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Twenty-five years is a long time in the study of prehistory. Since the first Archaeology in Glouce
stershire conference in September 1979 there have been numerous excavations, surveys, chance 
finds, reviews of earlier work, and the publication of investigations carried out in previous decades. 
Results from some of this work were incorporated in the conference's published papers which 
appeared in 1984 (Saville 1984), and there was another opportunity to update these accounts in 
a volume on prehistory for the County Library Service published three years later (Darvill 1987). 
In drawing together this overview covering the quarter century of archaeological· endeavour 
between 1979 and 2004 attention is focused on three questions. What has been done over the last 
25 years? What has been found? And what do the results of these investigations and discoveries 
mean for our understanding of early prehistory in Gloucestershire? 

Chronologically, the period covered spans the earliest colonization of the area by human 
communities during the late Pleistocene through to about 1000 BC, the beginning of the late Bronze 
Age in the conventional terminology of the expanded Three-Age System. Although, geographically, 
the 1979 conference confined its view to the then 'new' county of Gloucestershire established 
in 1974 (see Aston and lies 1987 for a comparable overview of Avon) subsequent changes to 
local government administrative areas now make it appropriate to return to something appro
aching the historic counties of Bristol and Gloucestershire. These embrace the local government 
districts of Cotswold, Stroud, Tewkesbury, Forest of Dean, Cheltenham, and Gloucester, and the 
unitary authorities of Bristol (north of the river Avon) and South Gloucestershire. 

Space precludes no more than passing recognition of the changing theoretical basis of 
archaeological studies that have drifted from the predominantly processualist (positivist) 
perspectives of the New Archaeology that prevailed through the 1970s and early 1980s to the 
interpretative post-processual (relativist) thinking of the late 1980s and beyond (Hodder 1984; 
Champion 1991). Nor is great consideration given to the changing environment of the region, 
evidence for which is gradually emerging through studies of deeply stratified sequences in 
essentially natural accumulations as well as of short-duration deposits preserved within or below 
archaeological sites (see Bell 1984 for a summary of work to 1983; Lewis and Maddy 1997 on 
Quaternary geomorphology and palaeoecology; and numerous papers in successive issues of the 
annual reports of the Severn Estuary Levels Research Committee published from 1990 onwards as 
Archaeology in the Severn Estuary). 

DISCOVERY AND EXCAVATION 1979-2004 

Research investigations, whether in the field, laboratory, museum store, record office, or library, 
provide the life-blood of archaeology and over the last 25 years all these sources and others have 
proved ~itful. More than a ~core of monographs explicitly relaying aspects of prehistoric 
archaeology in the county have appeared in those years and evidence of activity in prehistoric 
times creeps into many other reports concerned principally with later sites. The immensely rich 
and diverse range of journals springing from all quarters of Bristol and Gloucestershire include 
more than a 100 papers on aspects of early prehistpry in the area, and national journals have 
carried a fair quota of papers and reports too. 
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The Annual Review of archaeology in Gloucestershire that started in 1977 and has appeared 
ever since in the Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society provides a 
usefuL and fairly complete, overview of fieldwork and discovery over the past quarter century. 
Figure lA shows an analysis of the work reported. In totaL about 2,300 separate fieldwork events 
are recorded, of which about 12 per cent relate wholly or partly to prehistoric archaeology. As 
can be seen on the graph, there is a marked overall upward trend in the number of events recorded 
over the period even though the year-on-year totals fluctuate considerably. The number of reported 
events that include prehistoric material has increased only slightly over the period, which means 
that the proportion of events relevant to understanding prehistory is declining. This is probably 
caused by expanding interests in the increasingly broadly defined 'historic environment' which 
naturally tend to favour the archaeology of later periods. 

The number of chance discoveries of prehistoric material reported in the Annual Review is 
generally low. It is certainly not a true reflection of the range of material coming to light, but a rather 
pale picture of the material coming to the attention of museums or archaeological organisations. 
There are many reasons for this, and much valuable information has been lost as a result. It is to be 
hoped, however, that improvements to the ancient laws of Treasure Trove from the late 1990s 
(DCMS 2002) and the expansion of the Portable Antiquities Scheme to Gloucestershire in 2004 
(Miles 2002; Parsons 2003) will together provide a reliable and systematic long-term source of 
information about stray finds and chance discoveries. Certainly the discovery and reporting of what 
seems to be one of the largest hoards of early prehistoric goldwork yet found in England, discovered 
in a field near Cirencester, shows what can be achieved through vigilance and co-operation (Anon. 
2005). In the first year of operations, 2004-05, some 1772 finds were recorded from Gloucestershire 
(MLA 2005, 94), of which about 10 per cent are of earlier prehistoric date. 

So far as investigations of known and potential archaeological remains are concerned there 
have been fundamental and far-reaching changes over the last 25 years in the way work is carried 
out, its funding, and its purpose (Darvill 1999; 2004a). Critical here was the introduction in 
November 1990 of Planning Policy Guidance Note 16 (PPG 16 as it is usually called) which 
covered archaeology and planning (DoE 1990), followed in September 1994 by PPG 15 covering 
planning and the historic environment (DoE 1994). These, supported by the primary legislation 
that stands behind them and related guidance and legislation standing alongside, fully integrate 
archaeological interests with England's powerful town and country planning system (Darvill and 
Russell 2002). As such, it complements the protection offered to nationally important ancient 
monuments under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended for 
England) and to historic buildings by the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 
1990, and many other aspects of the historic environment covered by a plethora of other statutes. 
Proposals brought forward by the Government in June 2004 (DCMS 2004) may eventually 
consolidate these protective designations, but this will still leave a remarkably strong dual structure 
involving, on the one hand, protection for identified elements of the historic environment, while, 
on the other hand, providing planning tools that allow reasonable controls over the impact of 
proposed changes to our towns and countryside. 

Fig. 1: Charts showing (A) archaeological investigations in Gloucestershire 1979-2004 as reflected in 
the annual Archaeological Review published in the Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire 
Archaeological Society; and (B) investigations 1990-2003 recorded by the Archaeological Investigations 
Project (various sources). 
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A fundamental concern of the planning system in England that is clearly expressed in PPG 16 
is the provision of appropriate information as the basis for informed and transparent decision
making at all stages in the planning process. This involves the translation of principles ultimately 
derived from environmental impact assessment procedures developed in the United States and 
now widely applied across the European Union (Darvill 2004a, 418-19) . With reference to 
strategic planning this means mapping and defining known archaeological constraints and potential 
alongside policies that set out how these factors will be balanced against other conflicting 
demands. More visible is the approach to development control where detailed information about 
archaeological impacts from specific proposals is collected in advance of determining planning 
permission or consents related to particular designations (e.g. Scheduled Monument Consent) . 
Such works are usually referred to as 'pre-determination studies' and may typically include 
archaeological appraisals, desk-based assessments, field evaluations, and environmental impact 
assessments. The work is generally paid for by the individual or organisation seeking the relevant 
permissions (the 'developer') and the results are usually presented separately as technical reports to 
accompany the application or wrapped together within an Environmental Statement. In all cases 
they become public documents when deposited with a planning application, and can be consulted 
by any interested party while the application is open for comment. When determining a planning 
application a planning authority can, if it so chooses, insist that the applicant mitigates the impact 
of the proposals on the historic environment either by making arrangements for the preservation 
of remains in situ (the preferred option) or by carrying out an agreed programme of investigation, 
recording and reporting. Such works, usually called 'post-determination operations' or 'mitigation 
works', are again paid for by the developer and may be enforced either through a planning 
condition or a legally binding agreement of some kind. Through each successive stage of this 
process a series of reports will be prepared, but most are not typical of the kind of reports familiar 
from the pre-PPG era. Rather, each step in the process has a clearly defined purpose in supporting 
decision making and the reports produced reflect these objectives and needs. 

Making wider use of such papers requires an adjustment to our expectations and new skills in 
extracting and digesting the data and information they contain. Moreover, each must be judged on 
how well it meets its purpose. Only at the end of the whole process, when all post-determination 
studies have been carried out, can a full archaeological report be produced. This takes time, but 
because the work is carried out within a contractually controlled environment and is adequately 
funded many reports appear within a few years of the fieldwork coming to an end. Archaeological 
contractors working in Gloucestershire have generally set a good record by making their activities 
known and reporting their findings promptly. Even though PPG 16 has only been in place for a 
little over a decade, several major projects have come through to completion and the value of the 
staged approach can clearly be seen. Exemplary cases in Gloucestershire include the improvement 
of the A419/417 road across the Cotswolds (Mudd et al. 1999, 1: 2-5), the construction of a link
road between the Brockworth Bypass and the former Gloucester Trading Estate at Hucclecote 
(Thomas et al. 2003), gravel extraction at Thornhill Farm (Jennings et al. 2004) and Shorncote 
(Hearne and Heaton 1994; Barclay et al. 1995; Hearne and Adam 1999; Brossler et al. 2002), and 
housing development at Bishop's Cleeve (Enright and Watts 2002). All these projects, and many 
more beside, have made major contributions to our understanding of ancient communities 
living in the region, and serve to illustrate the value of carefully planned and fully implemented 
work of this kind. 

Nationally, the nature and extent of archaeological investigations in England since 1990 
have been recorded for English Heritage by the Archaeological Investigations Project which carries 
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out an annual census of projects. Gazetteers and web-based lists of all the projects recorded to 
date are available, and the first synthesis of general trends covering the period 1990 to 1999 has 
been published (Darvill and Russell 2002). Figure 1B shows an analysis of recorded archaeological 
events in Gloucestershire between 1990 and 2003. Approximately 1,500 archaeological investi
gations took place over that period, including 495 field-evaluations and 760 post-determination or 
research-oriented excavations and surveys. Since more than 95 per cent of these studies were 
prompted through the planning system it is instructive to compare underlying trends in the pattern 
of planning applications (shown as the background to the graph). Because much archaeological 
work takes place before planning applications are made it is notable that changes in the level of 
archaeological activity precede by a year or two changes in the level of development activity visible 
as formal planning applications. 

Figure 2A shows the distribution of these projects within the county, Figure 2B picking 
out only those which identified prehistoric monuments, deposits, features, or finds. In both cases 
it is clear that while there are some obvious hot-spots there is a good spread of archaeological work 
of all kinds right across the county. Since the collective pressure of development from all sources 
(e.g. housing, roads and mineral extraction) is not itself influenced by archaeological factors 
they effectively randomise the range of places where archaeological remains are sought and 
investigated. This in turn leads to new insights simply as a result of looking in sectors of the 
landscape that may seem archaeologically unattractive. Just as the motorway boom of the 1960s 
and 70s changed perceptions of the nature and density of archaeological remains in areas such as 
the Severn Valley (Fowler 1979) so in turn have new opportunities since 1990 opened our eyes to 
the significance of areas such as the Forest of Dean and the gravel islands around Lechlade, 
Tewkesbury, Barnwood, and Bishop's Cleeve. Compared with other counties in western England, 
Gloucestershire saw a relatively high level of archaeological investigation between 1990 and 2003 
with an overall score of 0.56 investigations per square kilometre. Berkshire saw slightly higher 
levels of activity, but Somerset, Oxfordshire, Wiltshire, and Herefordshire were all lower (Table 1). 

More than 20 substantial excavations that include the investigation of early prehistoric 
remains took place between 1979 and 2004 (Table 2). Of these about 30 per cent could be 
described as research excavations in the sense that they were not promoted by the planning system 
or closely connected with specific threats from development, agriculture, or forestry. The 
remainder were rescue excavations or post-determination mitigation studies. Four of these major 
projects were prompted by linear threats - pipelines and major road schemes - and these provide 
valuable cross-sections through adjoining landscape zones. Work along a 25-km stretch of the 
A419/417 road from Latton on the Wiltshire border through to Birdlip east of the Cotswold 
escarpment is especially illuminating since it revealed evidence for every part of early prehistory 
from the Palaeolithic through to the middle Bronze Age (Mudd et al. 1999, 2: 513-17). 

Extensive surveys of various kinds, including fieldwalking and large-scale geophysical surveys, 
have also played a key role in understanding the distribution and extent of early prehistoric activity 
even though their aims are more general (Table 3). Special note may be made here of work in the 
eastern part of the county by the Cotswold Archaeological Research Group (Marshall 1985 and 
notes in the Archaeological Review) and west of the Severn by the Dean Archaeological Group 
(Waiters 1988; 1989; 1992). A survey of the Malvern Hills undertaken by English Heritage includes 
a small part of north-west Gloucestershire (Bowden 2005) . 

Publication of reports relating to important excavations of early prehistoric sites carried out 
before 1979 has also made a significant contribution to changing interpretations. Table 4 
summarises the main achievements in this area. Thankfully, very little pre-1979 excavation 
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Table 1: Archaeological investigations in Gloucestershire and surrounding counties 1990-2002 
(data supplied by the Archaeological Investigations Project) 

County 

Berkshire 

Gloucestershire 

Oxfordshire 

Somerset 

Wiltshire 

Herefordshire 

Number of investigations 
1990- 2002 

1,003 

1,513 

1,053 

1,014 

879 

124 

Table 2: Major excavations in Gloucestershire 1979-2003 
tSummary account only 

Site / Project 

Frocester Court, Frocester 

Crickley Hill, Coberley 

West Hill, Uley 

Hazleton North, Hazleton 

Hazleton South, Hazleton 

Peak Camp, Cowley 

Saintbridge 

Druid Stoke long barrow, Bristol 

Guiting Power ring-ditches 

The Buckles, Frocester 

Lechlade (Butler's Field) 

Lechlade cursus 

Esso Midline 

West Tump, Rodmarton 

Shorncote Quarry and 
Cotswold Community 

A417/419 road improvements 

Guiting Power round barrow G3 

Stow-on-the Wold 

Lechlade (Gassons Road) 

Dates 

1958 to date 

1969-93 

1977-79 

1979-82 

1980 

1980-81 

1983 

1983 

1984 

1984-87 

1985 

1985 

1985 

1988 

1989-2001 

1990-91 & 1996-97 

1991-92 

1991-92 & 1994 

1993 

11 

Investigations per square 
kilometre 

References 

Price 2000a; 2000b 

0.79 

0.56 

0.40 

0.29 

0.25 

0.05 

Dixon 1979; 1980t; 1981 t; 1982t; 
1983t; 1984t; Savage 1986t; 
Dixon 1987t; 1998a; 1988bt; 
1990t; 1992t; 1994t 

Woodwood and Leach 1993 

Saville 1990 

Saville 1990, 137-40 

Darvill 1981; 1982a 

Garrod and Heighway 1984, 23-8; 
Darvill and Timby 1986 

Smith 1989 

Marshall 1989 

Darvill in Price 2000a, 193-209 

Boyle et al. 1998 

Barclay et al. 2003, 189-214 

Smith and Cox 1986t 

Saville 1989a 

Hearne and Heaton 1994; 
Barclay et al. 1995; Hearne and 
Adam 1999; Brossler et al. 2002; 
Laws 2002t; Weaver 2004t 

Mudd et al. 1999 

Marshall 1992a; 1992bt; 1993t; 1994t 

Parry 1999 

King in Boyle et al. 1998, 269-81 

(Continued ) 



Table 2: Continued 

Site I Project 
Hucclecote 
Lechlade (Memorial Hall) 

Guiting Power round barrow G1 

Tirley to Wormington pipeline 

Fairford 
Blenheim Farm, Moreton-in-Marsh 

TIMOTHY DARVI LL 

Dates 
1993-4 

1995 

1996 

2000 

2002 

2002 

References 
Parry and Cook 1995t 
Thomas and Holbrook in Boyle 
et al. 1998, 282-88 

Marshal! 1993t; 1997t 
Coleman and Hancocks forthcoming 

Lamdin-Whymark 2003t 

Hart 2004t 

Table 3: Large-scale survey projects in Gloucestershire 1979-2003 

Site I Project 
Frocester area 

Cotswold Survey 

Birdlip Bypass 
Severn Levels 

Salmonsbury Camp 

Malvern Hills 

Dates 
c.1970 to date 

c.1981 to date 

1983-84 

c.1987-2002 

2002-03 

2003-04 

References 
Price 2000a, 210-20 

Marshal! 1985 

Darvill 1984b 

Summarised in Bell et al. 2000 with 
earlier references mainly in annual 
volumes of Archaeology in the Severn 
Estuary starting in 1990 

Bowden 2005 

relevant to early prehistory remains unpublished, the two key sites being the early phases of 
Crickley Hill investigated over 25 seasons between 1969 and 1993 (Down 1979; 1988a; summary 
reports in idem 1980; 1981; 1982; 1983; 1984; 1987; 1988b; 1990; 1992; 1994) and the five ring
ditches investigated by Professor Richard Atkinson at Netherhills, Frampton on Severn in 1948 
(O'Neil and Grinsell1960, 114, and Chouls 1993, 17, for summary details). As noted above, work 
carried out after 1979, and especially after 1990, has generally been well publicised and published 
with reasonable dispatch either fully or in interim form. 

