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Editorial
2013 is the year when AVAS makes another major concession to modern technology with the
publication of our Newsletter being done over the Internet only, for the first time. This does not mean
that those without email loose out as copies can be purchased in print (£5.00 each) or a hard copy
borrowed from our library. We have, had to go down this route, as have many other voluntary
societies due to escalating printing and postage costs. However, a selection of interesting
contributions are included in the 2013 AVAS Newsletter, definitely able to tickle your archaeological
appetite, for which we must thank our gallant members who have contributed their time and research
to take this publication to the usual high standard.
Once again we would remind you that the Newsletter and our webmaster Steve Moody are still eager
to receive photographs and news of work and visits of an archaeological nature by our members with
a view to publication next year. Please pass them on to us with a few written comments please (if
possible). We can then continue to publish them on the web site under ‘Past Events’ and we STILL
really need YOU TO CONTINUE sharing with members your news and views!
Once again we have selection of articles we cover subjects from both home and abroad and covering
human activity, from the Neolithic age to the present day. The Winter Programme has started off well
again, but we must warn members there is no ‘members evening’ next year as most of us have more
pressing engagements on New Year’s Day! Once again a big THANK YOU to Ann Ireland for
keeping AVAS lecture standards so high. Well Done!
I shall say once again, if anyone has any further contributions, then contact Bill Atkinson on (01722)
326 978 or by email to absbilla@aol.com and keep an Hon. Sec. happy, as well as our members!
N.B. For a better view of the illustrations in ‘Tomb with a view’ go to our web site / blog. See details
at the bottom of this page.
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Guernsey – An Archaeological Find

David Whetton

In April 2013 my wife Linda and I joined our friends in the Dorset Austin Seven Club for a holiday
on Guernsey in our little cars. Now, Guernsey isn’t very big. Six miles across to be exact and even in
an Austin Seven we visited everything there was to see (except for the interminable German defences)
in the first day and were wondering what on earth to do for the rest of the time. Poring over the
visitor map for inspiration, we noticed several “Ancient Site” symbols so off we set on a journey of
discovery of some of the best archaeological sites (sights) we’ve seen and which kept us busy for the
rest of the holiday.
The main ones are the megalithic tombs: chambered tombs, passage graves, long chambers together
with a single, but complete, prehistoric menhir. An interesting addition is the choice of the people of
Guernsey to mark the Millennium with a modern menhir overlooking its ancient sister. There were no
inhabited caves on Guernsey since in Palaeolithic times the island was attached to mainland France
but the Iron Age is represented by cist burials, finds and a promontory fort.
Access to the sites is completely open and free and it is an astonishing experience to be able to walk
into a complete, unrestored, burial chamber with side chambers, carvings and a ceiling painting.
So here’s a description of the main sites we visited:
La Gran-Mère du Chimquière, a statue-menhir,
1.7 m high which probably started off as a
prehistoric statue ( 2500 – 1800 BC) but was later
remodelled by Anglo Saxon hands. In the 19th
Century it was considered lucky to place an offering
of fruit or flowers, spill a few drops of wine on her
feet and place a coin on her head. Her sister, but
much more damaged, can be seen at Câtel and there
is a whole family over in Brittany suggesting contact
across the whole region with a common ritual or, at
least, iconography.
Le Creux ès Faïes is a well-preserved passage
grave, 8.5 m long, 3 m wide and 2 m high in the
traditional bottle shape, cut into the sloping hillside
that you can just walk into. It is completely original
from 3000 – 2500 BC i.e. not reconstructed from a
pile of rubble although it had to be cleared out after
having been filled-in by rubble in Napoleonic times
by the local fort commander to stop his men from
using it as a handy hidey-hole. See below, left.
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Le Trépied is another bottle-shaped passage grave, 5.5 m long, 2 m wide and 1.3 m high on a
promontory with fantastic views over the bays – they knew how to treat their dead! When first dug
out, human bones, beakers and arrow heads were found and the capstones, which had collapsed, were
re-erected. In the 17th Century (and perhaps nearer in time!) it was thought to be the venue for
witches, warlocks and fairies and featured in many witch trials. It was thought that on Friday nights
Sabbaths were attended by the Devil himself.
Les Fouaillages, is difficult to locate on the Island’s golf course but the local golfers were very happy
to point us in the right direction and even stopped play for us to cross the fairway! Compared to the
walk-in passage graves, Les Fouaillages appears a little disappointing at first encounter. However,
from an archaeological perspective, rather than that of a tourist, this Neolithic burial mound, which is
possibly the oldest man-made structure in Europe, has a long and fascinating history spanning from
6000 BC to 1000 AD. It is more like the monuments that we’re used to seeing, i.e. stones laid out
marking its shape. Originally, it was probably 1.8 m long, 0.4 m wide and 0.4 m high, built to house
one individual but then it got developed with a second chamber, a cist grave 1 m high and a large
cairn similar to long burial mounds.

La Varde, is a very impressive passage grave, the
largest on the Island at 12.5 m long, 3.6 m wide and
2.1 m high with a huge intact capstone, side
chambers and central pillars. There is a curious oval
recess in one corner hardly usable as a side-chamber
but a deliberate piece of construction never-the-less.
On the initial excavation, some 150 vessels were found from the Middle Neolithic to Early Bronze
Age together with cremated human remains, flint and stone tools, stone ornaments and bone arrows.
Le Déhus must be the most impressive passage
grave in the whole of Europe. It is 10 m long, 2 m
high and 4 m wide with 6 side chambers. It’s most
famous feature is the carving in the roof’s capstone
of the figure of a man (Le Gardien du Tombeau)
complete with vestiges of colours. You enter
through a wooden door and interior lights come on
focussing on key features and placed to accentuate
the carving. Original excavations in 1837-1847
revealed large quantities of pottery, beakers, human
bones, arrow heads and a serpentine axe.
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In one side chamber were the skeletons of two adults placed kneeling facing away from each other
and packed tightly with limpet shells. This chamber alone would be worth a visit to Guernsey.
The new prize-winning museum, telling the archaeological development of Guernsey, is certainly one
not to be missed and pulls the whole history together nicely. I haven’t mentioned the remains of the
fortifications from the German occupation as we tried to avoid these massive concrete edifices which
are everywhere but the Museum Of The Occupation is worth a visit as it tells the story in a sensitive
and personal way of what life was like for the ordinary people of Guernsey during their troubled time
under Nazi occupation. One display attracted great deal of interest amongst our party as it tells the
story of the only private car that was allowed to be used on the Island and guess what; it was an
Austin Seven, albeit disguised as a tractor!

Tombs with a view?

Mike Gill

The Landscape Positioning of Long Barrows to the East of Bokerley Dyke

Introduction
The onset of the Neolithic represented a clear break from the past, with a transition towards a
more settled and managed landscape as farming practices took over from hunter-gathering.
This must have been a period of significant social change, as groups coalesced and
cooperated to tame a wild landscape. One manifestation of this change is Britain’s first
substantial monuments, the long barrows, which begin to appear in the early Neolithic.
Wessex is well known for its large number of Neolithic long barrows, but a glance at any
distribution map reveals an uneven spread of monuments (RCHME 1979, xii). A great deal
of attention has been paid to the numerous long barrows located along the Great Dorset
Cursus, a hugely important Neolithic monument which served as a focus for Neolithic
activity and monuments (Barrett et al, 1991). The north east end of the Great Dorset Cursus
terminates at Bokerley Dyke, and to the east of here there is a further tightly concentrated
group of long barrows, centred on Rockbourne Down. What was the reason for the location
of this group of long barrows, particularly when there is no evidence for a major early
Neolithic monument, such as a cursus or causewayed enclosure, to act as a focus for activity?
This article will explore the landscape context of this group of long barrows, with an attempt
to understand the factors involved in their positioning, both individually and in relation to
each other. The construction of a long barrow was clearly a significant investment of labour
(Ashbee 1970, 78), and the resulting scale of the monuments suggests they were intended to
be seen. Indeed even now, nearly six thousand years later, certain long barrows such as
Gran’s Barrow and Knap Barrow near Rockbourne still serve to visually dominate the twenty
first century rural landscape. Can the visibility of, or areas visible from, the long barrows
give us any clue to the reasoning for their positioning, or are more traditional factors, such as
vicinity to water, more influential?
Study Area
Figure 1 shows the distribution of recorded long barrows in the vicinity of the River Avon,
the valley of which is shown cutting through the landscape from Salisbury in the north to
Christchurch in the south. The long barrows are grouped in a diagonal pattern, being
concentrated on the chalk uplands of Cranborne Chase. To the south, the lone long barrow
near Bournemouth is that of Holdenhurst, originally located on a gravel terrace overlooking
the River Stour, and the subject of an early rescue excavation by Piggott in 1936 (Piggott,
1937).
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Figure 1: Long barrow distribution near the lower River Avon, Hampshire. (Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown
copyright and database right 2013)

The study area is highlighted by a red box; this area is shown in more detail in Figure 2,
which shows the topographic setting of the barrows. To the west, the five barrows in an
almost vertical line are associated with the north east end of the Great Dorset Cursus. The
two barrows to the south of the study area are those recently discovered at Damerham. The
rest of the barrows in the study area are arranged around the rolling chalk uplands which
continue north east from Cranborne Chase. It is interesting to note that the barrows tend to be
located on ridges between dry valleys.
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Figure 2: Long barrows in the study area. (Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2013)

