West Kennet Palisades, Avebury
An interim report on the Summer 2019 excavations
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during the Neolithic and Early Bronze Age,0001500 BC)Accounts of these periods are dominated

by interpretiveframeworks devised to explain the creation of ceremonial and funerary monuments,

which form the most visible and tangible parttbe archaeological record in many regions. By contrast,
knowledge of the character of contemporary settlement and other-nmmument focused activity

lags behindThe projectis addressng this imbalance througla coherent and innovative programme

of targeted fieldwork and reassessment of existing data within one landscape that is famed for its
monumental architecture: that ofte Avebury region in Wiltshire.
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1. Introduction

The aim of theAHR&unded Living with Momments Projects to redress a critical imbalance in our
knowledge of life and cultural landscapes during the Neolithic and Early Bronte /46601500 BC)
Accounts of these periods are dominated by interpretive frameworks devised to explain theoreati

of ceremonal and funerary monuments, which form the most visible and tangible parthef
archaeological record in many regions. By contrast, knowledge of the character of contemporary
settlement and other nommonument focused activity lags behindhs projectis addressng this
imbalance through a coherent and innovative programme of targeted fieldwork and reassessment of
existing data within one landscape that is famed for its monumental architecture: that of the Avebury
region in Wiltshirea desigated World Heitage Site.

The specific questions to be addressed are:

1. Can we develop a detailed understanding of the extent, scale, density, character and tempo
of human settlement in the core area of the Avebury landscape during théthNe@ndEarly
BronzeAge?

2. What was the relationship between landscape occupation and monument building, both in
terms of how monument building impacted on the scale and composition of settlement (e.g.
drawing people and resources into the region), and the way thatesattht imparteda
history to places that could lead to subsequent monumentalisation?

3. How was the process of living within this landscape enacted in relation to natural phenomena
such as the distinctive local sarsen stone spreads, woodland, other vegetatjiimes,
springs, streams and rivers?

4. Can we provide, through the mapping of sedimentary deposits and the establishment-of fine
grained palaeeenvironmental sequences, robust estimates as to the likelihood of where well
preserved traces of prehistoric agty might beburied or masked?

5. In order to oercome the perception oledithic andEarly Bronze Age settlement and other
routine practices as ephemeral and essentially passive and static compared to the active and
dynamic practices of monument buildingan we genera diachronic accounts that
foreground the social complexities of lived life (networks, politics, mobilities, identity
formation, etc.)? Essentially, can we be more ambitious in the way we engage with such
evidence?

6. Linked to the above, howao a regionastudy of this kind contribute to the development of
widely-applicable methodologies and interpretive frameworks with which to interrogate the
often intractable traces of settlement during these periods?

There exists a close tie with agendans identified in the recent Research Framework for the
Stonehenge, Avebury and Associated Sites World Heritage Site (Leivers & Powell 2016), specifically
agenda items C.2 and C.3 which relate to better understanding of the scale, tempo, duration and
composition of Nedithic settlement within the WHS, and the relationship between settlement and
monuments.

Through work on Avebury Dow@017 and 2018)the Winterbourne west of the heng@018) and
on Waden Hil(2019)and Knoll Dowr§2018),as well as thragh earlier work at Rough Lea@007:
Pollard et al. 20121nd on the West Kennet Avenue occupation &@@1315), the Project has already
acquired data that begin to address these questi@@glings et al. 2015, 2011) has highlighted the
variety d settlement signatures and histories at the nomonumental locations that exist, and
contributed to an enhanced understanding of the Holocene palae@nvironmental and
geomorphological history dhe region.This documentescribes the preliminary results the next
stage of fieldworkundertaken duringluly and August 2019, which investigapmtential connections
between settlement and monument buildirag the West Kennet palisade enclosu(€gure 1).
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Figure 1Location of the West Kennet palisade relation to other key sites and monuments of the Avebury
complex(contains data © Crown Copyright and DatabagghR2018. Ordnance Survey (Digimap Licence))

2. Background

Known aichaeology and previous fieldwork

The West KennePalisadeEnclosurescomprise one of the principal monument groups within the
Avebury landscape (Whittle 1997). They are located on the floor of the Kennet valley ¢.1.5km to the
southeast of the Avebury henge and under a kilometre to the east of Silbury Hill, &t b&14%b-

150m OD (centred 08U 10968 The complex is extensive, coverimgaea roughly 500m eastest

and 900m northsouth, and comprises two substantial timber palisade enclosures, a series of smaller
timber monuments and sets of radial palisatteek. e eastern of the two enclosure&fclosure 1)
comprises two concentric circuits of palisade, enclosing c. 4.2ha and straddling the River Kennet. The
single circuit of Enclosure 2 is located just to the south of the river and immediately westiagEac

1.1t defines an area of c. 5.5ha within the eastern third of which are three ditched and timber circles.
No structures are clearly discernible on aerial photographs within the western portion of the enclosure
(Martyn Barber pers. comm.Radial pasade lins run fromthe southern part oEnclosure 2 to the
southeast and soutlsoutheast connecting with further circular/subircular enclosureswhile other
elements may lie further to the southeast.

The solid geology here is recorded by the BritidologicalSurvey adNew Pit Chalk Formation
(https://www.bgs.ac.uk), overlying which are deposits of Coombe Rock (Whittle 1997, 57) and
localised lenses of gravel within the valley floor.
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Figure 2. West Kennet palisadezatres reealed through excavation and aerial reconnaissance (from Barber
2013)

Recognition of the presence of the West Kennet palisades is relatively recent when set against the
long history of antiquarian and archaeological work that has attendedNi#& 3 A Psfa@ding dz
prehistoric monuments (Ucko et al. 1991, Pollard 2016). The earliest identification of their presence
occurred in 1950 as a result of aerial reconnaissance by J.K. St. Joseph (although part of Enclosure 2
appears on apre-war photo in Hstoric Emgland's 'Crawford Collectian'Barber 2003, 5). His
photograph picked up the southeast section of Enclosure 1. Observations made during the cutting of

a military pipeline in 1971 by Faith Vatcher, through three seasons of excavation in 1983ntP90

1992, led by Alasdair Whittle of Cardiff University, and further aerial photography and targeted
geophysical survey, confirmed the Neolithic date of these structures. They also led to the recognition
of a second major palisade (Enclosure 2) to thetyieternal structures within Enclosure 2 (Structures
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1-3) and an outlier to the southeast (Structure 4). The excavations prodacgd assemblages of
Grooved Ware, animal bone and worked flitihe bone was likely generated through episodes of
feasting. An initial set of radiocarbon dates placed construction and activity in the-latiel 3rd
millennium cal BC (Whittle 1997, 139). A detailed description of the monuments and their history of
investigation up to the mid990s is given in Whittle 1997, to whithe reackr is referred.
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Figure 3. West Kennet palisades: surface scatters revealed through survey by Wessex Archaeology (from
Harding & Lord 2017)

Subsequenteconnaissance flights arichnscription of aerial photographs i@ shown the complex
of palisadesand associated feature® be more extensive than initially thougfBarber 20032013;
Crutchley 2005) A large, circular outlying enclosure (Structure 5, ¢.90m in diameter) has been
identified 180m to thesoutheast of Enclosure 2, apparently connedie&ructures 2 and 3 by a radial

line that bisects, or is bisected by, the circuit of Enclosure AikBifeatures are visible within its
interior. Asmall timberor pit circlecan be seen between the innand outer circuits of Enclosure 1

on its southwesside, adjacent to which is a substantial rectangular negative feature. Further to the
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south-southeast are features that may mark additional radial lines and a deirded enclosure
€.60m in diameter (Bher 2003). Fortuitously or otherwise, the axis ated by these external
elements continues towards the East Kennet long barrow.

Surface collectionvas undertakerby Wessex Archaeology advance of arable reversion in 2009,
being restricted to the fieltl the south of the Kennet and west of Gunsightésand a small triangle

of land to the east that encompassed the remaining section of Enclosure 1 within arable (Harding &
Lord 2017). Low densities of worked flint were recovered (average 1.98 piec@&Spetransect),
especially over the main enclosurgemselves. Two small concentrations (each €.80m across,

with densities up to 65 pieceger transect) were identified: one immediately west of Structure 5;

the second to the north in the space betam outer radial lines 1 and 3. A massive (16kgrlat
Neolithic flint core was recovered from the hedljge adjacent to the northern concentration.
Harding and Lord have compared this core to three examples found in East Anglia, and propose a
Breckland agin (Harding & Lord 2017). This may not be theg @niefact from an east English source.
TwosuperbrippléF f  { SR 20f AljdzS I NNRPoKSIRa 2y | RABRGAYyO(A
excavations may be imports from the East Yorkshire regionewtnd Grooved Ware shares strong
stylistic affinites with assemblages from the Rudston area of east Yorkshire (Manby 1974; Cleal &
Pollard in prep.).

A limited geophysical survey (magnetometry and earth resistance) was undertaken over the western
half of Structure 5 in August 2011, as part of the StonéSstonehenge Project (Welham & Steele
2012). The results show a continuous signature for the outer circuit and a more interrupted one for
the inner, along with indications of a discontinuous intermedidiiyd circuit. Within the interior are

a series osub-circular and elliptical positive magnetic responses betwe@mlin size corresponding

with pit-like anomalies visible of aerial photographs. A notable concentration of small sarsen in the
area of thecircuits could indicate a dispersed and flatterssdsen bank.

Reanalysis and relating

In a recent paper, GillingsxdPollard (2016) have suggested that hollows filled with animal bone and
Grooved Ware encountered during the 1971 pipe laying and -B28@xcavations were perhaps
created by theextracy 2F &l NASya F2NJ 6KS o0dzAif RAy3a 2F az2yYs$s
Concentrations of natural sarsen were certainly recorded during the 19th century in the part of the

dry valley running from th&ennet within which the main complex sits (Smitl83p If correct, it raises

the possibility of a preor postenclosure phase of stone extraction, with attendant gatherings and

feasting events.

Recently publishedsotope analysis on pig and cattle remsifrom the site demonstrate the long
distance moveent ofsignificant numbersf the livestock consumed at the sjiwith values indicative
of diverse geological origin ary implicationwidespread networkgMadgwick et al. 2019, Evans et
al. 2019)

Themost substantial transformationto our understaydd 2 ¥ G KS O2Y L)X SE aAy0OS 2
has come from a programme of-gating (Bayliss et al. 2017). Using dates obtained from samples of

oak Quercussp.) sapwood from the pogiipes within the pasadest considered to derive from

charring of theouter surfaces of the posts modelled ranges 083353095 cal B@nd 3330;3080

cal BQat 95% probability have been generated for Enclosures 1 and 2 respectively3223215

cal BQ95% probability for a single build. On the basis of these consisyelliddle Neolithic dates,

Bayliss et al. suggest the Grooved Ware presence relates to a separatephetse, of settlement,
unconnected with the palisades. For this, dates on animal bone and antler place the beginning of the
Grooved Ware phase 26752405 cal BE95% probability, and its end 21151865 cal B@95%

probability). There is overlap with theonstruction of Silbury Hill (Leary et al. 2013), supporting the



earlier connection postulated by Whittle (1997). The implication is of continuidgtawards the end

of the sequence, very late usage of Grooved Ware, firmly overlapping with the cuotEBeakers.
Disconnected from the palisades, the Grooved Ware settlement would still represent something other
than the norm (if such a thing can balked of), given the indications of feasting and the specialised
and rather diminutive lithic assemblag®im the various excavations (Whittle 1997 ¢88; Edwards

& Horne, in Whittle 1997). Analogy might be made, albeit with significant differences ierialat
signature, with the constructionelated gathering and settlement at Durrington Walls (Parker Pearso
2007).

Although the new dating of the construction of the palisades looks secure, it does raise issues that
require further consideration and anailg. It is at odds with other dates from comparable Neolithic
palisades in Britain, including monumentsathappear directly analogous (e.g. Mount Pleasant,
HindwellWalton). These belong quite securely to the 3rd millennium cal BC, especially the sedond a
third quarters of that millennium (Gibson 2002; Bayliss et al. 201 742@eaney et al. in pge). The

only demonstrably Middle Neolithic artefact recovered from the complex at West Kennet is a single
sherd of Mortlake (Hamilton, in Whittle 1997%) hardly significantgiven the scale of activity
represented by the building of the palisades alone. And there remains a close contextual link between
the Grooved Ware, dated animal bone and antler, and the palisades themselves. Sherds of Grooved
Ware were fand up to 2m deegithin the palisades (Hamilton, in Whittle 1997, 116). Much of the
bonet which has returned 3rd millennium cal BC datexame from the interface between post
pipes and packing, and again at depth. While Bayliss et al. argue such fatetiaf S f fsoft A y

02
charcoalrich sediments and voids ofthepelsiA LJIS& FTNRBY 2@3SNI eAy3d DNR2OSR

et al. 2017, 261), it is difficult ttonceivethat this materialcould have worked its way so far down the

fills of the postpipes7-800 yeardater, especially when some of the bone remained articulated and/or

in groups (e.g. Trench BB, 7009 and 7012: Whittle 1997, 82 dat¢ld to the mid3rd millennium cal

BC: Bayliss et al. 2017, table 17.1). Articulated material has to beimarypicontextlt is also notable

that a discrepancy exists between dates on charcoal and those on bone from the same contexg. Antler
from the packing material itseffom Trenches D, G and J of Enclosure 1, and from Structaié 3
returned dates withinthe second halbf the 3rd millennium BC, as did bone from a placed group
within the packingof Enclosure Z'rench BBWhittle 1997, 66; Bayliss et al. 2017, table 17.1: see
Appendix 3. It is these dates that must provide the chronology for constructibithe palisades.
Clearlythe asserted connection between the oak charcoal and the posts of the palissti#isopen

to question One interpretation is to follow the line that the charcoal does come from the posts, but
that those posts were curated (Rd.oveay pers. comm.)The gap of many centuries makes this
difficult to believe, and what would be their sourc&Pother is to assume a complex taphonomic
process that results in earlier charcoal material being redeposited in thegijess. That may havto

be afforded consideration, especially since the charcoal assemblage includes a much wider range of
species, and variation in some abundance, than would be expected if simply derived from large
structural timber (Cartwright, in Whittle 1997).uDworking hypdhesisis of a later 4thmillennium

[j
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into the postpipes, perhaps through the embanking of turwegh charcoalrich soilsagainst the
timbers d the palisades.