Table 4: Excavations carried out before 1979 and published in the period 1979-2004 

Site I Project 
Roughground Farm, Lechlade 
The Loder's, Lechlade 

Lechlade Cursus, Lechlade 
Sandy Lane, Cheltenham 
Cinema Site, Tewkesbury 

Condicote Henge, Condicote 

Fieldwork dates 
1957-65 
1964-66 

1965 

1971 
1972-74 

1977 

12 

Publication 
Alien et al. 1993 
Darvill et al. 1986 
Barclay et al. 2003, 189-214 

Leah and Young 2001 
Hannan 1993 
Saville 1983 
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Since the disappearance in March 1985 of Western Archaeological Trust (formerly CRAAGS, 
the Committee for Rescue Archaeology in Avon, Gloucestershire and Somerset) as the government
supported regional rescue archaeology unit (WAT 1985, 4-5) the greatest proportion of contract 
archaeology in Gloucestershire has been carried out by three of England's largest archaeological 
organisations: Cotswold Archaeology, Oxford Archaeology, and Wessex Archaeology. Amateur 
archaeology remains strong in the county and many of the dozen or so archaeological and local 
history societies undertake or support fieldwork of various kinds. Disappointingly, few university 
departments have chosen to focus their research in the area. This may, in part at least, be a 
reflection of the changing priorities and funding patterns in the delivery of Higher Education over 
the past two decades. OveralL the perpetuation of well-considered research-oriented archaeology 
and the repositioning of contract archaeology over the last 25 years has meant that much new 
high-quality data has become available which allows our understandings of early prehistory in the 
area to be considerably revised. 

EARLY PREHISTORY REVISITED 

A wider context for the discoveries and advances in understanding Gloucestershire's early 
prehistory can be found in the resource assessments accompanying the published research 
frameworks in Wales (Martin and Phipps 2004), the West Midlands (WMRRF 2004), and South
West England (SWARF 2005). In the following sections attention is closely focused on 
Gloucestershire and its immediate borderlands through an essentially chronological review of 
the accumulating evidence for human activities in the area during the later Pleistocene and early 
Holocene. 1 

Pleistocene People and Environments 

Prior to the main last glacial phase, the Devensian (c.ll0,000-10,000 BC), the landscape of 
western and central England looked rather different to that of today. Sea level was generally lower, 
and research into river patterns, for example, has shown that within what is now the Severn 
Estuary there was a network of streams cut into the underlying bedrock. These were plugged and 
diverted by deposits of fluvial gravels during the lpswichian interglacial ( c.l35,000- 111,000 BC) 
when sea levels rose to c.6 m AOD and much of the low-lying ground was flooded (Alien 2000b, 
14-15). Further north, investigations through the Shotton Project (2005) are building on work by 
Professor Fred Shotton and colleagues which showed the presence of an ancient river system sealed 
below glacial deposits in what is now the Avon Valley. In Pleistocene times this river system, 
known as the Bytham River, flowed north-eastwards through the midlands to join other rivers in 
the area now covered by the North Sea. 

Human settlement at this period was peripatetic, sporadic, and distributed across barely 
imaginable periods of time. During warmer periods (the Hoxnian and Ipswichian geostratigraphic 
stages of the Pleistocene) communities seem to have favoured riverside and lakeside sites. During 
cold periods (the Wolstonian and Devensian stages) they exploited the periglacial tundra and 
extensive icesheets as hunting grounds from semi-permanent camps and temporary shelters much 
as modem-day circum-polar arctic communities such as the Inuit and Sami still do (Brody 2000) . 
Preserved material culture from these early periods represents just a tiny fraction of what must 
once have existed and this naturally dulls our appreciation of the richness and diversity of these 
small-scale communities. Devensian and earlier occupation sites are extremely rare in the British 
Isles and generally depend for their survival on exceptional circumstances such as protection by 
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rock overhangs, cave systems, or the superimposition of stable cover-deposits. Although it has 
sometimes been suggested that King Arthur's Cave, Whitchurch, in the Wye Valley was occupied 
during Ipswichian or early Devensian times (conventionally the middle Palaeolithic), ApSimon 
(2003) has demolished the case and shown that the earliest occupation here belongs to the mid 
Devensian (c.40,000-20,000 BC). 

Stray finds of flint tools originating from the Hoxnian, Ipswichian, and Devensian stages of 
occupation and exploitation of the landscape do survive, mainly as residual components in gravels 
and drift deposits resulting from subsequent glacial or fluvio-glacial action. Fourteen handaxes/ 
bifaces were reported by Saville (1984a, fig. 1), mainly from gravels along the Severn at Barnwood 
east of Gloucester and the Upper Thames between Lechlade and Latton. To these can now be 
added a further five examples which both thicken existing clusters and expand the overall distri
bution? Curiously, no significant new finds appear to have been made either in the Barnwood 
area or along the Bristol Avon (d. Wymer 1996). 

In the south-east of the county an Acheulian handaxe found in gravel hardcore used in the 
construction of the A419 road at Latton is believed to be from the adjacent quarry at Latton Lands 
(Mudd et al. 1999, 1: 15, fig. 7.3.24). Although the exact context is lost it may be similar to that of a 
comparable handaxe found in April 1977 at South Cerney which probably became incorporated 
into the gravel beds in which it was found before 42,000 BC as a result of erosion on the higher 
ground to the north or south (Whitehead 1979). Both tools were probably made and used more 
than 200,000 years ago. 

Early tools remain rare on the Cotswolds. The Acheulian handaxe from near Charlton Abbots 
(Saville 1984a, 75 item 6) was returned to the local area from a collection in Buckinghamshire 
Museum and is now in Cheltenham Museum (Saville 1984b ). New finds are occasionally made and 
in 2003 a well-preserved Acheulean/ Mousterian type sub-cordate form handaxe was recovered from 
high-level drift gravels at Blenheim Farm, Moreton-in-Marsh (Hart and McSloy 2004; Fig. 3) . The 
position of this site on the south shore of the putative proglacial Lake Harrison (Roe 1981, 49) 
accords neatly with the idea that waterside locations were preferred by early hunter-gatherer groups. 

Two important finds in the Severn Valley serve to illustrate the potential for further discoveries 
in this area and emphasise the need for close monitoring of gravel extraction along the Severn and 
its tributaries. In the north, an Acheulian handaxe found at Harwick Bank, Bredon, was acquired 
byTewkesbury Museum (Rawes 1981, 179) and early handaxes have been recorded in the Colwall 
area just outside the county in Herefordshire (Bowden 2005, 11 ). In the Severn Estuary 
implements have been found associated with gravel spreads near Sudbrook, Gwent. These include 
a crude elongated ovate handaxe from Sedbury Cliffs (Green 1989, 196). Equally significant is the 
Acheulian handaxe from Welsh Newton (Waiters 1989) which extends the known distribution of 
finds deep into the river valleys west of the Severn. 

Faunal remains contemporary with the flint tools appear from time to time, but again there is 
much potential for further discoveries through monitoring and closer liaison with quarry 
operators. Amongst recent finds are the remains of a woolly mammoth, dated to c.100,000 BC, 
uncovered during gravel extraction in the Cotswold Water Park (Anon. 2004a). 

The later part of the Devensian stage of the late Pleistocene broadly equates with the Upper 
Palaeolithic, which itself is conventionally divided into earlier (EUP: c.38,000-20,000 BC) and 
later (LUP: c.15,000-10,000 BC) phases (Campbell1977, 199-201) . The start of the EUP broadly 
coincides with the appearance in Europe of anatomically modern humans (Homo sapiens sapiens) 
and it is notable that some of earliest dated remains of this period lie in the west country 
(Jacobi and Petit 2000) even though relatively little comes from Gloucestershire itself (Saville 

14 



EA RLY PREHISTORY 

Fig. 3: Palaeolithic handaxe from Blenheim Farm, Moreton-in-Marsh. The handaxe is 87 mm high. 
(photograph Cotswold Archaeology: copyright reserved). 

1984a, 66-7) . King Arthur's Cave near the river Wye on Great Doward, Whitchurch (Hereford), 
includes EUP artefacts and hearths in three levels (Campbell 1977, 43-5) and is a critical site for 
the late glacial prehistory of the region. The discovery by AlfWebb of what appears to be a tanged 
Solutrean point while walking near Offa's Dyke in Autumn 2004 may, if genuine, emphasise the 
importance of the Wye Valley at this period (Hughes 2004; Webb pers. comm.). The findspot lies 
close to a possible rock-shelter at Pen Moel (Hart 1967, 3-4) and may suggest the presence here of 
a late Pleistocene occupation broadly contemporary with the small open-air camp at Forty Acre 
Field, Barnwood, to the east of the Severn (Campbell 1977, 146) . 

The sparse array ofLUP material culture from the Gloucestershire area in 1984 (Saville 1984a, 
67) can now be expanded slightly with the discovery of a Cheddarian-type point at Llanishen and a 
core at Woolaston (Waiters 1989), west of the Severn, and a possible worked flint from Grumwell 
Close, Shirehampton (Bryant 1994a), east of the Severn. Supposed LUP cave art at Symonds Yat in 
the Wye Valley, first published in the Illustrated London News in 1981, has since proved entirely 
natural. Genuine cave art has, however, now been recognised at Creswell Crags, Derbyshire (Bahn et 
al. 2003). This reinforces the possibility that other caves in southern Britain might contain 
comparable images and underlines the need for further searches in the Wye Valley cave systems. 

Early Holocene Hunter-Gatherers 

Following the end of the last major cold phase of the Devensian glacial cycle about 10,000 BC, the 
familiar landscape zones of the Upper Thames Valley, Cotswold uplands, Severn Valley, and Forest 
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of Dean began to take on their current topography and form. Of the four, the most dynamic area 
in the early Holocene and beyond was the Severn Valley, especially what is now the Severn Estuary. 
Here, as John Alien has shown, sea level has risen unevenly during the Holocene, significant 
temporally limited fluctuations being superimposed on the underlying upward trend which was 
at first rather rapid (Allen 2000b, 13). As a result of these changing conditions, a deep sequence 
of transgressive estuarine silts alternating with layers of intertidal and terrestrial peats in places up 
to 15 m thick accumulated within and around the estuary between about 10,000 BC and recent 
times. These peats are highly variable in their development, both regionally and locally, but in 
general get thicker with increasing distance from the sea and the main rivers that crossed the levels. 
Understanding these deposits has been one of the main objectives of the Severn Estuary Levels 
Research Committee and many important results have been reported in their annual reports, 
Archaeology in the Severn Estuary (e.g. Alien 2000b; Haslett et al. 2000). 

Occupation dating to the 9th, 8th and 7th millennia BC is usually characterised by the 
presence of broad obliquely blunted microlithic points (Saville 1984a, 69) . To date these are rather 
few in number and, in common with the late Pleistocene occupation of the area, are represented 
mainly as stray finds . The discovery of an early microlith at the Cherry Tree Lane site east of 
Cirencester during the improvement of the A417 road (Mudd et al. 1999, 1: 15, 311-13) adds a 
little to the picture and emphasises the need for further research into the early post-glacial 
colonization of the region. 

On present evidence it was during the 6th and 5th millennia BC that a significant number of 
communities established themselves in the area. Saville (1984a, 75-6) listed about 40 sites that 
have yielded microliths in the form of small and narrow scalene triangles and other geometric 
shapes. Most of these sites were on the Cotswold uplands, and four included substantial assem
blages: Syreford Mill, Whittington; Troublehouse Covert, Cherington; Bowldridge Farm, Long 
Newnton; and Barrow Ground, Hazleton. Of these, only the last-mentioned includes in-situ 
material recovered through systematic excavation. Here, excavations at Hazleton North revealed 
that the area later used as the site for a substantial long barrow had been occupied in the 6th or 5th 
millennium BC as a short-lived camp by a hunter-gatherer group, perhaps for retooling equipment 
during a hunting trip (Saville 1990a, 13-14, 240). A scatter of about 80 microliths and a small 
amount of working debris was found spread over an area of 70 square metres. No certain features 
could be associated with this occupation, although it is tempting to link it with several small areas 
of burning recorded within the area of the flint scatter. 

In the Upper Thames Valley sites datable to the 6th and 5th millennia BC remain scarce. A 
microlith from Leaze Farm, Lechlade (Moore 2002), starts to fill the void in known distributions 
(cf. Saville 1984a, fig. 4), but part of the problem may be geomorphological. Changes to river 
patterns and later sedimentation have sealed large tracts of low-lying landscape that were occupied 
in this period. Opportunities to investigate these deposits are rare, but can be very fruitful. 
At Rissington, for example, a watching brief during the construction of a pipeline in 1992 recorded 
late Devensianfearly Flandrian palaeochannels adjacent to the river Windrush with red deer and 
horse remains in the underlying gravels (Morton 1993). Subsequent studies of bulk samples and a 
single soil monolith taken during the watching brief have provided a rare glimpse of late 
Devensian and early-middle Flandrian environments in this part of the Cotswolds (Wilkinson 
1994). A radiocarbon determination of 11,200-10,350 BC (OxA-4150: 10710±110 BP) dates the 
lower part of the sequence while a second determination 5880-5550 BC (OxA-4149: 6820±80 
BP) dates the main phase of peat development. Over the five millennia or so represented by 
the sequence the environment changed from fen carr and reed swamp, through a period when the 
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riverside was dominated by birch woodland, a phase of more open grassland, and, towards the end 
of the sequence, alder woodland. 

Several additional findspots of worked flints dating to the 6th and 5th millennia BC have been 
recorded on the Cotswolds over the last 25 years. Fields 10 and 15 on the line of the Northleach 
Bypass (Rawes 1984, 40- 1) both yielded small assemblages, and a single microlith was found 
during a fieldwalking survey over a causewayed enclosure recognised from aerial photography at 
Southmore Grove, Rendcomb (Trow 1985, 19). Two small dusters of worked flints from this 
period were identified by fieldwalking along the line of the Birdlip Bypass at one of the highest 
points on the Cotswolds (Darvill 1984b, 25). During the construction of the A419/417 road, three 
sites on the Cotswold uplands yielded possible 6th- and 5th-millennium BC flintwork, but no 
features of the period were recorded (Mudd et al. 1999, 1: 15, 307- 15) . 

In the Severn Valley a handful of sites discovered or published in the last 25 years serve to 
expand considerably our understanding of settlement in this area. Microlithic, micro-core blades, 
scrapers and blades of 6th- 5th-millennium BC date were recovered during the investigation of a 
medieval, Romano-British and later prehistoric site at King's Stanley (Heighway et al. 1988, 37). 
Fieldwalking at Frocester revealed an extensive scatter of worked flint beside a small stream in 
Big Nutfield which included 6th- and 5th-millennium BC microliths and core tools (Darvill in 
Price 2000a, 210- 14). Implements of similar date were also recorded in colluvium sealing a 
2nd-millennium BC land surface in The Buckles to the south (Ibid. 202), and in ploughsoil and as 
residual finds in later deposits at Big Stanborough to the west (Darvill in Price 2000b, 178) . 
Worked flints of the period have also been reported from development work at Archway School, 
Stroud (Anon. 1982), and Westward Road, Ebley (Barber and Walker 2000, 3- 4 ). Changing water 
levels in the Severn had consequences for sedimentation patterns in both east and west bank 
tributaries and here, as in the Upper Thames Valley, some early prehistoric sites are sealed by later 
prehistoric alluvium and colluvium. Post-glacial alluviation up to 2 m thick was reported, for 
example, beside the Horsbere Brook at Hucdecote where a microlith was found residual in a later 
feature (Thomas et al. 2003, 8) . 

In the south of county worked flints of the 6th or 5th millennium BC have been reported from 
Bradley Stoke Way, Bradley Stoke (Samuel 2002a). Changes in topography in this region are even 
more marked than elsewhere in the county. Land surfaces dating to the 7th, 6th and 5th millennia 
BC have been noted during the archaeological monitoring of groundworks for development along 
the Bristol Avon, as for example at Canon's Marsh, Bristol, where an old river channel sealed below 
alluvium at a depth of 11.2 m below present ground level was recorded (Longman 1999). A piece 
of mature alder wood from within the channel was radiocarbon dated to 4800-4450 BC (No 
reference given: 5770±80 BP). At Katherine Farm, Avonmouth, a soil ripening horizon formed 
amid accumulating alluvial deposits represented a hiatus in alluviation dated to 5840- 5640 BC 
(NZA-12495: 6866±50 BP) and 4910-4540 BC (NZA-12478: 5879±70 BP); no direct evidence of 
occupation was found (Alien et al. 2002) . The soil lay about 4.8 m AOD and comparable 
stabilisation horizons have been identified at a handful of other sites in the Avonmouth Levels (see 
Alien et al. 2002, table 3) . 