The area visible from long barrows
A Geographical Information System (GIS) can be used to calculate the area visible, termed a
viewshed, from a specific position in the landscape, such as a long barrow. By overlaying the
positions of other long barrows, it is also possible to compute intervisibility between barrows.
What were the characteristics of the long barrow viewsheds in the study area? Were these
barrows positioned to maximise the view over long or short distances, and in all directions or
specific directions? These questions will be explored by looking at some key examples.
Typical viewsheds

Figure 3 shows four typical viewsheds from long barrows in the study area. In each case, the
barrow from which the viewshed is calculated is highlighted by a yellow star, and the
viewshed, or visible area from the barrow, is indicated with red shading. The views are
extensive across the areas of the landscape where the barrows are concentrated, and what is
6

striking is the high degree of inter-visibility, with each viewshed enveloping a large number
of other barrows. The viewsheds suggest that the barrows were constructed in prominent
positions, and were intended to be seen from other prominent positions in the landscape.
Also of interest is the fact that the viewsheds cover a similar region, focused on the landscape
immediately around and within the cluster of long barrows. It is almost as though the long
barrows are looking inwards towards the land encircled by the barrows. Perhaps this was an
area of special importance, a theme that will be explored in more detail in a later section
where the degree of landscape visibility will be analysed.
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Figure 3: Typical long barrow viewsheds. From top right clockwise, Little Toyd Down long barrow (Coombe Bissett),
Rockbourne Down long barrow (Rockbourne), Round Clump long barrow (Whitsbury), Duck’s Nest long barrow
(Rockbourne). (Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2013)

Giant’s Grave, Breamore

Giant’s Grave long barrow, Breamore, is prominently sited on a raised spur at the edge of a
dry valley. The viewshed from the barrow is very different from the viewsheds of the other
long barrows in the study area. Figure 4 shows a linear viewshed that is confined to the dry
valley which runs from the Avon to the chalk uplands. The barrow commands views both up
the valley, towards the group of long barrows on higher ground to the north west, and down
the valley towards the River Avon. Also of interest is the orientation of the barrow, which
cuts across the contours and points down slope at an angle to the horizontal, in contrast to
many other long barrows in the area. However, what this does mean is that the length of the
mound is more visible when approached from the north or south, travelling along the
valley. Could this be the reason for the position and orientation of this barrow? The
restricted viewshed along the valley certainly seems to have been deliberate; the barrow is
very close to Mizmaze Hill, a location which would have offered more commanding views
across a far wider area of the landscape.
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Figure 4: The viewshed from Giant's Grave, Breamore. (Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and
database right 2013)

As Barrett et al. (1991, 26-7) have argued, an analysis of the position of Neolithic monuments
needs to take into account the wider landscape, in the context of settlement and farming
practices in addition to monument concentrations. The dry valley in which Giant’s Grave
(Breamore) is situated is a clear access route from what was probably an area of settlement
adjacent to the River Avon, to the upland pastoral areas of the chalk uplands perhaps used on
a more seasonal basis. The long barrows in the study area seem to be more concentrated on
the uplands; could the Giant’s Grave long barrow be marking the route between valley and
upland, even acting as a signpost to the upland areas where ancestors, and perhaps even
ancestral lands, were commemorated. Parallels are seen in later periods at Stonehenge and
Durrington Walls, where a distinction in the landscape has been identified between the land
of the ancestors and the land of the living (Parker Pearson, 2012, 11). The long barrows on
the uplands perhaps served a dual purpose of laying claim to land only visited on a seasonal
basis, acting as the territorial markers with which long barrows are more commonly
associated.
Long Barrow, Martin (Long Barrow Lane)

This long barrow occupies an interesting position, sat between the linearly arranged group of
long barrows at the end of the Great Dorset Cursus to the west, and the group of long barrows
centred on the Rockbourne Down area. The viewshed (Figure 5) shows that this barrow
looks out towards, and can be seen from, both groups of long barrows. When visiting this
barrow, it is clear that the primary view from the barrow is across the landscape to the west,
looking down on lower lying land close to the barrow, and across to the ridge of land on
which the cursus long barrows are situated.
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The viewshed shows that these long barrows are on the edge of the visible area, and a visit to
the barrow at Martin indeed confirms that the barrows are silhouetted on the horizon,
seeming to mark a division in the landscape that is perpetuated by the much later Bokerley
Dyke. To the east, the viewshed indicates that more long barrows are visible, again on the
extreme edge of the viewshed. Again, a visit to the barrow confirms that Knap and Gran’s
Barrow are silhouetted on the horizon.
It is almost as though this single barrow serves to act as a link between two disparate groups
of long barrows. Its position not only allows it to see barrows in both groups, but to view
these barrows as horizon features, so enhancing their visual dominance in the landscape.

Figure 5: Viewshed from barrow at Long Barrow Lane, Martin. (Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and
database right 2013)

Cumulative Viewshed Analysis
The previous section discussed viewsheds from individual long barrows, but it is also of
interest to see how the views from barrows relate to each other. In the Danebury region, a
study of the viewsheds of long barrows concluded that:
“In almost every case, each barrow appears to have been located so as to exclude other
barrows from its viewshed, even in those areas where the barrows are in close proximity to
one another.” (Lock and Harris 1996).
In contrast, Wheatley (1995) found that long barrows around Stonehenge tend to occur in
locations from which high numbers of other barrows were visible. He used a technique
called cumulative viewshed analysis, where individual barrow viewsheds are added together
to provide a measure of how visible different parts of the landscape were from the long
barrows, and conversely, how many long barrows could be seen from different parts of the
landscape.
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Figure 6: Cumulative viewshed analysis. (Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2013)

Figure 6 shows the cumulative viewshed for the barrows in the study area. A maximum two
kilometre viewshed was used from each barrow, as it was deemed that this area around a
barrow would have been most significant in its siting, and this would also prevent distant
high ground from being picked up in every viewshed. A colour scale from blue to orange is
used to indicate the number of barrows visible from that location, with blue representing one
barrow, and orange up to six barrows.
What is clear from the cumulative viewshed is that the barrows were not located to overlook
distinct and separate parts of the landscape, which is in stark contrast to the barrows in the
Danebury region. There appear to be two main areas of the landscape which are highly
visible from long barrows. The first is the area around the line of barrows to the west which
demarcates the end of the Great Dorset Cursus. As has already been discussed, this part of
the landscape, associated with the cursus, was clearly important.
The area around Rockbourne Down is the second region which is highly visible from long
barrows. This is an upland area which is almost in the form of a shallow bowl between the
higher reaches of the dry valleys to the north west, and high ground to the south east which is
punctuated by tributaries running to the River Avon. The fact that so many long barrows
overlook this area suggests some sort of special meaning in the early Neolithic period. One
explanation could be that this area represented the spring line for tributaries of the Avon.
Barratt et al. (1991) have suggested that this was a key factor in the positioning of the long
barrows that cluster around the cursus to the south east. It does seem that springs held a
special significance in Neolithic times; recent work at Silbury Hill has suggested that the hill
was actually located to mark and take advantage of an ancient spring line (Whitehead and
Edmunds 2012).
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It is interesting to note that one of the most visible parts of the landscape from the long
barrows is the high ground above a spring pond, investigated by Heywood Sumner while
excavating a Romano-British enclosure. Woodward (2002, 64) has drawn attention to the
concentration of Bronze Age monuments in this specific area, in the field to the north east of
Duck’s Nest long barrow, and suggests “that the pond was also visited and venerated as a
symbolic focus is highly likely”. The fact that this area of the landscape was also central to
the influence of the long barrows suggests a continuity of the importance of this part of the
landscape.
A comparison of long barrow locations with the underlying geology highlights a preferred
position on higher ground between colluvial deposits in dry valleys. The geological map
shown in Figure 7 helps to pick out the dry valleys, which may at one time have hosted the
springs so venerated by Neolithic people.

Figure 7: Long barrows in relation to geology. (Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right
2013. Contains British Geological Survey materials © NERC 2013)

Limitations
One factor it is almost impossible to model into the visibility analysis is the vegetation cover
in Neolithic times. Trees and large shrubs would have restricted the view, and this would
even change through the seasons as deciduous trees shed their leaves. Environmental studies
of the chalk landscape around Stonehenge suggest some management and clearance of the
landscape, McOmish et al. (2002, 149) suggesting it was likely that “the chalk supported a
patchwork of open and closed woodland, extensive areas of open or grazed land and other
formerly open but regenerating areas.” Analysis of the monuments around the Great Dorset
Cursus suggests more localised clearance around individual monuments (Green 2000, 43-46).
No detailed environmental analysis has been undertaken in the study area, but it could be that
the landscape position of the long barrows actually gives us a clue to the vegetation cover at
the time. Why invest so much time and effort in constructing large monuments in prominent
positions if they were obscured by trees and shrubs? Could the clearance of vegetation have
stimulated the building of large striking monuments in a landscape that was for the first time
open? This would not necessarily have involved the clearance of the entire landscape;
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targeted clearance of the higher ground around a barrow, and along key sightlines may even
have served to enhance the prominence of the monuments.