Adjacent sites and HER data

The West Kennet long barrow (Piggott 1962) is situated 400m due west of Structure 5. Overlooking
the shallow valley within 8@240m of Structure 5, again to the west, are five +itighes belonging to

a ploughel-downlinear barrow group. Other rinditches are present to the south and southeast. The
Wiltshire HER records several sites and findspots within the vicinity of the enclosures, mostly of Roman,
Medieval and PosMedieval date, clustered around West Ketinand Manor Farms, and the
southern end of Waden Hill. Evaluation excavations at West Kennett Farm revealed numerous later
Saxon and Medieval features (Smith, in Whittle 19979%6None of these impact on the proposed




area of investigation, although dg Sawn pottery was recovered during the 1992 excavations inside
Enclosure 2 (Hamilton, in Whittle 1997, 93).

3. Fieldwork $rategy and Methodology

Aims and objectives

Further excavation at the West Kennet palisades a#ditie potential to address seral key project
objectives, including: better understanding thfe relationship between landscape occupation and
monument building understanding of bw landscape occupatiowasenacted in relation to natural
phenomena(here sarsen stone spreadsnd theRiverKennet); and furthemapping of sedimentary
depositsto aid in the creation ofine-grainedpalaeeenvironmental sequences.

A primary focus of the fieldwonkason further characterising the settlement activity associatath

the palisade complexd | SNB WaSGif SYSyiQ NBFSNER G2 | LRGSYyGA
include periodic gatherings of varied duration and composition, feasting events, as well as more
established quotidian activities.) Keyasobtaininga better understanding ofite date, structure and
composition of the two lithic scatters south of Enclosure 2 and adjacent to Structure 5, the northern
of which produced the massive cotliscovered during the Wessex Archaeology surface colledtion
they could be shown to bdate Neolithic, there was the question of how they migbte linked to
activities at the enclosures, or at least to the Grooved Ware phase of activity already known through
excavation Much of our understanding of the Grooved Waassaiated activityhinges on whther

the Bayliss et al. revised later 4thillennium BC dating for the palisades is corredt.i$f the Grooved

Ware settlement has to be treated on its own terms as a-nmmumental phase, albeit engaging with

a place whereaisible traces of those maments may still have been present. From current excavated
evidence it would be highly unusual as a settlement signature, with so much bone and so titde

glre 2F fAGKAOQOAXT odzi 6S | NB | thdt dkBupatiok Bighazidesre G KS t N
highly varied (a reflection of context and circumstance); and, as has been suggested, that material
could have been generated as part of activities linkedotactices such as feasting amsdrsen
extraction Whittle 1997,Gilings & Pollard 2016). Iheé Grooved Ware deposits, scatter sites and
palisades argroved to becontemporary, then understanding the distinction between intnarral

and extramural activity becomes keylhese might be separate, but intezlated, feastig and
residential areas, foexample. Might we also see distinctions structured around resident group status,
relative sanctity, and so forth? Obtaining further samples for dating from the palisades themselves
paying close scrutiny to context dsvis elationship to construction and determining the date of
Structure 5, against which the southern scatter appaarabut, wereimportant ancillary goals.

The work also providkan opportunity to obtaina securely stratifieddepositional framework for
environmental molluscan, micnmorphological and gechemical samples from buried soil and
alluvial sequences present in the River Kennet floodplain, completing the series of sediment records
already mapped by the Project to the west and east of the enclaslitee information return orthe

nature of the prehistoric landscape this significant place is potentially considerable, angas of
paramount importance to retrieve samples for detailed soil micromorphological analysis, as well as
palaeoso| palynological and molluscan data tlean be compared to other important Neolithic sites
such as Durrington Walls and Wyke Down (Cranborne Chase) as well the extensive suite of molluscan
profiles from many Neolithic sites in the regionwlisalsoconstleredimportant to test, develop and

refine the initial landscape development model put forward by the research of John Evans in the 1970s
and 1980s (Evans et al. 1998jhile sampling for environmental remains was undertaken during the
198792 excavationsthe floodplain proper, its marginsnd associated buried soils have not been
investigated by appropriate microscopic methodologies.

10
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Figure 4. West Kennet palisadegcavation areas. Note: trench 4 was not excavated

The palaeeenvironmental and gemorphological work undertaken arouritde palisades in 2019 will
be reported on separately, as part of a wider study of the Kennet system in this part of the valley.

To summarise, the key objectives of the 2019 work were:
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1) to understand the date and anacter of the localised lithic scatte identifiedduring the 2009
Wessex Archaeology surface collection;

(2) to date and characterise Structure 5 and its internal features;

(3) to obtain newmaterial for C14 dating from the complex, atalestablish stratural sequences
through investigatiorof key junctions/intersections;

(4)to discern the soil/sedimentary/vegetational sequences present, as well as identify and sample any
former palaeachannelspuried soils and deeply cainthropogenicfeaturesin this floodplain area.

The latter contextsnay provide palynological data for the construction of lontggm vegetational

and landuse sequences throughout prehistoric and historic times.

Excavation strategy and methodology

The main focus of théeldwork was tobe on the field to the west of Guosight Lane (14cres Field:

part of Tan Hill FarmJxcavaton of eight trenchesvas proposed650 sqg. m. in total): Trenches5l

lying outside the Scheduled area and targeting the two lithic scat&tmscture 5and the southern

end of Radial 3and Treiches 68 within the Scheduled area and designed to investigate major
intersections between palisade circuits and radial lines, and the rectangular cropmark anomaly
between the two circuits of Enclosure(Eigure 4) A programme of sodugering and limitd test

pitting accomparedthe excavation.

In the case of the southern flint scatter and Structure 5, the three trenches {ri@)swere each 10 x

10m in extent, taking in the core of the scatter, the eddehe scatter core and junctions between
Outer Radial3 and outer circuit of Structure 5, a section of the inner circuit of Structure 5, and a sample
of the internal pitlike anomalies. Trenches 2 and 8ud facilitate an enhanced understanding of the
relationship between the scatter and palisade coexpfeatures, and provide an opportunity to
characterise and date key parts of Structure 5 and the features contained within it.

In the case of the northern flint scatter, two trenches (ndsnd 5)would each be 10 x 10m in extent,

and located judgemently: the first close to the field edge, within one of the denser parts of the
scatter and close to the findspot of the massive flint core (reported in Harding & Lord 2017); the
second to thesoutheastof this within an area where surface collection ideietif a notable
concentration.

In the case of the palisade intersections, one 5 x 5m trench (nca$jolbe placed at the intersection

of Enclosure 2 and Outer Radial 1. A second 5 x 5m trench (nast) te sited at the intersection

of Enclosure 2 an@uter Radial 2; while a third trench (no. 8), 10 x 10m in extentid be placed at

the intersection of Enclosure 1 and Outer Radial 2.alim was taestablish the structural relationship
between key radils and the main palisades, and, via Trenchesd/8amifer the potential to establish
sequence between the two enclosures. Trenchaéalso designed to investigate tlsuthwestend

of the large sukrectangular feature located between the inner and outarcuits of Enclosure 1:
specifically to see ifhis relatal to sarsenextraction, whether it might be structurabr whether it
served some other purposdt is describedy Barber as sulbectangular, c. 14 x 8m and perhaps
NBLINSASY (AyY 3 ioHibKaSuildirdyNay geikapd spraelfarm of exte@ y 2 NJ |j dzk NNE ;
(Barber 200318-19). As the intersections comprise quite precise targets, the positions of Trenches
2,3,6, 7 and8 were established prior to excavation through targeted resistivity sunregtertaken
during June 201%ée Appendix 11

Trenches 638 were all located close to areas investigated by Whittle in 1990: Trench 6 adjacent to

2 KA G Grénéhesas (Outer Radial) andd® y Of 2 adzNB HOT ¢ NBy OéchiK F R2F O
(Enclosure 2); and Trench 8 adjacent to Tiisnch G (Enclosa 1). All of these trenches revealed

palisade slots with similar fill morphologies, comprising lines of -pip&s (each ¢.0-8.6m in

12



diameter) set within redeposited chalk and coombe rock packing. Both of the main palisades (in
Trenches T, K and G) wesebstantial affairs, around 1.5m wide and -2.3m deep, with steep inner
sides and sloping outer sides. Outer Ratl{@ Trench S) wamore diminutive than the main palisades,
being c.1m deep and around 1m wide (Whittle 199736313).

Further detals of the excavation and recording methodology are given in Appendix 2.

The fieldwork (excluding the preliminary geophysical survey)umdsrtaken ovema period of three
and-a-half weeks between mid July and early August 2019.

4. Excavation Results

In practice, it povedunfeasibleto excavateall of the trenches in their planned entiretiargelydue

to a slowing of the pace of work dag periods ofexceptionally high temperature that held potential

to impact the welbeing of the workforceTrench 4vasnot investigateddue to time constraints, and

the area of feature excavatiowasscaled down in other trenches. Thisaling backid not hinder the
process of establishing the character of cut features #&ir structural relationshipsln the caseof

the lithic scatters, sufficient areas were investigated to enable their composition and character to be
established.

The scale of theglisade and other timbework features meant that it was rarely possible to excavate
these to their full depths. Theyere, nonetheless, dug to a level at which stratigraphic details were
clearly discerniblei €. pointsat whichany cut relationships wodlbe fully evident). In the case of the
trenches located over elements of Enclosures 1 and 2 and associated raglidlsehches 6, 7 and 8)
full sections of the main palisades had been dug in close proximity previously (Whittig, 199
establishing their basic form and deposit sequence.

In terms of topsoil sampling for the recoveryliphics, 271 sq. m. okoil were hand-excavated and
sieved.

Description of excavated deposits and features begins with the southern flint scatter amtugrs,
followed by the northern flint scatter and palisade intersections.

i. Southern flint scatter and Structure 5

Trench 1

Trerch 1 was positioned in order to investigatesample ofhe southernmost flint scatter identified

by the Wessex Archaeology surface collectibime ground here sloped gently to the eastiginally
planned as a 10 x 10m area, time constraints led to asd®tio focus on the northern 10 x 5m of the
trench. Within this, the former ploughsoil within the western 5 x 5m block was subject to a 50%
WOKSHAASNRQ al YL S ¢gKAES GKIO gA0KAY GKS Sl adsSn
(providing a totabf 38 sq. m.) Thetopsoil (100) was here a compactlpayreybrown silty clay with
common chalk and some flint, up to 0.3m thi€knt was slightly more common towards the base of
the profile, indicating that limited sorting had occurred@he natural waformed ofcoombe rock, with

a large deposit of findpessic silt in thesoutheasern part of the area, perhaps 8itg in a solution
feature.

Moderate quantites ofworked flint were recovered. Provisional assessment suggests the assemblage

is of mixeddate, but may contain an early Neolithic componenpnesented by a number of narrow
flakes.
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Trench 2

Although originally planned as a 10 x 10m area, in pra@iaavation focused upon the northernmost

10 x 5m strip. Following removal of the poorly®& f 2 LISR ( dzNFB 2 F NR®: 4 WO KIS § dz8
former ploughsoil was hanrdxcavated in the westernmost 5 x 5m block with 100% excavation taking
place in the eastenmost. In each case excavation was carried out in 1m squares to provide spatial
control. The ploughsoil (200) comprised a poorly sorted, compact-lonavn silty clay with flint,
0.25m thick. It sealed a moderately compacted lower ploughsoil (201) thittheoform of an orange
brown silty clay with flint inclusions, 0.18m thick. Like the phaay, this was very poorly sorted,
though a slight pedrit interface was evident at the very base. Finds from the lower ploughsoil
included CBM and other pestedieval material indicating its relatively recent agdoderately high
densities of worked ffit were present. As with Trench 1, the assemblagé mired date, and in this
instance includes diagnostic Beaker/Early Bronze Age elements such as a-dnaditedged
arrowhead andaninvasivelyflaked scraper.

Following excavation of the lower plougfilsin the easternmost 5 x 5m block of the trench (again
through 1m squares) two linear features were evident corresponding to the cropmark and geophysical
anomaliesthe outer circuit of Structure 5, F.2000; and Outer Radiakihg Structure 5 and Emdure

2, F.2001.