Archaeologically, the most significant change in our understanding of settlement patterns of 
this period results from fieldwork west of the river Severn. No sites between the Severn and the 
Wye were listed by Saville (1984a, fig. 4), but systematic walking of 165 fields between January 
1985 and August 1988 revealed that 89 per cent of them yielded prehistoric worked flints, 28 fields 
yielded microliths, and 12 contained cores and waste of 6th- and 5th-millennium BC date (Waiters 
1988). Four main concentrations were recognised: Nedge Cop, St Briavels; Barnfield, English 
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Bicknor; Great Howle Farm; and Bream. Most of these sites seem to lie on higher ground that is 
generally well-drained. The assemblage from Nedge Cop was the focus of a note by Alan Saville 
(1986b; see Waiters 1985) who emphasised that, although the worked flints range widely in date, 
6th- and 5th-millennium BC materiaL including 13 miaoliths, represents a significant element. 
Later, two further dense scatters of worked flint were discovered at Huntsham Hill (James and 
Waiters 1988) and on the lower slopes of May Hill. Core tools of 6th- and 5th-millennium BC date 
have been found west of the Severn at Elton Road near Littledean, Newnham (Waiters 1985; 
Saville 1986b, 229- 30), and on a rocky beach near Symonds Yat, English Bicknor (Price 2001 ). By 
the early 1990s at least nine substantial settlement areas and a wide scatter of other material of the 
6th and 5th millennia BC could be claimed in the Forest of Dean and Lower Wye Valley (Waiters 
1989; 1991; 1992, fig. 8), neatly balancing what is known from the Cotswolds and the valley lands 
east of the Severn. 

Taken as a whole, the nature and extent of activity dating to the 6th and 5th millennia BC 
across all four landscape zones in Gloucestershire is impressive, especially when taking account of 
the 'hidden landscapes' of the Upper Thames and Severn valleys. Research into the content and 
structure of some of the known sites on the Cotswolds and in the Forest of Dean is urgently 
needed, and in due course a well-preserved site with structural remains will no doubt be 
discovered and examined. In the Lower Severn Estuary, however, such work is already underway 
with a major research programme directed by Martin Bell that began in 2000 and focuses on the 
transition from hunter-gatherer to early farming communities (Bell et al. 2001; 2002; 2003). To 
date, work has mainly focused on the Goldcliff and Redwick areas on the western shore of the 
estuary in Monmouthshire, but the results have much wider implications. The basic geostrati
graphic sequence in the area has been documented and seems to have seven basic elements 
(Table 5) . Activity areas of the 5th millennium BC at Goldcliff East include evidence for the use of 
heat-fractured stones, a probable hearth with evidence of aurochs butchery, and an area with a 
concentration of fish bones. There was also evidence for burning oak trees perhaps in connection 
with forest clearance or woodland management. Animal and human footprints were revealed in 
the banded silts around about (Bell et al. 2003, 1 ), while deer trails have been recognised in 
broadly contemporary deposits at Oldbury Flats, Gloucestershire (Alien et al. 2003, 58). 

4000- 3000 BC: Early Farming Communities 

Although there is much debate about the reasons why, it is now widely accepted that in the century 
or two either side of 4000 BC communities in Britain switched from an essentially hunter-gatherer 
way of life to one dominated by simple farming systems involving husbandry of cattle, pig and 
sheep and the cultivation of wheat and barley. Sites which span this transitional period are hard to 
find (Darvill 2003), but a number of strands of evidence from a range of different sources help 
understand this critical period in the development of the landscape and the re-organisation of 
settlement patterns and social relations. 

Environmental sampling in the Upper Windrush Valley shows that minor clearances were 
taking place in the later 5th and early 4th millennia BC (Marshall and Alien 1998) and much the 
same was happening in the Lower Severn Valley. An 8-km transect provided by pipeline 
construction between Pucklechurch east of Bristol and the gas-powered power station at Seabank 
north of Avonmouth provides a complete record of Holocene alluvial sediments (Carter et al. 
2003) . An ancient course of the Severn was recognised between Spaniorum Hill and Seabank with 
a lowest recorded level of -8.5 m AOD. By the early Holocene its course would have been a marshy 
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Table 5: Summary stratigraphic sequence of the main Pleistocene and Holocene sedimentary and organic 
units in the Severn Estuary (based on Bell et al. 2002, table 1) 

Stratigraphic unit 

VII 

vi 

V 

IV 

lll 

ii 

Details 
Upper peat and upper submerged forest overlaid by raised bog. 
Radiocarbon dates on wood peat from Goldcliff East range 
from 4910-4490 BC (Car-658: 5850::!::80 BP) to 4350- 3990 
BC (Car-656: 5360::!::80 BP) . 

Estuarine silts up to 1.5 m thick. Laminated silts with partings of sand, 
associated with many animal and human footprints. 

Lower peat and submerged forest. Radiocarbon dates in Trench 
D at Goldcliff include 5800- 5530 BC (Beta-60761: 6770::!::70 BP), 
5740-5620 BC (OxA-12359: 6790::!::38 BP), and 5729-5560 BC 
(OxA-12358: 6726::!::33 BP) at about -4 m AOD; the peat in Trench 
T40 at Redwick is dated 5630-5480 BC (OxA-12360: 6625::!::40 BP) 

Palaeosol with charcoal, artefacts, and localized occupation (Holocene): 
a radiocarbon date of 5610-5310 BC (Car-1502: 6480::!::70 BP) relates to 
charcoal from the old land surface at a depth of about -3.9 m AOD. 

Stoney head containing Trias Red Mar! (Devensian) 

Stoney head containing Lias Limestone (Devensian) 

Raised beach: sandy and pebbly matric locally cemented as 
sandrock (Ipswichian) 

Bedrock 

depression with an island of raised ground at Seabank/Pilning between the old Severn to the east 
and the new channels of the Severn to the west. Eastwards of the old channel, peat deposits up to 
4.5 m thick show the formation of fenland in the Avonmouth Levels, progressively affected by 
rising sea level. An undated palaeochannel at the Kendleshire Golf Club, Westerleigh, loosely 
associated with worked flint datable to the 4th to 2nd millennia BC may also be of this period 
(Samuel 2002b ). An area of occupation dating to the early 4th millennium BC was noted at Farm 
Lane, Easter Compton, and may correlate with comparable surfaces found nearby at Pilning and in 
other recently exposed sequences (Carter et al. 2003, 81-4). 

Two settlement areas dating to the first few centuries of the 4th millennium BC are known, 
and others suspected. The more fully investigated is at Barrow Ground, Hazleton, where the later 
long barrow preserved an extensive area of occupation that included a midden over 10 m across, 
a hearth, the postholes of a small structure (?house), and a possible fenceline (Saville 1990a, 
14- 22) . Dating to around 3900 BC, the material culture of the site included at least 25 ceramic 
vessels of plain bowl and carinated style, quernstones and rubbers for grain processing, broken 
flint tools, and flint-working waste. Carbonised grain attests to the use of wheat and barley. 
Hazlenuts show the collection of wild foodstuffs, and bones representing cattle, sheep, and pigs 
indicate the presence of domesticated livestock. In the 50 years or so between the abandonment of 
this settlement and the construction of the long barrow the area seems to have been cultivated for a 
few seasons and then left to develop a light cover of hazel scrub (Ibid. 240- 1). 

A second very early site may be glimpsed through excavations in Big Stanborough, Frocester, 
where a piece of animal bone dated to 4500- 3500 BC (GU-2685: 5180±210 BP) was the only find 
in a rectangular pit-like feature (F4) that seems to have been truncated by a later prehistoric sunken 
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trackway (Price 2000a, 39-43) . Parts of seven stone axes and over 100 recognisable flint 
implements of the 4th and 3rd millennia BC came to light as residual finds in later contexts on the 
site suggesting that occupation in the area at this time may be more extensive than currently 
thought (Darvill in Price 2000b, 177-83). These two recently investigated sites complement the 
evidence from a handful of other early occupations east of the Severn known through previous 
work, including Sale's Lot, Withington (Darvill 1982b, 60-1); Cow Common, Swell (Darvill 
1984a, 86-7); and Crickley Hill, Coberley (DiJcon 1988a, 78) . In most cases, however, these sites 
have been dated on the grounds that they stratigraphically pre-date substantial stone-built 
monuments; more research is needed to locate and investigate contemporary sites not sealed in 
this way. 

Monument building is a characteristic of early farming groups of the 4th millennium BC 
throughout Britain and may be linked to changing relationships between people and the land they 
occupy. Some of the earliest known structures are portal dolmens, oval barrows, and simple round 
barrows or rotunda graves (Darvill 2004b, 46-66) which serve to link communities in the 
Cotswold area with groups living on the near continent, in Wales, and in Ireland. These small 
simple structures also stand at the head of a development sequence that leads to a series of larger 
and more complicated monuments, of which long barrows are the most well known in 
Gloucestershire. 

About 60 long barrows were known in Gloucestershire in 1979. Examples continue to be 
discovered from time to time, ten being recognised between the listing published by Helen O'Neil 
and Leslie Grinsell in 1960 and a resurvey in 1988 (Darvill and Grinsell 1989). A new study of 
Cotswold-Severn long barrows suggests that, contrary to earlier views, this distinctive class of 
monument had a relatively short life in terms of the period over which they were built and used 
(Darvill 2004b ). Their longevity in the landscape should not be confused with the duration of 
their popularity, construction, and use which probably spanned less than five centuries. In a sense 
then they seem to be part of a fashion or social imperative, some being elaborations of earlier 
simple ceremonial structures while others were built from scratch to a single design. 

Excavations took place at four long barrows in Gloucestershire over the last 25 years, adding 
considerably to our understanding of these monuments and providing a series of reliable 
radiocarbon dates for their construction and use. At Druid Stoke (GLO 28)/ evaluations in 1983 
(Smith 1989; see Grinsell 1979) included a geophysical survey which revealed evidence of the 
shape of the mound and the presence of a possible quarry on the south-east side. Four small 
excavation trenches and a later watching brief confirmed the general form of the mound and 
revealed the high impact of cultivation during the Roman period. A single human toe-bone 
apparently sealed below traces of the mound provided a radiocarbon date of 2880-2450 BC 
(HAR-8083: 4070±80 BP) which sits rather late in the overall sequence for similar sites and 
perhaps suggests that it in fact derives from a secondary burial. At Windmill Tump, Rodmarton 
(GLO 16), small-scale clearance following tree-fall in 1988 revealed the existence of a previously 
unknown third chamber on the north-west side of the barrow (Saville 1989a). 

The most important investigation of a Cotswold long barrow took place at Hazleton North 
(GLO 54) over four seasons between October 1979 and August 1982 (Saville 1990a) and served 
not only to provide a very detailed study of a well-preserved example but also called into question 
many long-held assumptions about such monuments. The excavation revealed a trapezoidal 
mound 53 m long and 19 m wide at the broader 'business end' which, uncharacteristically, faced 
west. Two simple 'L'-shaped lateral chambers lay in the central part of the mound. The south 
chamber contained a scatter of human bones throughout its length: 14 adults and 6-11 pre-adults. 
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The north chamber contained the disarticulated remains of 4 adults and 6 pre-adults. The final 
burial lay in the north entrance: an adult male accompanied by grave goods suggesting a flint 
worker. Quarry pits lay both north and south of the mound and it was from these that most of the 
stone and soil used in the construction of the barrow came. Numerous radiocarbon dates showed 
that the long barrow was built as a unity about 3800 BC, and that use of the monument spanned 
little more than a century. Environmental evidence suggested that the barrow had been built in a 
small-scale clearance that had been cultivated and subject to some hazel-scrub colonization in 
the years before construction began. As already noted, the area had previously been used by a 
mobile hunter-gatherer community of the 6th or 5th millennium BC and some kind of occupation 
in the early centuries of the fourth millennium BC. It is these activities that might have given 
the place special meaning to local people when they selected the spot for the construction of their 
long barrow. 

Hazleton South (GLO 33), which lies about 80 m south-east ofHazleton North, was surveyed 
and sampled in 1980. This revealed that both barrows had a similar plan. Hazleton South had at 
least one lateral chamber and flanking quarry pits (Saville 1990a, 137- 40), but the surviving 
deposits were not investigated. 

Alongside these excavations research has also been carried out on finds from earlier 
investigations and on the broader social issues raised by the construction and use of these 
magnificent monuments (Darvill 2004b ). Renewed interest in the human remains has included 
the application of techniques from forensic science to explore the health of the populations 
represented, possible causes of death, and the post-mortem treatment of the corpse and skeletal 
remains. An analysis of bone excavated at West Tump (GLO 8), for example, revealed cutrnarks on 
a right clavicle that had been inflicted during the perimortem period and were consistent with 
decapitation (Smith and Brickley 2004). Under re-analysis the same assemblage was shown to 
contain more animal remains than previously thought, and what may be the earliest case of a 
person buried with their dog (Brickley and Thomas 2004) . Cranial trauma has been examined by 
Schulting and Wysocki (2002) while Mary Baxter (1999) looked at how long-barrow using 
communities handled and circulated the remains of their dead. 

In the field, both intensive and extensive surveys of long barrows have been carried out. 
A survey of archaeological sites in the Avon and Gloucestershire Cotswolds by Alan Saville in 
1976-77 provided a base-line account of the survival and condition of all kinds of monuments on 
the Cotswolds with long barrows singled out for special attention in light of their generally ruinous 
and eroding state (Saville 1980, 26- 7). At a more detailed level the Cotswold Archaeological 
Research Group led by Alistair Marshall has carried out geophysical surveys and remote sensing 
at several long barrows (Marshall 1998) including Pinkwell, Chedworth (GLO 65: Marshall 
1996b; 1997a); Hazleton South (GLO 33: Marshall 1996d; 1997c); Lodge Park, Farmington 
(GLO 5: Marshal! 1996c); Northleach (GLO 30: Marshall 1996e); and Oak Piece, Temple Guiting 
(GLO 43: Marshall 1996g). These surveys variously revealed details of quarry pits, confirming that 
many Cotswold long barrows are in fact flanked by quarries of rather irregular shape and form. 
Some surveys showed evidence for the position of chamber areas and confirmed the structured 
nature of the barrow mound. Work at Shawswell Farm barrow, Rendcomb (GLO 97), suggests that 
this might in fact be two round barrows or a multi-component structure (Marshall 1996£) . 

It has long been recognized that long barrows did not contain the remains of the whole 
population that built them, but finding the missing people is far from easy (Darvill 2004b, 203-5). 
During excavations along the Wormington to Tirley pipeline a grave containing a single burial 
of the mid 3rd millennium BC was discovered in Wormington just over the county boundary in 

21 



T IMO T H Y D A RV ILL 

Worcestershire (Coleman and Hancocks forthcoming) . The pit grave was 2 m long by 0.49 m wide 
and 0.49 m deep. It contained the fairly well-preserved skeleton of a female aged between 25 and 
40 years, placed in a flexed position on her left side (Fig. 4). Examination of the skeleton revealed 
that she had suffered from degenerative joint disease and had an oblique fracture to the right ulna. 
No grave goods were found, but there was a flint flake in the fill of the grave. There was no 
evidence of a covering mound and the burial must be considered an isolated flat grave. Samples of 
bone have been radiocarbon dated to 3640-3370 BC (WK-15335: 4747±48 BP). Such burials are 
rare, but in part this is because relatively few unaccompanied inhumations are adequately dated. 
One important parallel is the grave of adult male found in 1988 below the bank at Windmill Hill, 
Wiltshire (Whittle et al. 1999, 79-81) . Lying on his right side, the skeleton was largely complete 
and articulated, although some bones had been displaced perhaps during a period when the grave 
was left open. One of the ribs from this man was radiocarbon dated to 3650-3360 BC (OxA-2403: 
4745±70 BP), contemporary with the Wormington woman. Further afield, 4th-millennium BC 
flat graves have been identified at Pangboume, Berkshire, where the remains of an old woman 
were associated with a round-bottomed ceramic vessel (Piggott 1928, 30-3), and Fengate (Cat's 
Water Site), Cambridgeshire, where an adult male, an adult female, a child, and an infant lay in an 
oval pit 4 by 2 m, the adult male having been killed by an arrow tipped with a leaf-shaped flint 
point (Pryor 1976; 1984, 19-25). 

The other main class of monument known from the 4th millennium BC in Gloucestershire is 
the causewayed enclosure. Five certain and probable examples were known in 1984, all on the 
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Fig. 4: Early Neolithic burial at Bank Farm (Site B), Wormington (Cotswold Archaeology). 
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Cotswolds (Darvill 1984a, fig. 3). Since that time a further two examples have come to light: 
Southmore Grove, Rendcomb (Trow 1985), and Salmonsbury (Marshall 1995a; 1996a). 

The Southmore Grove enclosure was recognised as a result of aerial photography. It lies on a 
hill spur at 220 m AOD and has two concentric rings of ditches with a maximum diameter of 
125 m thus enclosing about 1 ha. Fieldwalking confirmed a high incidence of worked flint in the 
field. Finds ranged in date from a microlith of the 6th or 5th millennium BC through to a barbed 
and tanged arrowhead of the 2nd millennium BC, but included an abundance of 4th- and 
3rd-millennia BC flintwork, among which was a flake from a polished flint axe (Trow 1985, 19). 
Aerial photography has enhanced our understanding of other sites in the region (e.g. Darvill and 
Locke 1988; Oswald et al. 2001) and it must be hoped that the National Mapping Programme will 
eventually bring other examples to light (Bewley 2001) . 

