3m above the ditch silts. A search for further defences on the south side was 
unsuccessful.

No significant gap occurred and there was no inturning of the bank to indicate an entrance. A 
small gap between segments to the west side looks out on to a slope too steep to be used as a main 
entrance. Modern footpaths cut through the earthworks in the west and on the south sides and 
either of these could obscure an earlier gateway. The most likely location though would be on the 
level south side, perhaps adjacent to the excavated ditch terminal (below).

The interior is gently domed, and from the west bank it is impossible to view the eastern part of 
the hill. The slope is not great and would not have inhibited either human occupation, herding or 
agriculture. At present however it is difficult to survey due to the presence of dense vegetation and 
it is possible that extant features remain to be discovered.

The prisoner of war camp could still be traced and was estimated to be approximately 110m 
square. Bert Keeble claimed that it was 100 yards square and was probably correct in this. The 
camp consisted of a series of parallel post holes and beam slots that still survived amongst the leaf 
litter along the eastern side with the concrete base of a kitchen block at the north-east corner. 
Smaller concrete bases may have been for corner towers and another on the west side was perhaps 
the base for a generator.

In places throughout the hill irregular hollows are witness to former quarrying. Sometimes, 
especially in the south-west sector, removal of the bank has taken place. A large scoop on the west, 
close to the prison camp, also probably the remains of quarrying, provides an amphitheatre 
amongst the trees. A number of minor, smaller, modern disturbances also confuse interpretation.

Excavation
Trenches were laid out and excavated across the earthworks, in the south in 1984 and the west in 
1985. Choice of area in each case was restricted by the presence of trees and subsidiary trenches 
were necessary to side-step obstructions immediately inside the bank.

T R E N C H  A

Objective

A trench 18m long and 2m wide was laid out across ditch and bank narrowing to lm  wide to the 
rear of the bank. The objective was to determine the nature of the earthwork and to provide some 
clue as to its date of construction.





Stratigraphy (figs 2 and 3)

Munsell colours and values, which differ from visual descriptions, were recorded for all layers and 
remain with the site notes. A well-developed podsol extended over the trench. The E horizon of 
silver-grey sand some 10cm thick contained occasional large stones especially over the crest of the 
bank. Over the ditch it was disturbed and mixed with a local patch of ash and charcoal probably 
resulting from construction of the nearby firebreak. This was mirrored in the underlying dark 
brown B horizon. Again stones were prominent on top of the bank and a piece of flint waste (S15) 
came from this level to the south of the ditch. Below this a layer of orange sand (layer 4) occurred 
with varying depths of up to 55cm. Large stones appeared on the crest, and also for the first time 
over the ditch where a series of flint flakes was also recovered (S1—14, 16-17, 25). The sand 
appeared to retain its mineral content and was interpreted as windblown because of the lack of 
leaching. Over the bank the accumulation of stones noted in the podsol and orange sand resolved 
into two parallel cores of piled or tumbled stone running west to east across the trench in the same 
direction as the bank. The outer or southern row (figs 2; 3:F1) about lm  in width, consisted of large 
and small fragments of sandstone blocks, well bedded though in no discernible order. They were 
up to three deep, but no deliberate coursing could be detected. Most were laid flat, and they might 
be interpreted as forming the base of a dry stone wall. Much of the masonry from this feature 
appeared to have tumbled, or been pushed over, as white sandy debris from it (layer 21) lay in front 
of the bank on the eastern half of the trench, and groups of stones lay at various points on the bank 
slope on their way to rest in the ditch. This occurred predominantly in the western part of the 
trench (cf figs 2 and 3).

The inner or northern row (F2) was slighter than that at the front. Again it was approximately 
lm  across and consisted of a series of large stones sometimes two or three deep, well bedded and 
laid flat, though in no discernible order. There was little debris either within the immediate vicinity 
or down the rear of the bank and it might be concluded that this feature was much smaller than that 
at the front.

Through the bank and amongst and over the stone tumble was a thin layer of red clayey sand 
(layer 14), one of several similar layers (layers 16 and 17a) only 1cm in thickness which were 
interspersed with much more substantial deposits of white sand (layers 15 and 17). While these 
accumulations could have occurred as a result of a number of leaching sequences, it is probable 
that the clay layers represent successive weathered surfaces on dumped sand during construction 
of the bank. It was noted on site after rain that while loose sand, whitened and minus minerals, was 
washed into the ditch, on trampled surfaces where no local erosion could occur, the surface soon 
turned to clay. Towards the front of the bank these layers ended abruptly and are sealed on the 
eastern side of the trench by rubble fill from the stone crest (figs 2; 3:F1), and unfortunately on the 
west side abut against a root hole. While the excavated section was too narrow to come to 
conclusions about this, it is probable that there was slumping into the ditch at this point or less 
possibly that the termination represents the line of a missing vertical revetment.