F.2000

A 4m length of the outer enclosure circuit F.2000 was excavated iar dml characterise its
morphology and determine its stratigraphic relationship with the radial (F.2001). The palisade slot,
[237], was excavated to a maximum diewf 0.3m in the northern end of the trench and 0.6m in the
south Figures5 and 6. The base of thelots was not reached at this deptht its top, the slot was
1.0m wide, and the sides steeply sloping to vertical, with a gently sloping lip evident on teeneast
edge. There was no evidence of any weathering on the exposed edges of the palisadggrstisg

the process of digging and infilling was relatively rapid. The slot contained eighpipest three of
which (relating to posts 7, 8 and 9) were notaxated. The pogpipes were spaced along its length

at intervals of between 0.14 and 0.30mitkvthe bulk of the posts set 0.20m apart (i.e. a post width

T see below). The pipes were oval with the longer axis predominantly aligned along the axis of the
slot (Tablel). Where excavated the sides of these were vertical. Taking the minimum dimep$ions
the cores of the pipes as indicative of the diameters of the original poststeit@rded range of
between 0.18¢ 0.23m suggests a typical diameter of 0.20fe postpipes were sealed by a thin
(0.03m) layer of moderately compacted, dark brown silay (203) containing abundant flint. This
was identical in composition to (201) and is best interpreted esmponent of the lower ploughsoil
infilling a shallowslump in the top of the palisad®roadly circular weathering cones were evident
around the tops of pospipes [206] and [208], being 0.8440m and 0.3®.44m in diameter
respectively.

Postpipe fills (205) and (207) comprised a soft siligy, dark blek-brown at the top of the pipe,
becoming lighter (miebrown) at a depth of 0.15m. Inclusions comprised occasional rounded chalk
and flint. In the uppermost portion of the pipes were concentrations of animal bone and charcoal,
focused predominantly upon #ir eastern edgesinthe case of (211), (221) and (231) the fills took
the form of an extremely soft and friable dark blamown silty-clay containing sulangular common
flintincluding some burned. There was moderate charcoal flecking throughout, miittehbone once
againconcentrated largely around the edges of the pipes. A single sherd of Grooved Ware was
recovered from (211) and some larger pieces of charcoal (uprtord) were present in (221).
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e -animal bone

Figureb. West Kennet palisades: excavated feattneSrench 2

Although excavation of the palisade slot was limited to the uppermost Qit3was clear the posts
were set hard against the eastern edge of the cut (i.e. the interior of Structure 5), with the packing
filling the gap between the posts antld western edge. Although disturbed by a redati4], and
removal during the current exgation of the large sarsen (215) sitting within it, the packing appears
to have involved alternating dumps of material that formed a series of distinctive baiméfowest

of the fills encountered comprised a c.0.4hick deposit of firm, miebrown silty-clay (224), largely

free of inclusions. Sealing this was a dense band of angular flint (223) of similar depth. This was in turn
sealed by a very soft, friable darkddishbrown silty clay (236) that become looser anith more

voids at depth. This was present as a wedge against the steeply sloping western edge of the slot,
becoming thicker with depth as it levelled out. The final layer of packing (209) comprisedhaatom
pale cream chalkgilt containing abundant rounded chalPizontinuous lenses of a moderately
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compacted, darbrown silty clay (235) were recorded on the eastern edge of the palisade slot.
Containing abundant flint, this most likely reflects (203}enial that had weathered into the gaps left

as the posts decayedather than a deliberate packing deposit. A single substantial sarsen packing
stone (219) was encountered hard against the eastern edge of the palisade adjacent to post 5. The
dimensions othe stone were 0.52 x 0.25 x 0.37m, its long axis aligned alengdlisade.

Figure6. Features in TrencB during an early stage of excavatiddote depth of colluvial soils here

At some point in time after the posts had decayed a broadly circulgi2di], 1.0m in diameter was

dug into the top of the palisade line, truncating the pp#pes of postg and 9 The feature was filled

with a moderately compacted darkeddishbrown silty clay with flint(213) The basal profile of this
feature was difficult to determinejue toin part due to disturbance caused by damage to the sarsen
(see below) and ingot the close similarity of the fill of the pit to the palisadecking deposit (236)

into which it had been cut. Where the profile had survived (close to the surface and where the base
had cut through areas of chafich natural) it had steeply slopinglsis merging with a dished base at

a depth of 0.46m. In the base tife pit, hard against its northern edge and seemingly unitary with it,
was an oval posthold240],0.21 x 0.26nin diameter,with vertical sides. This was offset from the line

of the pali®de, cutting into the pipe of post 9. The top 0.2m of this featwees excavated, the fill

(239) comprising a soft, friable miown silty clay lighter in colour and lacking the quantities of
charcoal evident in the palisade pegspes. Inclusions comped flint and chalk flecks. Lying across

the posthole and fillinghte bulk of the pit was a substantial block of orafigewn sarsen (215).
Resting at a steep angle against the easternmost edge of the pit, this was 0.63m in height, 0.47m wide,
and 0.35m irbreadth (Figure 7) The base of the stone was flat, and whilst cortex wasvidence

across the bulk of the sarsen it was missing from the top edge, which was completely flaked and
scarred. The precise relationship between the post (240) and the sarsen is difficuitravel.
Assuming the sarsen had originally sat in the cenfrie pit (as the position of its base suggests) it
would have stood directly adjacent to the post. The sarsen is clearly not a packing stone associated
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with the palisade. It could conceivigthave been used to support the post in [240], but its use seems
excessive in such a scenario. Given the tabular shape of the stone and flat base, the most economical
interpretation is that it was a frestanding megalith, subsequently broken and dispth¢kough this
interpretation very much depends on how much of thiginal stone has been lost. The top of the
stone protruded into the lower ploughsoil (201) and the attested damage could have been caused by
the later ploughing on the site. However, tleek of any notable quantities of flakes and debris in the
immedige vicinity would argue against this as the sole cause. The other possibility is intentional
breakage, with the shattered fragments of the sarbawing beertaken away.

K18 12
F2000 3

231

Figure7. F.2000 and R001 under excav®mn in Trench2. Note large sarse(215)in foreground

Postpipe | Fill | Interface | shape width (m) | length depth (m)
(m)

F.2000

1 205 | [206] oval 0.20 0.22 >0.30
(0.34) (0.40)

2 207 | [209 oval 0.22 0.28 >0.30
(0.38) (0.44)

3 211 | [212 oval 0.2 0.34 >0.30

5 221 | [222 oval 0.23 0.37 >0.30

6 231 | [232 oval 0.2 0.26 >0.05

7 - - oval 0.22 0.28 -

8 - - oval 0.22 0.34 -

9 - - oval 0.18 0.32 -

F.2001

A | 218[[220 | circular 0.47 0.57 0.56
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B - - circular 0.44 0.5 -
C 225 | [226] circular 0.5 0.56 0.6
D 233 | [234] circular 0.44 0.5 0.6
E - - circular 0.46 0.48 -
F 227 | [229 sub-ciraular | 0.38 0.4 0.55
G 229 | [23Q sub-circular | 0.33 0.41 0.51
Posthole

[239[[240 | oval 021 026  [>0.20

Table 1Trench 2, F.2000 and F.200dsppipes. Measurements in brackets refer to the undisturbed
weathering cones at the top pbsts 1J206]and 2 [208].

F.2001

A 4m long stretch of the radial palisade was exposed and partially excavated. A full section was
excavated across this structuctose to the northern edge of its exposud this point the palisade,

[216], was 0.66m wide and 1.1m deep. Testern edge was near vertical, with the eastern near
vertical to a depth of 0.5m before sloping steeply to meet a flat base. As evidenpkhjrthe sides

were straight, becoming narrower at the southernmost end. Within the slot a line of seven Hggular
placed posts (labelled-&) had been inserted hard against the westernmost wall of the palisafie

the post pipes, five were either hadkectioned or fully excavated (A, C, D, F and G); dimensions are
given in Table 2.1. In plan, the pgspes were suktircular, ranging in diameter between 0.44 and
0.57m. The pospipes closest to the junction ti F.2000t F and & were noticeably smaller and

were lescircular. Post pipes 220 (A), 226 (C), 234 (D) and 228 (F) had tapering, conieal wittfil
steeply sloping sides merging with a dished base at a depth of betweert 0.65m. In the case of

230 (G) the sides were vertical to a depth of 0.25m before sloping steeply to merge with a sloping base
at a depth of 0.51m.

The postpipe fills (48, 225, 227, 229, 233) comprised a very uniform, moderately compacted dark
brown silty clay with rare flecksf chalk and occasional flint. In the casq283) the density of flint
increased with depth. Flecks of charcoal were visible throughout the giewith a marked increase

in density, including some larger pieces (600@2m) in the lower third. In thease of(229) larger
pieces of charcoal (0.86203m) were visible in the centre of the pgdpe fill from a depth of 0.16m.
The only other inclusiowas single fragment of very friable, pale blue sandstone (maximum dimension
0.07m) from (227). In stark cofrast to F.2000, there was a dearth of either animal bone or
concentrations of charcoal at the surface around the edges of theipss (sed-igire 5).

Best estimates suggest posts of the order of 0.2m in diameter, though the final two posts of iile rad

line (F and G) were smaller. A gap in the order of 0.3m, dropping to <0.2m in the case of F and G, likely
existed between the standing postshdl posts were packed in place with a single deposit of pale,
whitish-brown silty clay (238) containing abundarounded chalk piecas presumably material
originally dug out of the slotfThere was no evidence of any weathering on the edgeseoflitit, or
weathered material in the base which again suggests a rapid process of digging and filling.

AtsoY S LR AY (G &adzowaSljdsSyid (2 GKS LIO1Ay3 Ay LI OS 2-
cut along the line of the radial. It varied indth between 0.6- 1.0m, becoming wider as it reached

the junction with F.2000. The depth was 0.16m at thetinern end of the excavated length of palisade,

becoming deeper (around 0.2m) as it approached the junction. The fill of the recut comprised a
moderately compacted micbrown silty-clay (204) with flint and occasional chalk flecking close to the

base. A smiablock of compacted reddisbrown silty clay containing abundant flint gravel that lay at
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the eastern edge of the recut in the area of the juonti(210), was thoughtoriginallyto be fill, but
most likelyrepresent a section of natural that was oweut. Overlying204), along the centre line of

the radial and particularly concentrated across the area of the junction with F.2000, was a stabilisa
deposit (202), a turf or soil. It took the form of an extremely clean,-on@vn silty clay. In the
northernmost part of the recut line this was intermittent, appearing in discrete patches a little over
0.03m in depth. Towards the junction it becamigcker (0.2m) and more consistent. Sherds of
RomanaeBritish pottery were recovered from this deposit.

Thereexists a distinct possibility that thadial posts were removed rather than left to dedaysitu
Thetapering profiles may have resulted fromettkinds of distortionghat would be caused by the
rocking and rotating of posts in order to loosen and remdkiem; while the uniform fills could
represent surrounding topsoil that entered the resultant voids. Furthermore, the scalloped form of
the recutwas suggestive of a series of intercutting pits, each centred upon a post. These may represent
intercutting $allow holes dug around individual posts in order to facilitate their removal.

The palisade junction

There is no evidence that F.2000 and F.20@te successive constructions, the two lines of posts
respecting one another fully. Post 8 of Structure 5vesera clear nodal functionThe mirrored
regularity with which the posts running off from this are spaced, along both F.2000 and F.2001, is
especidly striking and emphasisgthe perceptionof a unitary build.

Trench 3

Trench 3 was laid out tmcorporate part of the inner circle of Structure 5 and a series of anomalies
within its interior visible on both aerial photographs and magnetometer surieyearly decision was
made to reduce the area to 5 x 10m, taking in the northern half of ther@idiO x10m layout of the
trench. The trench contained the circular dittdrned-palisaded trench F.3000 of the inner circuit,
three large posholes (F.30B, F.3004 and F.3005), and features F.3001 and F.3003 related to badger
burrowing (Figure 8) All of the featues were located within the interior of the inner circle, and no
features were identified outside the ditch/trench of the inner circuit. It would appear thatpost
holes and palisaded trench are all contemporary. Although there are no diagnostic astefititin

the fills of the features to confirm this, material suitable for radiocarbon dating was recovered from
F.3000 and F.3002, which will ultimately Gom the chronology of the different components of the
monument.

Inner Circuit palisadd=.3000

Foming the inner circle of Structure 5, F.3000 was shown by excavation to have originally been a ditch
with a palisade later inserted into its fi{Eigures 9 and 10. The dith cut [324] was between 1.3

1.8m wide up to 0.9m deemnd more or less symmetricalvith steepto moderate sides andan
undulating baseA series of fills (339), (340), (341), (342 and (343) T only recognised in section,
were seen to be tipping dowimom the western side of the cut. All of the fills had frequent inclusions
of flint and chalk and we derived from weathered natural coombe rock. The fills alternated between
light yellow brown and mid orange brown clayey silts with their appearance hgpigal of the
seasonal silting of a ditch during its initial weathering. The disposition of fiilssimdicated that the
major source of silting was from a bank situated on the outer edge of the ditch. The external
placement of the erstwhile bank showe inner circuit to have begulife as a hengdike earthwork

Above the primary fills was a siegarge deposit(323), which entirely infilled the remaining upper
half of the ditch. Comprising a mid yellowislown silty clay with moderate inclusioms flint and

chalk pea grit, it represented the backfilling of the ditch with the remaining mateam the bank of

the henge. Fif323) contained a single large sarsen located on the western side of the ditch. Given the
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lack of any stabilisation honms or soil formation within the fills of the ditch, it appears the feature
was only open for a fewearsat mostbefore it was backfilled.