Salmonsbury lies on relatively low-lying land on the interfluve between the rivers Eye/Dickler 
and Windrush. Marshall's initial work used resistivity survey, but gradiometry has recently been 
applied in connection with the development of an integrated management plan for the site (Fig. 5). 
The interrupted ditch runs around the contour and comprises at least two roughly concentric lines 
of ditch with segments between 5 and 15 m in length. 

Neither Southmore Grove nor Salmonsbury has been tested through excavation, although 
features containing pottery and worked flint of the 4th and 3rd millennia BC were revealed by 
Dunning's excavation of the later prehistory hillfortfoppida at Salmonsbury in the early 1930s. His 
Site IV contained two segments of ditch and lies very close to the south-western terminal of what 
can now be seen as the inner causewayed ditch (Dunning 1976, 77-8, fig. 7) . 

Excavations at Crickley Hill, Coberley, started in 1969 and continued each summer until 
1993. In the seasons that took place within the period covered by this review important progress 
was made with the definition of the two main phases of Neolithic occupation on the hilltop. At 
least three small sub-circular buildings were recognized as related to the early phase of the site, 
while rectangular buildings seemed to relate to the later phases. Internal subdivisions of the hilltop 
in the form of fences, and a rubble platform perhaps forming a ceremonial structure were also 
explored. Numerous hearths associated with scatters of pottery and worked flint were found 
beneath the long mound at the west end of the site (Savage 1986; Dixon 1990; 1994) . During the 
nineteenth season in 1987 a series of platforms was recognised on the slope of the hill beside 
which were rows of small pits, some with deposits of cremated human bone (Dixon 1988b ). 

Nearby, at Peak Camp (also known as Birdlip Camp), Cowley, small-scale excavations were 
carried out in 1980 and 1981 (Darvill 1981; 1982a). Heavily truncated by medieval and later 
quarrying, this hilltop supports the remains of a promontory enclosure perhaps with two widely 
spaced lines of segmented ditch (Oswald et al. 2001, fig. 4.14). A single trench through the eastern 
side of the outer circuit revealed three main phases of ditch cutting, all associated with plain bowl 
style pottery (Fig. 6). Radiocarbon dates for the first phase centre on 3650-3100 BC (OxA-445: 
4670±90 BP) while a single date for the second phase of 3350-2550 BC (OxA-638: 4290±80 BP) 
suggests that use of the enclosure continued for several centuries. A small cutting at the extreme 
western end of the promontory revealed what appears to be an internal ditch later sealed below a 
layer (? surface) of stone rubble. Dates from the primary fill of this feature overlap with the first 
phase of the enclosure boundaries. A rich material culture including flint arrowheads, scrapers, 
knives, part of a polished stone axe (Group VI), a shale arc-pendant, and abundant plain pottery 
was recovered from the fill of the internal ditch. Animal bones include cattle, sheep, pig, and red 
deer, but very little carbonised grain was present in the samples examined. Like its close neighbour 
Crickley Hill, Peak Camp appears to have been occupied either on a permanent or temporary 
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Fig. 5: Salrnonsbury Camp, Bourton-on-the-Water: geophysical survey showing the Iron-Age enclosure 
and underlying Neolithic causewayed enclosure (Cotswold Archaeology and GSB Geophysics Ltd)-

basis, although this does not preclude it also being the setting for ceremonial and ritual activities. 
The close proximity of the two enclosures invites comparison with the arrangement at Hambledon 
Hill, Dorset, where a pair of enclosures stands just under 1 km apart on adjacent parts of the same 
hill (Mercer 1988; Healy 2004) . 

Since 1979 there has been a marked increase in the number of recorded flint scatters and 
small groups of features and associated artefacts seemingly detached from known enclosures. 
Under excavation many of these comprise a single pit, or small cluster of pits, which could be 
interpreted as places for ceremonial depositions or, more likely, as remnants of settlement sites. 
Traditionally it was thought that the Upper Thames Valley was rather poor in such remains, a view 
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Fig. 6: Peak Camp, Cowley: excavations through the boundary earthwork in Area I in 1981 (photograph 
Timothy Darvill: copyright reserved). 

supported by work in 1979-89 at the 40-ha site at Thomhill Farm, Fairford, which failed to reveal 
any early prehistoric activity on the first lowest-lying gravel terrace (Jennings et al. 2004) . But on 
higher terraces the picture is rather different. Fourth-millennium BC occupation was found on the 
second terrace at Horcott Pit, Fairford, where more than 20 pits in pairs or threes, some containing 
plain bowl pottery, were recorded (Lamdin-Whymark 2003). Single sherds of 4th-millennium BC 
style pottery were found at two sites south-east of Cirencester during improvement works to the 
A419/417 road: St Augustine's Lane, Ampney Crucis, and Court Farm, Latton (Mudd et al. 1999, 
1: 17-19; 2: 316). A posthole with putatively 4th-millennium BC pottery was discovered during a 
test-pit survey at RAF Fairford, Kempsford (Barber 1999; Hoad 2002) . 

On the Cotswolds excavations at Guiting Power 1 round barrow4 revealed evidence of activity 
on the underlying ground surface which was dated to 3950-3530 BC (no reference: 4929±78 BP), 
but no features were recorded (Marshall1997b ). By contrast, the investigation of a Romano-British 
site at Vineyards Farm, Charlton Kings, revealed what seems to be a pit filled with pieces of burnt 
stone and ash-rich soil together with part of a round-bottomed cup typical of the mid 4th 
millennium BC (Rawes 1991, 32) . Something of the likely density of such finds across the 
Cotswolds can be gauged from the results of surveys and excavations during improvements to the 
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A419/417 road: two sites yielded evidence of 4th-millennium BC occupation in the 12 km roadline 
between the river Churn and Birdlip (Mudd et al. 1999, 1: 17-25) . At Duntisbourne Grove work 
for the same road-scheme revealed a handful of pits and associated postholes containing a rich 
assemblage of pottery, worked flint, fired clay, and animal remains (Mudd et al.1999, 1: 18-24; 
2: 315-17) . The pottery includes sherds from plain bowls and, in pit 94, pieces of what appears to 
be a Peterborough series vessel (possibly Fengate Ware sub-style) . Hazelnut shells from the fill of 
this pit produced a radiocarbon date of 3650-3370 BC (NZA-8671: 4761±57 BP), which neatly 
accords with what is known of the plain pottery and flintwork but seems rather early for the 
Peterborough pottery (cf. Gibson and Kinnes 1997) . North-westwards, a cluster of eight pits and a 
couple of outliers at Birdlip Quarry were associated with a few fragments of pottery and worked flint 
characteristic of the 4th millennium BC (Mudd et al. 1999; 1: 17-19; 2: 316). 

An extensive campaign of field walking in the northern Cotswolds has identified and mapped 
a large number of flint scatters representing the remains of early settlements. Because a robust 
sampling methodology was applied it is possible to predict that about 300 such sites must be 
expected across the area (Marshall 1985). Some have been examined through more detailed 
fieldwalking and geophysical surveys, including one south of Belas Knap, Sudeley, which confirms 
the potential of hillspurs as prime sites for extensive early settlements (Marshall 2003). Increased 
density of worked flint was also recorded in the area of the Burn Ground long barrow (GLO 60) 
during investigations in advance of the construction of the Northleach Bypass (Rawes and Rawes 
1984). Investigations along the A419/417 revealed the presence of flint scatters at Hare Bushes 
North, Middle Duntisbourne, Norcote Farm, and St Augustine's Farm South, but excavation 
revealed very little by way of features associated with the use or deposition of the lithic material 
(Mudd et al. 1999, 1: 18-25). This is entirely typical of such sites across southern England and 
strongly suggests the existence of activity areas which yield few substantial sub-surface features and 
which may only ever have comprised debris deposited on the contemporary ground surface that 
through later cultivation and bioturbation has become today's topsoil. 

In the Severn Valley, excavations by David Evans on the site of a medieval moated manor near 
St George's Church, King's Stanley, has revealed an earlier Romano-British villa, later prehistoric 
pits and occupation debris, and more than 600 worked flints of the 5th to 2nd millennium BC 
(Heighway et al. 1988) . Excavations in 2003- 4 revealed pits of later 4th- or early 3rd-millennium 
BC date (Evans 2005) and it may be speculated that the density of material here suggests the 
possibility of an enclosure of some kind. Flint scatters on other gravel terraces and gravel islands 
within the Severn Valley have been reported east of Tewkesbury (Walker et al. 2004, 35), at 
Arlingham (Curtis 1998), and in the Frame Valley west of Stroud (Anon. 1982). Further south 
occupation has been recorded in what is now the intertidal zone at Hills Flats, Oldbury-on-Severn 
(Alien 1997). At Oldbury occupation on a buried ground surface has been dated to 4330-3980 BC 
(Beta-84850: 5310± 70 BP) with wood from nearby submerged peat beds that seal the surface 
dated to 3650- 3100 BC (Beta-44057: 4630±70 BP) and still later peats above (Alien 2000a) . 
Quartz pebbles from these 3rd- and 2nd-millennia BC silts have been interpreted as sling-shot 
(Alien 2000a), but could equally have been collected for their magical qualities (Darvill 2002). 
Elsewhere along what were then the margins of the Severn Estuary there is abundant evidence for 
occupation around palaeochannels and on ground surfaces now flooded as a result of subsequent 
sea level rises (Alien 1998). 

No recent excavations appear to have yielded 4th-millennium BC pottery or features at sites 
west of the Severn, but intensive fieldwalking between 1985 and 1988 showed that flint scatters 
broadly datable to the 4th and 3rd millennia BC were present. High-density scatters were noted at 

26 



EA RLY PR EHI ST ORY 

Longstone Field, St Briavels, and Huntsham Hill, English Bicknor (Tames and Waiters 1988; Stait 
1990; Waiters 1992, 22-5; see Bowden 2005 for Malvern Hills area) . 

Another useful indicator of the extent of settlement in the 4th and 3rd millennia BC is finds of 
flint and stone axes. More than 20 stone axes and some 18 flint axes have been reported over the 
last 25 years from right across the county. A hoard of three axes was found about 1 m down in the 
garden of Oakfield Road, Bishop's Cleeve (Kilminster 1990; 1995), two being of Group I 
greenstone from Cornwall and the other of Group VII rock from North Wales. This is the first such 
hoard from Gloucestershire but on the basis of examples elsewhere in Britain may be interpreted 
as a ceremonial deposit (Thomas 1999, 85-6). 

Two stone axes originally found c.1939-40 near Nailsworth were recorded, although it is not 
dear whether they were found together (Walrond 1986). A fragment of a Group I axe with 
contemporary flintwork was found during fieldwalking at Manor Farm, Daglingworth (Ecclestone 
2001, 77; 2002), and part of a Group VI axe was found during field survey for the Birdlip Bypass 
(Darvill1984b, 33; 1984c). A Cornish axe with a pointed butt was found near Chipping Campden 
(Clews 1984a), and another greenstone axe with a pointed butt, also probably Cornish, was found 
at Driffield (Ibid. 225) . Other axes have been found east of the Severn at King's Stanley (probably 
Cornish: Heighway et al. 1988, 37); Uley (Price 2004a and b); Wickwell, Chedworth (Marshall 
1992b ); The Gables, Broadwell (Saville 1989b, 46-7; 1990b ); and London Street, Fairford 
(Phillips 1979). Three axes were found on the intertidal foreshore of the Severn Estuary at Hills 
Flats near Old bury; one each of Groups I, VIII, and XXI (Alien 1990). From west of the Severn two 
polished stone axes were found in flood debris at Lower Lydbrook (Anon. 1997, 10); a fragment of 
Group VI axe was found at Huntsham Hill, English Bicknor (Waiters 1988, 37; James and Waiters 
1988); a Cornish axe came from Littledean in 1993 (Johns 1993, 39); and unidentified examples 
were found at Town Farm, Newent (Hutton and Hutton 1994; 1995); Bull's Hill, Walford (Waiters 
1992, 29 and fig. 17); and Oxenhall (Bick 1980; Saville 1987) . 

Complete flint axes, or substantial parts thereof, have been found at Somerford Lakes 
Reserve, Poole Keynes (Clews 1985); Dumbleton (Smith 1986a; Smith and Cox 1986, 4-5); 
Lechlade (Darvill 1985); Wickwell, Chedworth (Marshal! 1992b ); Middle Down, Hampnett 
(Marshall 1992c); Woodlands, Rendcomb (Marshal! 1992d); Gulf Scrubs, Withington (Marshal! 
1992e); Newland (Waiters 1990); Haymes, Southam (Saville 1986d); Barmer's Land Farm, 
Tytherington (Roe 1985); Long Cross, Lawrence Weston (Parker 1984, 28); Tresham, Hawkesbury 
(lies and White 1986, 51); Bearse, St Briavels (Waiters 1992, 25 and fig. 12); and Little Blacks Field, 
Taynton (Anon. 1997, 11) . Two pieces of polished flint axe were found during field survey for 
the Birdlip Bypass (Darvill 1984b, 33; 1984c) and one piece was found during fieldwalking over 
the causewayed enclosure at Southmore Grove, Rendcomb (Trow 1985, 19). A large part of a 
rather unusual flint chisel or pick came to light at Haymes, Southam (Saville 1986d) . 

Taken together, these monuments, small groups of features, stray finds, and flint scatters 
provided valuable source material for two studies of settlement patterns on the Cotswolds 
(Holgate 1988; Snashall 2002). Holgate's work (1988, 150-3) focused on the Thames Basin and 
emphasised the essential continuity of settlement on the calcareous upland soils from the 6th and 
5th millennia BC through into the 4th and 3rd millennia, with small cleared areas within the 
woodland providing a series of small-scale settlement zones. Snashall (2002, 129-34), by contrast, 
adopts a post-processualist approach that focuses on the experience of understanding, memoria
lising, and reshaping the world. She suggests that different kinds of short-term and long-term 
residence areas can be identified by the presence of particular kinds of flintwork assemblages. Both 
studies emphasise continuity in the use of the landscape from the 6th through to the 3rd millennia 
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BC and the way in which successive communities engraved their identity on the spaces they used 
and the places they created. One way this seems to have been achieved in northern and western 
parts of the British Isles was by signing the land with rock art (Bradley 1997) . 

Rock art was unlmown in Gloucestershire 25 years ago, but several certain and a few possible 
panels have come to light since. A local block of limestone found on the northern side of 
Nottingham Hill is the most southerly example of a type of decorated mobiliary stone normally 
found in northern England (Morris and Marshal! 1983). The decoration comprises a large central 
cup-mark 155 mm across surrounded dose to its lip by a penannular channel or ring. A shallow 
radial groove links the central cup with the edge of the stone. A smaller cup-mark is fitted into one 
corner of the block and through this motif there is another channel or ring more or less concentric 
with the larger central ring (Fig. 7) . All the motifs on the stone were produced by hammering or 
pecking, a technique common to much prehistoric rock art in the British Isles. A single possible 
cup-mark has been recognised on a columnar block of limestone from Cleeve Hill just a few 
kilometres away from the Nottingham Hill find (Marshal! 1978), and further stones have been 
reported from Rook Pool, Swell, and Oxpens, Yanworth (Marshal! 1986). All four decorated slabs 
from the Cotswolds were found on the mid-slopes of stream valleys in positions marginal to 
adjacent spurs (Marshall 1986, 225) . Other such stones might await discovery within the 
Cotswolds. Cup-marked rocks have also been identified in the Forest of Dean (Walker 1991; Johns 
1990; Johns 1992) at the Drummer Boy Stone (2 cups), Blakeney Hill Woods (at least four panels: 
(a) with 5 cups; (b) with 14 hollowsf?cup-marks; (c) with one cup; (d) with one cup), Broom Hill 
( 4 cups), near the Drummer Boy Stone (2 cups), and Brockweir (1 bowl). However, at least some 
of these last-mentioned finds should be treated with caution as a stone from Edge Hills, near 
Cinderford, with what appears to be a large cup-mark was in fact a hollow filled with iron-working 
slag and somehow connected with heating metal during forging (Price 1991). These caveats aside, 
the emergent group of rock art in the county suggests that there is more to find which will perhaps 
allow its cultural context to be more precisely tied to comparable traditions in Wales (Darvill and 
Wainwright 2003) and midland/northern England (Beckensall 1999, 79-82). 

Fig. 7: Decorated stone from Nottingham Hill, Gotherington (photograph Corinium Museum, 
Cirencester: copyright reserved). 
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3000- 2000 BC: New Horizons and the First Metal Working 

Long barrows and causewayed enclosures had mainly fallen out of use by about 3000 BC, 
although people still visited them and they remained distinctive features in the changing 
landscape. Environmental evidence from the fill of the quarry pits at Hazleton North (GLO 54) 
suggests some regeneration of woodland cover after the main use of the monument ceased, 
showing perhaps that woodland clearance during the 4th millennium BC was not that extensive 
(Bell in Saville 1990a, 222). Much of the evidence for occupation in Gloucestershire during the 
early third millennium BC comes from pits and pit clusters. 