Conclusion
The visibility analysis suggests that the long barrows in the study area were deliberately sited
in prominent positions, with a high degree of inter-visibility. The barrows seem to cluster
around, overlook and be visible from an area of the landscape which must have held some
sort of special significance in early Neolithic times. We can only speculate as to the nature of
this significance; the barrows could be marking an area frequented by ancestors, venerating
ancestral lands. At a time when the landscape was becoming more settled and crowded, there
is also the possibility that the barrows were laying claim to the land, perhaps acting as highly
visible territorial markers in an area only visited on a seasonal basis for pastoral purposes. To
the south west of the study area, this marking of the land was taken to another level by the
ambitious construction of the Great Dorset Cursus, around which another group of barrows
are clustered. In other regions, both cursus monuments and causewayed enclosures act as
focal points for long barrows. However, to the east of Bokerley Dyke it is curious there is no
major Neolithic monument to act as a focus for the long barrows, unless of course, this is still
to be discovered.

The Archaeology of Archaeology

Bill Atkinson

Archaeology can be likened to a chameleon. This was the thought that occurred to me after watching
the BBC4 series ‘Archaeology: a Secret History’. Dr. Richard Miles began his odyssey with Saint
Helen, but I prefer to go back much further, to ancient Egypt with the advent of the tomb robbers of
the in the Pharaohs burial places. They were robbing our ancestors of their grave goods, statues,
building materials and even their bones and has been carried on right up to the present day! Not a
particularly auspicious beginning for our science of archaeology, or is it an art?
It has to agreed that Saint Helen, mother of the Emperor Constantine, who appointed his mother as
‘Augusta Imperatrix’ and gave her unlimited funds in order to locate the relics of Judeo-Christian
tradition. And in 326-28 AD Helen undertook an expedition to the Palestine, where she is recorded to
have been responsible for the construction or beautification of two churches, the Church of the
Nativity, Bethlehem and the Church on the Mount of Olives, sites of Christ's birth and ascension.
Jerusalem was still being rebuilt following the destruction caused by Emperor Hadrian. He had built a
temple over the site of Jesus's tomb near Calvary, and renamed the city ‘Aa Capitolinaeli’ and Helen
ordered the temple torn down and Constantine ordered the building of the Church of the Holy
Sepulchre. In addition Helen also found the nails of the crucifixion to use their miraculous power
to aid her son. For a first excavation expedition, archaeology proper got off to an impressive start!
The motivation to conduct this enterprise was specifically religious for Helen, but with distinct
political over tones by the Emperor Constantine.
Ciriaco de' Pizzicolli or Cyriacus of Ancona (31 July 1391 - 1453/55) was a widely travelled Italian
merchant, who came from a prominent family in Ancona. Both a ‘humanist and antiquarian’ he is
sometimes he is called the Father of Archaeology. His major contribution to archaeology was his
awakened curiosity, meticulous recorder of inscriptions and buildings as unlike many’ library
antiquarians’, he traveled widely to satisfy his own curiosity, all around the Eastern Mediterranean,
noting down his archaeological discoveries in his day-book, ‘Commentaria’, that eventually filled six
volumes. His many voyages took him to Southern Italy, Dalmatia and many cities and countries
around the Mediterranean He was employed by the Ottomans during the 1422 siege of Constantinople
and his detailed observations, in the Ottoman Empire, make him one of the founders of modern
archaeology.
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His enthusiasm resulted in years in Rome studying Latin and enabling him to make many drawings of
the monuments and antiquities of ancient Rome. Subsequently he went to Constantinople where he
studied Greek. He collected a great store of inscriptions, manuscripts, and other antiquities, wherever
he went. Ciriaco de' Pizzicolli provided copious manuscripts and drawings of great archaeological
interest, but little was published until after his death. Perhaps his real legacy was a great awakening
in the wider world to the wonders of the past through its buildings and monuments.
My next landmark is the most improbable ‘hero’, being Henry VIII! We think of him as being a great
iconoclast with his destruction of the monasteries and an attempt to ‘bury the past’, this being a
political necessity as he considered the monastic orders to be what we would call a ‘fifth column’ with
headquarters in France. Politics was his motivation but Henry, being a scholar realised the value of
the libraries and other documents that they held, so in 1533 entrusted John Leland with a document,
‘a moste gratius commission’ (or ‘principis diploma’ as he called it in Latin), which authorized him to
examine and use the libraries of all religious houses in England to compile numerous lists of
significant or unusual books in their libraries.
In 1536, not long after the First Suppression Act commanding the dissolution of lesser monasteries
was passed, Leland lamented the spoliation of monastic libraries and addressed Thomas Cromwell in
a letter seeking aid for the rescue of books. In the 1530s and 1540s, the royal library was reorganised
to accommodate hundreds of books that were previously kept in monastic collections. In humanist
fashion, Leland styled himself ‘antiquarius’, a title which was at one time interpreted as referring to a
formal appointment as 'king's antiquary': however, it is now understood to have been merely Leland's
own preferred way of describing himself. Even after the dissolution, Leland did not abandon his hunt
for books. Leland kept notebooks on his travels, in which he entered and assessed information from
personal observation, and from books, charters and oral sources. It is this material which we now
know as his 'Itinerary'.
Leland was concerned to record evidence for the history of England and Wales as it was visible in the
landscape, and he therefore took pains to note all kinds of archaeological remains, including
megaliths, hill forts, and Roman and medieval ruins. He investigated and recorded building materials
in some detail. . At the hill fort at Burrough Hill, Leicestershire, he pulled some stones from the
gateway to establish whether it had been walled or not: they were mortared with lime, which
persuaded him that it had been. The account included in Leland's ‘Itinerary’ may be regarded as the
earliest archaeological field report. This unexpected by-product of the Reformation is, through John
Leland, Henry’s gift to archaeology!
William Camden (1551 to 1623) was an English antiquarian, historian, topographer, and he wrote the
first chorographical survey of the islands of Great Britain and Ireland and the first detailed historical
account of the reign of Elizabeth I of England. In the reign of our first queen, ruling in her own right
it was of great political importance to establish a full ‘British history’ to bolster the Monarchy and
Parliament, which is why William Shakespeare embarked upon his historical plays.
In 1577, with the encouragement of Abraham Ortelius, Camden began his great work Britannia, a
topographical and historical survey of all of Great Britain and Ireland. His stated intention was "to
restore antiquity to Britain, and Britain to its antiquity." The first edition, written in Latin, was
published in 1586 and was very popular, going into seven editions by 1607, each considerably
enlarged from its predecessor. The 1607 edition included, for the first time, a full set of English
county maps based on the surveys of Christopher Saxton and John Norden, and engraved by William
Kip and William Hole. The first English language edition, again expanded, appeared in 1610.
‘Britannia’ is a work of chorography: a study that relates landscape, geography, antiquarianism, and
history.
By describing in detail the Great Britain of the present and to showing how the traces of the past could
be discerned in the existing landscape he produced the first coherent picture of Roman Britain. His
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fieldwork and firsthand research set new standards for the time and the resulting work is one of the
great achievements of sixteenth century scholarship.
The Grand Tour had an effect on archaeology, though it was of primary value , it was believed, in that
it expose young men after their university education to both to the cultural legacy of classical
antiquity and provide a ‘catch-up’ on the Renaissance for the aristocratic and fashionably polite
society of the Northern European continent. In addition, it provided the only opportunity to view
specific works of art, and possibly the only chance to hear certain music. A grand tour could last from
several months to several years, fueled by nearly unlimited funds, on a trek through France and Italy
in search of art, culture and the roots of Western civilization. This fashion lasted from about the
1660s to the 1840’s and most adventurers wanted to return home with treasures, or at least curios!
From these beginnings sprang the fashion to collect ancient artifacts and even to question what they
signified. From this fashion came an interest in ’home-grown’ antiquities. Acquisitiveness and
curiosity provided a new spur to archaeology.
John Aubrey, 1626 to 1697, was a pioneer field archaeology, who recorded (often for the first time)
numerous of the henge monuments, including Avebury Stone Circle and Stonehenge (the Aubrey
holes at Stonehenge are named after him, although it is doubtful that the holes that he observed are
those that bear his name). He set out to write county histories of both Wiltshire and Surrey, though
both projects were never finished. The ‘Monumenta Britannica’ was Aubrey's principal collection of
archaeological material, written over some thirty years between about 1663 and 1693. It falls into four
parts: (1) ‘Templa Druidum’, a discussion of supposed ‘druidic’ temples, notably Avebury and
Stonehenge; (2) ‘Chorographia Antiquaria’, a survey of other early urban and military sites, including
Roman towns, ‘camps" (hill forts), and castles; (3) a review of other archaeological remains,
including sepulchral monuments, roads, coins and urns; and (4) a series of more analytical pieces,
including four exercises attempting to chart the chronological stylistic evolution of handwriting,
medieval architecture, costume, and shield-shapes. Of these last, the essay on architecture,
‘Chronologia Architectonica’, written in 1671, was the most detailed, and (although in its unpublished
state it remained little known) is now regarded as a highly perceptive milestone in the development of
architectural history
Blessed with charm, generosity of spirit and enthusiasm, Aubrey went on to become acquainted with
many of the most celebrated writers, scientists, politicians and aristocrats of his day, as well as an
extraordinary breadth of less well-placed individuals: booksellers, merchants, the royal seamstress,
mathematicians and instrument makers. He was open to the accusation of being a bit of a ‘dilettante’,
but his great contribution to archaeology is his accurately surveyed and drawn maps of Avebury and
his writings on both history and archaeology.
James Hutton, (1726, to 1797), was a Scottish geologist, chemist, naturalist, and originator of one of
the fundamental principles of geology - uniformitarianism, which explains the features of the Earth’s
crust by means of natural processes over geological time. His theories of geology and geologic time,
also called deep time, came to be included in theories which were called Pluton-ism and
uniformitarianism. He is also credited as the first scientist to publicly express the Earth was alive and
should be considered a super organism.
With the Church of England taking the calculation of the age of the earth by James Ussher (1581 to
1656), Church of Ireland Archbishop of Armagh and Primate of All Ireland between 1625 and 1656.
He most famously published a chronology that purported to establish the time and date of the creation
as the night preceding Sunday, 23 October 4004 BC, according to the Julian calendar. It can be
imagined that rift of misunderstanding between scientists and archaeologists was set to open up as
new discoveries would continue to be made. There would definitely be trouble ahead!
Richard Miles highlighted the excavation of Herculanium and Pompeii by Rocque Joaquin de
Alcubierre in 1748 as great ‘break through’ for archaeology in that established the idea that many
objects could be retrieved by excavation. However, this was still treasure hunting as he removed all
the ‘good stuff’ for his employer, Charles III of Spain! The shock of finding not just ‘treasure’, but
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everyday artifacts in an excavation excited a complete way of thinking about how archaeology could
bring us closer to the people of ancient times. Perhaps this was the time archaeology started to come
of age!
Old habits die hard! We have Napoleon to thank for the first great project to investigate the past of a
whole country when he commissioned a major evaluation of Egypt including a complete catalogue of
it’s’ antiquities! The results were spectacular and fuelled a whole fashion mania for ‘all things
Egyptian’, though of course the exercise was politically motivated, to aid empire building! Admiral
Lord Nelson, however, put large spoke in that particular wheel by winning the Battle of Aboukir Bay
and diverting much of Napoleon’s booty to the British Museum, including the Rosetta stone. In the
new spirit of the age, copies and transcripts of the inscription were made available widely through
Europe but, ironically it was Jean-François Champollion, a scholar in Paris who cracked the code. As
a post script, we know that he was obstructed at every turn by Academic establishment until he finally
published his definitive paper in 1822.
It was in the 19th. Century that Universities started to developed archaeology as a serious academic
pursuit. Ironically this pursuit of archaeology became very popular with Anglican clergy in the same
period, yet the Church hierarchy were having a major spat with Darwin’s ‘Origin of Species’. If only
they had taken more interest in their theology, never mind the advances in science!
The19th. Century saw the rise to prominence of rich men involving themselves directly in major
excavation projects. The two names that come to mind being Heinrich Schliemann, a treasure hunter
and scholar who trusted to his research and belief in ancient sources when he set out to find the city of
Troy and later in his excavations at Mycenae in Greece. His antics in publicity testify to his treasure
seeking streak with his wife displaying ‘Priam’s Treasure’ on her person! Subsequent evaluation of
Schliemann’s work concludes that his powers of interpretation had a tendency to overpower the facts,
but he is remembered for bringing the sites he worked to prominence in the public mind long after his
death. In contrast there is General Augustus Henry Lane-Fox Pitt-Rivers soldier, scholar, collector
and philanthropist who redefined archaeology by his meticulous recording of excavations and
presentation of finds to the general public as well as academia. In Britain he thought of as the father
of our modern archaeology and this example was an inspiration to the ‘good practice’ followed at the
turn of the 19th.century by Heywood Sumner who produced the most beautiful excavation reports of
his insightful work the in New Forest and around the Avon valley. He also recorded and published
his work quickly and lodged the results with the Salisbury and South Wiltshire Museum.
The 20th.century saw many advances in scientific applications to archaeology with aerial photography,
Carbon dating and many other techniques. Archaeologists are always keen to use the tools of
technology, science and mathematics to further their work (it is real “Bits’a” i.e. ‘bit of this, bits of
that’). In this light we can see the parts played by Sir Mortimer Wheeler, Julian Richards and Time
Team which has done much to popularise archaeology with a wide general public, worldwide. What
has evolved in the last seventy years has been a change of emphasis from artefacts themselves to the
understanding of the ancient peoples who bequeathed the finds to us.
So what does the future hold for archaeology? Unexpected advances will still be normal, with
Geophysical Surveying and other non-destructive investigation techniques, major digs will continue
to be restricted to sites under threat of destruction and there will be a place for the amateur societies in
providing considerable ‘affordable’ resources to bolster rescue excavations as well as lead on their
own projects. Amateur societies, as always, will continue to surprise everyone with their adoption at
.an increasing pace of technical innovations and bring these to the notice of even wider public
audiences. Our use of the Internet will continue to democratise the spread of information and provide
us with a wide publishing platform so that we can share our findings and the joy of archaeology.
So what can we say has been discovered on this short ‘dig’? Archaeology, like the human race has
grown through our strengths and weaknesses, the good things within us and some of the bad. It is
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shaped not only by logic (very necessary!) but by our emotions, intuition and insatiable curiosity. We
must remember these things and keep our passion for it alive and keep digging!
Bibliography: BBC4 series ‘Archaeology: a Secret History’ by Dr.Richard Miles,
That good old faithful – Wikipedia.