The palisade was inserted into the backfilled ditch, along its eastern side. Details of thmpmssof

the paliade are given iMTable2. From south to north, the pogpipes comprise [305], [307], [309],
[311], [313], and [315], filled b§B06), (308), (310), (312) and (316) respectively. On the surface, the
post-pipes were notable for having a staggered alignmaurith [305] and [309] being set further to
the east than the otherslhey ranged in diameter from 0.8255m, and depth from 0.38.75m. Post

pipe [305] was by far the shallowest, the others being of relatively uniform size. The fills of the post
pipes weremostly dark brown, or dark orangey brown, clayey silts with burnt flint and occasional
animal bone. In accordance with the dark organic ahter of the fills, charcoal was also a common
inclusion. Fill§310) and(312) contained greater quantities of bat flint than the other postpipes. In
comparison to the other posgpipe fills, fills(306) and (308) were lighter in colour and containedde
burnt material.

I ® - animal bone
r v T v T T ]

Figure8. West Kennet palisades: excavated features in Tr8nch

Unlike the other pospipes, postpipe [321] contained two distinct fills. The uppé322), was a dark
brown clayey silt with moderate inclusions of flint and chailcin the top of the fill was a large piece

of charcoal measuring 0.25 x 0.1 x 0.1m. The grain of the charcoatilvelearly visible and indicated

that it was laid horizontally, aligned norouth. It clearly entered the fill as a single sizeablegiaf

burnt wood. The lower fill(329), was a friable dark bladikrown clayey silt with occasional flint and
moderate charcoal, and was noticeably darker than the upper fill. The soil and chalk packing material
exposed around the edges of the pgdpe had been turned orange from intense bumgj clearly
indicating that the post had burnb situ, with the post burnig below ground to a maximum depth of
0.75m. It is possible that the charcoal piece in the tof3@P) was part of the burnt post and, given
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its size, it does not appear to havedreexposed to weathering for any prolonged period of time.
Animal bone withunfused epiphyses was found within the upper part of goigee fill (329) close to
its interface with(322).

—_—
KVP I8 T3
—_—
F3000

Figure9. Postpipes of alisadeF.3000 under evavationin Trenct3

The form of the posholes within which the posts were set was visiblethe southfacing medial
section, where it bisected [311]. Here there veasidentifiable cut, [337], 0.65m deep and 1.1m wide,
with steep sides and a rounded base. Poigie [311] was packed around with a yellowistown
clayey silt with some flint (3.

Qut [337] wasonly recognised in section, andies not immediately @ar whetherit representapost-

hole or a continuous palisade trench. There is some evidence that the former is more likely. Firstly,
there is the bayed profile to the lower part the ditch, offering the appearance of being reworked by

a series of pit reuts. Some of the remnant bases of these pits were visible in the base of the ditch and
in part appear to be located too closely set to have formed a@pg ditch. It is possibligat some of

them may represent the bases of further cut featureffectivdy a series of podtoles dug into the
backfill of ditci324]. Moreover, pospipes [305] and [309] were set within holes that were partly cut
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into the eastern edge of ditch [324As the remaining part of the ditch edge was still extant, it is likely
that these posts at least were set within individual pbsies, rather than a continuous palisade
trench.

Figurel0. Southfacing section opalisadeinserted in backfilled ditch, F.300D:ench3

Anaher pit, which may or may not have servedaposthole wasseen cutthg into the backfilled

ditch. Visible in the north facing section on the goside of the trench was a verticakyded cut with

a rounded base, [347], 0.55m wide and 0.85m deep. Cut through the western side of the ditch, it was
filled with an undifferenitated deposit of mid yellowisbrown clayey silt with moderate inclusions of

flint and chalk(348), and like the fills of the ditch was of redeposited natural. An animal bone with an
unfused epiphysis was retrieved from this fill. Cut [347] appears t@ hla& profile of a poshole
although lacking a pogtipe. Since it continuginto the southern baulk of Trench 3 it is unclear if the
post-pipe is present outside the excavated area, but it is equally likely that the pit was dug and then
backfilled withou holding a post.

Towards the northern baulk, the line of peggipes was iterrupted by a shallow recut [319], >1.0 x
0.8m in extent and 0.11m deep. It was filled by a mid reddigiwn silty clay with occasional flecks
of charcoal and frequent flint ingsions,(320). This fill was reminiscent in colour and texture to fill
(202) of recut [216] of the radial ditch in Trench 2. It was cut into the top of pgse [321].

Post Fill Diameter Depth
) Notes
pipe (m.) (m.)
305 306 0.32 0.33 Halfsectioned
307 308 0.40 0.60 Fully excavated
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309 310 0.55 0.70 Fully excavated. Diameté averaged as the pos
pipe was oval in plan, probably due to
disturbance from badger burrowing

311 312 0.41 0.60 Halfsectioned
313 314 0.50 - Unexcavated
315 316 0.36 - Unexcavated
321 322,329 0.55 0.75 Fully excavated

Table2: The diameter andepth of the pospipes within F.3000

Interior features

Inside the exposed area of the inner circuit was a complex of featuresnitiatly proved difficult to
dissect due to the presence of extensive animal burrowing. During excavation they resolved
themselves into three substantial pesbles (F.3002, F.3004 and F.3005) and a network of
interconnecting burrows (F.3001 and F.300Rttlikely formed a badger sethll three postholes

were located at the eastern end of the trench: F.3005 indbatheasern corner; with F.3002 and
F.3004 1.€.4m to the north. The last two posioles intercut, F.3002 succeeding F.3004.

F.3002

Posthole F.3002 was of massive proportigiégure 11)The cut, [303], was oval, and up to 1.95m in
diameter at its top. The sides of thetovere very steep to near vertical but overall tapered slightly
towards the base. The cut was extremely regular and-defihed, except on its south side where the
posthole was cut into the fill of the earlier pehble F.3004. It was excavated tadapth of 1.7m
before excavation ceased. At that depth the base of the Jpis¢, [333], was just starting to give way

to what appeared to be further packing material, although visibility at that depth was hampered by
the difficult digging conditions, and theris a potential that the material was collapsed packing
deposits still within the pospipe. The position of the pogtipe indicates that the post was set
centrally within the posthole, with packing material (326/346) being dumped in around it. Packing
material (326/346) comprised redeposited natural in the form of a light reddisbwn silty clay with
moderate flint and common chalk inclusions. The depth of the-host meant that it was cut into

both the coombe rock, and the solid chalk that startedéaur at approximately 1m below the current
ploughsoil. The varied character of the natural was reflected in the packing, which contained distinct
bands of chalk interspersed by the redeposited coombe rock. Within the packing material was the
crown of a ed deer antler, the tip of which protruded into the popipe and had broken off in
antiquity. A thin band of reddishrown silty clay stretched down the west side of the pbete, and

may represent either silt that had been washed in, or a miegiositianal solution feature.

The postpipe, [333], within poshole [303] was c¢.0.7m in diameter and had vertical sides. The lower
fill (332) of this was a poorly sorted mid reddistown clayey silt with occasional flint and charcoal
inclusions. Both inclusiongere unevenly distributed through the deposit tending to appear in patches
occurring sporadically throughout the fill, although the charcoal was more frequent in the lower
portion of the deposit. The upper fill (344) of the pgipe was a mideddishbrown dayey silt with
moderate chalk and occasional flint inclusions. Although the soil matrix of the deposit was similar to
(332), (344) was wellsorted and the majority of the inclusions lay on a natural angle of rest indicating
that the deposit represente aperiod of stabilisation and more gradual silting within the upper part
of the postpipe. Within the deposit were several large lumps of a highly degraded rock, provisionally
identified as granit€Figure 11) Cobbles of the same type were also found within F.380Hhough

the geological determination of the rock is not yet clear, it must have been imported into the region
and would appear to have been intentionally placed within the deposit. Cobbles of the rock within
(344) were separated by a vertical distance@®POm. Therefore, i{344) does represent the gradual
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silting up of the upper part of the poglipe, clearly some period of time must have elapsed in between
two separate episodes of deposition of the same type of rock. The uppermost part of théaglest
wastruncated by a recut, [345], which centred on the pp#be, but also cut through the packing
material. The profile of the cut was boshaped, 1.1m in diameter and 0.35m deep, with gradually
sloping sides and a rounded base. It was fille{BB), alight reddishbrown silty clay with occasional
chalk and rare flint inclusions. The character of the fill suggests that the feature had silted up naturally
through movement of the soil by colluviation or ploughwash. Given that the recut was centred on the
pog-pipe, F.3002 must have been still visible as a hollow at the timethiledeature was recut.

Figurell. Posthole F.3002 during excavation, showing deposit oflegcal stone withirbase ofupper fillsand
backfilled postole F.3004 in foregroundrench 3

F.3004

Posthole F.3004 was located to the south of, and was bisected byshmdstF.3002. This was equally
substantial. The cut, [327], was circular larpwith a diameter of 1.8m and near vertical sides. Only
the top 0.40m of the feature was excavated, however the depth of the cut was revealed in section by
the excavation of F.3002, showing it to be at least 1.7m deep. The cut was fil[@@3ya firmy
compacted mid yellowistborown clayey silt with frequent inclusions of chalk and occasional inclusions
of flint. The deposit consisted of redeposited natural and was similar in appearance to packing material
(346)in F.3002. The major difference betwettre two postholes was that F.3004 contained no post
pipe and had clearly been rapidly backfilled with the material that had been dug out of it. In the
absence of a pogpipe, the interpretation of the feature as a pelsble rests upon its morphologically
simiarity to posthole F.3002, and physical position in relation to the latter. It would appear that
F.3004 was abandoned as a pbsie soon after it was dug, and at a point after its fill had consolidated

it was replaced by F.3002, centred 1m to thethor
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F.3005

The upper part of poghole F.3005 was heavily disturbed by badger burrowing. Since the feature was
not fully excavated, its full width and depth were not properly established, but the cut, [330], was at
least 1.2m in diameter with very steep hear vertical sides on the east. It was excavated to a depth
of 1.3m before excavation ceased, and at this depth there was no sign that the base of the feature
was near to being reached. A slope in the upper profile of the-pok on its east side magdicate

the position of a ramp. The steegidded postpipe, [336], had a diameter of 1.1m at its top, tapering

to 0.70m at the lowest point of excavation. However, the fills of the upper portion of thepst

had been disturbed by badger burrowing, s tdameter of 0.7m is perhaps the truest reflection of

the size of the post, making it comparable to that held within F.3002. Thepgestvas filled by331),

a mid greyiskbrown clayey silt with occasional inclusions of chalk, flint and chalk peda gwards

the lowest point of excavation two fragments of human crania were discovered. The packing material
that surrounded pospipe, (334), was a mideddishbrown clayey silt with frequent inclusions of
chalk rubble. This deposit was not excavated.

BurowsF.3001and F.3003

The burrow system extended along the east edge of the trench, intetpaetF.3005, and then to the

west andnorthwest F.3001 (cut [301]) was swival in plan, 1.65 x 1.10m in extent, with a depth of
0.35m. It was filled by a redstibrown silty clay, 302. The sides and base of the cut were extremely
uneven being peppered with solution hollows that dove down into theuredt The amorphous nature

of the cut suggested that it was related to burrowing activity, which was confirmebebgliscovery

of badger runs heading west towards the palisade trench, and east towards F.3003, which itself proved
to be a more extensive bagér burrow.

Excavation of F. 3003 concentrated in foeitheastcorner of the trench where badgers had burrowed
into the soft upper fill of F.3005. Badger runs extending out from the-pokt along the whole of
length of the trench to the north, and tthe west where they joined up with F.3001. The cut of the
burrow here, [317], was extensive and difficult to urelvlhe burrow was filled b§82)5, a mid
greyishbrown clayey silt with occasional inclusions of chalk and flint. This deposit was contained
entirely within the upper pospipe [336] of poshole F.3005. It was similar in appearance to fill (331)
of the post-pipe, which occurred immediately below it, suggestiB2pb) represented pospipe fill that
had been disturbed and redeposited by badgarrbwing. Abovg325) lay a light grey brown clayey
silt (335), which had occasional flint and frequent chalk ustbns. Fil(335) tipped down into the
badgermodified postpipe from the west where it continued outside the pgspe within the plough
truncated broader cut of the burrow. It is likely that this deposit represents badigturbed packing
material fromthe posthole. The uppermost fill (318) of the badger burrow was a mid redatistvn
clay silt with moderate inclusions of flint, represemithe silting up of the burrow.

ii. Northern flint scatter

Trenches4and 5

Trenches 4 and 5 were positionadadrder to investigate the northernmost flint scatter identified by
the Wessex Archaeology surface collectidgain, timeand weatheldimited ambitions. It was decided

not to excavate Trench 4 and to limit the investigation of Trench 5 to a 5 x 5m bltuksouthwest
quarter of the original area. The former ploughsoil within Trench 5 (500) was a palerorey silty

clay over coombe rockMorked flint densities appeared slightly lower than those in Trenches 1 and 2,
and, again, the assemblage recovetedkson first inspectiorto be of mixed date.
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iii. Palisade intersections

Trench 6

All of the former fpoughsoilover Trench §600)was excavated in metre squares (25 sy in total).

This was a drk greybrown silty clay with frequent flintup to0.3m thick. Sarsen flakesyorkedflint,
CBM(including Roman tile)pottery, and clay pipewas recovered fronwithin it. On the surface at
least, the natural was clean orangdrown chalky and flinty coombe roclContext (601) was
allocated to finds idetified during a clean of the natural and features. These included worked flint, a
small quantity ofGrooved Ware anthe decayed remains of a cattle frontlet ihe south corner of
trench. The latter was likely deposited in shallow hollow, all but ploughedy. This was at
investigated furtherA deep ploughmark607) ran across thesoutheasern part of the trench.