New finds of Peterborough Ware, which spans the end of the 4th and the beginning of the 3rd 
millennium BC, have been relatively few, but include the Mortlake bowl from Tewkesbury 
recovered during excavations in 1972-4 (Hannan 1993, 29- 30, 47); Horcott Pit, Fairford 
(Lamdin-Whymark 2003); Bourton-on-the Water Primary School (Nichols 2001); and the 
Duntisboume Grove site already mentioned (Mudd et al. 1999, 1: 19; 2: 316- 17). Grooved Ware, 
current mainly during the middle and later 3rd millennium BC has recently been reported from 
five sites. At The Loders, Lechlade (Darvill et al. 1986), the remains of two vessels were associated 
with a small flint assemblage comprising mainly broken tools and a small amount of working 
debris, an oblong sarsen boulder, and 17 pieces of animal bone including a cattle sacrum with 
evidence of butchery and a red deer metatarsus with evidence of groove and splinter working. 
Nearby, at Roughground Farm, Lechlade, a cluster of four pits yielded Grooved Ware pottery 
together with flint-working waste, animal bone, fired clay, the remains of bone working, and a 
hammerstone that had probably been used for flint knapping (Darvill 1993) . More than half the 
animal bones were from pig and about a quarter from cattle. Sheep/goat were poorly represented; 
one fragment of dog/wolf was present. Red deer remains suggested that they had been hunted by 
the occupants of the site. A few fragments of freshwater mussel add another interesting dimension 
to life at the site. Three radiocarbon dates of 2950-2350 BC (HAR-5498: 4100± 100 BP), 2700-
2100 BC (HAR-5500: 3940±80 BP) and 2600-1950 BC (HAR-5501 : 3820±90 BP) show good 
clustering around the middle centuries of the 3rd millennium BC. 

Possible Grooved Ware has been reported from Saintbridge (Darvill in Garrod and Heighway 
1984, 72-3) but it may be similar-looking later Bronze-Age decorated post Deverel-Rimbury ware 
(Darvill and Timby 1986, 54) . Grooved Ware associated with worked flint, bone, and hazlenut 
shells has been reported from investigations in advance of gravel extraction at the Cotswold 
Community site, Somerford Keynes (Laws 2002; Weaver 2004), and Horcott Pit, Fairford 
(Lamdin-Whymark 2003) . Less well-defined features of the same period have also been located at 
Babdown Farm, Beverstone (Parry 2000), and Harry Stoke Lane, Stoke Gifford (Samuel 1997). 

One of the biggest changes in our understanding of the 3rd millennium BC in Gloucestershire 
over the last 25 years results from the increased incidence of evidence associated with Beaker 
pottery. Although no occupation sites with structural remains have yet been found, pits and 
spreads of domestic debris have come to light at 17 sites east of the Severn, especially on the lower 
ground of the Cotswold dip-slope and in the Upper Thames Valley. 

Small amounts of Beaker pottery have been found as residual items at a handful of sites: in a 
mid 2nd-millennium BC boundary ditch at Rudgeway Lane, Tewkesbury, possibly contemporary 
with a small hearth found 75 m south-west of the south end of the ditch (Walker et al. 2004, 59); 
in an early 1st-millennium BC context at Shomcote (Heame and Heaton 1994, 34 ); in the fill of a 
Romano-British grave at Hucclecote (Thomas et al. 2003, 8); in various later prehistoric contexts at 
Shomcote, Somerford Keynes (Mepham in Heame and Adam 1999, 59); and in colluvium 

29 



TIMOTHY DARVILL 

overlying a late 2nd-millennium BC old ground surface at The Buckles, Frocester (Darvill in Price 
2000b, 204 ). All these usefully fatten-up the distribution of known activity of the period and serve 
to alert us to the possibility of finding more substantial occupation in these areas in future. 

Pits and pit clusters associated with Beaker pottery have been recorded at two sites on the 
route of the Esso Midline: Toddington and Yanworth (Smith 1986b; Smith and Cox 1986, 5-6) . At 
Station Road, Kemble, Beaker pottery was found in one of two early pits (Nichols 2002), while at 
the rugby ground on the Whiteway, Cirencester, Beaker pottery was found in the fill of a large 
stone-filled pit (Hicks 2000) . At Horcott Pit, Fairford, pits variously containing Beaker pottery 
and Grooved Ware have been excavated but only some of the early work here is fully reported 
(Pine and Preston 2004, 5; see Lamdin-Whymark 2003). The same applies to investigations in 
advance of gravel extraction at the Cotswold Community, Somerford Keynes, where pits associated 
with Beaker pottery also contained worked flint and hazlenut shells (Laws 2002). 

During the improvement of the A419/417 road in 1996-7 no less than four sites yielded 
pieces of Beaker pottery, mainly in the southern section of the road corridor away from the 
limestone uplands (Mudd et al. 1999, 2: 317). Of these four sites just one, Trinity Farm, produced 
a substantial assemblage estimated at 14 separate vessels (Ibid. 1999, 25-7; 317-19). The pottery 
derived from a cluster of three pits and an adjacent tree-throw hole; it comprises only fineware 
pottery with fingernail and comb impressed lines in bell-Beaker forms (Style 2: Case 1993, 244). In 
addition, worked flint, burnt limestone, charcoal, and hazlenut shells were represented. A few 
grains of wheat and barley were present, and environmental indicators suggested that the pits lay 
within an open landscape. Two radiocarbon dates of 2490-2140 BC (NZA-8673: 3876±57 BP) 
and 2470-2130 BC (NZA-8674: 3836±58 BP) accord well with other Style 2 Beaker-associated 
dates from the area and suggest this is a relatively early site of its kind. 

At Roughground Farm, Lechlade, five widely scattered pits contained fineware and domestic 
Beaker pottery, an assemblage of flint tools dominated by scrapers and knives, a collection of stone 
rubbers, hammerstones, a cushion stone perhaps from metal working, and a few fragments of 
animal bone (Darvill 1993, 15-21) . A single radiocarbon date of 2500-1750 BC (HAR-5499: 
3 710 ± 100 BP) places the use of these features a few centuries later than the Grooved Ware activity 
on the site (see above). Nearby, at Gassons Road, Lechlade, a cluster of 15 pits spread over an area 
6.5 by 4.5 m provides an insight into the kind of site that was more typical of the period (King in 
Boyle et al. 1998, 269-75). The pits varied in size between 0.75 and 1.25 m across and averaged 
0.35 m deep. Red deer antler picks lay on the floor of two of the pits, while most contained small 
quantities of charcoal, worked flint, and burnt bone and stone. Fragments of six ceramic vessels of 
'domestic' Beaker type came from one of the pits (Barclay et al. 2003, 190; and d . Darvill in 
Boyle et al. 1998, 275-6 where misreported as Grooved Ware), suggesting a small-scale occupation 
site nearby. 

The number of Beaker burials has also increased considerably with the discovery and 
excavation under modern conditions offour examples since 1979. At the Memorial Hall, Lechlade, 
two Beaker burials were discovered in 1995 (Thomas and Holbrook in Boyle et al. 1998, 282-88). 
Burial 1 comprised a mature adult male aged between 30 and 45 years that had been placed on his 
left-hand side in a tightly flexed position within a north-south oriented oval pit 1.90 by 0.95 m 
(Fig. 8A). A decorated Beaker of short-necked type (Style 2: Case 1993, 244) had been placed at 
his feet and a lot of charcoal was present within and around the remains of this broken vessel. 
A radiocarbon date of 2020-1690 BC (BM-2980: 3530±50 BP) was obtained from collagen in the 
bones of this burial. About 7.5 m to the north was a second slightly larger grave oriented east-west 
(Fig. 8B) . This contained the fragmentary remains of an older infant aged 2-4 years radiocarbon 
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Fig. 8: Beaker burials. A: Memorial Hall I, Lechlade; B: Memorial Hall II, Lechlade; C: Shorncote Grave 
1007, Somerford Keynes; D: Shorncote Grave 12, Somerford Keynes (A and B Cotswold Archaeology; 
C and D after Barclay et al. 1995, figs. 2- 4). Scales= graves 1: 40; finds 1: 4. 
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dated to 1920- 1630 BC (BM-2981: 3460±50 BP). Within the grave was a Beaker pot of long
necked type (Style 3: Case 1993, 244) with an unusual decorative scheme involving twisted-cord 
impressed rings, an unworked flint flake, and copper awl. Four fragments of an adult long bone 
were also recovered from the fill of the grave, perhaps suggesting that an earlier burial had been 
disturbed when the grave was dug or that excarnated remains had been used in the funerary 
rituals. Originally, both these burials may have lay beneath simple bowl barrows, but no traces of 
mounds survived. 

At Shorncote Quarry, Somerford Keynes, also in the Upper Thames Valley, two Beaker burials 
were found, perhaps representing the start of a cemetery that continued through into later 
centuries (Barclay et al. 1995) . In Area 1 a ring-ditch 9.5 m in diameter with a ditch about 1 m wide 
surrounded a central rectangular grave. Within the grave was the poorly preserved burial of an 
adult male aged upwards of 30 years placed on his left side with the head to the north-west and 
facing north-east. A rather crude long-necked Beaker (Style 3: Case 1993, 244) had been placed on 
its side next to the skull and nearby was a flint knife. A fine flint dagger was found near the position 
of the feet and a retouched flake and flint knife were found near the legs (Barclay et al. 1995, 25- 9; 
Fig. 8D). A second grave was found 80 m away to the north in Area 2, in this case probably a flat 
grave with no surrounding ditch. The body, that of a adolescent aged between 14 and 16 years, had 
been laid in its grave with the head to the south, facing east. A long-necked Beaker (Style 3: Case 
1993, 244) had been placed on its side next to the skulL a decorated bronze bracelet adorned the 
right wrist, and a flint flake lay near the feet (Barclay et al. 1995, 29-31; Fig. 8C). A sample of bone 
from the skeleton was radiocarbon dated to 1950-1620 BC (BM-2862: 3480±60 BP). The ribbed 
bronze bracelet is the first of its kind to have been found in the Cotswolds, although a handful of 
comparable pieces are known from Beaker graves elsewhere in the British Isles, mainly in Scotland. 

About 400 m north of the two Beaker burials at Shorncote was a possible hengi-form 
monument: a penannular ring-ditch about 9 m across internally with an entrance gap opening 
slightly west of north (Barclay et al. 1995, 31-8). Few finds were recovered, but these included a 
fine barbed and tanged arrowhead. About 40 m east of the Beaker burials was another penannular 
ditched structure, about 12 m in diameter with a wide opening to the east. A large rectangular pit 
and several small round pits may be associated, but the exact date and purpose of this structure is 
far from clear (Barclay et al. 1995, 38-9). It may tentatively be considered as a ritual-funerary 
monument perhaps related to various 'U'-shaped sanctuary-enclosures found in the Upper Thames 
Valley and midlands which date to the later 4th and 3rd millennia BC (Darvill 2004b, 206-6) . At 
West Hill, Uley, excavations in 1977-9 revealed such a 'U'-shaped ditched enclosure 25 by 18 m, 
open to the north. Three large pits and two smaller hollows lay outside the enclosure to the north. 
Although undated, all these features stratigraphically pre-date the later prehistoric and Romano
British cult centre and temple complex (Woodward and Leach 1993, 303-5). Whether the 
monument at Uley ever contained a mound of some kind is unknown, but it lies just 700 m south 
ofHetty Pegler's Tump (GLO 14) . At Shorncote, the hengi-form and 'U'-shaped enclosure could be 
contemporary and suggest the emergence of a small local ceremonial focus during the later third 
millennium BC. 

Some 20 km east of Shorncote the area around the confluence of the rivers Thames and Leach 
at Lechlade also seems to have developed a special significance during the 3rd millennium BC. 
Mention has already been made of the pits with Grooved Ware and Beaker pottery and of the 
Beaker burials at the Memorial Hall site. Two small henges are known through aerial photography, 
one either side of the Thames at Buscot to the south and Lechlade to the north (Benson and Miles 
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1974, map 3) . Each is spatially associated with a cursus monument, although only the Lechlade 
cursus has been investigated through excavation. 

The cursus on the north side of the Thames at Lechlade was discovered in the 1940s and 
excavated in 1965 and again in 1985 (Barday et al. 2003, 190-213) . As currently known, the 
Lechlade cursus is a square-ended example, although only the northernmost 300 m is represented. 
At 45 m wide this cursus fits well within the range represented at other Thames Valley sites, and 
shares with others the fact that the eastern side ditch is wider and deeper than its western 
counterpart. Neither excavation provided datable material from the primary ditch fills, but 
abundant Peterborough Ware and Grooved Ware were found in 1985 in the upper fill of the 
eastern ditch. This suggests a construction date of around 3000 BC or a little before. 
Environmental evidence indicates that it had been built in open grassland (Robinson in Barclay 
et al. 2003, 208- 9), entirely consistent with a ceremonial function that involved processions along 
the axis of the monument perhaps beginning or ending at the confluence of the rivers some 850 m 
away to the south-east. 

The Lechlade cursus and its companion, the Buscot Wick cursus south of the Thames in 
Oxfordshire, represent the westernmost such monuments along the river, standing well upstream 
of the larger cluster of six examples between Drayton and North Stoke (Barclay and Hey 1999, fig. 
6.1 ). No cursus monuments are yet known on the Cotswold uplands, but the theme of linear 
ceremonial monuments is represented at Crickley Hill where investigations of the long mound 
during the final few seasons' work showed that its western focus lay over an earlier circular 
ceremonial platform (Savage 1986, 231). 

Although more dispersed than the ceremonial centres already discussed, attention may also be 
drawn to the group of monuments clustered around the headwaters of the river Evenlode on the 
Gloucestershire/Oxfordshire/Warwickshire border. On the north-east side is the stone circle 
known as the Rollright Stones and its associated structures investigated in the early 1980s by 
George Lambrick for the Oxford Archaeological Unit (Lambrick 1988). To the south-west is 
Condicote Henge and a large number of putatively associated round barrow cemeteries (Darvill 
and Grinsell 1989, fig. 6). At Condicote excavations by Alan Saville for Western Archaeological 
Trust in the late 1970s significantly enhanced our understanding of the date and cultural affinities 
of this classic henge monument (Saville 1983 ). Rather unusually, the henge comprises two near
concentric ditches with a single bank between them (Class la); the internal diameter of the bank is 
about 112 m, enclosing an area of about 0.9 ha. Excavations in the north-west sector in 1977 
established that much of the interior was open space, although one possible stone-socket was 
identified. The inner henge ditch was about 4.2 m wide and 2.4 m deep below the present surface. 
Analysis of a soil column through the ditch fill revealed that the monument had been built in a 
small clearing within an essentially wooded landscape. It was not until the later 1st millennium 
BC that major clearance of the landscape was represented. Radiocarbon dates of 2400- 1850 BC 
(HAR-3064: 3720±80 BP) and 2400- 1700 BC (HAR-3067: 3670± 100 BP) suggest a construction 
date in the late 3rd millennium BC, according well with the small amount of pottery recorded 
from the ditch fills which seems to be mainly domestic Beaker. Animal bones from the lower fills 
of the ditch showed a dominance of cattle followed by sheep and pig. Dog was also represented. 

More widely across the county stray finds and scatters of worked flint emphasise the extensive 
nature of occupation through the 3rd millennium BC. Many of the flint scatters recorded as 
essentially 4th-millennium BC in origin include substantial later components, and some of the 
flint and stone axes noted in the previous section may also be of later date. To these can be added 
occasional very specific 3rd-millennium BC finds, for example the rather rare Conygar Hill type of 
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barbed and tanged arrowhead from Kilkenny, Dowdeswell (Saville 1986c), suggestive perhaps of 
a burial in the area. Perforated stone implements also mainly belong to the later 3rd and early 
2nd millennia BC and while not especially numerous do show evidence of long-range trade 
networks. From west of the Severn two perforated maceheads have been reported from Walford 
(Herefordshire): a broken Group I (Cornish) example from Walford itself, and a complete 
specimen of unknown origin from Coleraine Farm, Coughton (Anon. 2004b ). Part of a quartzite 
pestle macehead of Thames type was found in the 1950s at Stidcote Farm, Tytherington, but only 
came to wider attention in the 1980s (Howell 1980; Roe 1985). Reporting a battle-axe found in 
1969 at number 5 Oatground, Sinwell, Wotton-under-Edge, Saville and Roe (1984) review the 
other finds of perforated implements from Gloucestershire known up until that time and note the 
varied and far-flung sources represented: the Whin Sill of Northumberland (Group XVIII); 
Corndon Hill on the Shropshire/Powys border (Group XII); and, rather unusually, flint perhaps 
from eastern England. The Wotton-under-Edge example, however, stands apart from the others in 
that its form suggests it was imported from Scandinavia (Saville and Roe 1984, 19- 20). 