WHAT A SUMMER!

Bryan Popple
With sunshine, little rain, outdoor pursuits, and few moans
about the weather. Was this really a British summer? From
April to September my non-working days were spent helping
discover more about Dorset’s ancient past and getting a good
tan.
The following is an abridged version of a report published in
the recent ARA News (the bulletin of the Association of Roman
Archaeology) written by Lilian Ladle and John Bithell and my
thanks go to them for permission to use their work.
A NEW ROMANO-BRITISH VILLA IN DORSET
Fig 1 Summer in trench 6

The local farming community had suspected for some time that Roman settlement remains
were located at Druce Farm, near Piddlehinton in Dorset. The field surface was littered with
ceramic and stone building debris. During the early 2000s the Stour Valley Metal
Detectorists, with the permission of the landowner Mrs Ann Ridout, worked in this area and
located coins and metalwork spanning the Roman period. Encouraged by these findings Mrs
Ridout contacted Lilian Ladle regarding an evaluation of the site. Lilian has an extensive
background in field archaeology after 20 years of excavation at the multi-period sites of
Bestwall Quarry and Worth Matravers.
Field walking in 2010 by a group of East Dorset Antiquarian
Society members produced a range of building materials,
however the excessive amount of material lying on the surface
of the field suggested that extensive ploughing must have
damaged any surviving below-ground remains. Following
geophysical surveys using magnetometry and earth resistivity,
the plots successfully located the positions of three ranges of
buildings situated on the west, north and east of a central
courtyard and also revealed associated enclosure ditches,
trackways and field systems including the complete extent of
the ditches, some of which pre-date the villa and some which
are contemporary with it.
Fig 2 : Field walking tesserae
The landowner was keen to find out exactly what remains survived in order to make a
decision regarding the future management of the land. An evaluation was planned to
determine the extent of the buildings and the levels of preservation and to determine
approximate dates for the use and abandonment of the buildings.
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Phase-1: September and October 2012
An east-west trench was opened, using the geophysical
survey as a guide, on the southern edge of the northern
range of buildings. This revealed chalk-cut ditches
approximately 50m apart at either end of the trench.
The ditches were 2.5m wide and 1m deep (cut from the
Roman ground surface). Just inside the eastern edge of
the western ditch were the fragmentary remains of three
types of walling. An east-west orientated wall consisted
of small flints in a consolidated mortar, a short length of
closely packed mortared flints was only 1m long but
was significant in that a coin of Gratian (AD 367-83)
was found at its base and two further walls of roughly
nested large flint nodules packed in clay-loam.

Fig 3: Walls in 2012 trench

Relatively large amounts of mortar and painted wall
plaster were recovered from the cleaned areas between
walls. Colours used included shades of cream, red, blue
and green and patterning included faux marble and
lines.

Although no flooring was found in situ, ceramic, stone and mudstone tesserae in a variety of
sizes implies that at least one mosaic floor with borders and motifs had been laid. Quantities
of opus signinum were also recorded along with very large deposits of building material
including some complete roof tiles. A metal detector survey recorded nine coins, the earliest
being a silver denarius of Vespasian and the latest were bronze issues of the Late Empire.
The landowner acknowledged the presence of Romano-British settlement but was very keen
to acquire more information prior to deciding on the future usage of the land.
Phase-2: April to July 2013
Trenches were located over the three sets of buildings; these all encompassed the large
enclosure ditches. Roman building remains were uncovered and sections of the ditches were
excavated.
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Western Range: Three trenches through this range
have located a north-south orientated building
comprising a series of at least two rooms, one deep. The
lower courses of wall survived, but there was no
evidence of intact flooring. Iron-working debris and
ceramic tesserae fragments imply a probable ‘industrial’
use for this part of the villa. Collapsed roof and wall
covered the remains.
Fig 4: Excavation starts 2013
Eastern Range: Two trenches over this range revealed a considerable part of a collapsed
wall comprising flint nodules embedded in mortar. Putlog holes were filled with ceramic
roof tile. A rare feature was a band of blue slate tiles which were either a decorative element
of the wall or the roof.
A very large greensand stone plinth which was in-situ had once supported a substantial
squared, upright timber. It is likely that this structure was an aisled building and the pottery
recovered implies a long period of use. A test pit in the north-west corner of the northernmost
trench revealed a complex series of events, including demolition and burning. Figs 5 & 6