To the rear of the bank the thin layers of red clayey sand merged into one layer, which dipped 
sharply behind the inner row of stones. Amongst it, lm to the north of F2, was a hearth, F5, 
consisting of reddened sandstone blocks and sand. It was approximately 40cm long and of 
unknown width. No charcoal or ashes were noted. Below it some 40cm of orange sand of variable 
consistency occurred (layer 18). This contained a further lens of red clay and may have been 
dumped, though while it becomes stonier towards the base, no tip lines were recognised. The bank 
is perhaps best interpreted as an insubstantial sand dump, much of which could have been 
obtained from the layers between the tabular sandstone seams taken from the ditch. The area 
inside the bank was not investigated sufficiently to enable the possibility of an internal quarry to be 
excluded.

Astride the bank were two parallel cores of dumps of stone (FI and 2). These may be seen as a 
collapsed rampart crest. No dating evidence was found in situ in either of these features, but on the 
assumption that the accumulated stone in the ditch represents at least partially collapsed material 
from the outer of these two features, amongst which was recovered pottery dateable to the 1st
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century AD (fig 4; pi 3), the collapse of the structure may be assigned to that period. The height of 
any masonry dump or wall cannot be established, although stone recovered from the ditch resulted 
in a dump d .5m  wide by lm high and depending on its thickness a lm  high wall would appear 
feasible. In the ditch a deposit of dark orange-brown sand (figs 2; 3: layers 22a/b) appears to have 
silted from both north and south and merges with layer 4 immediately below the area disturbed by 
a recent bonfire. Under this a thin deposit (layer 29) little more than 10cm thick, of white sand, 
appears to have silted from the south. These layers effectively seal a yellow sand (layer 30) which 
also appears to have found its way into the ditch from both north and south. This might represent 
collapsed rampart material, that from the south perhaps evidence for a counterscarp. In addition 
to a series of sand and tabular sandstone layers (shown as 5-13) this sealed a line of stones either 
side of the ditch (F3 & 4), perhaps revetting designed to hold back the sand. A variable green to 
white sandy layer up to 50cm thick then occurred (layer 31). The lower part was constantly wet 
and stained by glauconite. Considered to be the secondary silting of the ditch, the upper part 
contained many large stones that had evidently slipped down the bank and come to rest towards 
the outer side of the ditch. The layer dipped and thickened to the west side of the trench and upon 
investigation it was seen that a further series of tabular sandstone layers had been cut through on 
that side in a semi-circular fashion, suggesting that the ditch may continue to deepen on that side if 
pursued into the section, and that the trench had encountered a ditch terminal. Amongst the upper 
and middle levels of the secondary silt (layer 31) a number of potsherds was recovered. The first of



these silt layers occurred at approximately lm below the C horizon amongst and immediately 
below the greatest accumulation of stones, and continued down to 1.8m. Sealed by this deposit was 
a layer (layer 32) of sterile sand, the primary silt, which was some 10cm thick and locally stained 
with ironpan and glauconite. It contained no material finds and sat directly on continuous seams of 
tabular sandstone, the ditch floor reaching 1.2m below the present silt level on the east side of the 
trench, sloping to 2.2m in the west. Depth below the original ground surface would probably have 
been in the region of 2.4m.

Interpretation

The dipping semi-circular cut through the tabular sandstone in the ditch area suggests that 
Trench A had encountered a terminal and that by implication an entrance to the enclosure was 
nearby. Time constraints did not allow this to be checked by extending the trench eastwards. The 
disturbed tabular layers on the east side of the trench suggested more activity there, while the 
accumulation of pottery in the ditch would not be out of place close to an entrance.

The ditch is approximately V-shaped, with a slightly flat bottom which might widen out further 
along. The impression is gained of a steeply cut, almost vertical external face, and of a more gently 
sloping internal face that was neatly stepped as layers of stone were encountered. Experience 
indicated that the tabular layers, each about 10cm thick, were tough and easily took the weight of 
human traffic during excavation without damage. A sharp blow however would crack the seam, 
and once a hole was made, lumps of stone were easy to detach at the edges. Of the exposed seams 
only two show any evidence of modification. One was on the internal face of the ditch and the other 
on the exterior, both immediately above the ditch and both consisting of a single line of stones laid 
flat. These were evidently designed to prevent sand from easily slipping into the ditch and perhaps 
they originally consisted of more than one course.