Such long-distance connections may also be glimpsed in the important early metal-working 
finds that have come to light in the county in recent decades. At the Cinema Site in Tewkesbury an 
oval pit containing most of a broken Mortlake style pot and a copper awl was cut by a second 
rather smaller pit containing no finds and also by an oval grave containing the tightly flexed 
skeleton of an adult but slightly-built woman. The whole was covered by a spread of gravel which 
might just have been the remains of a low barrow but more likely simply the upcast from digging 
the pits and grave (Hannan 1993, 29-32) . An interesting parallel for the earliest pit is known from 
Caversham, Oxfordshire, where part of a bronze awl was seemingly found with pottery datable to 
the 3rd millennium BC, although precise details of the find itself and the cultural affiliation of the 
pottery remain uncertain (Piggott 1928, 33- 9) . Mention has already been made of the possible 
cushion-stone from Roughground Farm, Lechlade (Alien et al. 1993, 21, fig. 18.1 ). Two early 
bronze axes were found during the construction of a new house at Oddington in 1979 (Needham 
and Saville 1981). Both have unbevelled and undecorated faces, narrow butts, and a wide blade 
and they fall within the earliest tradition of tin-bronze tools known from Britain, being probably 
the earliest reliably provenanced hoard of such pieces from southern Britain. Regionally, this 
group joins the early copper axe from Hawling (Ellison 1984, fig. 2), a fine decorated bronze axe 
from Whittington (Needham 1979, 267, fig. 2.5), and a small thin-butted copper axe of Stage I 
copper working found at Viney Hill, Blakeney (Needham et al. 1996) . 

With firm evidence now established for the early extraction of copper in central Wales around 
the headwaters of the river Severn (Timberlake and Switsur 1988) it is perhaps appropriate to see 
the lands flanking the Lower Severn as a gateway into the interior of Britain and an area closely 
connected with the early development of metallurgy. However, anyone visiting the lower Severn 
and its estuary would have found a river very different to that of recent times. Relative sea level 
changes continued during the third millennium BC with further flooding of existing land surfaces 
in the Lower Severn Valley. At Seabank north of Avonmouth on the North Avon Levels, a trench 
revealed organic layers representing the two uppermost bands of peat in the Wentlooge Formation. 
The lower of these, sometimes known locally as the BARAS Layer because it was first recognised by 
the Bristol and Region Archaeological Services, lay at 4.32 m AOD (nearly 3 m below the present 
ground surface) and was dated to about 2200 BC (Insole 1997). Later investigations of the same 
sequence at Cabot Park, Avonmouth, provided additional radiocarbon dates of 2900- 2570 BC 
(Beta-125794: 4170±70 BP) and 2700-2200 BC (Beta-125795: 3970±60 BP) and environmental 
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evidence suggesting saltmarsh with woodland nearby (Locock 1999a, 3-4; Locock 2001) . Related 
peats have been noted at Stup Pill, Avonmouth (Tavener 1996) . 

2000-1000 BC: Organising the Landscape 

Traditionally, the archaeology of the 2nd millennium BC in Gloucestershire has been dominated 
by the study of round barrows (Drinkwater and Saville 1984) . The last 25 years has seen a 
considerable improvement in our understanding of these monuments. In parallel, however, there 
has been a commensurate increase in evidence relating to other facets of life during that 
millennium, notably the excavation of settlements that can be considered contemporary with the 
construction and use of round barrows. 

It is now well established that the first round barrows were built in southern England during 
the 4th millennium BC and that these sites stand at the head of a long tradition of barrow building 
that reached it peak in the first half of the 2nd millennium BC. A revised listing of Gloucestershire 
barrows, including ring-ditches (Darvill and Grinsell 1989), added more than 50 examples to the 
previous total (O'Neil and Grinsell 1960). More than 15 round barrows and ring-ditches datable 
to the 2nd millennium BC have been excavated over the last 25 years (see above for excavations 
relating to earlier round barrows) and these provide more secure dating evidence than was 
previously available and give good insights into the complexity of the funeral rituals and 
construction sequences of these monuments. Excavation has also shown that a number of putative 
upstanding barrows and ring-ditches are in fact natural features. Thus at Swell 13 (Catchpole 
1994) and at two sites on the line of the Birdlip Bypass (Parry 1998, 25) round stone mounds were 
found to be modern dumps or natural outcrops, while at Guiting Power cropmark and soilmark 
indications suggesting the presence of sub-surface ring-ditches proved to be clay-filled periglacial 
features in the bedrock surface (Marshall 1989). 

On the Cotswold uplands five round barrows/ring-ditches have been examined through 
excavation. Guiting Power 1 was shown by geophysical survey to be about 15 m in diameter with a 
stone envelope covering an earthen core. Two adjacent pits may be quarries (Marshall 1993). 
Excavations in 1996 revealed five main phases to the development of the site: ( 1) a large and 
intense pyre was built on a surface that showed evidence of activity extending back into the early 
Neolithic; (2) a pit was dug through the remains of the pyre, the beginnings of a stone cairn 
constructed in the pit, and the burnt and unburnt remains of an adult male and animals were 
added to this construction; (3) a clay core was built over the primary structure, incorporating 
various deposits of cremated bone and the remains of other pyres; ( 4) limestone slabs taken from 
an adjacent quarry pit were used to form a kerb around the central mound and perhaps a capping 
too; (5) the kerb was extended and the mound enlarged, accompanied by the deposition of a 
further burial comprising at least one adult and perhaps an immature individual along with 
a flint tool and a bronze point. Finally, a collared urn was placed against the modified kerb 
(Marshal! 1997b ). 

Guiting Power 3 was completely excavated in 1991-2 (Marshall 1992a; 1992b; 1993; 1994). 
Six main phases were identified: (1) spreads of burnt material, posts and stakeholes within an area 
about 18 m across showed signs of trampling and subsequently became of the focus of the barrow; 
(2) a layer of clay about 0.25 m thick was spread over the earlier area of activity; (3) a free standing 
circle of 65 posts was driven through the clay floor to form an enclosure 13.4 m across. A biconical 
urn and another vessel were smashed and scattered across part of the interior of the enclosure. In 
( 4) the post-ring was demolished and fires were lit in the centre and around about. A cremation 
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pyre was probably burnt within the area to be occupied by the barrow and the cremated bones 
collected and deposited in a shallow hollow in the centre of the site. The remains of a mature adult 
female aged 30- 45 years together with an almost full-term foetus were identified in the burial pit. 
A miniature ceramic vessel was found near the pit and charcoal from the cremation provided a 
radiocarbon date of 2120-1730 BC (RCD-726: 3560±60 BP) . In (5) a low mound of soil and clay 
was built over the burial, working outwards from the centre. The core of the mound was 
augmented by domestic refuse including flint-working waste. The cremated remains of child about 
3 years old were placed in a shallow pit on the flank of the primary mound during its construction. 
Finally ( 6), the mound was enlarged by the addition of stone rubble quarried from a surrounding 
ring-ditch. When completed the mound was about 20 m across and 2 m high, enclosed by a ring
ditch 39 m in diameter, 3 m across and 1 m deep, separated from the mound by a berm some 6 m 
wide. Several pits were dug into the berm as well as two smaller scoops that each held a cremation, 
one a child and one an infant. Overall, the sequence is rather similar to the complicated set of 
rituals represented at Bevan's Quarry (O'Neil 1967; and see Darvill and Grinsell 1989, fig. 8) and 
emphasises the point that many round barrows on the Cotswolds acted as cemeteries for several 
generations. 

At Birdlip, a heavily eroded penannular ring-ditch about 20 m in diameter with its narrow 
entrance to the south-east was excavated on the route of the Birdlip Bypass in 1987-8 (Parry 1998, 
30-1 ). The northern part of the circumference has been lost to later cultivation, but a nearby pit 
contained fragments of collared urn, burnt flint flakes, and burnt clay. Charcoal from this feature 
provided a radiocarbon date of 1250-500 BC (OxA-2544: 2700± 100 BP) . Palaeobotanical 
remains in the pit included fragments of hazlenut shell and hazel charcoal; much the same was 
found in the fill of the ring-ditch along with a few cereal grains and cherry or sloe stone (Parry 
1998, 77). 

Finally, two conjoined ring-ditches were investigated at St Augustine's Lane, Preston, as part of 
the A419/417 improvements (Mudd et al. 1999, 1: 28-33). The southern ring-ditch was the earlier 
and had an internal diameter of 18 m with a surrounding ditch 1.2-1.6 m wide. In the centre was a 
pit containing the remains of a cremation, perhaps originally associated with the collared urn that 
was represented by a single sherd discovered during the field evaluation of the site. The second 
ring-ditch, with an internal diameter of 15 m, had been added to the north side of the first, partly 
utilising the earlier structure to a create a monument with a figure-of-eight plan. Pieces of urn 
found in the ditch suggest that originally there had been a cremation here too. A radiocarbon date 
of 1960-1630 BC (NZA-8614: 3482±60 BP) relates to a piece of bone from the primary ditch fill . 
Both ring-ditches appear to form part of a small dispersed cemetery of perhaps four barrows 
(Mudd et al. 1999, 1: fig. 2.11) . 

Detailed surveys of at least 20 round barrows/ring-ditches have been undertaken. Condicote 2 
was surveyed and subject to a resistivity survey which revealed the barrow to be oval, 20 by 13 m, 
with a central area of dense stonework at the core (Marshall 1995b ). At Hawling 2 similar surveys 
revealed the barrow to be about 18-20 m in diameter but no substantial internal structures were 
found (Marshall 1995c). Surveys at Temple Guiting 2 and 3 revealed that the extant mounds were 
surrounded by ring-ditches, each about 15 m across, and that two further ring-ditches continued 
the line of barrows over a distance of 75 m. Temple Guiting 8 also proved to be surrounded by a 
ring-ditch some 2 m wide and 27 m in diameter. Temple Guiting 16 on the other hand proved to 
be oval in plan, 17 by 9 m. Here there was no surrounding ditch but possible quarry pits were 
located nearby (Marshall 1995d). Upper Slaughter 1 was shown to be 20 m in diameter, perhaps 
with an earthen core enveloped in stone and surrounded by an irregular and perhaps incomplete 
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ditch (Marshall 1995e). Hazleton 3 was found to be 20 m in diameter (Marshall 1997b ). 
Elsewhere on the limestone uplands, two possible ring-ditches were noted east of Condicote henge 
in an area known to be rich in flint scatters (Bateman and Walker 1993), and three ring-ditches 
were identified during field evaluations at Dryleaze Farm, Siddington, one with a central feature 
(Kelly and Laws 2002) . Further south a ring-ditch was found at Trappels Farm, Cromhall (Erskine 
1998), and at least four were noted at Acton Turville during the analysis of 1946 aerial 
photographs (Iles 1980) . 

In the Upper Thames Valley nine single ring-ditches/round barrows have been examined. At 
Lechlade one ring-ditch was excavated within a small compact cemetery of four monuments at 
Butler's Field (Jennings in Boyle et al. 1998, 9- 13). Internally 9 m in diameter, the ditch was c.2.5 
m wide and up to 1.8 m deep. The monument most likely included a central mound, but the 
pattern of silting in the perimeter ring-ditch suggested that an outer bank may also have been 
present as at some 'fancy-barrows' in Wessex. Near the centre was a shallow scoop containing the 
disturbed cremated remains of an adult probably over 30 years of age. Pottery fragments suggested 
that there may have been other burials in the barrow defined by the ring-ditch. Three cremations, 
some representing more than one individual, were found to the north-east of the ring-ditch and 
another to the north. Redeposited cremated remains were also found in seven later features. 
Together these remains emphasise the point that round barrow cemeteries are more than just the 
barrows; burials around about are important too. A ring-ditch with no evidence of a burial or 
central feature and a small barrow were examined in advance of gravel extraction at the Cotswold 
Community, Somerford Keynes (Laws 2002; Weaver 2004). 

The largest group of round barrows/ring-ditches to be investigated in the county are those at 
Shorncote, Somerford Keynes. Here a cemetery of six barrows developed around the early 
ceremonial focus represented by pair of Beaker graves, a hengi-form monument, and 'U'-shaped 
enclosure. These barrows were excavated over several seasons and by different archaeological 
contractors as the quarry has expanded. Figure 9 shows the distribution of barrows known so far, 
most of which are represented as ring-ditches. 

Two of the ring-ditches (A and B) were very small; one had an internal diameter of just 4 m 
with a central disturbed pit while the other was too badly damaged to be sure of its size (Barclay et 
al. 1995, 31). Ring-ditch C (2806) was a near-complete circle 5.7 m across with a single south-east 
facing gap. Heavily truncated by later agriculture, no central features survived. Ring-ditch D (2623) 
was 5.4 m in diameter with a small gap in the ditch opening to the north-west; the ditch was about 
0.6 m wide. A slightly off-central pit may have held the primary burial, but the site was heavily 
truncated and no remains survived. Ring-ditch E (2607) was considerably more elaborate than the 
others. It had an external diameter of 8 by 9 m, a ditch 2.6-3.0 m wide and a small central hub of 
gravel measuring only 3.4 by 2.6 m. There was no central burial and the ditch fills contained little 
beyond what are probably residual sherds of Beaker pottery and a cache of 38 flint blanks. 
Environmental evidence suggested that it had been constructed in an open environment and while 
the excavators tentatively suggested some association with the hengi-form tradition (Hearne and 
Adam 1999, 38-42) the lack of a defined entrance and unusual proportions makes this unlikely. 
Ring-ditch F (2567) was penannular, 7 by 6 m with a ditch up to 1.2 m wide and a 3m-wide 
opening to the north-east. There were no internal features or finds. Ring-ditch G (2841) was also of 
penannular form, 9 by 5 m with a west-facing gap in the ditch c.6 m wide. It contained no primary 
finds or internal features. 

The latest use of the Shorncote cemetery appears to post-date the use of round barrows 
and comprises a small cremation cemetery that focused on the hengi-form monument in the 

37 



0 

TIMOTHY DARVILL 

(?~0 
~ 

hengi-form 0 
monument 

and cremation 
cemetery 

300m 

0 
F • E 

J 

© 

Fig. 9: Excavated barrow cemetery at Shomcote, Somerford Keynes (after Barclay et al. 1995, figs. 2, 8, 9 
and 12; Heame and Adam 1999, figs. 1, 4 and 9). The inset plans are at a scale of 1:1,000. 
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north-western part of the area examined (Barclay et al. 1995, 31-4). The original ditch of the 
monument was re-cut along the inside edge and 19 cremation burials were inserted into the 
southern part of the area enclosed by the ring-ditch, spilling out across the silted-up phase 1 ditch. 
Seven of the cremations had been deposited within inverted Deverel-Rimbury style urns. Two 
inhumations and a pit containing human bone were found outside the hengi-form monument. 
One grave was that of an adolescent aged 14-15 years, the body placed on its right side with the 
head to the north facing west. A radiocarbon determination on a sample of bone dates this burial 
to 1440-1110 BC (BM-2921: 3050±60 BP) . The second grave contained an adult male placed on 
his left side, head to the west, facing towards the ring-ditch. A radiocarbon date of 1520-1300 BC 
(BM-2920: 3140±45 BP) was obtained from a sample of bone. A pit 4 m east of the first grave 
contained parts of an adult female. These burials, which overall span the period from 1500 BC 
through to about 1200 BC, can tentatively be associated with areas of settlement activity to the east 
and south-east (see below). 

Single burials of the later 2nd millennium BC, seemingly without covering mounds or 
encircling ring-ditches, have been recorded. Among them are an infant dating to 1405-1010 BC 
(no details given) at Lechlade Manor, Lechlade (Longman 2001); an unaccompanied inhumation 
burial dated to 1270-820 BC (HAR-1157: 2840±90 BP) at Roughground Farm, Lechlade (Allen et 
al. 1993, 28); and, already referred to, a simple oval grave containing the tightly flexed skeleton of 
an adult but slightly-built woman at the Cinema Site, Tewkesbury (Hannan 1993, 29-32). 

Sadly, rather less has been found in the Severn Valley and west of the Severn, but at Hunt 
Court, Badgeworth, a heavily damaged round barrow was investigated in advance of construction 
works for the A417 Brockworth Bypass (Parry and Cook 1995) . Investigations in 1995 at 
the Kingsweston Roman villa revealed a small pit containing part of a collared urn (Burchill1996). 
A small cremation cemetery dating to the 14th to 12th century BC was discovered at Hucclecote 
during the construction of a link-road between the Brockworth Bypass and the former Gloucester 
Trading Estate (Thomas et al. 2003, 8-9). Of the four burials recorded, two had been contained 
within biconical urns while the other two had simply been deposited in small shallow pits. 
A scatter of contemporary pottery residual in later contexts suggests the proximity of a settle
ment, but the earliest structures revealed on the site, five roundhouses adjacent to a droveway 
or double-ditched boundary, date to the turn of the 1st millennium BC and are associated with 
decorated post Deverel-Rimbury ceramics. 