Fig 5 Stone plinth in Trench
6

Fig 6 Fallen wall in trench 6

Northern Range: The single ‘L-shaped’ trench was set
out to follow and understand the series of ‘rooms’ located
in 2012. When a mosaic floor was encountered, the trench was extended to uncover the
entire floor. The room measured 5.4m by 4.4m and had well-constructed walls on three sides,
the fourth wall, on the south was not so well-preserved, probably around the entrance to the
room. Two masonry fragments were located here; the base and lower part of a broken column
in greensand and a small piece of carved stone architrave.
The intact mosaic comprises three simple geometric
designs of: an expanding rectilinear swastika, a banded
box of poised white squares and two courses of ashlar
with blue pointing, the whole, surrounded by poised
white squares and an outer blue band. All are in blue
lias and white limestone tesserae. The outer borders
consist of larger limestone tesserae with random red
ceramic pieces.
Fig 7 Base & lower part of column
from above mosaic
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The western part of the mosaic had been repaired several times during the life of the villa.
Mr Anthony Beeson described it as an elegant mosaic and of a style often found in the
vicinity of Ilchester, and he praised the high standard of craftsmanship.
Bryn Walters suggested that the damage was consistent with the presence of a moveable
piece of heavy furniture, such as a bed or sofa. A terracotta quarter moulding separated the
wall from the floor. A burnt area in the north-east corner of the room yielded a coin dating to
the late 4th/early 5th century, perhaps pointing to occupation after the villa itself had gone out
of use. The single swastika design has one other known parallel at Gussage St Andrew villa.
The abandonment sequence of this room can de deduced by the archaeological layers above
the mosaic pavement. The first of these consisted of a thin layer of brown soil containing
very large quantities of small mammal and amphibian bone – these were scattered ‘owl
pellets’, deposited when Barn owls lived in the exposed rafters.
This layer was covered by large fragments of limestone roof tiles, many of which were
complete with iron nails in-situ and consistent with a massive fall of the roof.
On top of the tiles was a deep layer of mortar,
painted wall plaster and building flints
representing the collapse of the walls of the
room. The painted plaster fragments are either
plain, or display geometric designs of coloured
lines. At least ten colours are present including
black, shades of green, yellow and red and very
rare blue.
Fig 8 : The mosaic in northern
range
In order to understand the relationship between the walls uncovered in 2012 and the room
with the mosaic, the overburden between the two trenches was cleared and in doing this a
second mosaic has been revealed, unfortunately, this has been badly damaged by ploughing.
Surviving fragments suggest a polychrome geometric pattern in red, white, blue and brown
probably from an adjoining ante room. Further walls define other rooms to the east, south and
west. The make-up of the walls suggests several phases of building.
The Enclosure Ditches: Large, deep ditches enclose the villa complex. Excavations through
six segments of the ditches have confirmed a sequence of cutting, infilling and re-cutting
throughout the Roman period. All segments were all extremely finds-rich.
Advice was freely given by the many learned visitors to the site and was greatly appreciated.
The mosaics were photographed by Luigi Thompson for recording and painting purposes and
should appear in due course in a follow up volume to The Roman Mosaics of Britain by Steve
Cosh and David Neal who also visited.
This project has been supported by the site diggers who came as volunteers from local
historical and archaeological societies and included four ARA members. Without their help
and support this villa site would have remained un-examined and further deterioration would
have occurred. A full report will be made to the land owner who has already decided to
remove this field from cultivation.
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WHAT NEXT?
The excavation continued into early September and the site was backfilled for the coming
autumn and winter, to protect the remains. The owner is keen to continue the project and it is
planned to return next year for another season. We have many questions to answer and I am
sure there will be more surprises in store for us.
After the success of an open day held in June, when we had around 300 visitors, it is planned
to hold more open days next year and we hope that many of you will visit the site.

Seeing archaeological finds in context

Bill Atkinson

During a period of enforced field inactivity I have been doing a considerable amount of
reading and watching of ‘things archaeological’. From some otherwise excellent work, in
particular cases I detected a certain lack of knowledge of how real societies actually work on
a day to day level. This limited understanding of current technologies, social pressures and
basic human nature proves to be a real barrier to interpretation of sites and finds. Enough of
this pedantic complaining! Let us look at what we can do to help us re-evaluate just one
aspect of life in Britain from the Neolithic to at least the post medieval period and that is the
annual agricultural cycle.
Some research led me to work done on the medieval agricultural cycle by Rachel Hartman
and this simple summary seemed to encapsulate the general feel of that period:
January: Clear ditches; cut wood; breed sows; spread manure; "camping"; early lambs born.
February: Prune grapes and fruit trees; prune and mend hedgerows; mend fences; kill moles;
plant willow; add lime, chalk and manure to soil; lambing continues; calving begins.
March: Plough and harrow as soon as the ground is soft enough; sow spring grains; calving
continues.
April: Plant onions and leeks; plant flax; wean calves; get milking and dairy work underway;
farrowing (birth of piglets).
May: Weed winter corn; remove moss from thatched roofs and repair; sow pulses; capture
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October: Sow winter barley and oats; harvest grapes; make wine and verjuice; breed sheep;
let pigs forage on acorns and beechnuts.
November: Unsuspecting pigs get fatter and fatter; take in firewood; threshing and
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winnowing continue through the winter.
December: Slaughter pigs; never too early to shovel manure; Merry Christmas!

From our knowledge of Egyptian and Babylonian early civilisations there were religious
struggles between the ‘gods’ of the sun and moon, which must have sprung from rival
methods of calendar recording, both of which had their own computation methods and the
difficulties were not solved until the advent of ‘the Antikythera machine’. See the excellent
description in Wikipedia - http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antikythera_mechanism. As in all
human societies knowledge is power, so this is sought by both priests and rulers. The
Romans had a pretty sophisticated calendar into which emperors thrust their names in order
to claim divinity!
With the advent of Christianity calendar control passed to the Church on the basis that only
they could calculate the dates for Easter each year (though the Jews seemed quite capable of
providing the answers, but who at the time wanted to rely upon them!). Life became simpler
for agricultural communities as the calendar was adorned by Saints days, feast days and
religious festivals. These all became pegs upon which important farming activities could be
set and provided special events that could all be looked forward to, with the possible
exception of Lent (a fast) which recognised that for the majority of the population was a time
when food was in short supply. At least the Church tried to ensure that ‘everyone was in it
together’.
Feasting at Christmas took over from the same sort of activities that had gone on for centuries
before, but with added Christian significance (though Christ was probably born in the
autumn). The reason for the feast was that cattle beyond a certain level could not be kept any
later than December due to insufficient feed stocks. Without modern techniques and
equipment there is a limit on the amount of hay and straw which can be grown and stored.
If you think that there must have been some slack periods within the above cycle then
consider the needs of tending woodlands and coppices. These were essential for brush wood
to feed medieval bread making ovens, providing timber for making and repair of buildings,
fences, farm equipment and domestic furniture, fittings and treen (plates to eat off). In the
medieval period and beyond, about ninety per cent of the population were needed to work the
land and for the majority, if they wanted anything for their everyday lives they had to grow
the raw materials, process them and make the goods. This would include withies for basket
making, split hazel for hurdles and house walls, flax for clothing, hemp for cordage and
making sacks.
Most Medieval farmers worked on a three-field rotation
system with one field for grain, one field for hay, and a
third left fallow, which frequently meant it was sown
with a legume to provide a green manure which would
be ploughed in to enrich the soil structure. The usual
division of land for individuals was by means of strip
farming which had the advantage that no individual was
disadvantaged by having all the poor land.
The main grains used were wheat (best for bread
making), barley, oats and rye, some of which could be
sown in the autumn and the rest as an insurance again
winter crop loss.
Illustration of rotation of crops courtesy Wikopedia.
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Animal husbandry had to ‘fitted’ in with oxen for ploughing, cows for milk butter and
cheese, sheep for wool (a cash crop) and also milk, with pigs meat and chickens for eggs (and
meat for richer people).
Work was required on Manorial and Glebe lands before cottage gardens were cultivated to
grow vegetables and legumes for the preparation of pottage (a staple for lower class people).
The rest of the peoples time was their own unless it was Sunday or time for archery practice!

En route to Mesa Verde

Jan Elkins

No holiday in Colorado is complete without seeing Mesa Verde but with the closure of all the
National Parks in October 2013 our planned visit hung in the balance. Luckily by the time my
husband and I were due to drive across the snowy mountains from Denver the dispute was resolved
and after a seven hour drive, a sleepover in Cortez, we finally found ourselves at the entrance to one
of the most amazing archaeological sites in North America.
Mesa Verde National Park was created in
1906 in order to preserve the ancient culture
of the Ancestral Pueblo People. They had
lived there for over 700 years building the
elaborate cliff dwellings that can still be seen
today.
Credit for their discovery goes to a local
rancher named Richard Wetherill and his
brother-in-law Charlie Mason who first
came across the Cliff Palace in Mesa Verde
(Spanish for “green table”), on a snowy
December afternoon in 1888.
What has not been so widely publicized is that actually the cliff dwellings had been known about for
years by the local tribes and earlier explorers, including a government surveyor, William Henry
Jackson in 1874 and a New York journalist, Virginia McClurg, had already visited them. Still, once it
dawned on Richard what he had discovered, he devoted himself full time to archaeology and kept
detailed notes of his excavations. Unfortunately though, to raise funds for himself, he had to sell many
of the artefacts, something that would now be illegal but, at that time, was common practice.
In 1891 a young Swedish aristocrat named Gustav Nordenskiold arrived to see the sites. With the help
of Richard’s brother, John, he managed to conduct and record a systematic excavation on the mesa.
This was the first time scientific methods had been used in the mesa and the locals took it ‘all on
board’.
Since then archaeologists have frequently visited Mesa Verde trying to learn more about its people
and their way of life, but there is still a lot more work to be done and a large number questions remain
to be answered.
Our first stop was at the Visitor and Research Centre situated at the park entrance. There, the Rangers
helped us to plan our day and also booked us in for an early tour of the Cliff Palace. From there we
returned to our jeep and after paying an entrance fee at the gate, we journeyed the twenty-three miles
up the narrow twisty roads towards the Cliff Palace’s meeting point.
The drive was spectacular with stunning
views of the countryside below. The weather
was on our side as well with beautiful blue
skies and hardly a breath of wind. On arrival
at our destination the only ‘downside’ was
the basic toilets by the car park.
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I would highly recommend the use of a peg on your nose before you enter, or may be just waiting to
use the superior ones by the museum!
Our first view of the Cliff Palace was breath taking and we couldn’t wait to get down to it to
exploring! It is the largest cliff dwelling in North America and has 150 rooms. Nestled in the shade of
the cliff it looked almost unreal.