T R E N C H  B

The presence of trees prevented the extension of Trench A from the rear of the bank into the 
interior, and to side-step these Trench B, lm  by 7m long was laid out on a parallel axis to the north 
of Trench A. This was excavated to the B horizon (layer 3) and no further. At this level flint, 
reddened sandstone, and at the northern end a fragment of charcoal were recovered, but no 
features were encountered.

T R E N C H E S  C AN D  D (pis 4, 5)

Objectives

The results of the 1984 excavations, while informative, were unsatisfactory in a number of respects. 
In particular they were curtailed because of the onset of bad weather that involved the constant 
flooding of the ditch to a depth of around 1.5m, and efforts to bale this out only resulted in the 
undermining of the trench sides as the water flowed back in. This had incidental interest as it 
demonstrated the degree to which the tabular sandstone is impermeable and provides a local 
perched water table. It indicated the possibility too, that the ditch could have been a wet moat 
during the winter months. All this meant that recovery of environmental evidence and magnetic 
dating of the lower silts was impossible. More information was also needed to clarify the sequence 
of bank construction, in particular the nature of the crest. The tail of the rampart also needed 
further study, because no buried soil horizon had yet been recognised.

An area on the west side of the earthwork was selected as providing a contrast to the southern 
bank. Here the steeper slope meant that the bank, though less pronounced, sat higher above the 
ditch and the defence as a whole was more impressive. A trench 3m wide X 25m long was therefore 
laid out across both bank and ditch, then subsequently extended to a maximum possible 27m. A 
further trench, D, 2mX7m long was placed on a parallel axis slightly to the north-east to 
investigate inside the rampart.





PI 3. Holmbury St Mary, Felday enclosure. Trench A: outer side of ditch with potsherds in situ



PI 5. Holmbury St Mary, Felday enclosure. Trench C: southern section of the ditch and tabular layers of sandstone

Stratigraphy (fig 5)

Immediately below a sandy black humus, a fine silver-grey sand E horizon (layer 2) extended over 
the whole trench, thinly down the bank slope and over the ditch, but thickly inside the bank, 
especially immediately behind it where it reached a depth of approximately 50cm. From the 
junction of the A and E horizon came a silver sixpence (M l), together with an obliquely blunted 
microlith (C2) recovered from the bank slope, and a flint flake (Cl) from above the ditch. At the 
base of layer 2, a thin very dark brown B horizon (layer 3) covered the trench.

The podsol sealed a deposit of orange sand (layer 4), apparently the same as that in Trench A, 
that merged in places with green glauconite-stained areas and was of variable thickness, approach
ing 40cm in places especially to the rear of the bank though reducing to 10cm over the ditch. To the 
rear of the bank the deposit contained a tumble of large stones approximately 1.5m across and 
running parallel to the course of the bank. The stones lay flat with smaller stones between them. No 
regular coursing was evident but they lay one, two or sometimes three deep in no apparent order 
and contrasted with the insubstantial F2 at the rear of the bank in Trench A.

Behind the bank at the east end of the trench was a number of large stones set at unnatural 
angles, and in no clear order. These are difficult to interpret. They could be spill from a demolished 
wall or bank revetment, or if the interior of the earthwork had been ploughed at some time, tabular 
stone beneath the surface could have been tossed up.

On the bank a deposit of white sand (layer 5) underlay the stone tumble and reached towards the 
top edge of the bank slope where it finished abruptly, a distance of about 6m. It was varied in 
thickness, mostly between 10 and 15cm changing to a darker colour at the junction with other 
deposits. There were numerous large stones, many of them upright in the sand, though they made 
no significant pattern; a noticeably stone-free area occurred at the front edge of the bank, possibly 
the result of robbing.



Small pieces of silicified sandstone stained red and black were present throughout layer 5 and 
these were thought to be a natural concretion. In addition scattered throughout the groups of 
stones were thin lenses of red sand, presumably iron panning in one of its forms. It seemed 
reasonable, shallow as it was, to interpret this layer as dumped sand forming the bank, leaching 
having occurred as a result of a different local drainage pattern to that of the surrounding area, 
perhaps influenced by the presence of the stone tumble. If this interpretation is correct it provides 
some circumstantial evidence for a front revetment since sand retained on either side by two 
impermeable features is likely to have encouraged vertical drainage. Indeed while the evidence is 
extremely slender, one might note the stones scattered immediately in front of the termination of 
layer 5, and consider whether they are the remains of a slumped revetment.

