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1. Quantification and spot-dating of the worked lithics
1.1. Methodology

A prime aim is to provide a useful catalogue that combines a record of key characteristics (permitting
a degree of preservation and some re-analysis by record), with individual spot-dating information and
an overall comment on the worked lithic content of the context and its implications. Each piece has
been dated on its individual merits. Where some pieces have the potential to be part of related groups
which may be able to be dated with a narrower, more specific range than many of their individual
components, such dates have sometimes been applied to less diagnostic material and the possibilities
are commented upon in the context notes. Details about the nature of the context and any pottery
recovered, which inform the interpretation, are noted where known.

The artefacts were examined using a hand lens of x10 magnification and were catalogued on a context,
type, character, weight (calculated to the nearest gram, with a minimum of 1g), condition, period and
potential relationship to context basis. Their suitability for illustration on their own merits was also
noted. Within each context the artefacts have been listed first in order of type (waste, retouched, utilised)
and then date (earliest to latest). The bulk weight of the flintwork from each context was also recorded.

All dates given throughout are circa.

1.2. Period Codes employed

Period Code Date (circa)

Mesolithic M 9200 - 4000 BC
First/Early/Earlier Neolithic EN 4000 - 3350/3000 BC
Neolithic N 4000 - 2300 BC
Later/Late Neolithic LN 3000/2900 - 2300 BC
Earlier Beaker Period EBK 2450 - 2000 BC
Beaker Period BK 2450 - 1750 BC
Bronze Age BA 2100 - 1000/900 BC
Early Bronze Age EBA 2100 - 1550 BC
Middle Bronze Age MBA 1550 - 1350 BC
Earliest [ron Age EIA 1000/900 - 600 BC

1.3. Key to catalogue 1.4.

Class - Class of artefact, listed individually under its context. Ordered as Waste, Retouched
and Utilised, then by date.
Italics :  Additional notes of interest in italics; including:

RU :  Denotes tools which have re-used old, patinated struck flakes.
PP : Denotes the presence of platform preparation (abrasion).
FS - Flake shape or core type.
Flake shape
S :  Short or squat: width same as or greater than length.
L : Long: length greater than width.
B :  Blade: length twice or more width, with parallel sides and dorsal ridge/s.
Core type
K . Keeled.

FT - Flake or core type.
:  Primary: complete/nearly complete cover of cortex on the dorsal surface.
Secondary: lesser amount of cortex.
Tertiary: no cortex.
Near, ie. //T": nearly/effectively a tertiary flake.
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RM
Buff SB
RB
BG
BR
Brown PB
Dark G
Orange R
White RW
SW
Black+ 1
2
3
4
7
8
9
Brown 13
Mixed 21
Quality b
c
H
H
SS
S
w
Patina
N
Y
D
0
D
Y
I
Y
?
Period
>
<
/
Preference
A
Blank :

Raw material type.

A thin and thinning smoothed buff cortex directly overlaying the flint matrix.
Thin slightly rough-ish buff cortex directly overlying the flint matrix.

Mixed buff and a buff-washed grey-black cortex, thin, slightly rough.

As BG but smoothed.

Patchy buff and darker brown thick rough uneven cortex sandwiching a dark reddish
layer.

Glauconitic Bullhead Bed flint.

Smooth thin orangey cortex over an off white sub cortex.

White to off-white/creamy coloured cortex, thick, slightly rough.

Smooth white cortex, thinning in places.

Black flint; thick and dense black or thin translucent black.

Mixed patchy black and grey flint.

Mixed patchy black and brown to translucent yellowy-brown flint.

Mixed patchy black, grey and brown to translucent yellowy-brown flint.
Graduating black to brown/translucent yellowy-brown flint.

Graduating black, grey and brown to translucent yellowy-brown flint.

Graduating grey and brown to translucent yellowy-brown flint.

Translucent pale greyish-yellowy flint.

Mixed black and translucent brown flint with streaks and patches of dark red.
Generally small cherty inclusions, whether occasional or frequent, which likely do not
significantly affect knapping; good quality raw material.

A moderate content of small to medium-sized cherty inclusions and/or flaws which
likely will affect the knapping quality to some degree; moderate quality.

Hammer type.

Hard stone (eg. a cobble of rolled flint or quartzite).

Soft stone (combined hard and soft characteristics, typically mostly hard hammer
characters with a platform lip; a cortexed flint nodule perhaps).

Soft organic (eg. antler, bone, wood).

Weight in grams (minimum 1g).