@ - Sarsen
i@ - Calcined Bone

s -animal bane

0 2m

Figurel2. West Kennet palisades: excavated features in Trénch
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Once the palisadef Enclosure ZF.6000)xandline of OuterRadiall (F.6001)wvere identified, further
excavation was restricted to a 2.5 »6eh block over thi intersection in theeastcorner (Figure 12)

This allowed longitudinal sections of both features to be saed any cut relationships, had these
been presentto be establishedlrhe presence of continuous runs of pggbes in both (i.e. an abseac

of truncation), and the uniformity of fill in both the main palisade and radial sections, show that the
timbers and packing in both were contemporary.

The main body of fills df.6000and F6001 were>eavated to anaximumdepth of 0.750.85m, at
which mint the structural sequence wadearlyevidentand no need for further (deeper) excavation
wasdeemed necessarynthe adjacentl990Trench T he palisadevas 2.5m in maximum depthwhile

the radial in Trench &as1m deep Whittle 1997,81, 83); illustrating that with the case of F.6000
around the upper third had been dugwo of the pospipe fills,(623) and (624), weretakendown a
further 0.25m.The investigateduter, southeasern, side of F.600Qcut [638]) possessed moderately
steep sides in itapper profile, becoming steeper below 0.5m in depth. In plan it was slightly uneven.
The cut of F.600X(t [639) possessed steep sides on theuthwest

Within the top of F.6000 and.6001 was amoderately compact chalk rubbjeacking deposit(602)
with occasional flintand a thin lens of brown clayey silty with moderate small chalk and(@04)
This overlay603), a loose and crumbly miorown silty clay with moderate flirgrave| which formed
the bulk of the rapidly backfilled packing depositamnd the posts Grooved Ware and animal bone
wererecoveredrom this, including a cattle mandible set horizontally adjacent to gupes(618) and
(619 of the radial (Figure 13) At a depth 6 ¢.0.5m a deposit of reddisbrown clay, 634, was
encountered, packed bet@en the postpipes of the main palisade, but not extending further into the
main body of the packing.@asional charcoal, flint and burnt bomere present within this clay
which could either represent aim situtransformation of the chalky packing maigl brought about
by water percolation down and around the posts, or a deliberately introduced clay used to stabilise
the posts duringerection

KVP 19 T6

F6000
603

Figurel3. Cattle mandible withipacking(603), Trenché
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Three large blocks of sarsen wemrcountered within the packing. The largestQdix 0.4x0.4m, was
situated equidistantly between the edge of the cut for F.6000 and {pis¢ 631. It did not rest against
the postpipes, implying it served no function as a packing stone. A small guahtinimal bone was
found around and against the stone. In F.6@@® saisen blocks, 0.4 x 0.3 x 0.2m and 0.25 x 0.2 X
0.2m, were located against popipe 620.

Along the line of F.6000 kne of five circular post-pipes was initially visiblefrom southwest to
northeastcomprising[632), [631], [629], [628] and [621]. These wre initially quite well defined as
separate pospipes, but with depti{629 and[631], and[621] and [628], looked to merge perhaps
reflecting uneven vertical profiles to thiambers. In the case of F.6001 the very tops of the ppigtes
were visible as band of dark brown, friable silty clé§06), with occasional flint and charcoal flecks,
bone, pottery and worked flint. With a little depth, a line of three similar gupes (620, [619, [618])
could be observed running off the position [#21] to the southeast [62]] is therefore shared
between the post lines of F.6000 and F.6QBijure 14)Context allocations and pogipe diameters
are givenin Table3.

/

Figurel4. Postpipes in F.600(Enclosure 2) and6001 (Radial), Trenché

The postpipes were closely spacegenerally no more than ¢.015m apart. The maximum diameters

of those in F.6000 are slightly smaller than those in F.60@L4-0.45+m, versus 0.5m but, with

each of the pospipes being slightly splayed in vertical pi®fthis could reflect partial tracation of

those in F.6000y a later recut along the palisade line (see beldtrghould also be stressed that what
arereferredtohereaspodtJA LJISa | NB Y2 NBE O2NNBOGfte 4SIFGKSNAyY3
in the tops of postpipes proper.

The fills of postpipes [621], [628], [629], [631] and [632 ((617), (623, (624), (630) and (625

respectively) were dark brown silty clays with charcoal flecks and occasional flint and rare chalk. A
little burnt bone wa present i623); burnt flint, sasen and bone i617) and(625); and large pieces
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of bone and burnt sarsen {630). The charcoal i(617) and(625) included larger pieces (up to 0.05m).

I WL dz3Q 2F OKIFf 1 3INI IS 617¢Hach ofltikB.6081ypapipds61gi KS f 2 ¢
[619], [620: fills (614), (615 and (616), respectively) was filled with a similar matrix, though slightly

darker. Bonewaspresent aroundhe edges/interface of pospipe[618]. It is Ikelythat the majority

of artefactual materiafrom the postpipes comedrom midden / refuse deposits banked up against

posts though a degree of intentional deposition cannot béerdiout.

Postpipes[619 and[620 were sampled radially in two 0.25m deep sections to investigate charcoal
distribution.

Postpipe | Fill | Dianeter (m.)
F6000(Enclosure 2)

[621] 617 0.4+
(628 623 04
[629 624 0.4
[631] 630 0.45
(637 625 0.3+
F.6001 (Outer Radial 1)

(618 614 05
[619 615 05
(620 616 05

Table3. Details of F.6000 and F.6001 ppgbes.

Two additionafeatures were recognised within the body of F.6000. The first veasadl bowishaped

pit, [627], 0.3m in diameter ad 0.6m deep, with near vertical sideghishad been dug against past

pipe 628 likely while the post was still standing since it did appear to truncate the pospipe in

any way. It was filled with a friable dark gresown silty clay, 622ringed on itssoutheastside by

pieces of flint and sherds of pottery and fired clay. Pieces of calcined pig bone and large sherds of
Grooved Ware agae from the base of this, evidently forming a placed dep&stow thisvasa packed
deposit of small sgden stoneg633), 0.3 x 0.2mn extent andd.1m thick The second featurg¢636],

was linear and horizontal, 0.1m wide, filled with a lodsek brownsilty clay (635). Interpreted as an

animal burrow, it rarovera distance o€.0.6m between pospipes(628) and (629).

It was evident early on in the excavation that the lind=@000 had beerecut, broadly following the
post-pipes. The cut, [610]obk the form of a shallow ditch, between 1lahd 18m wide Sightly
waisted in the central part of itsxeavated lengthand here filled with more gravelly material, it
initially gavethe impression of having been dug as two separate sectldishapedin profile and up
to 0.3m deep, it possessadoderately sloping sides merging with a slightly dished badmsal fill of
orangegreybrown silty clay loam with common flint gravé13) was largely confined to the
southeasern side, though was thicker irhé central part of the excavated length. Above tli&)4)
formed the main body of the fill. The matrix was simila@a3), but largely stondree below the top
0.02m. This contained fresh sherds of Grooved Ware, implyiagdbut is late Neolithic inade. A
continuation of the recut is visible in Trench T of the 1990 excavations (Whittle 1997, pl. 34).

Trench 7

The excavation strategy in Trench 7 broadly followed that for Trenetitb removal of the former
ploughsoilm sieved metre squares and desx excavation focused on a ¢.2 x 2m area innibeheast
corner over the intersection of the Enclosure 2 palisade (here F.7000) and Outer Radial 2 .(Fti&01)
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natural herewas againcoombe rockThe former ploughsoil, 700vasa 0.3m thickdark brown gty
clay with common flint and sarsen fragmentiit increasing in density towards the bagé01) was
allocated to finds recovered during the clean of the surface below the ploughsoil.

Excavation of the Enclosure 2 patfisaand radial reached a maximudepth of 0.8m perhaps a third
or so of the full depth of the palisade given its recorded depth of 2m in the 1990 Trench K, ¢.12m to
the south (Whittle 1997, 81). This was, nonetheless sufficient to establish the charadtstractural
detail of the features.As with Trench 6, it was cle@iven theabsence of evidence for feutting and

the uninterrupted runs of pospipes that both F.7000 and F.7001 are contemporand of a single
build (Figures15and 18.

F.7000

+ -animal bone 1

I T T T T T T T 1
0

2m

Figurel5. West Kennet padades: excavated featuresTmench7

Theupper profile of thecut of F.7000, [724], was seen to slope at a moderate angle on its exposed
eastern side, likely reflecting the presence ofexternalramp for insertion of the posts. The packing
here (705 was common for both F.7000 di-.7001, and comprised small challble in a pale yellow
brown sandy silt with rare flint and sarsen fragments. Bone was present within this, including a pig
humerus.A ine of four postpipeswasexposed within palisad€.7000:from south to north[718],
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[717],[716] and[715] (fills (711), (710/725), (709 and(708/714) respectively Table4). [715] wasjust
clippedby the trench While variable with depth, their spacing was in the ordec.6f05 to 0.2mand
diameter in the range 0.45 to 0.5rAs wih the situation in Trench 6, the tops of the pgspes here
exposed are in part modified by weathering, giving some (e.g. [715], [716]) a slightly tapered profile.

Figurel6. Postpipesof F.7000 (Enclosure 2) and 01 (RadiaR), Trench7. Note sarsen packing in F.7001

Fills(708), (709, (710) and(711) comprised friable dark brown silty clays witequentsmall flint and
charcoal flecking. There was an increase in the amount of flint and charcoal at the interface between
post-pipe and packing in the case @f08) and (709), with the latter including one especially large
piece of charcoal (0.15 x @) andburnt bone. Larger pieces of flint were present towards the base

of (710). Below(708) was a slightly paler, more buff, fill with common pea grit and no charftid).

It could represent a slump of packing material into the poige from the we# northwest Another

fill was present belovw710), designated725). Comprising a grelyuff sandy clay with charcoal flecks

and occasional flint, it also included fragments of bone and an antler tine.

The ait of F.7001,707], was exposed on its northern sidbe sideshere beirg steeply slopinglt was

filled with (705) (see above). An arrangement of ten sarsen packing std@28), formed tight box

or cistlike packing around radial pepipes. All unmodified, where fyllexposed their sizes ranged

from 0.12 to 0.63mTable5). Of the posipipes, [718] is shared between the posts of F.7000 and
F.7001. Two postipes were observed within the radial proper, [720] and [722], both 0.5m in
diameter, set 0.2m apart, and steejgled in profile. Their fills (713 and 712 respectively)nprised

dark brown silty clays with sparse small flint and charcoal flecking. A few small pieces of sarsen came
from (712), and a large flint nodule from the lower part@L3). The interface betwen (713) and the

packing was not always clear cut.
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Both the palisade of Enclosure 2 and the radial looked to have been recut after the posts had rotted,
following the sequence seen with F.6000 in Trench 6.

Postpipe | Fill | Dianeter (m.)
F.7000(Enclosure 2)

[719 708 714 0.45+

[716 709 045

[717] 710, 725 0.45

[719 711 05

F.7001 (Outer Radial 2)

[72Q 713 0.5

[722) 712 0.5

Table4. Details of 000 and F001 postpipes.

7231 0.31 0.26 0.10
723.2 0.52 0.32 0.25
723.3 0.26 0.15 0.12
723.41 continues into section 0.33 0.24 0.13
723.5 0.63 044 0.26
723.61 continues into section 042 042 0.31
723.7 0.33 0.32 0.28
723.8 0.24 0.18 0.11
723.91 continues into section 0.14 0.09 -

723.10 0.25 0.17 0.11

Tableb. Details ofsarsen packing stones in F.7001

Over F.700 the ecut, [706], wasup to 0.4m deemnd 0.9m wide with gently sloping sides othe

east the westside lay beyond the longitudinal sectipand arundulatingbase Over F.7001 the recut
was shallower, in the order of 3225m deep. Aoose brown sty clay with occasional flint and sarsen,
0.1m thick(702) formed the upper fill. Below this, and more evident in F.7001, was a slightly darker
silty claywith common flint rare sarsen fragments and charcoAllittle worked sarsen, flintbone
(includirg a pig scapula) and Grooved Wanere recovered from the fills.

Trench 8

Trench 8 was sited to take in three features: the continuation of Outer Radial 2 and the outer circuit
of Enclosure 1 at their point of intersection, and the larggaagular cromark set between the inner

and outer circuits of Enclosure (Figures 17 and 1§. Originally planned as a 10 x 10m artee
northwest ¢ southeastwidth was reduced to 8m once it was realised that the trench encroached on
the footprint of the 1990 Trench G. Ax2m area waalso left unstripped on theouthwest In total,

an area of72 square metres was dug.