Below the white sand a thick layer of deep orange/pink sand (layer 6) occurred, up to 50cm 
thick. Towards the front edge of the bank the layer became indistinguishable from the orange sand 
of layer 4 which was of similar texture. To the rear of the bank the lower part of this layer became 
very stained by glauconite and it eventually merged with a series of natural sand and tabular 
sandstone seams (layers 10 to 17, levels below 10 not shown on section) which towards the extreme 
eastern end of the trench became thick and solid.

The bedrock under the bank consists of the very disturbed series of sandstone blocks. Some of 
these were very large and set at angles which gave the appearance of tumbled masonry, but this 
was later seen to be part of the tabular seams that occurred at the east end of the trench and which 
had received much stress and faulting, and the formation of this feature was entirely due to natural 
agencies. Immediately behind the bank the faulting had resulted in a shallow V-shaped dip that 
influenced the deposits above it and emphasised the shape of the bank. Some of the sand deposits in 
the lower part of this feature were almost concreted as though they had been trampled.

At the other end of the trench, in the ditch, the orange sand (layer 4) sealed a layer of dirty 
orange sand of soft texture and up to 25cm in thickness (layer 18). This may represent collapsed 
rampart material from the bank. On the higher slope of the bank this layer became indistinguish
able from layers 4 and 6. Below this a secondary silting (layer 19) consisted of dirty orange-brown 
sand and sandstone rubble, as much as 70cm thick at the centre of the ditch. The deposit contained 
many air pockets, small and medium sized stones, but only a few large ones. It sealed a fine sandy 
primary silting (layer 20) 12cm deep at the centre of the ditch. It was also stained by sand and 
glauconite in the deeper southern part of the ditch but less so in the shallow northern part. As with 
the ditch at Trench A, the tabular sandstone seams had a semi-circular cut. A maximum depth of 
1.2m below the present silt level was reached though the ditch seemed to become deeper further 
south. Similarly its profile may have broadened out. Certainly present surface indications suggest 
that to be the case.

The exterior of the ditch corresponded in appearance with a natural tabular seam that was 
beginning to break up and drift downhill. In places the even surface of this area gave the 
impression that it may have been the base of a counterscarp wall, though careful investigation 
provided no evidence of tipping, either in to the ditch or further down the slope.

Trench D, taken down through the podsol to layer 4, produced large stones similar to those at 
the same level in Trench C. No further features were encountered.

Dating

While the construction and use of the earthwork cannot be accurately dated, one episode, the early 
silting of the ditch, can reasonably be assigned to the decades around the middle of the 1st century 
AD, for two reasons. First the pottery from secondary positions in Trench A consists of Eastern 
Atrebatic types with a lifespan c 100 BC to AD 70 though in all probability a date towards the latter 
part of that period seems likely.

Magnetic dating of the primary silt from the ditch in Trench C carried out by AJ Clark supports 
this with a suggested date around the middle of the 1st century AD. No evidence was recovered of a 
turf line either within or below the bank or in the ditch fill, neither was there evidence of the ditch



Plan 2

Fig 5. Holmbury St Mary, Felday enclosure. Trench C: plans and south section (scales in 20cm divisions)
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having been recut. This, together with the shallow depth of primary silt, makes it likely that it was a 
single phase monument. Blown and rain-washed sand is likely to have accumulated quickly, and 
the large amount of stonework in the secondary fill perhaps indicates that the structure collapsed 
very soon after construction.

Discussion

The evidence indicates a single earthwork enclosure of medium size consisting of a bank and ditch 
that cuts off a north facing promontory, with its defences extended around the north and west sides 
of the spur. On these steep slopes the bank is slight, becoming almost non-existent towards the 
north, and while it may be masked by accumulated hillwash it may equally have been absent from 
the outset. Here it gives the impression of a step or lynchet cut in the side of the hill, a technique 
that on sloping ground is thought to provide a more stable defence than earthen banks (Boyden 
1958, 158) and which occurred at Hammer Wood, Squerries and other Greensand hillforts. While 
steep slopes provide a natural defence on three sides, especially on the east where no artificial 
defence can be traced, the level approach along the ridge from the south is a defensive weak spot 
and fieldwork outside the southern ditch could not detect any outworks, though they might have 
been destroyed when the present ride/firebreak was cut through. This weak spot is a problem 
common to many promontory forts and it has been suggested that other factors, perhaps social or 
economic in nature, were as important as defence in determining their siting (Forde Johnson 
1976). The large number of promontory forts in the Weald has aroused comment and in this 
respect Felday belongs with Squerryes, Oldbury, Castle Hill, Dry Hill, Philpotts and Saxonbury. 
Rather than see these as a tribal or cultural feature, it seems likely that the steep sided ridges and 
undulations of the Greensand provide ideal sites for promontory defence (Boyden 1958, 157).