Investigations across southern England have shown that through the 2nd millennium BC it 
was common for burial grounds and settlements to be located within a few hundred metres of 
each other in such a way that a repetitive pattern of fairly compact farmstead-style units can 
sometimes be traced across the landscape (Bradley 1981) . Such a pattern can be glimpsed in parts 
at least of Gloucestershire. At Guiting Power, for example, fieldwalking and geophysical surveys 
suggest the presence of a substantial settlement at Kennel Leasow about 400 m north-east of the 
Guiting Power 3 round barrow (Marshall1994). Making the links secure, however, requires some 
evidence of contemporaneity and here changing ceramic styles become important. In the early 2nd 
millennium BC various styles of late Beaker and collared urns predominated, gradually giving way 
to bucket, globular, and biconical urns related to the Deverel-Rimbury tradition that characterises 
the period from about 1600 BC down to 1100 BC. In the last century or so of the 2nd millennium 
BC plain pottery of the so-called post Deverel-Rimbury (PDR) tradition predominated, in turn 
giving way to decorated PDR wares after about 800 BC (Barrett 1980). 

In the Upper Thames Valley, the most intensively studied settlements are at Shorncote, 
Somerford Keynes, on the Gloucestershire/Wiltshire boundary. Here, about 450 m south-east of 
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the 2nd-millennium BC cremation cemetery was an extensive area of settlement, spanning several 
centuries through the later 2nd and early 1st millennia BC. These have been recorded in 
considerable detail through a succession of field evaluations and excavations during the later 1980s 
and early 1990s in advance of quarrying. Three main areas of occupation were identified. The 
south-eastern settlement dates to the first century or two of the 1st millennium BC and comprised 
at least five roundhouses, four of post construction and one with a foundation trench for a timber 
wall (Hearne and Heaton 1994). Nearby were seven large pits, up to 2 m deep and 2-3 m across, 
which may have been wells or perhaps ritual pits. Pottery of plain PDR style was found together 
with a circular day loomweight, pieces of a day mould for the manufacture of bronze Ewart Park 
phase ribbed-socketed axes, and a small amount of metal-working slag. Carbonised plant remains 
were sparse in the samples examined, but included both wheat and barley, while the small animal 
bone assemblage indicated the presence of cattle and sheep/goats. 

To the north (in Areas 1-4) are two further areas of settlement. That in Area 4 was excavated in . 
1995- 6 (Hearne and Adam 1999) and comprises a scatter of about a dozen round structures 
(mainly post-built), four-posters, nine-posters, pits, and various fences and posthole alignments. 
Some are in small groups suggestive of farmsteads in which some buildings were replaced several 
times over (Fig. lOB) . All can be dated to the early 1st millennium BC on the basis of plain PDR 
wares but the features are spread over an area more than 100 m across and are not necessarily 
contemporary. An additional building and a series of pits, wells and waterholes excavated in 1"997 
and 1998 are also probably part of this extensive settlement (Brosser et al. 2002) . One of the wells 
had been lined with oak and ash stakes and was 1.10 m deep, and the primary fill retained organic 
material. A radiocarbon date of 1130-800 BC (NZA-10031: 2783±64 BP) sits neatly with what is 
known of the ceramics from this settlement. Plant remains from the well show that it was fully 
shaded by trees and shrubs; there were few indicators of cultivated plants. One of the nearby 
waterholes contained within its primary fill part of the skull of an adult male (Boyle in Brassier et 
al. 2002, 69). Fragments of a day loomweight from one of the waterholes provide evidence for 
textile production within this area of occupation. 

Equally dispersed is the third area of settlement at Shorncote, comprising more than a score of 
round buildings and associated structures in Areas 1-3 excavated in 1995- 6. The only focus within 
this group is a duster of five round buildings all with entrances opening to the south-east in Area 3 
(Heame and Adam 1999, fig. 11) . Environmental evidence from all these structures was sparse but 
cattle was the prominent animal species represented. Wheat, barley, and a few weed seeds were 
noted, but artefacts were poorly represented and little can be said about this site even though it is 
the most extensive settlement of its period yet examined in the county. 

To the south, in the area known as the Cotswold Community, Somerford Keynes, was an 'L'
shaped enclosure ditch within which were a number of roundhouses, a fence, and a series of 
rubbish pits. Ceramic moulds used in metal working were found here too (Weaver 2004 ), but full 
details of the discoveries must await completion of the excavation and post-excavation analysis. 

Further afield, other sites are known in less detail. At Horcott Pit, Fairford, for example, three 
roundhouses, two four-posters, and a number of pits were found on the second terrace of the 
Thames; a tear-drop shaped post-built enclosure 30 by 50 m perhaps being contemporary (Lamdin
Whymark 2003) . At Roughground Farm, Lechlade, a series of nine widely scattered pits contained 
Deverel-Rimbury related ceramics including bucket urns and biconical vessels (Alien et al. 1993, 
27- 35) . A radiocarbon date of 1550-1000 BC (HAR-5504: 3040±100 BP) provides a glimpse of 
the chronology of these wares in the region. The small animal bone assemblage from these pits was 
dominated by sheep/goat, with a few cattle bones but no pig. A bone pin or needle, a small 
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Fig. 1 0: Middle Bronze-Age settlements. A (top J: Blenheim Farm, Moreton-in-Marsh; B (bottom): 
Shorncote, Somerford Keynes (A Cotswold Archaeology; B after Hearne and Adam 1999, fig. 11). 

assemblage of worked flint, and various fragments of burnt clay and a stone rubber complete the 
finds. No houses or structures can be assigned to this phase of activity, but the burial referred to 
above shows another side to the picture. As with the skull fragments from the Shorncote settlement, 
the remains of the ancestors were never far from the day-to-day lives of the living community. 
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Several settlements of the early 1st millennium BC, characterised by plain PDR ware, have been 
found in recent decades. They include The Loders, Lechlade (Darvill et al. 1986), and, more recen
tly, behind Sherbome House, Lechlade (Bateman et al. 2003). At the latter three roundhouses, 
pits, and lengths of boundary ditch belonged to this phase. One of the roundhouses was post-built; 
the others were represented by ring-grooves that are best interpreted as drip-gullies. A roundhouse 
of post-ring type was found at Butler's Field during the investigation of the Anglo-Saxon cemetery 
(Jennings in Boyle et al. 1998, 13) and is tentatively dated by a few rather undistinctive sherds 
of PDR ware. A small-scale coaxial field system was also noted at Butler's Field (Ibid. 13- 14), a 
system of landscape organisation later succeeded by a multi-phase linear earthwork recorded by 
excavation at Butler's Field and by geophysical survey and excavation at Hambridge Lane (Barclay 
et al. 2003, 210) . Its origins can be dated to the early 1st millennium BC but at Hambridge Lane 
its final phase was marked by a pit alignment loosely associated with decorated PDR pottery 
(Jennings in Boyle et al. 1998, 18). Slightly later is the single roundhouse and two four-post 
structures (possibly granaries) found during investigation of the Lechlade cursus in Hambridge 
Lane in 1985; these features may be tentatively assigned to the second or third quarter of the 1st 
millennium BC (Barday et al. 2003, 196-8) and are probably contemporary with occupation at 
Roughground Farm, Lechlade, characterised by a decorated PDR ceramic assemblage (Allen et al. 
1993, 36-47) . 

Overall, the late 2nd- and early 1st-millennia BC occupations in the Upper Thames Valley 
seem to be scattered across wide areas. Little or none of it is enclosed in the sense of being 
defended, and in total it suggests a gradual migration of attention from one area to the next as the 
successive generations rolled by. 

On the Cotswolds evidence of 2nd-millennium BC settlement is more sparse and suggests 
generally smaller sites. Traces were revealed by the Esso Midline at Winson (Smith and Cox 1986, 6). 
More substantial remains have been recorded at Vineyards Farm, Charlton Kings (Rawes 1991, 
32); Home Farm, Ebrington (Lankstead 2004); Bourton-on-the-Water Primary School (Nichols 
2001); and The Cotswold School, Bourton-on-the-Water (Coleman and Leah 1999). The most 
substantial settlement of this period on the Cotswolds was discovered in 2002 at Blenheim 
Farm, Moreton-in-Marsh. Here excavations in advance of the construction of a major housing 
development brought to light a small semi-enclosed settlement of late 2nd- and early 1st
millennium BC date beside an old river channel (Fig. lOA). Within the enclosure were four circular 
post-built structures ranging from 5 to 7 m in diameter. A waterhole and several pit dusters were 
identified within and around the enclosure (Hart 2004). 

At Stow-on-the-Wold, also in the north Cotswolds, a large roughly oval-shaped enclosure 
underlying the modem town centre has been known for many years and is designated a Scheduled 
Monument (Crawford 1933; Leech 1981; Fig. 11 ). However, its age was uncertain until a series of 
excavations in advance of small-scale development works in 1972, 1991, 1992, and 1994 on the 
northern side of the perimeter earthwork revealed the course a substantial ditch 4.3 m wide, but of 
unknown depth, with fills dating to the late 2nd millennium BC (Parry 1999) . A single piece of 
plain PDR pottery was recovered from the fill of the ditch, along with pieces of animal bone that 
provided two radiocarbon dates which both calibrate to 1390- 970 BC (OxA-3652: 2955±65 BP 
and OxA-3801: 2960±65 BP) . Although the full extent of the enclosure is not yet known 
there are obvious points of comparison with a small group of late 2nd-millennium BC sites 
known as Rams Hill style enclosures after a type-site on the Berkshire Downs. These enclosures 
are generally regarded as high-status settlements and regional trading centres (Bradley and 
Ellison 1975; Ellison 1981 ). The presence of an example on the Gloucestershire Cotswolds 
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Fig. 11: Bronze-Age enclosure at Stow-on-the-Wold (after Parry 1999, figs. 1 and 2) . 
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serves to extend the known distribution northwards, but is not unexpected given the extent of 
occupation in the area, the presence of richly furnished warrior graves (Darvill1987, 99-103), and 
trading connections to the east and west that are evident from the late 3rd millennium BC 
onwards. As with other enclosures of this type, it is likely that the Stow site was re-fortified during 
the later 1st millennium BC when it may have covered an area of c.12 ha (Parry 1999, 82). 

In the Severn Valley 2nd-millennium BC settlements have been recognised at the Cinema Site, 
Tewkesbury (Hannan 1993, 32-3); The Wheatpieces, Walton Cardiff (Nichols 1999); Savages 
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Wood, Bradley Stoke (Erskine 2001); Lower Farm, Bishop's Cleeve (Holbrook 2000, 85-7); and 
Howsmoor Lane, Mangotsfield (Townsend 2002). In 1991 excavations in advance of the 
construction of a Tesco superstore at Bradley Stoke Way, Stoke Gifford, revealed a roundhouse, a 
pit alignment, ditches and postholes of 2nd-millennium BC date and further related discoveries 
have since been made in the vicinity (Russett 1993; see also Parry 2001 ). Two areas, Tewkesbury 
and Frocester, have been investigated more extensively and suggest a pattern of residence similar to 
that in the Upper Thames Valley. 

Investigations in advance of road building and extensive developments south-east of 
Tewkesbury have revealed something of the widespread nature of 2nd-millennium BC occupation 
in this generally low-lying area east of the Severn. Site D on the Tewkesbury Eastern Relief Road 
scheme covered an area of locally raised ground on the interfluve between the Tide Brook and the 
river Swilgate. Here was a small 'D'-shaped enclosure, 16.6 by 11.4 m, the interior of which was 
divided into two unequal parts by a shallow gully. Pits and postholes within the enclosure suggest 
a small occupation site on dry ground; globular-urn style pottery and a loomweight were 
associated with this activity. Outside the enclosure were a series of linear ditches and at least 
six fairly compact clusters of pits (Walker et al. 2004, 35-41) . About 250 m to the north-east, on 
low-lying ground subject to periodic flooding along the valley of the Tide Brook excavations 
in Area F found more clusters of pits also dating to the 2nd millennium BC. Some of the 32 
features in Pit Group A contained distinctive burnt fills and a handful of copper-alloy fragments 
was scattered across the area. Pit 4, initially located in the field evaluation, contained 18 fragments 
of mould and two bronze droplets within a fill of burnt stone and charcoal. The ceramic mould 
had been used for casting channel-bladed spearheads generally dating to 1500-1050 BC (Walker et 
al. 2004, 62-6). One of the unusual elements of the ceramic assemblage was the presence of 
Malvernian rock-tempered pottery from west of the site and Jurassic limestone tempered ware from 
areas to the east. This Deverel-Rimbury ware is the earliest Malvernian pottery yet recorded. 

Further south, also on the interfluve of the Tide Brook and river Swilgate, fieldwalking and 
evaluation trenching at Rudgeway Lane revealed a linear boundary ditch 3.5 m wide and more 
than 0.9 m deep which was traced for a distance of 100 m on a NW-SE orientation (Walker et al. 
2004, 41 ). Animal bones, charcoal, burnt clay, and a small assemblage of pottery again suggest a 
middle to late 2nd-millennium BC date and serve to reinforce the picture of an organised and 
subdivided landscape. More mid to late 2nd-millennium BC boundary ditches were found at The 
Gastons west of the river Swilgate and about 1 km from Rudgeway Lane (Walker et al. 2004, 41) . 
Again, pottery (bucket urn), animal bone, fired clay, and a few worked flints were found in 
association indicating the presence of nearby occupation. It is a system that might also connect 
with the linear ditch found at Holm Hill and provisionally dated to the later Bronze Age or early 
Iron Age (Hannan 1997, 113). 

The location of this rich settlement area beside the Severn may be highly significant. As well as 
metal working, these communities clearly had wide connections as demonstrated by the presence 
of early cases of Malvernian rock-tempered pottery from 20 km away to the north-west and 
limestone tempered wares from the Cotswolds at least 5 km away to the east (Timby in Walker et 
al. 2004, 59-62). A little of the economy of the area is revealed by the small but significant 
assemblage of animal bones from four of the 2nd-millennium pits and a ditch which suggest that 
cattle were the dominant species (56%) followed by sheep/goat (35%) and pig (4%). Horse was 
also represented (Hambleton in Walker et al. 2004, 80) . 

Further south, at Frocester, occupation of the gravel spread that later became the focus of 
a major Iron-Age and Romano-British settlement began in the late 2nd millennium BC (Price 
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2000a, 37-9). A shaft or welt pits, and a linear boundary ditch are loosely associated with Deverel
Rimbury style pottery, wood from the shaft providing a radiocarbon date of 1520-1040 BC 
(GU-2230: 3070±90 BP). These features are about 1,100 m north-west of the slightly earlier 
stream-side activity at The Buckles, discussed below, and lay within an area of fairly intensive later 
2nd millennium BC activity which also includes two or more possible round barrows. 

West of the Severn settlements of the 2nd millennium BC remain illusive and their discovery 
and excavation must be a matter for urgent research. 

Across the county as a whole some visible differences in the pattern of settlement are 
beginning to emerge. In the major river valleys of the Upper Thames and Severn occupation is 
extensive with little or no evidence of enclosures or major boundaries around the residential areas. 
Roundhouses predominate and there are numerous wells and waterholes providing fresh water. 
On the Cotswold uplands, by contrast the sites seem smaller and at least some were enclosed. It is 
a set of differences that appears to continue down into the 1st millennium BC and which raises 
interesting questions about variations in social organisation, economy, and identity (Darvilll987, 
152-4; Moore this volume) . 

Although traces of metal working have been found at 2nd-millennium BC settlements at 
Tewkesbury, Shorncote, and the Cotswold Community site, and bronze items are occasionally 
found at settlements of the period, the majority of metal objects dating to the 2nd millennium BC 
occur as stray finds with little or no archaeological context. Leslie Grinsell (1985) provided a useful 
review of Bronze-Age metalwork and related sites in Avon while Bryan Waiters (1989) listed 14 
findspots of Bronze-Age metalwork in Dean (and see Waiters 1992, 36-40). These studies and 
subsequent reports show that stray finds of metalwork of the 2nd millennium BC have been 
turning up at a steady rate over the last 25 years; more are likely in future as revisions to the 
Treasure Act 1996 and the effects of the Portable Antiquities Scheme begin to be felt. 

Recent finds from west of the Severn include a copper-alloy middle Bronze-Age spear tip from 
Boughspring (Waiters 1991). An unlooped palstave of 'south-western type' connected with the 
Taunton industrial phase was found at Hawkwell brickworks near Steam Mills, Cinderford, in 
1974 but was identified and published rather later (Waiters 1985, 27-8, fig. 4; Saville 1986a). At 
the Common, Sling, Coleford, a series of discoveries has led to the recognition of a major hoard of 
palstaves. Since 1956 a total of five have come to light; of the two found in 1989 one contained 
scrap bronze in the socket suggesting perhaps that the whole group should be regarded as a 
founder's hoard (Waiters 199 t 40; 1993) and perhaps the site of a workshop (Waiters 1992, 40) . 
Mention may also be made of a hoard of five looped palstaves found at Gamage Farm, Much 
Marcle, just a few metres outside Gloucestershire in Herefordshire. The first two were discovered 
during a metal-detector survey but with the findspot marked the remainder were uncovered 
through controlled excavation. Charcoal from the pit in which all five had been placed provided 
radiocarbon dates of 1690-1310 BC (OxA-1762: 3210±70 BP) and 1410-1010 BC (OxA-1761: 
3000±70 BP). The later of these accords well with the typology of the palstaves in the Taunton 
industrial phase of the late 2nd millennium BC. The earlier date possibly results from the charcoal 
of old wood being incorporated into the feature. 