We listened eagerly to the Ranger as she told us of
its history then followed her down some steep
uneven stone steps. At the bottom of these we
walked along a narrow pathway and then had to
climb up a ladder enabling us to rest on a ledge
before we entered the Palace. It was even better than
I had imagined and it almost looked as if time has
stood still.
No one is sure how many people lived at the Cliff
Palace. The ranger thought it could have been up to
about ninety. It was constructed around AD 1200, a
time when the Ancestral people decided to move
from their villages at the top of the mesa and use
nature to their advantage by building their homes
using the overhanging cliffs beneath them.

The basic building material was sandstone and the mortar used between the loaf-sized bricks was a
mixture of dirt and water. The living rooms averaged between six feet by eight feet, space enough for
two to three people. The isolated rooms at the back and in the upper levels were used for the storage
of crops grown on the fields above and it was there that they also hunted deer, rabbits, squirrels and
other wildlife. They had pets, but only dogs and turkeys.
In front of the rooms was an open courtyard, where many daily activities took place. Older members
would keep an eye on the children to stop them wandering off or maybe falling over the edge into the
valley below. (It was there that they would dispose of all of their rubbish, a habit that the
archaeologists were delighted with!) In the summer fires were used mainly for cooking but in the
biting cold winter they provided warmth to the village. The blackened ceilings and walls show
evidence of this.
Whilst we were there, we found it quite chilly and could just imagine that in the summer it would
have kept them cool away from the burning sunshine, but temperatures in winter must have been
freezing! We exited the Palace by climbing up through a very narrow passageway noticing on route
the original foot holes carved into the rock by the Ancestral dwellers.
From there we went for a drive around the Cliff
Palace Loop and the Mesa Loop visiting several pit
houses, villages and kivas. The pit houses were the
Ancestral Pueblo people’s first homes when they
settled in the Mesa Verde in AD 500. This period of
time was called “Basket maker” because of the
beautiful basketwork that they produced. They made
their tools from stone, wood and bone and built their
pit houses in small clusters on cliff tops and cliff
alcoves.
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The houses had four corner timbers that supported the roof and some had antechambers that contained
storage bins or pits. A few houses even had a small hole in the floor called a “sipapu” which may
have had a symbolic meaning.
About AD 750, some of the people began building properties above the ground using poles and mud
and a number of the pit houses became “kivas”. This period was called the “Pueblo” period. A “kiva”
is a round chamber, usually underground and was probably used for religious, social as well as
utilitarian purposes. To gain access to it there would be a ladder leading to a hole in the centre of the
roof enabling them to climb down inside. Even today the “kiva” is still an important ceremonial
structure and in the “Spruce Tree House” they are still used for religious ceremonies.
By AD 1000 the pole constructed houses were replaced by stone masonry houses. These were built
two or three stories high and were joined as units of 50 rooms or more. Their pottery also evolved
with them producing products ornamented with beautiful black drawings on a white background, a
style that has become well known.

About 1225, for some reason, the people began moving back down to their cliff alcoves where their
ancestors had lived years before. May be it was the climate or maybe it was because they felt safer
there but whatever the reason they began to build the cliff dwellings of which Mesa Verde is famous
for.
Whilst driving around the Cliff Palace Loop and the Mesa Top Loop we were also able to stop at
several viewing points and marvel at the cliff dwellings that we could see nestled in the cliffs
surrounding us. They were unbelievable and left us wondering how they could have ever been built in
such outlandish positions.
Our final stop was the Chapin Mesa Archaeological Museum and the “Spruce Tree House”. The
museum was well worth a visit as it told the story of Mesa Verde and contains some wonderful
artefacts.

To finish, we walked down to the “Spruce Tree
House”, a descent of 100 feet. Again, the buildings
are magnificent. It is Mesa Verde’s best-preserved
cliff dwelling and also the third largest. It was
constructed between AD 1211 and AD 1278 in a
natural alcove and has about 130 rooms and eight
“kivas”.
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It housed between 60 and 80 people and here we were able to climb down into one of the “kivas”.
This is something not to be missed! Before it was our turn to descend into the “kiva” we saw a large
tarantula spider sitting scarily near the entrance, but when we climbed back out again it had totally
disappeared! Apparently, we were told later, that as we climbed out of the “kiva” the spider scuttled
in. That was a close shave!

Sali

Salisbury Plain

Bill Atkinson

Thoughts on Social and Political catalysts which created the Stonehenge landscape
The ‘Vespasians’ Camp’ site has, as the Open University lecturer, David Jacques stated in his recent
SMARG lecture concerning the Amesbury Excavation, been used regularly since circa 6250BC to
4700BC. This site is thought to be a rare discovery of a ‘home base’ of the Mesolithic era adjacent to
a natural spring which would provide a water source all year round. The immediate question that he
posed was, “Why choose here?” The finds of food waste include bones of auroch, wild boar and deer.
Animals such as these would also have been attracted to such a water source and it is in very close
proximity to the Stonehenge plain.
Whilst environmental samples taken from the old visitor car park have been found, through pollen
analysis, to have a heavy preponderance of pine and birch pollen, (as recorded by Sir Barry Cunliffe
in his book ‘Facing the Ocean’) this does not preclude an open habitat of relatively open grass land
rather than dense forest, particularly if subject to regular grazing. The thin soils do not favour dense
forestation and the tree pollens found are, by their nature, wind borne and could have travelled quite
some distance.
The heavy concentration of Mesolithic to Neolithic flints include at least one Mesolithic sample
which has been ‘typed’ to having originated from or near to Grimes’ Graves at Brandon, Norfolk.
This is most surprising for at least two reasons in that it pushes back the exploitation of flint deposits
from there by quite some considerable time (over a millennium?) and it indicates that these huntergathers were very far ranging in their seasonal travels.
From our present day observations of herds of herbivores, we know that they congregate in
considerable numbers and so have to be continually on the move to seek new pastures, so those
depending on the herds for food at times of the year when wild nuts and fruits are unavailable, would
have to tag along with the herds. On looking at the map of England we can see that the chalk hill
country, which does not readily support dense forests, stretches from the Salisbury Plain all the way to
Brandon in Norfolk and so would have provided a natural corridor of light grassland all the way to
Happisburgh and in prior times, beyond to Doggerland. In winter Doggerland would have been far
less hospitable than Salisbury Plain, Cranbourne Chase (where Mesolithic flint scatters have also been
found) and south Dorset. One can easily imagine that this route would have been a natural migration
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route with winter being spent nearer to the Atlantic coast and away from the winter continental high
pressure cold zone.
The winter solstice could very well have been the time the herds pass through Salisbury Plain and thus
made it a happy hunting ground for Mesolithic man (and woman), which would then have been a
good time for feasting! Similarly, the summer solstice could well have been the time the herds reappeared on their trek to the northeast. With the congregation of cattle near water, this would have
given our ancestors good reason to take advantage of the hunting opportunities again before the fruit
and nut foraging season got underway. Being hunter/gathers, they may well have followed the herds
for at least some of their journeys, but they would have taken care not to stray too far from their fruit
and nut foraging sites when, these were in season.
In times of feasting and plenty there would probably have been a concentration of family groups
coming together to create more efficient hunting parties. This would have been a time for making
alliances and arranging weddings as small groups would wish to avoid too much inbreeding. We have
no evidence from the buried remains of latter periods that inbreeding was likely to have been a
common problem, though in the present day Middle East and certain areas of Pakistan this occurs
through the perceived need to preserve wealth and property rights.
At the SMARG lecture on the Amesbury Excavation it was postulated that hunting was the major
preoccupation for people repeatedly visiting this site, so the question arises of the enigmatic post
holes in the current Stonehenge car park. They may have been something to do with the hunting
activities perhaps? Tall posts in this area could have been used for the dual purposes of being a
lookout post to direct hunting parties and when necessary to provide hunters with a refuge from
enraged cattle!
When considering the later Neolithic period, with the final isolation of the British Isles from
Continental Europe and the extinction of the auroch through over hunting, the earlier imperative to
congregate in the Stonehenge area would have been lost, but the social/political aspects may well
have been sufficient reason to continue the ritual gatherings. We should bear in mind that for
Mesolithic peoples, technology, social rules, nature and religious observance are all integrated into all
aspects of life. The importance of maintaining the knowledge of a calendar for orderly running of the
Neolithic agricultural year would have been an additional reason for continuing these solstice
gatherings. In addition, mid-summer and mid-winter are far less busy times for farmers (and hunters)
so the convenience and the chance to have a really important rally/party would have been quite
compelling!
The new work on interpreting the Bluestone Circle by Professor Mike Parker Pearson could possibly
indicate the growing political importance of both the events and the location over a widening area of
the country. Further revelations are being provided by “The Feeding Project” for the dating of
feasting remains from Durrington Walls which not only postulate that the gatherings took place at the
Winter Solstice, but reveal that the animals brought to the event come from as far away as the north of
England and perhaps even Scotland. This raises the question of how were they and their owners able
to travel from so far afield. We know that sea travel was well established around our coasts, both on
the eastern and western seaboards from a very early date and we have evidence from work at the Ness
of Brodgar that there was travel from the mainland of Scotland bringing animals for feasting, which
would have required much ‘heavy lifting’ by sea to move so many cattle, either live or as carcases, so
they must have had good seamanship and very adequate boats. In a recent article in “British
Archaeology” (May/June 2013) gave news of an archaeological reconstruction of a bronze age boat,
full size, by Brian Cumby and team at the National Maritime Museum, Cornwall, which proved to be
quite seaworthy and gave rise to the thought that this bronze age technology was quite mature and
may have originated earlier, in the Neolithic.
Durrington Walls is only served by water by the Avon River, but this not a very adequate transport
route for such a large volume of traffic so one can postulate that overland routes must have existed, at
least for part of those journeys. Perhaps the most intriguing aspect is that those coming long distances
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were able to journey through ‘foreign’ territory without being attacked or robbed! This would not
have been a safe procedure in Iron Age times!
There has been some speculation that Stonehenge was a ‘healing centre’, but this begs two difficult
questions. Why move the bluestones from the liminal site in the Preseli Mountains when the people
could have set up a ‘healing centre’ in the vicinity of the both the springs and the quarry where the
blue stones originated? Secondly, how do you persuade a large labour force to undertake the
immense task of moving such a large number of large stones so far? The reason must have been very
compelling and immediately suggest ‘political will’ to maintain clan hierarchies and keep the general
peace. Hence, the blue stones may have marked the burial sites of the top clan chiefs who would
represent the chief clans in the “British isles”. This would be a ‘cut above’ the ancestral barrows
which we know throughout the whole area and also the country.
Perhaps the eclipse of Stonehenge as a ritual site was due to a breakdown of social cohesion at the
introduction of the Bronze Age when those with the new weapons technology would have had a
significant military and industrial advantage. The significance of the ‘Amesbury archer’ has been
construed as someone coming to Stonehenge for healing, but the significance of his grave goods
indicating he was a metal worker has been in some part over looked. The rich grave goods signify
that was he was revered locally rather just being a rich outsider, particularly as he is buried close to a
close relative.
We know what advantages technology confers in our own days! The questions of transport
technology and social interaction in Mesolithic and Neolithic times to reach Stonehenge are very
much ‘an unknown’ to archaeologists today, but we must be continually vigilant in searching for clues
beyond what we see on the end of our trowels. Finally, how did they get the bluestones from the
Preseli Mountains to Stonehenge? Ah that will have to be another story…….