At 7ha inside the ramparts, Felday is of medium size when compared with other examples, and 
is twice as large as Holmbury hillfort to the south which is 3.6ha, Anstiebury at 4ha, or Hascombe 
2.5ha. Squerryes Park just beyond the county border in Kent is 7ha, and Quarry Wood, Loose, 
near Maidstone at 12ha are more comparable, as are the promontory forts at High Rocks, 
Tunbridge Wells and Philpotts, West Hoathly at 9.71 and 7ha respectively. The size however 
suggests that the earthwork would be difficult to defend effectively without a large body of 
occupants to guard the perimeter and with the absence at present of occupation evidence from the 
interior it might reasonably be assumed that the enclosure was used to corral cattle or sheep, 
perhaps in addition to use by the local population in times of political uncertainty. Against this it 
might be argued that construction of the enclosure represents some considerable effort out of 
proportion to its use as a livestock enclosure, that a corral would hardly be built on an isolated 
hilltop away from the centre of occupation where it would encourage rustling or sheep stealing, 
that if such an enclosure were needed the remnants of Holmbury hillfort a mile away provided a 
perfectly good one, and that in any case lack of finds or features from the interior is no certain 
indication of a lack of occupation, as the acid soil does not encourage the preservation of material 
remains and vegetation may obscure extant features.

Far from elucidating the sequence encountered in Trench A, the excavation of Trench C did not 
provide satisfactory evidence of the constructional sequence as envisaged, though it did confirm in 
a general way the nature of the defences. The evidence suggests an approximately V-shaped rock 
cut ditch, perhaps dug in segments by separate groups of workers, or in view of the two terminals, 
perhaps unfinished. It is relatively shallow, nowhere exceeding 2.2m deep; in some places the 
profile is slack, and in others has a steeper outer face. The natural layers of tabular sandstone cut 
through in a series of steps are remarkably similar to the ditch at Hammer Wood (Boyden 1958, 
153) and at Quarry Wood, Loose (Kelly 1971, 61). At Hammer Wood there was also a tendency to 
a narrow flat bottom as lower rock layers were encountered, while at Philpotts Camp (Hannah 
1932, 159) the flat bottom also coincided with a natural rock layer. The Felday ditch could have 
progressively widened further into the section, though there is no reason to suggest that it resembled 
Quarry Wood or other late hillforts in this respect with wide, shallow, Fecamp-style ditches. The 
excavated areas had a shallow dumped rampart that took advantage of natural topography in



order to enhance its height. It was more prominent in the south than the west, though slight 
ramparts are a common feature of hillforts in the Weald, occurring for example in Squerryes Camp 
(Piercy-Fox 1970, 31), Garden Hill Camp, Hartfield (Tebbutt 1970, 40) and Hammer Wood, 
Iping (Boyden 1958, 153) and was perhaps fronted by a vertical retaining wall though the evidence 
for this is meagre. The purpose of the tumbled stone on the bank at both the front and rear of the 
southern cutting, and at the rear of the west cutting, is unclear. A similar feature may have 
occurred at Oldbury (Ward-Perkins 1944, 13B) where the excavator suggested that the character 
of the masonry indicated a wall not much more than 3-4 feet high. The postulated wall height at 
Felday, 1.5m X lm X lm  high, is likely to have been no higher than that postulated by Ward- 
Perkins. Some cresting on the bank is suggested at Squerryes (Piercy-Fox 1970, 31) while at High 
Rocks the bank was crested and carried a wooden palisade (Money 1968, 184). On the other hand 
foundations of a drystone wall at Garden Hill (Tebbutt 1970, 43) appeared to run beneath the 
bank.

Evidence of Iron Age settlement in the Felday area is restricted to a series of chance finds, and 
these are not numerous, though a large number of broken quernstones from the ditches at 
Holmbury and Hascombe (Thompson 1979) point to the possibility of quarrying activities within 
the area. Hanworth (1987) discusses the possibility of pastoral activity in the area leaving little 
archaeological trace, and it is perhaps in the valley below the site, close to the spring line, that 
search should be made for any evidence of occupation.