Patina present? If differential described by ventral/dorsal surface on flakes, or on
cores described by platform/flake scars. NB. Note ( ) code below.

None.

A glossy yellowy sheen.

A darkish, glossy, brownish or yellowy-brownish sheen.

Patina codes in brackets describe an earlier patina type truncated by re-use.
Potential/certain post-discard chipping/breakage damage present?

Yes, likely chipped or broken post discard.

Worthy of future illustration? Initial estimate of pieces of prime interest.

Yes.

Possibly, dependent upon context and associations.

Potential date range, defined by Period Codes.

To.

No later than.

Or.

No firm or usefully compact date range.

Date preferred at this time. Sometimes a tighter but more intuitive opinion.
Association with the context.

No preference at this time.



Key to abbreviations for notes

A : Advanced (patina). nat : Natural.

abr : Abrupt (retouch). nr : Near.

adj :  Adjacent. obv : Obviously.

B :  Blade (flake). oppos : Opposite.

back : Backed. PP : Platform preparation (abrasion).
bifac : Bifacial (retouch). pat : Patina.

BL :  Bladelet (flake). plat : Platform.

brk :  Break. poss Possible.

convx : Convex. prim Primary (flake).
cortx : Cortex. prob Probably.

dentic : Denticulate (retouch). prx : Proximal (flake).
dir :  Direct (retouch). resid Residual.

dist :  Distal (flake). ret : Retouch.

dors : Dorsal (flake). RM : Raw material.

E :  Early (patina). RU : Re-use.

eg :  Example. S : Strong (patina).

exp . Expedient. sec : Section.

fl : Flake. SH : Short (flake).

frag : Fragment. signif Significant/ly.

incip : Incipient (cones of percussion). sm : Small.

inc : Including. SQ : Squat (flake).

inv ¢ Inverse (retouch). subseq : Subsequent.

irreg : Irregular. term Termination (flake).
L :  Long (flake). tert : Tertiary (flake).

lat :  Lateral (flake). triang : Triangular.

Irg :  Large. trunc Truncating/truncated.
vent : Ventral (flake). u-w : Use-wear.

M 1 Moderate (patina). util : Utilised.

marg : Marginal (retouch). V/v : Very.

med : Medium (size).

mod : Moderate.



1.4. Catalogue: Quantification and spot-dating of the worked lithics, with notes

Context | Total lithics | Total weight (g)

Context: Information on the nature of the context if known.

Pottery: Date of any pottery from or the ceramic date of the context if known.

Notes: Elements and trends of initial interest.

Summary: | Dates and relationships to context.

Class | FS | FT | RM | H | w | Patina | D | I | Period | Preference | A

(1105) [1104] | 7 lithics | 25g

Context:

Pottery:

Notes: All small, no patinas, none of the retouched element are of specifically dateable forms.

Summary: | No specific data. The general simplicity/expediency of the retouched element suggests they are

more likely to date from the BA>EIA. Notably, the majority lack cortex, though most are very small
and the 1 larger thicker flake does show some cortex. Though the size of the raw material available
will be a factor, the fact that such small flakes are being used for tools could favour a late date
within the preferred range. The ambiguity and the lack of any certain association with the context
however (see note below) means this material has no specific information to contribute.
NB. The absence of any chalk-soil type patinas in the site assemblage overall suggests the
underlying geology is not chalk and thus none of these can be reliably considered to be context-
contemporary. This also hinders the ability to detect any episodes of the later re-use of earlier
material.

Class FS | FT RM H| W Patina D |1 Period Preference A

Waste

Flake L |/T|7b ? 5 | Burnt Y - -

Small, lightly burnt, spalled.
Retouched
Misc. ret. flake S |T |4b ? 1]1Y? ? - ?BA>EIA

Sm, triang plan, alle dges ret or chipped/snapped. Broad dist end truncated by ssm snap
brks and some dir and inv abr ret, 1 lat some inv abr simple ret and dir shallow semi-abr
ret, other lat dir shallow semi-abr ret.

?Knife/end scraper S | T | 7b | - 1 | N | ? | | - | ?BA>EIA |
Sm spall/shatter, broad convex thin dist shows semi-abr fine marg ret across width
Side scraper - |s [sB7b [H | 12[N -1 [- | 2BA>EIA |

Sm, obliq angled prx amd dist brks, 1 upper prx brk shows a shallow uneven slightly
concave edge of dir semi-abr ret.