Social events, past and future

Nigel Morris

On the 23rd February 2013 we held our very popular AVAS Annual Dinner at The Old Vicarage,
Wimborne Road, Northborne, which thirty one members attended and it was very much enjoyed by
everybody, especially the free ice-cream! There was indeed plenty to eat and everyone had their fill.
There was lots of laughter and merriment and we shall be doing another one in 2014.
July 2013 we held another of our well looked forward to barbecues (with kind permission of
Mark). This was a particularly lovely evening with a great deal of sunshine, which really made the
event most enjoyable. The food, as usual, was very tasty with sausages, beef burgers, accompanied by
different types of salad, several types of crisps and, of course, vegetarian options.
Delicious sweets were provided by Vanessa, Anne Ireland and her sister, Julia. We shall definitely be
looking forward to another one next summer. I would like to thank Mark, Anne, Julia, Vanessa and
everybody else who helped to make this a first class evening. Many thanks to everyone, who helped
make these events so extremely successful!
Future Dates for your Diary
Febuary 22nd 2014 - AVAS Dinner Old Vicarage Restaurant, Wimborne Road, Northborne, starting
at 6.30 p.m. Cost: approx. £6.00 per person
July 5th 2014 - AVAS BBQ - again at Mark's Farm, starting at 7 p.m. Cost: £4.00
If any AVAS members have any suggestions for future events, please contact me on (01202) 872 353.
Remember, of course, to keep an eye on the AVAS website and blog for all the latest information on
our events! See page 2 for those internet addresses.
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Annual General Meeting

ADDENDIX I

The thirty-eighth Annual General Meeting of the Avon Valley Archaeological
Society will be held on Wednesday 1st. May 2013 at 7.30pm. in the Ann Rose
Hall, Greyfriars Community Centre, Christchurch Road, Ringwood, Hampshire.
The meeting opened by the Chairman at 7.40 p.m. with twenty six members present.
1.

2.
3.

4.

5.

6.

Apologies were received from Mr. Les Bailey, Mr. Brian Cooke, Mr. Anthony Harrocks, Mr.
Michael Hodges, Mrs. Margaret Hudd, Miss Helen Moore, Mr. David Whetton and Mrs. Jessie
Williams,
The minutes of the last AGM held on 2nd. May, 2012 were accepted ‘nem con’ having been
proposed by Mr. Brian Popple and seconded by Mr. Alan Harvey.
Matters arising a) The matter of finding a new home for the AVAS Library is still unresolved
and is an ongoing matter. (b) The publishing of the AVAS Newsletter on our website was put
to the floor and it was accepted, though this would be delayed until after the AGM each year.
Chairman’s report Thank you all for attending the 2013 Annual General Meeting of AVAS.
The last year will be remembered for the seemingly continuous rainfall which has made life
difficult for those living, working and enjoying themselves in the Avon Valley. However, the
sun is now shining and spring seems to have made a belated arrival so all is not lost.
Over the past twelve months, members have been busy, with progress being made on the
geophysical survey front and also on the follow up fieldwork front, with the trial trench work at
Folds Farm taking place on one of the few baking weekends of last summer. I will not enlarge
too much on this but would like to report that the combined results from resistivity survey and
subsequent investigation have complimented each other well, and prove the effectiveness of the
techniques involved. A substantial area of the field at Folds Farm has now been surveyed with
the resistivity meter and a more focused approach can now be undertaken to look at particular
areas of interest. More about this year’s work will be revealed shortly.
In addition, various small trials of the equipment have been undertaken with the probable
location of a long barrow being recorded in the valley above the flood plain near Fordingbridge.
The winter lecture programme has once again been outstanding thanks to the efforts of Ann
Ireland and I would like to thank Ann once again for her success in finding and pinning down
so many interesting speakers. I would also like to thank Vanessa for getting involved and
representing the Society at Greyfriars.
With the summer soon upon us, various events and outings are planned which we will also
cover anon. An appearance at the Festival of Archaeology day at Rockbourne is pencilled in for
28th July 2013.
It is with regret that we have learned that two of our longest serving members have found they
were unable to attend meetings due to illness or infirmity, so it has been decided to award
honorary life membership for their contributions to the society over many years.
Presentation of the Chairman’s Trophy for 2012/2013: At this point, it is customary to
award the Chairman’s trophy for the year, and this year I feel it should go to someone who has
given a great deal of practical assistance to the geophysical survey work even in inclement
weather conditions and has greatly boosted morale enabling us to get it done, Mr. John Robb.
Hon. Treasurer’s report and to review subscriptions and meetings fees: Income from
subscriptions had been lower this last year, but we have been the fortunate recipients of a gift
from “The Friends of Bucknowle” on their winding up, of £234.35. There have been minor
fluctuations in the room hire fees to Greyfriars. Fees for speakers this year have shown some
minor savings over last year. Insurance costs were passed over rather than accrued; these
always show fluctuations as they cover a period which does not coincide with our financial
year. To alleviate our declining income it was put the meeting that membership fees could be
increased or meeting fees could go up. On a show of hands it was decided to increase the
meeting fees for members to £2.00 and for visitors to £3.50, these modest increases being in
line with what other local societies charged.
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7.

8.

9.
10.