Within Surrey, hillforts occur in two distinct areas (Hanworth 1987), and in three topographical 
positions. St Anne’s Hill, Chertsey, St George’s Hill, Weybridge, and Caesar’s Camp, 
Wimbledon, all provide defensive positions close to the south bank of the river Thames, while to 
the west Caesar’s Camp at Farnham (Hanworth 1987) and further west the hillfort at Charlton 
may also fall within this group. In the southern part of the county Hascombe, Holmbury and 
Anstiebury, which all fall within the date range 200-50 BC, occupy south-facing ridges overlook
ing the Weald, while Cardinal’s Cap occupies a similar position on the Chalk at a point where the 
Greensand strip narrows. Felday, Hillbury and Squerryes on the other hand occupy sites that sit 
astride north-south routes through the Greensand, Felday and Squerryes on north-facing spurs. 
Of these Hillbury has not been excavated, though Romano-British pottery has been found nearby 
(Clark & Nichols 1960) and a late date has been suggested for it (Hanworth 1978). On the basis of 
five sherds of pottery, Squerryes is provisionally assigned a date in the 1st century BC (Piercy-Fox 
1970, 31) and it might conceivably be earlier than Felday, and perhaps Hillbury, and may fit better 
with Hascombe, Holmbury, Anstiebury and Cardinal’s Cap. Whilst noting the pottery dated to 
the 1st century AD from secondary positions at Anstiebury (Thompson 1979, 259-60) Felday 
remains for the moment the only Surrey hillfort where construction can with any certainty be 
assigned to the 1st century AD.

Geology of the site by J Penn

An excavation opened in a ditch and bank at Felday was examined on 27 April 1985. It is on a 
north-facing hill spur and the underlying formation is typical of Hythe Beds of Cretaceous age with 
hard sandstones and thin loose sand partings. Jointing in the hard beds means that the bands 
break up easily into discrete blocks; the whole giving the impression of walling. The bedding and 
the parallel joints are prominent and there is some disturbance of the surface layers by soil creep. 
Weathering operates along the bedding planes and down the joints. This tends to produce 
rhomboidally shaped blocks which initially have sharp edges but these become rounded as they 
work their way to the soil surface.

Archaeomagnetic dating by A J Clark

Samples for archaeomagnetic directional dating were taken from the silting of the hillfort ditch. 
Mainly because of its irregularity, the only material likely to retain a suitable depositional



remanence was ponded up in a depression in the tabular sandstone natural higher than the bottom 
of the ditch, a position rather more vulnerable to disturbance and the effects of weathering than at a 
greater depth. Twelve samples were taken by the standard method for soft materials; after isolating 
each sample as an undisturbed pillar of material, it was encapsulated in a levelled plastic tube 5cm 
in diameter by means of plaster of Paris, and orientated with a magnetic compass before being 
removed.

In the laboratory, the samples were measured in a Digico spinner magnetometer and a mean 
magnetic direction (natural remanent magnetism, or NRM) established; a pilot sample was then 
partially demagnetised in progressive steps of alternating field to test its stability and to establish 
the optimum demagnetising field for removing viscous magnetic components. The material was 
found to be quite stable. Three possible levels, 2.5, 5.0 and 7.5 millitesla peak field were isolated. 
Demagnetisation of the complete set of samples at each of these levels showed that 5.0 mT level was 
best. Finally, the results were compensated for regional variation by normalisation to a central 
position in the country (Meriden).

The mean direction given by the sample group at 5.0 mT was Declination 
(Dec) = 1 .8°+/ — 5.5°E, Inclination (Inc) = 63 .4°+ / —2.5°, at the 68% confidence level. This 
implies a date probably within the 2nd century AD. However, the samples had been taken from 
three levels, and it was observed that those from the upper level were relatively shallow in 
inclination, possibly because they were deposited at a later date in the silting of the ditch. Without 
these, the remaining seven samples gave a mean direction of Dec= 1 .6°+/ — 7.4°E, 
Inc=66.9°+ / — 2.9°, indicating a date between 0 and AD 150. There is a tendency for depositional 
remanence to exhibit a shallowing of inclination and a small allowance for this would bring the 
most probable date bracket within the 1st century AD.

Thus it seems most likely that the main silting episode took place during the 1st century AD. The 
direction of magnetic remanence of this silt is certainly distinct from the more westerly magnetic 
direction found in samples from the well-known Holmbury hillfort, and Hascombe, which 
indicated a mid-1st century BC date (Clark, in Thompson 1979).

Full technical details of these measurements will be published in a consolidated list of results 
elsewhere.

The flint by P Nicolayse

Forty-one pieces of flint were recovered; 36 were from trenches A and B, excavated in 1984, and 5. 
from trenches C and D, excavated in 1985. Most of the pieces are in good condition, generally grey 
in colour and of a fresh, opaque appearance. A few are thin almost to transparency. Several pieces 
have mottled light grey or whitish inclusions; some have patination, but there is no staining. The 
assemblage is too small for any valid statistical analysis.