Utilised

Flake - knife

L |T |2b ? 1[N ? - -

Sm, chips and scarring, fairly consistent along 1 edge.

Utilised?
Flake L |T [4c ? 2| N ? - -
Sm, chips and scars around edges.
Flake L|T [8b |2 | 2]N 2] |- | - |

Sm, chips and scars and sm brks. Resid?




(1411) [1410] | 8 lithics | 49g

Context:

Pottery: Residual ?BK.

Notes: Small to medium sized flakes and shatter, no obvious quality looking pieces, majority short, most with
some cortex, the retouch simple/expedient.

Summary: | No specific data. The general impression however is that none need be significantly early, ie. none

need pre-date the BA and the retouched elements could more likely be MBA>EIA. None need relate
to the ?BK pottery present, though of course it is possible that some might do. The ambiguity and
the lack of any certain association with the context (see note below) means this material has no
specific information to contribute.
NB. The absence of any chalk-soil type patinas in the site assemblage overall suggests the
underlying geology is not chalk and thus none of these can be reliably considered to be context-
contemporary. This also hinders the ability to detect any episodes of the later re-use of earlier
material.

Class FS | FT RM H| W Patina D |1 Period Preference A

Waste

Flake S |T [9% ? 1| N? ? - -

V sm, chips and brks, resid?

Flake s [s |[R13b [?2 [ 1]~? 2] |- | - |
V sm, some minor chipping.

Shatter? - |1 [72- |- | 7] Burnt Y] |- | - |
Sm thick angular piece.

Retouched

?Awl L |S |BR4b H 12 | N ? - ?MBA>EIA
Thick triang sec,1 uncortxd lat shows consistent abras along length, the dist end forms a
long projecting fragile point at this side which shows some inv simple ret leading to the
tip, the tip showing abras scars all edges.

?Knife - s JRwib |- | 7]N (2] [- | ’MBA>EIA |
Sm, thickish piece, shatter? 1 thin edge shows semi-abr marg chippy ret leading to sharp
point, with some shallow semi-abr ret on oppos face by tip.

Retouched?

Misc. ?ret flake S |S |RwW4b | H 3| N? ? - -

Sm, 1 steep edge shows v sm area inv semi-abr fine marg ret, poss snap brk across dist.

Utilised?

Flake

S | P | SW4c H 12 | N? ? - -

1 thin lat, other edges steeper, chips and scars, fairly consistent in some areas.

Flake - hollow scrp/knife

S |s |sw3b |H| 7][N? (2] [- | - |

1 thin uncortxd concave edge shows some abras.

(4614) [4612] 1 lithic 9g
Context:

Pottery:

Notes: Decent blade probably with worn serrated edges, tip broken.

Summary: | Broadly N>BK and presumably residual as sole recovery.

Class FS | FT RM H| W Patina D |1 Period Preference A
Retouched

?Serrated B | /T | RB4b S? 9 | N7Y? ? N>BK -

Decent, shallow triang sec, dist tip brk, both lats dir ret along length poss worn
serrations.




(4705) [4704] | 3 lithics | 21g

Context:

Pottery:

Notes: 1 decent blade retouched most margins, with a snap break at the proximal end, potentially hafted as a
segment in a composite tool and more likely M>EN if so, though the edges are quite irregular and it is
unclear whether some of the retouch could be a case of later re-use. Notably, the flint has either an
inherent dark brownish hue or dark brownish patina, which is untypical for the site assemblage.

1 naturally backed simple combined piercer + knife sharing a similar dark hue and on a raw material also
not seen elsewhere in the site assemblage. 1 small utilised flake with post patina chipping residual.

Summary: | All flakes have a dark yellowish or brownish hue, which is unusual in the site assemblage overall.
Consideration should be given as to whether the geology in the immediate area is significantly
different to that which underlies the contexts that have produced the rest of the flintwork. If not,
then these are all potentially residual, as may well be the case. 1 piece shows post-patina chipping,
while some of the scars present on a blade might be a case of re-use, but this is again unclear. The
blade is the only piece which offers some indication of a date. It is broadly M>BK and if some of the
intentional truncation work on the piece is contemporary with the blade’s production, then a
M>EN date would be more likely. The current profile is irregular however and it seems that some
re-working may well have occurred.