Moving eastwards across the Severn, the tip of a middle Bronze-Age rapier was found at Hunt 
Court Farm, Badgeworth, in 1980 (Watkins 1982a), a bifid razor at Standish in 1981 (Watkins 
1982b ), and the tip of a socketed Penard phase spearhead on the northern extremity of the 
Lansdown plateau, Bath (Bird 1988). A hoard of 28 objects was recovered by metal detectorists in 
1982 at Kingsweston. The group includes one complete and 19 broken socketed axes, casting jets, 
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and parts of a possible socketed sickle. All belong to the Ewart Park phase, datable to the period 
c.920-700 BC (Locock 2001, 126). 

Rather surprisingly, the Upper Thames Valley has yielded relatively few finds in recent 
decades, although wood preserved in the socket of large basal-looped spearhead from Dudgrove 
Farm, Fairford (Clews 1984b; Darvill 1987, 116), was radiocarbon dated to 1550-950 BC (OxA-
1526: 3030± 100 BP). This spear provides an interesting addition to the range of weapons of the 
Penard industrial phase known from the region. Equally important is the bronze Picardy pin 
discovered in 1997 during metal-detecting near Siddington (Enright 1999). About 20 cm long 
with a swollen perforated shank and a conical head (Fig. 12), this pin is either an export from a 
northern French workshop or was made in Britain in imitation of continental styles belonging to 
the so-called Ornament Horizon of the 13th-12th century BC (the Montelius 11/III in the north 
European periodization, the Taunton industrial phase of the British Bronze Age). Only a handful 
of such pins are known in Britain (Lawson 1979, 49-50, 76-7) and the Siddington find serves to 
emphasise the long-distance contacts that communities living in the Cotswolds enjoyed during the 
late 2nd millennium BC. The strength of such links, and the wealth of the Cotswold area, is further 
illustrated by what must surely be the most remarkable chance discovery of prehistoric remains 
found in Gloucestershire. In September 2004 Steve Taylor of Hatherley unearthed a collection of 
34 pieces of gold in a field near Cirencester (Anon. 2005). The find includes bar-twisted rings and 
bracelets, bullae, and pieces of scrap metal suggesting the stock-in-trade of an itinerant goldsmith. 

-~ 

Fig. 12: Picardy pin from Siddington (drawing Cotswold Archaeology) (scale 1: 2) . 
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The increasing scale of settlement across Gloucestershire, evident in the size and intensity of 
occupation sites and the number of burial monuments, leaves no doubt that there were increases 
in the size of the population in the middle and late 2nd millennium BC. This in turn would have 
increased pressure on resources such as pasture, woodland, rivers and arable fields. The landscape 
was undoubtedly becoming more open and the economic evidence from settlement sites suggests 
more cultivation and an increase in arable land. The effect of these developments can also be seen 
in the landscape as the region's first big environmental disaster: soil loss and increased 
sedimentation in the main river valleys. In the Severn Estuary these changes were coincident with 
further local rises in relative sea level. An evaluation at the Western Approach Business Park, 
Severnside, in 2002, for example, provided a sea level change index point of 3.69 m AOD at 1520-
1310 BC (NZA-15879: 3151±45 BP) which is a good marker (Moore et al. 2002). What are now 
intertidal landscapes in the Severn Estuary have produced tools and weapons of the later 2nd 
millennium BC (Green 1989, 196-7) which may be associated with extensive remains of 
occupation and economic exploitation around Goldcliff on the western shore more or less 
opposite the mouth of the Avon to the east (Bell et al. 2000). 

Less investigation has been directed towards the eastern shore of the estuary, but within the 
last decade or so important sites have come to light. Investigations at Rockingham Farm, 
Avonmouth, for example, revealed a series of saltmarsh surfaces buried under alluvium and dated 
to 1220- 820 BC (Beta-118378: 2830±70 BP) and 1190-820 BC (Beta-118379: 2810 ± 70 BP) 
although details of the land use at that time are obscure (Locock 1999a, 3; Locock and Lawler 
2000, 96) . Investigations south of Oldbury Power Station revealed an old ground surface beneath 
about 2 m of estuarine clay. Pits and hollows were found; some contained worked flint, stone, 
charcoal and wood ash (Alien 1998, 105-7) . One feature was dated to 1880- 1520 BC (SRR-4777: 
3400± 45 BP). At Katherine Farm, Avonmouth, a soil ripening layer at about 5.1 m AOD was dated 
to 1050-800 BC (NZA-12725: 2778±55 BP) and 1380-1000 BC (NZA-12726: 2957 ± 55 BP). On 
it was a spread of plain PDR pottery, imported micaceous sandstone and chert, fired clay, a few 
fragments of cattle bone, and very small amounts of wheat and barley grains (Alien et al. 2002, 
97-9). At Kites Corner, Avonmouth, field evaluations and post-determination excavations in 
connection with the Cabot Park development (also known as The Severn Gate scheme) revealed 
evidence of a structure associated with plain PDR ware, burnt stone, and animal bone (Locock et 
al. 1998; Locock 1999b; Locock 2001) . Radiocarbon dates span the later 2nd millennium BC and 
suggest a long period of intermittent use. Among the animal bones, cattle predominated, although 
deer was present along with some sheep/goat remains. Fish bones were found in sieved soil 
samples. The abundance of burnt stone from the site suggests it may be some kind of burnt 
mound, but an association with salt making cannot be ruled out. Traces of occupation dating to 
the later 2nd millennium BC have also been found at Barrow Hill Crescent, Shirehampton (Bryant 
1994b ). 

Sedimentation of the river valleys and the resultant topographic changes were not confined to 
the coastal margins. Indeed, one reason why archaeological remains of the 2nd millennium BC 
and earlier are so illusive in some areas is the fact that they are buried below alluvium and 
colluvium that formed in later prehistoric times. This is especially the case with riverside sites as 
two examples clearly show. 

At The Buckles, Frocester, an old ground surface sealed by up to 2 m of alluvium and 
colluvium was examined in 1984-7 (Darvill in Price 2000a, 193-210) . Immediately below the 
Cotswold escarpment this surface included the eastern bank of a small stream that issued from the 
escarpment. The alluviumfcolluvium contained a rich mix of early prehistoric worked flint and 
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ceramics suggesting the heavy erosion of 6th- to 2nd-second millennium BC sites on nearby 
higher ground. A firepit, an extensive spread of charcoal and burnt stone, and a small circular 
pit suggested the presence of a burnt mound. A radiocarbon date from charcoal in the firepit of 
1750- 1430 BC (GU-2230: 3310±70 BP) indicates a mid 2nd-millennium BC date for this activity, 
broadly contemporary with the main use of round barrows in the area. 

At Sandy Lane, Charlton Kings, a layer of silty day sealed an old land surface on which was a 
small burnt mound up to 0.3 m thick and covering about 54 square metres (Leah and Young 
2001 ). The matrix of the mound was burnt limestone, charcoal and ash-rich soil. It lay beside an 
old stream channel that would have been a tributary of the river Chelt. A handful of postholes to 
the east of the mound may have been the remains of some kind of structure. The small amount of 
pottery from the site suggests a late Deverel-Rimbury or plain PDR ware cultural association. This 
would accord with the discovery of part of a day mould for casting fillet-defined spearheads 
characteristic of the Wilburton industrial phase. Animal bones were dominated by the remains of 
cattle (51%), but also included sheep/goat (22%), pig (15%) , horse, dog, and red deer. The 
presence of deer is slightly unusual for a site of this date and may suggest that an animal was 
butchered here for meat and perhaps bone for tool-making. Indeed, two pieces of worked antler 
were amongst the small assemblage of worked bone from the site. 

Various interpretations have been put forward for burnt mounds such as those at The Buckles 
and Sandy Lane, including cooking sites, sweat houses, saunas, or retreats in which hallucinogens 
were used (Barfield and Hodder 1987). As such they perhaps serve to emphasise the point that 
settlement, economy, ceremony, and ritual were intimately woven together in the way people lived in 
early prehistory. By the early centuries of the 1st millennium BC the landscape of Gloucestershire was 
already fairly full offarms and hamlets and the stage set for the emergence of several previously under
represented kinds of archaeological site and an upheaval in social relations. 

CHANGING PICTURES 

Looking over the results of archaeological work undertaken during the past 25 years it is dear that 
much has changed. There has been a massive expansion in the available data both in terms of 
volume and quantity. Opportunities to explore archaeological remains have dramatically increased 
as a result of contract archaeology so that the overall number of early prehistoric sites sampled has 
doubled. The distribution of sampled sites across the area has also improved, enabling us to begin 
to see real regional and local differences that are not simply the product of poor data. Indeed, we 
can now distinguish more clearly between the gaps in our datasets and the differences in the way 
prehistoric peoples occupied their landscapes. The scale of operations has also changed so that 
now we have a chance to review large areas, real spaces that were meaningful to the lives of 
prehistoric people. Instead of thinking only of sites in terms of the narrow confines of excavation 
trenches we can view sites as places in the landscape where people did particular things. We can 
begin to see the edges of activity areas, and realise the long-cherished dream that one day we can 
explore whole landscapes in terms of places and spaces that were meaningful to the populations 
we are looking at. 

Chronological control is also better. The number of radiocarbon dates available for 
Gloucestershire's early prehistory has multiplied four or five times to the point that we can 
move away from the conventional culture-historical periodization of the past and explore people's 
activities in relation to an imposed real-time calendar such as the Gregorian system implicit to 
calibrated radiocarbon ages. This comprises solar years arranged in cycles of decades, centuries, 
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and millennia extending backwards and forwards from a notional'zero' point (the BC/AD divide) 
which is familiar to us and allows at least some appreciation of the passing of time and the 
relationships in time between different events even though we can be certain that prehistoric 
people had a rather different view of time and its passing. What exactly that view was is a matter for 
future research. 

Less obvious is the way that different kinds of archaeology are being examined with the result 
that the range of material for any given period is commensurately richer. There is now less 
emphasis on familiar upstanding monuments and more attention to ephemeral but no less 
important sub-surface features and structures. Flat single graves are a case in point. Once 
considered of little interest because they rarely contain associated grave goods, it is now dear that 
this mode of burial was practised from at least the 4th millennium BC through into relatively 
modern times. Much the same applies to burnt mounds, alluviumfcolluvium covered ground 
surfaces, submerged landscapes, and flint scatters. Dating and understanding these kinds of 
archaeology, and more that we can scarcely glimpse yet, are important because they reveal aspects 
of past ways of life that give context and meaning to the more visible monumental structures. 

None of these developments in the quality of data available could have happened without the 
fundamental changes that occurred in the organization of archaeological work during the 1980s 
and 90s and the integration of archaeology with environmental concerns and spatial planning 
during the 1990s. Using this newly accessible data to take a long view across early prehistory in 
Gloucestershire there are three things that come into sharp focus. 

First is the fundamental importance of the post-glacial colonization of the region. Certainly 
there were people here through the late Pleistocene and early stages of the Holocene, but it is not 
until the 6th or even 5th millennium BC that permanent, extensive, and seemingly fairly dense 
settlement seems to have been established. Territories were no doubt large and there was most 
likely a high degree of mobility, but it was perhaps the success of these communities in an 
economic and social sense that laid the foundations for the rapid expansion of early farming 
groups in the area during the 4th millennium BC. To judge from the number of causewayed 
enclosures and long barrows known, the Cotswolds were one of the most densely occupied areas 
of the British Isles during the 4th millennium BC and that is a matter that deserves explanation 
and understanding in terms of its 5th-millennium prelude. 

A second period of considerable interest is the later 3rd millennium, especially the 
extensification of settlement associated with communities using Beaker pottery. With the 
exception of the area west of the Severn, where there is a gap in our data, all parts of the county 
seem to share a common material culture at this time and may be loosely associated with 
Humphrey Case's Group D Beaker province covering southern Britain, especially the Midlands, 
Wessex and Wales (Case 1993, 260-3). The clusters of ceremonial monuments around Lechlade in 
the Upper Thames Valley and CondicotefRollright on the Cotswolds may represent important 
regional centres and it is notable that both are associated with river systems: the Thames-Evenlode 
confluence and the Windrush headwaters respectively. Around and between these foci a network 
of small dispersed farmsteads may be envisaged, each with nearby barrows or burial grounds that 
established a pattern of land use that continued through much of the 2nd millennium BC. 

Finally, there is clear evidence for the intensification of settlement in the late 2nd millennium 
BC which in turn set the scene for the development ofhillfort-based societies in the early centuries 
of the 1st millennium BC. By 1000 BC it is already possible to glimpse regional variations with 
open settlements dominant in the Upper Thames Valley and enclosures already starting to appear 
on the Cotswold uplands. The lands west of the Severn again show as a gap in our data in terms of 
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settlement sites, although the wealth of contemporary metalwork from the area suggests that the 
investigation of possible occupation areas would be highly rewarding. 

Each of these three insights are in a sense provisional observations which can be treated as 
models or propositions to inform the next phases of study, investigation, and analysis. As much as 
anything they serve to emphasise gaps that need to be plugged, and which could perhaps be 
addressed during the formulation of regional research frameworks. The environmental backdrop 
to these social trends needs filling in, and detailed sampling of raw materials such as day, flint and 
stone that provide the essentials of early prehistoric material culture needs undertaking so that 
questions about sources and supply can be addressed. Artefact studies at the local and regional 
level are also needed to underpin discussions of identity and community in early prehistory. And 
from a different perspective it is dear that geographical balances in the availability of robust data 
need to be redressed. The good news is that such things can be achieved. There is now a solid and 
well-tested research process that harnesses the power and resources of the planning system to the 
curiosity and hard questioning of the archaeological community which seeks to record and 
understand the lives of earlier communities in the region. This paper shows how much has been 
achieved over the last 25 years as these new approaches to our past have worked up to speed; with 
the systems now in place the next quarter century promises to be a very exciting time for 
archaeology in Gloucestershire. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

In preparing this paper I would especially like to thanks all those who over the years have kindly 
shared information about their discoveries and investigations in and around the county: Mary 
Alexander, Timothy Alien, Mick Aston, Malcolm Atkins, Alastair Barber, Alastair Barclay, Cliff 
Bateman, Don Benson, Humphrey Case, Mark Chapman, Mark Collard, Lament Coleman, Mark 
Comey, Terry Courtney, Simon Cox, Wilf Cox, Philip Dixon, Partrick Garrod, Chris Gerrard, Leslie 
Grinsell, Chris Guy, Annette Hancocks, Alan Hannan, Carolyn Heighway, Gill Hey, Neil 
Holbrook, Robin Holgate, David Jennings, David Kenyan, Roger Leach, Alastair Marshal!, Ed 
McSloy, Alan McWhirr, David Miles, Rick Morton, Stuart Needham, John Paddock, Julien Parsons, 
Arthur Price, Eddie Price, Barbara Rawes, Bemard Rawes, Richard Reece, John Rhodes, Richard 
Savage, Alan Saville, Rick Schulting, Isobel Smith, Nicola Snashall, Yvette Staelens, Ian Standing, 
Gail Stoten, Jane Timby, David Viner, Graeme Walker, Malcolm Watkins, Martin Watts, AlfWebb, 
Alasdair Whittle, Ann Woodward, and Richard Young. Most of the illustrations were prepared by 
Peter Moore and Loma Gray. Figures 1 and 2 were prepared by Ehren Milner and Bronwen Russell 
using data collected by the Archaeological Investigations Project. 

NOTES 

1. Throughout this paper all dates are presented as conventional solar/calendar years BC or AD by notionally 
back-projecting the Gregorian Calendar conventionally used in western Christian societies today. Where 
radiocarbon determinations are cited they are expressed as a date-range at two standard deviations (c.95% 
probability) in calendar years BC, calibrated using OxCal version v.3 .5 (2000) . Radiocarbon dates are 
accompanied by their laboratory reference number and the original age-determination and accompanying 
standard deviation expressed in radiocarbon years Before Present (BP), conventionally taken as AD 1950. 

2. It is uncertain whether a handaxe from the Forest of Dean that was recently reported by the Portable 
Antiquities Scheme (MlA 2005, 22-3) is amongst those noted below or a new find. 

3. Long barrows are referred to by their county reference number (see Darvill 2004b, 244-9 for a full recent 
listing). 
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4. Round barrows are referred to by their parish reference codes (see O'Neil and Grinsell 1960, 99-138, and 
Darvill and Grinsell 1989, 70-83 for listings). 
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