Almost all the pieces are flakes; there are only two of any significance as formal tools:
1 Scraper, sharp, grey, with cortex on dorsal surface. 2 Scraper, fairly sharp, light grey. It is D-shaped

One end has been finely retouched to form a rounded because the piece is broken clean across towards the
end scraper; the retouching is worn. The other end has proximal end. The retouched edge is worn. (FE84 A l 2
a blunt point which could be the result of a break. This South stone tumble)
implement has been made on a primary flake. (FE84 
A64)

There are 19 flakes which are probably knapping waste. Two of these (FE84 A8 from ditch and 
FE85 C /A  horizon) are of snapped bladelet form, apparently unutilised. There is one flake of 
pyramidal form with a sharply spurred end which could have been utilised as an awl (FE85 C 
U /S). Of the 2 nodules, one is cylindrical; a central hole, with patinated surface, has been bored 
through its length. It is uncertain whether this is deliberate or natural (FE84 A3). The other 
nodule has no traces of flake scars (FE84 A 19). The remaining 18 flakes appear to be natural.

No typological affinities can really be ascribed to this assemblage. Only the 2 scrapers have any 
evidence of utilisation, and these, with the 2 bladelet forms, are more likely to be Neolithic than 
Bronze Age.



The pottery by J Cotton

In all, some 71 sherds and a number of “crumbs” were recovered from the middle silts of the 
enclosure ditch. These would appear to represent no more than 5 or 6 vessels, of which 2 were 
wheel-turned, and the remainder probably hand-made. Several different fabrics were present, and 
the main tempering agents determined by macroscopic examination comprise sand, (?) quartz and 
4 grog’.
1 15 sherds, including several small groups of conjoining a slow wheel. Hard, grey/black sandy fabric, with

sherds, comprising part of a small, wheel-thrown externally smoothed surfaces.
necked jar with a sharply carinated shoulder and a 4 Single rim sherd of a probably hand-made lid with a
cordon at the base of the neck. One tiny rim sherd beaded rim. Poorly fired sandy fabric, with grey-
suggests that the rim was out-turned and slightly brown surfaces. The upper or external surface is very
beaded. Fine, sandy fabric, with exterior surfaces fired badly eroded. Fig 5, no 3.
grey, and the interior oxidised pink. Nearly all the 5 37 sherds, including several small groups of conjoining
sherds have suffered much degradation in the acidic sherds, comprising part of a large, hand-made, narrow
soil. Fig 5, no 1. mouthed globular jar, whose upper third has been

2 2 conjoining rim sherds, representing a hand-made, horizontally burnished. While the exterior surface
necked jar with a heavy, expanded rim. Smooth, varies from leather-brown to grey/black in colour, the
slightly sandy fabric, tempered with large amounts o f interior is uniformly grey, and shows clear signs, in the
course, sub-angular (?) quartz grains cO. 01—0.02mm form of vertical fingermarks, of the vessel having been
in diameter. Exterior surface fired grey; interior sur- pulled up from the base. Distinctive brittle, soapy
face fired buff, with some slight evidence of burning on fabric, with much crushed grog tempering. The pitted
the top of the rim. Fig 5, no 2. surfaces suggest the inclusion of additional organic

3 Not illustrated. 16 sherds, 9 conjoining to form the tempering, which has burnt off in the firing. Fig 5, no
base and lower wall of a small jar, probably thrown on 4.

Discussion

The dating of this small group mainly involves consideration of the wheel-turned necked jar with 
carinated shoulder (no 1) and the large, hand-made, narrow mouthed globular vessel (no 5). 
These provide the upper and lower date-limits for the group as a whole.

The large globular jar is better known in eastern Sussex and, northern Kent, where it forms part 
of Cunliffe’s proto-historic ‘Eastern Atrebatic5 group (dated d50  BC-AD 43) (Cunliffe 1974, 
89-92, 344) -  the latter being partly synonymous with Ward-Perkins5 old South Eastern B 
groupings in Essex and Kent (Ward-Perkins 1938). Such vessels are notoriously difficult to date 
with precision, and are as likely to occur with specifically Roman material such as samian ware (as 
at Horsted Keynes, Sussex), as with anything definitely pre-Roman. However, in a recent 
summary of the Sussex evidence, Green has put forward a date-range 1st century BC-AD 70 
(Green 1980), and this could well fit the Felday evidence. Similar vessels to the Felday example are 
known locally from Purberry Shot (Lowther 1946—7, 26) and The Looe, Reigate Road (Cotton 
1978) in Ewell, and from the pre-villa level at Walton-on-the-Hill (Lowther 1949, 73). In these 
instances, they can probably be dated to the decades leading up to, and beyond, the Conquest.