Class FS | FT RM H| W Patina D |1 Period Preference A

Retouched

Misc. ret. flake B |T |3b - 9 | N?D? ? FI M>BK FI?M>EN

Decent, single dors ridge, shallow triang sec, prx end snap brk, dst end truncated by dir
abrt ret forming 2 shallow hollows with slight peak between. 1 lat shows short length iv
abr ret switching to dir shallow marg scaring along rest (some of these scars possibly
from a second phase of use), with a hollow of inv semi-abr ret at centre and short length
dir abr ret at dist end of lat. Other lat uneven and ragged, with some dir abr Irg ret scars

Piercer + knife (nat back)

along upper 2/3rds and some chips below.
s |s |PB7b |H | 10]N?D? 2] [- [- |

1 thin lat shows some scarring and sm uneven area of inv semi-abr marg ret at centre.
Other lat cotxd but with short length dir abr ret leading to a pointed dist tip, other edge
leading to tip is hinged.

Utilised

Flake - side scraper L |T |2 - 21Y Y - - R

Sm, prx brk, steep lats, 1 lat shows dir marg scarring along length, some post-pat chips.

(5805) [5804]

6 lithics 92g

Context:

Pottery:

Notes:

Interestingly similar sized small pieces, 2 on Bullhead flint, 2 others with similar white cortexes, 2 others
tertiaries. The retouch on most is fairly limited or marginal, only 1 shows some bolder retouch and this is
inverse, somewhat simple/basic/expedient and may well truncate a subtle yellow patina, suggesting this
is re-use if so. 1 other piece may also be re-used. 1 keeled core on Bullhead flint is likely broadly N>BK
and the type is perhaps more common in the LN. An end scraper on the same type of raw material could
date similarly N>BK, while the simple marginal retouch on the scraper’s convex distal end could suggest
that a late date within this range, around the EBK, is more likely, though the form and execution is less
typical of those types that are more reliably BK. Another flake, which has its distal end abruptly retouched
to form a broad triangular shape could also be LN>EBK. The 2 instances of re-use, if so, are more likely to
be MBA>EIA.

Summary:

There are elements of potential LN>EBK and MBA>EIA date, but the presumption about the nature
of the underlying geology on this site (eg. see the Summary in (1105) above) means that none of
the later material can currently be considered as certainly associated or context-contemporary
and none of the earlier material is certainly associated. The nature of the context and the
distribution of this material needs to be considered, also whether there is any precedence for the
occurrence of LN>EBK material in the immediate vicinity, which could help support the dating
preference for this small number of residual pieces.




Class FS | FT RM H| W Patina D |1 Period Preference A
Waste
Core - keeled K|S |G3b - 34 | N?Y? ? N>BK ?LN

Sm rounded nodule, 2 flaking faces producing small short or small long flakes.

Retouched

End scraper

L |[S |G3b H 14 | Y? ? N>EBA LN>EBK

Small, thick, slightly overshot, 1 lat and dist end cortxd, other lat steep (with abras
scarring), the convex dist end shows dir abr marg edge ret and some dir semi-abr ret at
1 corner, the edge profile overall is steep.

Triangular scraper

LT |2c | ss | 10]Y? |2 | | N>EBA | LN>EBK |

Sm, both lower lats truncated by dir steep semi-abr ret forming 2 obliq angled edges
that converge to a point.

Side/hollow scraper (RU)

L |s [sw3b |H | 13[N?2(Y) 2] |- | MBA>EIA |

Sm, narrow, thick triang sec, both faces show some incip cones, dist end truncated by dir
abr ret. 1 lat mostly cortx, other shows inv bold semi-abr ret along length forming an
uneven edge with central concave area, the ret potentially truncating a Y pat.

Knife (RU?)

s |2 [7b [H| 7[N@n  [2] |- | ZMBA>EIA |

Sm, decent looking, thin lats,1 ragged, other shows scars and partic a short length of inv
shallow semi-abr marg ret that may truncate pat.

Knife

L [/T[RW2ib |- | 14]? 2] - [- |

Dist brk, 1 steep lat, other lat thin with bifac shallow marg ret and scarring.

L [ [ [ | [ | |

Totals

25 lithics 196 g
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Figure 12: Trenches with modern features: Plan of trenches
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Plates

Plate 1: Looking east at the site from its west end
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Plate : Looking west at ectio of gully 138, 0.5m scale.
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Plate 13: Looking north at trench 46; 2m scale.
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Plate 23: Looking west at geo-test pit in trench 61 showing change in superficial sediments at depth of 1.5metres below ground level. The
change indicates transition from wet floodplain environment into the dry one. Other possibility is that the grey sediment is a fill of water
channel or large pond.
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