As with all other trenches, the former ploughsoil was excavated in metre squares and sieved to control
for recovery of artefactsThe ploughsoi{801) wasa friable darlkgrey-brown loam with frequent flint

and occasional small sarsen, up to 0.4m thick, and heavilydistirbed on the eastern side of the
trench.Soil finds included small quantities of worked flinhutanmusof Valens (AD 36378 identified

by Phil Hughs) and a fragmentary Roman glass bdadhe northern half of the trench an increasingly
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brown clay loam with frequent flint and occasionalahcthalk (deignated (802/803)). In the very

edge of the trench on theouthwestthe naturalwas achalky coombe rock. Beyond this, and covering

most of the area, it was formed of pajellow-orange silts and calcareous gravels that sat within a

large, probably late Bistocene, river channel. The slight hollow left by this channel explains the
presene of the lower colluviun{802), which sits within thisWhile the extent of the palaeochannel

could not be tracedit is reasonable to infer it represents a continuatidrtimat recorded between the

inner and outer circuits of Enclosure 1 in the field ke teast of Gunsight Lane, and which was
AY@SaidAalr GSR Ay 2KAGGE SQa0)0NBYyOKSa / YR b 02 KA

Figurel?. Sections of palisade (F.8000 and F.800Tyémch3 during an early stage of excavation, looking to
the west and Silbury Hill

(805) was allocated to finds from the cleaning of the surfacthefnatural and cut featuresand(806)

to those from the upper 0.1m or so of thelade trenches, until a point where confident attribution

to individual features and contexts could be established. Tdaigeensional recording of large bone

and potteryallowed subsequent ascription to particular featurkstially, t proved difficultto identify

the precise positions of the Enclosure 1 outer circuit (here F.8000) and the line of Outer Radial 2
(F.8001). Clues were provided by a zone of sarsen boutdejscting through the stripped surface
along the projected line of F.8000, and byvariably darker but heterogeneous linear zone
corresponding to F.800Matters were complicated by the manner in which feature fills changed
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markedlyin relation to the vaied naturalthrough which they cutA 7.8m length ofF.8000was
eventually exposedanda 6.5m length of.8001
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Figurel8. West Kennet palisades: excavated features incfr8
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F.8000

As excavation progressed it became apparent that the radial (F.8001) cut the Enclosure 1 palisade
(F.8000).¢ g 2 2 LJLJ2 & A y 3f F@OPalaveReNdugy/al dsunciion with F.80Qdroving an
alternating halfsection abng 4.5m of its lengthExcavation was undertaken to a maximum depth of
0.65m 1 well within the upper part of the fills and, while it established theorthern edge of tle
palisade trench, it was not taken backit®southern extent(there beingno archaeological negdThe
southern edge was visible along a small strip in the southern part of the trench, showing Re8800

to be in the order of 3.1mwle.ly’ 2 K A letich S@nl c.1nNd the easdf Trench 8, the palisade
trench was 2.3m deep (Whittle 1997, 62).

KVPI19 T8
F8000 & 8001

R

Figurel9. The Outer Circuit of Enclosure 1 (F.8@@Q)rencl8, showing broken and displaced sarsen packing

Thecut of the northeasern side of F.800Q838], wasnhearvertical with slight irregularityalong its
lengthdue toexcavation through dband slightly unable palaeahannel fills.From the character of
the fills it was evident early on that the posts along this length of the palisade hadrbe®ved in
orderto facilitate the insertion of the radial line across its courBlee main padkg of the palisade
(810), comprised a light yellosarown clay silt with very occasional flint and some small ctizglow
this, andseen only in sectigna deposit of dark grelgrown silty clay with common flint and sparse
small chalk845) looked to fil the space from wich posts had been removetarge sarsen boulder
packing(824)was present along the excavated length.the westernquadrant this consisted of a
dense and interlocked spread b4 boulders and large flakes, distributed in a rather hagpdrd fashion
andwith no clear sense of surroundirg supportingpost-pipes(Figure 19)Blocks lay three thick in
places, some horizontal, others angled, and continued into the unexcavated packing below. They
ranged up to Gm in maximum dimension. Twitakeswith clearsigns ofcortrolled workingwere
present and retainedand three split blocksSet within them was a large sandstone maul or
hammerstonewhich had seemingly been used lmeaking the sarsensFrom the evidence of
displacement and breakage, it cée inferred thatthe upper courses of sarsen packing had been
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brokenin situand levered out to facilitate loosening and removal of the palisade timbers, with the
stone and packing fill then being redeposited in the trench.

In the eastern excavated quadrsa different signatte was encountered. Her@ suboval pit, 1.9 by
+1.4m and up to 0.35m deep, [823], had been dug into the top of F.8000. In its upper profile the pit
sides were shallow, in its lower profile moderately sloping, merging with an irreguilghtly dished,

base. Exposeih situand displaced sarsen packing projected from the base and sides, with large voids
present between and under the stones. Either the pit represents an artificial cut created by digging
around posts and removing the per course of sarsenggking to free the timbers, or it was created
through rocking and removal of the posts and consequent slumping. Or it results from a combination
of both processesThe pit was filled witl{822), a loose oranggrey-brown silty clay vih common

flint and sane small chalk. Pegrit was present at the interface with the sarsens.

Localised patches of loose ploughdidié material(815)wasfound filling shallow hollows elsewhere
along the length of F.800hisfilled voids from recentagricultural removal ofprojecting sarsen
packing

F.8001

The precise course of radial F.8001 was at first difficult to define due to variatioreimdfijostpipe

signatures along its lengthandpartial masking on its eastern side through ttanstruction of a chalk

andfly G LI F GF2NX® 9EOF @I (i S Rwas f6und tég dmgidallideai dugsad) Wi dzl R NJ
1.3-1.7m wide with a slightly undulating edgéOn its eastern side, where cutting through F.8000, its

profile was vertical to @ar vertical. In plan there waa slight outward bow wher¢he radial cut

through the former position of the Enclosure 1 post line. On the westelge and here dughrough

looser palaeochannel fills, the sides were moderately steep and slightly scallép@@01 was

excavated to a dep of 0.5m; sufficient to establish its form, extent and relationship to F.8000, but

by no means close to its full depth.

There were two components to theapkindfill, reflecting the differentnatrices through which it was
cut: the backfill of F.8000 ithe southwesern part of the trench, and the palaeochannel fills in the
northeasern. (804), a light orangebrown clay silt with very occasional flint and some small chalk, was
largely restricted to the zone north of F.80G@here F.8001 was worked throudghe channel fills.
Partially overlapping this and confined to the southern end of the excavated secticso(itbeasof
post-pipe [830]) was(837), a compact blocky chalk rubble in a gimpwn silty clay with occasional
flint. The chalk component hdikely come fromsomedepth, and here probably reworked from F.8000
packing materialThreesarsenpacking stones were exposed(BB7): two set against thesoutheast
side of the radiabdjacent to pospipes [826] and [828{0.4mand 0.6m in maximum dimesion
respectively; and the third opposite these and only partially revealed (0.5 x 0.4m acfidsxe were
two slightly smaller sarsen boulders(804), 0.2m and 0.36m in maximum dimension.

From the top of the trench fill came sherds of Grooved Ware and animal bone. The latter included a
large mammal ribyling horizontally along the axis of the radiathile 0.5mto the northwest of this
was asmall deposit of pig bone.

The postpipe line was first visible as @.6m-wide band of darker soildifferences in colour and
inclusions reflecting the compositional variability of the associated packing material. doukievest
this was a mixed dark greyrown silty clay, relatively soft, witmoderate flint and rare small chalk,
(813). To thenortheastof the F.8001 line a grayrown silty clay with abundant flin{814). Once(813)
and (814) were removed, i postpipes were identifible: from northeastto southwest[831], [820],
[844], [83(Q, [826] and [828] (filled witl{821), (819), (843), (829), (825 and (827) respectively Table
6). They ranged in diameter from 0.5 to 0.7f®820] and [831] being noticeably wider through
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weathering in the tops of their profile§he spacing between pogipes ranged from 0.1 to 0.3m.
[830] was offsetslightlyto the southeastin relation to the rest of the line, but not by an appreciable
margin.

Postpipe Fill Diameter (m.)
[820] 819 0.6

[826] 825 0.7

[828] 827 0.6+

[830] 829 0.6

[83]] 821 0.35+

[844] 843 0.5

Table6. Details of B001 postpipes.

Among(821), (819 and(843) there was notable variation in the form of fili821) wasa browngrey
brown silty clay with common flint andare chalk peayrit. It becamedarker below 0.35mwhere
charcoalwasalso more concentrated819) was darker with common charcoal flecking and less flint.
Inthe lower part ofthe profile the edges of the pogtipe tookon a more brownish tonayith more
frequentpeadqgrit. (843) wasnot easily distinguished fro the packing(804), butcould be discerned in
section as a loose, slightly darker, gtepwn silty clay band

The postpipes were better defined along the lengtiithe radial filled with the more chalky packing,
(837). (829), (825 and(827) were darkgrey-brown silty clays and clay loams with occasional flint and
chalk peagrit. Charcoal was most visible(B29), where concentratedh the top of the fill aroundthe
easkrn sideof the postpipe, along with burnt flint and a piece of calcined bore\ery largecattle
vertebra, through which waimsertedalong bone fragmentwas founct.0.25m down in the centre of
the fill. Charcoal was also presentithin (825), being more abundant with depth. In the casgq&7),

the centre of the fill was noticeapldarker than the edges/interface with the packing

Captured m the southern corner of the trencand extending beyond its confinegs a 0.05mrthick
packed deposit of suangular chalk and flint, with occasional sar¢@d9). As exposed, this was 3.0 x
1.6m in extent, but since it continued beyond the trench to $mutheastand southwestits full
dimensions could not be establishékhis overlaypoth the eastern edge of F.8001 and parfFo8000,
but could be see to stop against the posgtipe rowof F.801. A large fragment of antler pick was
embedded within the chalk and flint deposit, the beam set parallel with the axis of the rég1ig).
looks toform an artificial surface a floor or platformt constructed after F.8001, but at a time when
the timbers of the radial were still preserfeloughing has undoubtedly truncated the upper profile of
the surface to some degree, making it difficult to esistlits original thickness, and, indeed, finish
and purpose. It does, however, have a very structurel fe.g.as a building floor)That a very short
interval may have existed between the constioot of F.8001 an@809), and between (809 and
F.8000, is implied by thabserte of any soitlevelopment over the palisade fills whéme platform/
floor was ceated.

F.8002

A section (c.4.5 x 3.5n0f the large rectangular pit, F.8002, was exposed in the north of the trench
(Figure 20)Once the feature he been defined andipper colluvial deposits removed, a slot 3.75m
long and 1.0m widavas excavated through this to thbase.The edge of theud, [811], was mly
exposed onthe southwestside A moderately shallowupper profile had resultedrom extensive
weathering the pit being dug at this poimhto the soft and unstable palaeochannel filtsa depth of
1.05to 1.1m(1.6m from the current ground level). The sidesrgedwith an undulating basedipping
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slightly to the north If elsewherearound its aicuit it cut through a more solid medium thehe lower

sidesare likely to be much steepelThe kasewas found toutilise the more solid coombe rogk
followingthe interface of this and theverlying,horizontallybeddedbasal channedands andjravels.
Cut into the base was a small, scibcular pit, [840]0.35min diameter, 0.15m deepwith moderate
sloping sides anddished base

The base of F.8002 was rather dirty amgegthe impression of having been subjected to traimg,
perhapsoccaioned at the timeof digging. The fill sequence begins wiB42), a pale beige sandy silt
with sparse flint, coming in from #southwestside and only extending a little way into the pit. Animal
bone atthe interface of this andhe base included largpieces of cattle and pig bone. Overlapping
(842 was(835), a thin (0.04m thick) layer of ashy grey silty clay, tightly compastth few inclusions,

but with noticeable charcoal flecking. Within it where more bones, among them several articulated
pig vetebrae. This may have derived from decayed organic matnidformed underwater-logged
conditions (Mike Allepers. comm), raising the possibility that the pit was dug just deep enough to
intersectthe contemporary watetable.

Figure20. Pit F.8002Trench8, showing burnt sarsen in lower fills

(836) and (834) represent further, and likely quite rapid, episodes of weathering from the southern
side.(836) wasathick deposit oimid greybrown dayey silt with some flint and pegrit grave]j (834)
afriable light brown loam with common flint and charcoal fleckiBgth extended only part way into
the pit. There then followed the apparently rapid accumulation of a tiigkto 0.35m)deposit of
burnt sarsen and charcoaich soil,(817/818). This consisted dad looseyvery dark greyalmost black,
clay silt with abundant (70%) angular burnt sarsen distributegenly throughout, and frequent
charcoal The clay content of the deposit increased wdipth. From the very top of this came sherds
from perhaps four late styledakervesselsAverage counts and weits of the sarsen were made
using a single bucket standard. Thesevide estimates of around 9,000 pieces of stone, weighing
approximately 42Rgs and this from a relatively small sample of the depddiich of the sarsen was
sub-angular and fissized, ad so did not derive from the firgetting of large stones. Overall, the
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deposit was reminiscent of material from burnt mountte stone and barcoal being the byproduct
2T I WK24 NRO1Q (SOKyz2f23& G(GKIG YAIKEG SyO2YLIN aa

Around he edges of the pit, and forming alongside and subsequent to thg8b7/818), was a
weathering deposit ofoose light orangebrown silty loan with common chalk pegrit and occasional
flint, (808). Worked flint and burnt sarsecame from this There then followed a potentially long
period ofstabilisationmarked by a wrm-sortedsoil (816), comprising a dark greygrown loam with

well sorted conmon flint. Saxonpottery and animal bone were recovered from this, seemingly
dumped into the broad hollow of thpartially-silted pit. More colluvial in character (i.e. more poorly
sorted), an overlying dark gréyrown silty loam with common flin@807), alsoincludedrare largeflint
nodules, smalfragmentsof coombe rock charcoal animal bone, burnt sarsen anchore Saxon
pottery. The fill sequence ends with the general colluvial layers covering the northern part of the
trench (802/803)

5. Discussion

While it was not possible texcavateall the trenches to the extent originally planned, the work was
very successful in addressing the key objectiw®ancingunderstanding of the lithic scatters
establishing the charactdand indue coursethe date) of Structure 5 and its internal feates in
investigating key structural sequencescross the complexand in obtaining new material for
radiocarbon dating.