Small, necked jars like no 1 were produced at Alice Holt/Farnham and elsewhere, and are 
common in 1st century AD contexts in Surrey, eg Charterhouse (Harrison 1961, 29) and 
Haslemere (Holmes 1949). At the latter site, where they formed the author's Types 20 and 21 
(Holmes 1949, 20) they were dated to the Flavian period. More telling in the present context 
perhaps, is their occurrence at Anstiebury, another Greensand hillfort, amongst groups of pottery 
recovered from the upper rubble layer (20) of the main ditch fill, and from layer 31 in the outer 
ditch (Thompson 1979, 259-62). A date of AD 50-60 was there suggested for their deposition.

Together therefore, the two most diagnostic vessels from the Felday group provide us with a 
date-bracket 1st century BC-cAD 50-70. Their presence in the middle silts of the enclosure ditch 
suggests that it was being allowed to silt up in the middle decades of the 1 st century AD -  by which 
time the enclosure itself had presumably already fallen from use.

Soil analysis by R I MacPhail

The Felday enclosure at Holmbury St Mary was excavated in spring 1985. This report stems from 
a site visit and the study of soil samples and photographic transparencies kindly taken from the



completed excavation by David Field. The Felday enclosure is located on ferruginous (glauconitic) 
fine Hythe Beds of the Lower Greensand (Cretaceous) formation. Although there is a shallow 
(rl5cm) and acid podzolic (Ah, Ea and weakly formed Bs horizon) cover of the Shirrell Heath 
2 Association (Allen et al 1983), the underlying bank and ditch fills are only moderately acid 
(pH 6-6.3).

The bank (layer 4) comprised strong brown (7.5YR5/8) to yellowish-red (5YR5/8) sands, the 
red colour and ignited soil red colour (ie moderate amount of iron) relaying to the overlying 
podzolisation (ie moderate sesquioxidic enrichment). Beneath, white (10YR8/2) to very pale 
brown (10YR7/4) sands (layer 5) formed a rather mixed and discontinuous layer over yellowish- 
red (5YR5/8) (6 top) and strong brown (7.5YR/8) (6 bottom) sands. The occurrence of the pale 
sands is somewhat enigmatic, because although soil ignition showed them to be very low in iron in 
comparison to layer 6, they contained no organic indications of once being an eluviated podzolic 
(Ea) horizon. Similarly, their pH is not sufficiently acid. It may be that layer 5 is also a dump, but 
not so much of soil, rather of a pale sandy weathering product of the Greensand. In contrast, the 
top layer 6 is dumped ferruginous soil, and it looks as though the only in situ horizon is layer 6 
(bottom). If this is the case, then it suggests very shallow relic soils were present before bank 
construction.

Study of the ditch fill shows that the primary fill (layer 20) of strong brown (7.5YR4/6) sands is 
strongly ferruginous, possibly because of post-depositional iron enrichment. Both the secondary 
(layer 19) and tertiary (layer 18) fills are strong brown (7.5YR4/6-5/6) sands, whereas the 
overlying layer 4 is strong brown to yellowish red (7.5YR4/6-5YR4/6) because of minor sesqui
oxidic enrichment from the modern shallow podzol.

A number of points need to be considered:

1 The shallow and immature nature of the modern podzol cover.
2 The bank and ditch fills are only moderately acid.
3 The bank appears to be composed of weathered parent material sands, rather than actual ‘soil’.
4 These sands appear to bury only a very shallow brown sandy soil.

These all suggest that the enclosure is later rather than earlier (ie podzolisation on the coarser 
Folkestone Beds has been traced as far back as the Mesolithic, on heathlands, and certainly was 
generally the case by the Bronze Age (Scaife & MacPhail 1983; MacPhail 1985)). At nearby 
Broadmoor (on fine Hythe Beds) colluvial soils and podzols were tentatively dated to medieval 
farming (MacPhail & Scaife 1987) but the dating evidence (pottery, and palaeomagnetic dating) 
for the enclosure being Iron Age shows that these immature podzols at Felday have developed 
slowly since this period. This indicates that brown soils (layer 6b) were still present in the Iron 
Age, and if the evidence from Broadmoor can be extrapolated, then these soils developed under a 
forest cover -  which as noted elsewhere (MacPhail & Scaife 1987) could well have existed into the 
Iron Age (eg as at Keston Camp, Kent).
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