Field Director’s report: At Folds Farm further evaluation trenches were excavated below the
Frankenbury hill fort on what turned out to be the hottest day of the year. Over a weekend we
opened three trenches to investigate ‘hot spots’ located by the geophysical teams earlier.
On the first day a one metre wide trench was opened to investigate two converging linear
features meeting to form a corner detected at the conjunction of two grids recorded in the
spring. All expectations were for finding some Roman context from these features, but we
were somewhat surprised to find we had uncovered an Iron Age context with several large pits
adjacent to two converging ditches.
The following day we opened two new trenches at right angles to each other a few metres away
from Trench1to investigate an area of intense geophysical activity adjacent to a plateau like
area on an otherwise sloping field. What was revealed was a curvilinear ditch around this part
of the plateau. Finds were very sparse and the fill was indicative of a bank around the plateau
having been pushed into the ditch in order to level the field. There are signs of ‘high activity’
from the survey of the ditch and this year we intend to return to carry out further excavations as
well as returning to the area of the original rescue dig and adjacent area with a view to
clarifying the extent of the Roman site. Having explored the field between the Roman site and
the hill fort we plan to put together an account of our total survey of the two fields to draw
together work over last few years and be able to present a copy to Mrs. Cutts, the land owner.
Library report: There are still an outstanding number of loans from the Library to be
followed up and in this regard an updated Membership List needs to be supplied by the Hon.
Secretary to help in chasing up loans going back some considerable time. No further progress
has been made on locating a new home for our extensive Library.
National Archaeology Days 2013: AVAS is to support the event at the Rockbourne Roman
Villa on Saturday 28th. July from 11 a.m. to 4 p.m. with the set-up commencing at 9 a.m...
Election of Officers: The slate of existing Officers and Committee Members were all ready to
stand for election and in the face of having received no further nominations it seemed
appropriate to propose the whole team together for re-election. These candidates were
proposed by Helen Moore and seconded by Ann Page. The meeting voted them in, nem. con.
The new Committee therefore comprises:
Chairman
–
Mark Vincent
Hon. Treasurer –
Harold Hanna
Hon. Secretary –
Bill Atkinson
Vice-Chairman –
Steve Moody
Members
Nigel Morris
Marilyn Harvey
Hon. Auditors
–
Mr. A. Light
Mr. A. Taylor
Ann Ireland and Vanessa Golton have been co-opted as Talks Organiser and the Greyfriars
Representative respectively, will be available to continue in these roles. John Pemberton is
willing to continue as our AVAS Representative with the New Forest National Park.

11.

Any other business: On the 5th. And 6th. October AVAS is set up an exhibit at the Wood Fair
at Braemore.
The question was raised as to what AVAS was to do to celebrate our 40th. Anniversary? A
suggestion was mooted that we some items in our Newsletter covering the ‘good old days’.
The committee was urged to seek publicity through the local press and also on the Greyfriars’
noticeboard.

The meeting was closed by the Chairman at 8.35 p.m.
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AVON VALLEY ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY
TRUSTEES ANNUAL REPORT
FOR THE YEAR ENDED 31 MARCH 2013

ADDENDIX II

REGISTERED CHARITY NO: 289516

Aims and Organisation
The Society was established in 1974; it is governed by its Rules, as amended from time to
time by the members in general meeting.
The Society’s objects are to promote the interest in and study of archaeology for the benefit
of the general public. The Society’s principal areas of activity are the Avon Valley and
surrounding areas of South West Hampshire, East Dorset and South Wiltshire.

Trustees
The trustees who served on the Committee during the year were as follows:

M. A. Vincent

Chairman

S. J. Moody

Vice Chairman

C. W. Atkinson

Hon. Secretary

H. J. A. Hanna

Hon. Treasurer

N. Morris
J. Pemberton (retired

May 2012)

Mrs M Harvey
M. Gill

(elected

May 2012)

The administration of the Society is carried out on a voluntary basis by the trustees; there are
no employees.
The trustees are elected annually by the members at the Annual General Meeting.
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AVON VALLEY ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY
TRUSTEES ANNUAL REPORT
FOR THE YEAR ENDED 31 MARCH 2013 (cont’d)

Activities and Achievements
During the year, the Society continued its educational activities with its programme of Winter
lectures, the publication of the annual Newsletter, and the provision of displays in Salisbury
as part of National Archaeology Days in July. Active field work during the year has included
further geophysical survey work on part of a Romano-British site at Folds Farm, North of
Godshill, adjoining the site of previous rescue excavation work. The Society has received
grant support from the New Forest National Park Authority, and with the agreement of the
landowner, continued a thorough survey of the whole site, backed up by a series of evaluation
trenches to check the interpretation of the survey results. Meanwhile the adjoining site and
the mediaeval site at Ipley Manor are now undergoing post-excavation analysis. The post
excavation work on material from the Crystal Hollow excavation site at Godshill continues.
Members also undertook geophysical survey training exercises on various other sites in the
Avon Valley, co-operated with other local societies in undertaking survey and excavation
work, notably the New Forest History & Archaeology Group on various sites in the New
Forest and took part in an excavation at Butlers Hard, organised by the National Park
Authority.

Financial Review
The day to day operating expenses of the Society were again met from the members’
subscriptions and meeting fees.
In addition to meeting the day to day costs of its activities, the Society is seeking to build up
its reserves in order to meet future publication costs. The trustees are satisfied that the
general financial position disclosed by the accounts for the year ended 31 March 2013 is
sound, but consideration is being given to ways of reducing operating expenses.

On behalf of the Trustees

H J A Hanna FCA
Hon. Treasurer
17 April 2013
6 Cliffe Road
Barton on Sea
New Milton
Hants
BH25 7PB
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AVON VALLEY ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY
BALANCE SHEET AT 31 MARCH 2013
Reserves
General Fund
Balance brought forward 1 April 2011
(Deficit) / Surplus for the year

2013

2012

6,421.16

6,421.16

(181.81)

Balance carried forward 31 March 2012

(181.81)

6,635.53

6,239.35

500.00

500.00

1,100.00

1,100.00

1,600.00

1,600.00

Total Funds
Represented by:

£8,235.53

£7,839.35

Cash at bank

8,224.53

7,839.35

Cash in hand

11.00

Cash at bank

£7,839.35

Designated Funds
Crystal Hollow Publication Fund
Folds Farm Survey

£8,021.16

H.J.A. Hanna F.C.A. - Hon Treasurer

Report of the Examiners

In our opinion, these Accounts are in accordance with the books and records of the Society and the
information and explanations given to us.
A.D. Taylor F.C.A.

)
)
) Hon. Examiners
)

A. Light
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RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS ACCOUNT FOR THE YEAR ENDED 31 MARCH 2013
2013

2012

General Fund
Income:
Subscriptions received
Donations : Friends of
Bucknowle
Other
Meeting fees
Bank deposit interest
Newsletter sales

403.00

618.00
100.00

234.35

20.00

254.35
238.50
8.13
993.98

Less Expenses:
Room hire - Greyfriars, Ringwood
Speakers fees and expenses
Subscriptions and affiliation fees
Library expenses

15.62

15.62
429.50
8.09
9.00
1,017.71

318.00
190.00
75.00
6.00

336.00
195.00
75.00
-

Insurance
Newsletter expenses
Sundry expenses

8.80

(Deficit) / Surplus for the year

243.52

597.80

1,199.52

396.18

(£181.81)

Note:
Expenses for the year paid after 31 March 2013, and not included above:
Room hire

144.00

107.00

Expenses paid in the year for the
following year:
Insurance

243.52

Movements on Designated Funds
Crystal Hollow Publication Fund:

£0.00

£0.00

Folds Farm Survey:

£0.00

£0.00
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ADDENDIX III

Avon Valley Archaeological Society
Programme February- December 2014. Visitors very welcome at our meetings
Please note speakers are booked many months in advance and sometimes have to cancel at short
notice. Although we always try to find another speaker the talk may be on a different subject .
Jan. 1st 2014

No meeting

Feb. 5th

The Swash Channel Wreck Speaker: Paola Palma or deputy, Maritime Archaeology
Research Group Bournemouth University. Not as yet positively identified but thought to
be a Dutch trading ship which sank in the C17, it is hoped the recovery in August 2013 of
the 8.5 metre rudder may provide useful information as to the origin of this enigmatic
vessel.

Mar 5th

The New Wessex Archaeology Gallery speaker: Adrian Green, Director, Salisbury and
South Wiltshire Museum. Adrian will introduce us to the Museum’s magnificent new
Heritage Lottery Funded gallery housing some of the most important finds outside a
national museum in Britain.

April 2nd The Portable Antiquities Scheme and Roman Wiltshire Speaker: Richard Henry,
Finds Liaison Officer for Wiltshire. When I spoke to Richard, he had just been notified of
an exciting new Roman site discovered in south Wiltshire - that was all he would say!
May 7th
Sept. 3rd

Annual General Meeting (followed by members` presentations)

`The Prometheus` - Investigating the use of fire in Bronze Age log boat construction
Speaker: Ryan Watts, Experimental Archaeologist and Ancient Shipwright based at

Butser
Ancient Farm. From a 2.7 metre oak log and using only fire and replica Bronze Age tools
to maiden voyage in August 2013, Ryan will tell us about this challenging project.
Oct. 1st

Nov. 5th

Dec. 3rd

The Damerham Archaeology Project Speaker: Martyn Barber, Senior Investigator,
Aerial Survey & Investigation at English Heritage. We welcome Martyn back to tell us
all that has happened at this important local site since he last spoke to us on this subject
over four years ago.
Secret Underground Cities Speaker: Nick McCamley Author and Publisher (Folly
Books). Nick has made a study of underground military engineering in the British Isles
and has written several books on the subject.
Songo Mnara Speaker: Dr Kate Welham, Head of Archaeology and Anthropology,at
Bournemouth University. An important port during the 15th and 16th centuries, with
remarkably preserved remains of outstanding examples of Swahili architecture, Songo
Mnara is a UNESCO World Heritage Site on the East African coast. Kate will tell us
about this site where she has worked as part of an international team.

MEETING FEES:- Members £2.00, Visitors £3.50, ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION:- Adult £10.00, Full-time Student
£5.00

ENQUIRIES TO:- The Chairman, Mark Vincent (01425)) 473677 or The Hon Secretary,
C.W.Atkinson (01722) 326978
See AVAS blog at http:/ / blogavas.wordpress.com, or website at avas.org.uk or
communigate.co.uk/dorset/avas
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