This section should be read alongside the detailed and insightful discussion provided byir Alasda
Whittle in his 1997 report (Whittlel997, 15167), which offers afuller and highly relevant
consideration of matters of context, construction and comparisons for the complex. We would like to
reiterate the comments made by him on the striking unifogmif construction of the main palisade

St SYSyita o02KAGGES MdPPpTE MpHUI YR KAA LISNOSLIGAO
must be presumedto have beenswilit 62 KAGGf S MdppTt I mMpcod

Structure 5

We can begin with Structure 5. The investigafiegkures within Trenches 2 and 3 shS8iructure 5 to

be of the same general character as other elements of the palisade complex excavated to the north

by Whittle, with both inner and outer circuits and the linking radial (Outer Radial 3) comprising close

set palisads. The radial and outer @uit were clearly constructed simultaneously. Whether the

northern end of the radiak contemporaryith Enclosure 2 remains to be established. Deviating from

LI GGSNY 2F O2yaidNUzOG A eciyclittbegurssa dtchedndningeac.40mi NHzO (0 dzN
in diameterwith an erstwhile external bankt in effect a hengelike earthwork The ditch was

backfilled soon after being duthe absence ofecondary fillsuggesting a timérame ofa few years

at the verymog. The palisade was then inserted into the pasilged, partlybackfilled circuit. This

may implythat the inner circuit had a brief life as an independent monument, before being integrated

into the larger palisade complgxan important detail in terms founderstandingcontingent and

changing decisions intl@mpleXd RS GPSt 2LIYSyd® LG NBOIffa aKS aSi
lived henge enclosure subsequently buried by episodes of mound enlargement (Leary et ala2013)

that at the Longstoes, where a ditched enclosure of later Neolithic date was levelled not long after
construction (Gillings et al. 2008). The scale and morphology of the Longstones ditch provides close
comparison to that at Structure: %oth are steegsided, F.3000 between.31.8m wide and up to

0.9m deep; that at the Longstones 2211m wide and up to 0.96m deem plan, both appear to

describe flattened ovals.

Within the interior of Structure 5 are a series of massive {mdés, two of which (three, if F.3004 is
viewed as independent of F.3002) were excavated during 2019, others of which show on aerial
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photographs (Barber 2013) and geophysical survey resileiham & Steele 2011 Only further

excavation can elucidate the plan of this monumental structure/setting, sheextensive system of

badger burrows confiesthe register of features visible on aerial photographs and geophysical survey.
Whatever their arrangement, the monumental character of the timber setting here is not in doubt.

The postholes were larger thanhose that form the inner ring of the Northern Circle at Durrington

Wallg$ FyR 2F O2YLI NIofS aAail s G2 GKS I NBSad LkRad:
Longworth 1971, 36). They aaémost twice as wide as the larger posts of the Sanctu@rgr(ington

1931).

The sequence seen with F.3002 and F.3004, where the latter is cut by the formbackfitled before

ever having hel@ post, bears close comparisavith posthole E4 at the Sanctuafitts 2001, 20)

There five episodes of pit or pb-hole re-cuttinghave been inferredPitts interprets this as the result

of the individual postioles having held timbers for only a brief time before the posts were removed
the infilled featuresbeingrecut for the next postiole. He also notes that #éoriginal excavators
missed this mass of recuts due to the cleanliness of the chalk pagkithghe lack of intrusive silting

and sediments reflecting the briefness with which the posts were in the ground. In retrospect, and
with reference to the excatan of F.3004, it is perhaps more likely that the cleanliness of the fills
indicates that the posholes were backfilled immediately after excavation without ever having held
posts.

Geophysical survey undertaken in 2011 highlights other structural compkill to be unravelled,
including a third, potentially discontinuous, circuit running between the inner and outer; nvigje
immediatelysouth of the outer palisade are tweurvilinear anomalieshat may indicaé another,
smaller,enclosure

The sale of Structure Bnakes it a significant monument in its own rigitith anouter diameter of
between 90100mit is closen size tothe inner, primary, ditch at Windmill Hill and thidorthern and
Southern Inner Circlesithin the Avebury henge (Smitl9@5). The central timber stting must rank
among the largst of late Neolithicwooden structures whatever itspreciseform. At around 40m
diameter, the inner circuit matches the outer diameter of the Sanctuary rings, and equivalent timber
monuments such @the timber settings at Woodhenge, the Southern Circle &itg [V, Mount
Pleasant (Cunnington 1931, Wainwright & Longworth 1971, Wainwright 197i&)in the complex,
the outer circuits of Structures 1 and &nd inner ring of Structure, 4re of similardimension to the
inner circuit of Structure 5Hopefully, future work will elucidate more details of form. Large parts of
Structure 5are masked byGunsight Lanand farm buildings, buit is notable thatwhere visible the
circuits bestdescribe flatterd circles, givinghe monumenta distinct NW-SE or NESW axisNo
obvious entrance can be detected, thoughe could lie at a point where currentipasked

Enclosures 1 and 2 and the Radials

Where encountered in Trenches 2, 6, 7 and 8 the Radials (3, 1 @spe&rtively) were shown to be

of the samepalisadeconstruction. Previously, only the form of Outer Radial 1 had been confirmed
(Whittle 1997. We now know Outer Radials 1 and 2 are c¥nte2 NI NB 6 WA Ay 3IE S o0dzA f R3
2, whileOuter Radial 2 ds the outer circuit of Enclosure While evidence remains ambiguo@uter
Radial Zappears(from the aerial photographic evidencw) stopbefore oragainst the inner circuit of
Enclosue 1, and s@ouldbe contemporary wittthat. If so, the inner circitiof Enclosure 1 could post
date, by a short interval, the outer circu@aution must be exercised here because of the poor visibility
of features against the field edges. Whittle alsde®oa possible continuation of Outer Radia.@5m

to the NNE of fiench 8,asseenin the former MoDpipe trench when refurbished in 1989 (Whittle
1997, 83) however there is no visible trace on aerial photographs of the intervening length,
suggesting th pipe trench feature is unrelatetf. Outer Radial 2 doesbutthe inner ring of Enclosure
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1, it would meet at the point of an hypothesized entrartbeough the latterin the area of the current
Gunsight Lane (Whittle 1997, 152)

Although there is cleagequence with the driving of Outer Radial 2 through the line obtlter circuit

of Enclosure 1, the time depth was likely short. Traces of post removal, invohendjgging of
extraction pits and breakingp of sarsen packing stones, were visible waittiie top of F.8000. This

would imply that the posts within F.800@ere both still standing and in solid ordethen removed

Perhaps the succession can be measured in a few years, or a decade or two at most. From observations
in Trench 8 we can be sutieat the zone of post removal extendser a length ot.5m at leastput

was it a more radical reworking thamvolved the wholesale dismantling of the outer circuit of
Enclosure 1Whittle noted difficultly in detecting pogpipes in his Trench G, immedigteast of our

Trench 8 (1997, 62; and site notebooks in Alexakd@iler Museum), with individual pogipes only

taking definition at a depth of ¢c.0.9m. A darker, more flinty zone that could mark a recut (perhaps
even the extension of [823]) is alsoille in the published sectiorW(hittle 1997, fig. 29) Root
disturbance was advanced as the explanation for the poor visibility of theqipes herebut the
RAAGdz2ND I yOS Ol dzagfliRg2 @& ORNA YOS NEF R W& 2 i KSNJ LI2aaAc
take the zone of post removal e@n east of the intesection. Elsewhere around the outer circuit of
Enclosure 1 pogpipes showed clearly from a high level and signs of disturbamce absent (i.e.
Trenches P, H, E, D, C and N: Whittle 19983 lindicating they had been left to riot situ The bulk

of the outer circuit was therefore retained, with short, entranlilee, gaps established where Outer
Radial 2vas inserted through th circuit.There was apparent elaboration to these new entrance gaps,

with the construction of thechalk and flint surfacglatform (809) against the eastern edge of the

radial at this point.

Details such as the running of the Outer Radial 2 line through the outer circuit of Enclosure 1, the
intercutting of postholes in the centre of Enclosure 5, and the evidence here of aggllicircuit
superseding a shottved henge earthwork, show theie some sequential depth within the building

of the complexCould we envisage a shdived sequence beginning with smaller frsanding and/or
enclosed timber structures, of varied forirend the outer circuit of Enclosure 1; then smaller circles
enclogd by outer timber rings and linked to the reworked Enclosure 1 and Enclosure 2?

This acknowledged, in each instance events look to have occurred within very short order, potentially
acros justa few yearse.g. just long enough for the primary fills ditch F.3000 to accumulate

Somewhat surprising, too, is the unity of build seen v@ihter Radials 1 and 2 and Enclosure 2, and

Outer radial 3 and the outer circuit of Structure 5. Muchiok S 02 YLJX SEZX 2NJ I G €SI &
was created in one catructional eventWith continuous palisade lines rather than lines of individual

post-pits, even the options for periodic (annual, seasonal) breaks in buildingsgeminglyremoved.

Thisis fast architecturen a significant scalf. McFadyen 2008yhich recalls in its tempo the later
constructional phases of Silbury Hill (Leary et al. 2013).

There now exists an opportunity to more fully integrate radiocarbon chronologies with a new
understanding of structural relationships and observed sequencesder to resolve our concerns
that the charcoal from the pogtipes need not relate to the palisade timbers, and that dates on such
do not provide a secure chronology for constructiomigro-sampling for charcoal in the poeptpe fills

was undertaken infénch 6 in an effort to better understand the taphonomic processes involved in
its inclusionWe alsoobservedand recoveredoth animal bone and antler within the packing f{ile.
primary contexts)of the palisadesfrom which furtherdates will be obained

Environment

Soil micromorphology suggests the palisades were constructed in an environmerd sidible and
well vegetated soil surfaceelatively undisturbedAppendix 4).
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Activities inside and out

Replicatingo large degredhe signatures seen during the 19871992 excavations, animal bone was
relatively abundant within palisade features. Moderate quantities of Grooved Ware were recovered
(over 80 sherds), with a particular camtration in Trench @ncluding sherdsecoveredfrom primary
contexts inthe palisadepacking fill.In addition, there were 13 sherds of Beaker from the soil in pit
F.8002(see Appendix 3Worked flint was present iguite low quantities from feature lfs in the
northern part of the site (Trenches 6, d8), and a percentage of this comprises residual Mesolithic
material (e.g. blade cores from Trench Blore flint was present from the area of Structure 5. Full
characterisation of the worked flint rezered from the former ploughsoil in the two scatteones
(Trenches 1 and Sitill needs to be undertaken, but the initial impression is that it relates to more
than one phase of activity, and that only a tiny percentage can be linked with confidenice katé¢
Neolithic.

Threedimensional recording of tger animal bone and ceramics from feature fills was undertaken
whenever possible. In the case of Trench 2, boare be seemo have accumulatedgainst the posts

on the interiorsideof the enclosureThe placing/dumping of bone against the posts may abgalain

its presence within larger pogtipe fills (e.g. in Trenches 6 and 8). In some instances, more formal
depositional practices were at play, as observed during the previous excavations whembdarelar

was recorded abeing placed against posthiring the backfilling of the palisade trenches (Whittle
1997, 152). One can note here the instance of pit [627] in Trench 6, which was dug against standing
posts at the junction of Enclosure 2 and OWRadial 1, and into which was placed a deposit ofdyeml

Ware and calcined pig boné\lso of note ishe deposition ofragments othhuman crariin F.3005.

These assemblages reinforce the impression of feagti@ major activitybut not of sustained
occupation given how little worked flint was recoved (from the northern part of the site at least).
There is an obvious contrast here with Durrington Walls, wineneses andarge quantities of work

flint testify to a period of intense occupation (Parkeearson 2012, Chan et al. 201B)ere is then

the question of the purpose of the large pit or tank, F.8002, in Trench 8. This was dug seemingly to
intersect the watestable and showd signs of having held water in its base. Animal bone was present
on the base, and considerable quantities of burnt sarsen occurred itoter fills. We are inclinedo

view the dumps ofburnt sarsenas functionallyrelated to the pit; their inclusion als serving to
consolidate access from the unstable southern side. Tiesarelya connection to the pit or post
circle observed on aerial photograpinsmediately to thenorthwest(Barber 2003, 2013), while intra
mural linears visible to the north, alongittv Outer Radial 2, and the inner and outer circuits of
Enclosure 1,auld be seen to provide a demarcated and deeply enclosed space within which activities
linked to the pit were containedContexts fothe WK 2 i & (i 2 y Smarked By@h€ ugnf sarde
include burnt mounestyle cooking orsweatlodge/saunaactivities The latter ha been tendred as

an interpretation of the elaborate late Neolithic building and burnt stoioh midden recently
excavated to the south at Marden hen@eeary & Field 2012)\either, of coursegxplain the need to
create such a colossal piti(h a projected capacity of ¢.170 cubic metres), when ready access to water
was supplied by the Kennet. Pdating by a good margin the widespread appearance of water
acquisition techntogies such as wells in the Middle Bronze Age, its function was pehbesgpprosaic,
serving instead as a sacred pobhalogy could be drawn with the much larger, rectilingii K yA{] S Q
extension to the west side of the ditch surround Silbury Hill §tetmal. 2013)A large clayined pit
penetrating the wateitable wasfound inside the palisade enclosure at Forteviot, Perth and Kinross
though radiocarbon dates would plateat featurein the early Neolithi§Noble & Brophy 2011, 72).

Palisades, wateandtopography
Pit F.8002 emphasises tie@2 Y LJclsde Qainectiorto water (Marshall 2016, 137). This is most
evident in the way Enclosure 1 straddles the Kennet, in the mativerEnclosure 2 abuts the
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southern bank of the river close to the Waden Springs (the original Swallowhead Springs: Steve
Marshall pers. comm.)and the way Enclosure 1 encircles a major spwiragl This intimate
relationship with water can be matchenithin immediate range at Silbury Hill (Leary et al. 20&8);
the Marden henge, which abuts the River Avon (Leary & Field 2@81&)arthwork avenesjoining

the River Avorat DurringtonWals and Stonehenge (Parker Pearson 204y with the Greyhound
Yard endsure at Dorchestethe circuit ofwhich likelyconnects tahe River FromeWoodward et al.
1993). hdeed a recurrent connection existcross the British Isldsetween hengesnd other late
Neolithic monument formspalisades includedand water (Richas 1996 Bradley 2000Noble &
Brophy 201} Theclosest parallelin both overall morphology and watery connection can be seen
with the par of palisade enclosures &lindwell in Powysyhichenclo® not only a spring but a large
pool or pond (Gibson 199, Jones & Gibson 2017

A better understanding of the relationship between the enclosure complex and its topdgssiting
emerged durig the fieldwork, quite simply as a result thfe familiarity with the landscape this
engenderedMost evident was th manner in which key elements of the comptexEnclosures 1 and

2, structure 4 and Structure & were set against the very edge of tharrow floor of the winding

valley leading from the soutfThe rather dominant alignment of the current Gunsight Leerals to

draw attention away fronthis, but it is evident within the field and on contour data. If the valley floor

is taken as a routeway, nming in a sinuous path from south to north, then Outer Radials 1 to 3 are
seen to run more or less perpendicular ttus, effectively blocking or controlling a natural flow of
movement. Small gaps can be seen in Outer Radial 2 on the geophysical daésstisggcontrolled
movement was intended through this line into the pinched space between Enclosures 1 and 2.
Movement was then possible into Enclosure 2 via its elaborate funnelled entranéeto the space
between the inner and outer circuits of Enalme 1(by means of the small gaps left to either side of
Outer Radial 2 where it punched through the outer circaitd then possibly into the centre via an
hypothesised entrance under Gunsight Lane: Whittle 1997, 152). Conceivably, the space left between
Enclosures 1 and 2 could have led to a fording point of the Kennet, and so access from the south into
the heart of e Avebury compleXerhaps this dry valley, running from what remains as a braided set

of paths and routeways running onto the high doworfrthe Vale of Pewsey, was one of the principal
routes into the Avebury landscape from the south. If so, the palisades served, ladeflyomplex set

of barriers and spaces that mediated the final part of that journey and the crossing of the Kennet. It
NEOItfta b2ofS YR . NRLKe&Qa O2Yedsfinde agdymoverdent LI f A &
via a series of thresholds and trarity £ T 2y S&aQ 20b1ZHt S 3 . NR LK@

Marking and memorialisation

With few exceptions (e.g. the short section of thaencircuit of Enclosure 1 removed to facilitate the
insertion of Outer Radial 2), palisade posts wkfé to rot in situand were notreplaced A likely
lifespanof a hundred years or so has been suggested for the posts (Whittle 1997, 156), giving the
complex a relatively short life as a monumental structure. It was clearly never intendednimin as

a permanent landscape featurandmay even have been constructed for one relatively brief cycle of
ceremonial activitySet against this is theodelled san of420¢575 yeardat 68% probability for
Grooved Ware activity at the site, taking bone from both palisade and midden contextis¢B\al.
2017, 263). Whether all these dates can be linked to Grooved Warparsgeis open to question,
since it wauld push the use of that ceramic close to 2000 BC, but they do suggest thagboagating
feasting activity continued for several danes. There are therefore questions abdwiw long traces

of the palisades remained visible, whether attempts were medmark or memorialise elements in
any way, and how traces and markers may have structured subsequent activity.

Actions to mark and/ocommemorate parts of Structure 5 and Enclosure 2 were recorded during the
2019 excavations. At some stage after thetpd®sad been left to rot, a pit was dug at the junction of
the outer ring of Structure 5 and Outer RadiaR3yosthole was dug at onedge of this pit, close to,
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but offset from the line of the original palisade and a standing stone of narrow tabulamdfiaced in

its centre. Assuming the original height of the megalith was sufficient to have stood proud of the
contemporary surface, thpost and sarsen would together have served to mark the nodal location of
the junction. It was also clear that the radgdrsisted as a shallow linear earthwork.

Within the interior of Structure 5 large cobbles (provisionally identified as granite) were placed in the
upper fills of postoles F.3002 and F.3005. This recalls the occurrence of large pieces of broken sarsen
placed in probable recuts in the top of onéthe postholes at the Sanctuary (Cunnington 1931,-314

5), in posthole C6 at Woodhenge (Cunnington 1929, 88), and-pokt 5074 of the later Neolithic
alignment at the MoD Headquarters site, Durrington (Thoomp& Powell 2018). All are worked or
brokenstones. Best observed with the Durrington Walls Southern Circle, but seemingly part of a much
wider tradition, closingor commemorative deposits of bone and other materialrevdrequently

placed in recutsluginto the tops oflarge later Neolithigpostholes (Parker Pearson et al. 2008, 162

3).

There were no obvious signs of other radials or the outer circuit of Enclosure 1 being marked in any
way following post decay. However, the circuit of Enclosureddnches6 and 7was clearlyrecut,
broadly following the pospipe line. This took the form of a shallow ditch, up to 0.4m deep, the fill of
which contained fresh sherds of Grooved Wdrgregularity and even base, which truncated the tops

of the postpipes,shows thisvas not formed by intesecting weathering cones in the tops of the pest
pipes.The same recut is visible in sections dug in 1990 and 1992, in Trenches K, M, T, BB and CC
suggesting it is continuous around the circuit of EnclosujéRittle 197). It is espcially distinct in

the Trench M section, where it is visible as a broad cut ¢.0.5m deep with dark soil fill, slighty off
from the postpipe line (Whittle 1997, fig. 44, pl. 33)here is a change from a broaesblaped recut

on the easten part of thecircuit to a deeper Mshaped recut on the west (i.e. Trenches BB and CC:
Whittle 1997, fig. 44)A datefrom pig bone from the recut ifirench M gives a mi@rd millennium BC

range 25702515 (19.5%onfidencg, 25012338 (74.5%onfidencd, 2321-:2309 (14%confidence

cal BC: UB22626 3948+36BP. Bayliss et al. 2017), consistent with the Grooved Ware from Trench
6.

The ditched recut was likely accompanied by a smatlagt bank, and could have survived as a visible
earthwork feature intoearly historc times. Whittle notes how the modern field boundary (perhaps a
late AngleSaxon creation since it also serves as the parish boundary) kinks where it meets the circuit
of Enclosure 2, then delggs again at the point where it intersects thater and innercircuits of
Structure 1 (Whittle 1997, 153This acknowledgement of the location of earlier features could only
have happened if they retained an earthwork presence. The question remains why the circuit of
Enclosure 2 should be redefinedjtthot that of Enclosure 1?

RomaneBritish and Anglesaxon activity

Small quantities of Roman tile and pottemgre recoveredrom the former ploughso#cross the site.
EarlyAngloSaxon pottencamefrom the upper fills ofpit F.8002n Trench 8, alongith animal bane,

a broken glass bead and a limited assemblage of metalwork that includieoireknife andperforated
(curated?) late Roman caiA similar deposit of AngiSaxon pottery and animal bone was found in a
soil/stabilisatiorlayerin the innerring of Structure hot far to the wes{Whittle 1997, 84) and further
WYt v y Q |-Sakon matedd i2 a natural channel to the e@sench CWhittle 1997, 86)
This must relate to a phase of early An§laxon settlement on the floor dfie Kaennet valley at this
point, perhaps a precursor to the Late Andlaxon and Medieval settlement immediately north of the
river in the environs ofVest Kennett FarniSmith, in Whittle 1997, 686).
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Concluding comments

Much of our route to understandinghy the enclosures were built relates tohenthey were built,

and the vexed question of whethdris the charcoaJ or bone and antler datethat provide the best

chronology. Our reading of the evidence supports a-8ridl millennium BC buil@supported ly in

field observation of Grooved Ware and animal bone in packing matebial)the matter requires

proper resolution to be achieved through both-assessment with colleagues of the context of

materials already dated, and new dates from samples recovehatdihg 2019.If indeed both
construction and gathering/feasting activity can all be accommodated in thatlateolithic, the

connection to Silbury Hill is reinstatese@Whittle 1997 for compelling lingsCertainly available dates

on animal bona from varied contexts, busomefrom what we regardas primarypalisade contexts

(Appendix $ T show overlap with the construction of SilbuHill, and alsowith eariest Beaker
presencearound the 24th23rd centuries cal BB4ayliss et al. 2017, 26Healy 206, 47, Leary et al.

2013). Should we place the creation of both monuments within current knowledge of the genetic and
SGKYAO RAAGAYOGA2Y 0SG6SSy SIENIe& .SIFETSN O2YYdzyA
(Olalde et al. 2018), and see their creatasan almost millenariamresponse to perceived threats to

traditional authority and worldview®uch depends on how these communities saw themselves and

others, levels of interaction, integration and imaginatidtnNJ & K2 dzZ R ¢S &4SS GKS |
Grooved War®© Sy (i dzNRA S & Q Kditddge matérial cdnKeStioris i {ittics and Grooved Ware

styles as indicative of stability, success and reneuithin the regior? There exists much potential in

the analysis and work to follow to think critically not just ofihthe work at the West Kennet palisades

AYLI OGa 2y GKS t NB2S Os éndkeyltrangférmationsdail the2myldte 8rl RS NJ A &
millennium BC world.
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Appendix 1: Geophysical survey

Given uncertainties in the precise gegferencing of the cropmark transcription, a programme of
geophysical survey was deemed esseritiaénabling the project to optimise the placement of its
trenches. In practice three 40 x 40m survey areas (the last of which was truncated by the road to leave
a 40 x 28m area) were centred upon the intersections to be investigatackas 1, 2 and 3 drigure

Al.1. These comprise the junctions between Enclosure 2 and Outer radial 1, and Outer radial 2 and
Enclosures 1 and 2.

Figure Al.1The geophysical survey areas centred upornT8gafter Barber 2013)

The original intention was to employ a comation of fluxgate gradiometer, soil resistance and GPR
survey. However the extremely wet conditions meant that the dense meadow grass covergitgthe
made both soil resistance and cdrdsed GPR survey impossible. The former was attempted but the
thick mat of wet grass made it impossible to reliably log readings and as a result this method was
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abandoned. Fortunately, the gradiometry worked extrdyavell, enabling all of the required
intersections to be identified.

The survey was undertaken between théth and 20th June 2019 by Jeremy Taylor and Mark Gillings.

Method

In total 0.432 hectares was surveyed using a Dual Sensor Bartington Gradv@i a traverse
separation of 1m and reading interval of 0.125m. Data processing was carried out usasymeyor
3.0.34.10 with data manipulation limited to eitriping, clipping and interpolation only. Geo
referencing of the survey grids was carrmat using surveygrade GPS (SmartNet enabled Leica GS15
receiver) enabling any anomalies to be located amghound with a high degree of accuracy.

Results

The results are presented with interpretations in Figure A1.2. In all cases the fluxgate grtmidiom
detected the lines of the palisades (especially the soil and chariobelills of the pospipes), alog

with additional structural features. In area 2 this included a rectangular feature (D) not recorded as a
cropmark. In the interpretation plotshe approximate locations of the 1982 excavation trenches
have been indicated (broken grey lines) as bastan be reconstructed from the published site plan
(Whittle 1997).

Area 1

The arc of Palisade Enclosure 2 has been detected (A) along withetaf [Duter radial ditch 1 (B).
The former gave a higher and more emphatic response which confirms the ntogited differences
between the enclosure ditch and radial recorded in excavation by Whittle (1998381Although
faint, the results do raise #h possibility that rather than a discrete junction, the line of the radial
continues into the enclosure. Thigises the possibility that it either linked to (or passed close by) the
western edge of Structure 1, the very bottom of which falls within theveyed area (C). This would
suggest a similar relationship to that of Outer radial 1 and Structures 2 &iduB€ Al1.1). The fainter
response of the radial within the interior of Enclosure 2 may suggest a different fill to thepipest
here, potentialy indicating posts were withdrawn. The way the signature of the Enclosure 2 palisade
seems to overrun that oB (Outer radial 1) would imply the latter is earlier. This could suggest the
complex begins as a set of smaller circular monuments joined byl yaliaade lines, subsequently
elaborated through the creation of Enclosures 1 and 2.

Area 2

Once again tharc of Enclosure 2 has clearly been detected (A), as has the junction it forms with Outer
radial ditch 2 (E). The very similar magnetic responserazat way in which they abut one another
could be taken to indicate that radial E (Outer radial 2) and Enpdo2 are contemporary. In the far
southwest corner the arc of Structure 1 is also evident (C). In the northeast quadrant in the angle
formed by Aand E is a rectangular anomaly (D) approximately 15 x 11m in maximum dimension. Not
visible as a cropmarkhis offers an interesting parallel to the rectangular cropmark recorded in area
3, which appears to be symmetrically disposed (Fee below). Ther are suggestions of possible
breaks in the line of E and the southern and northern boundaries of D whicindieste the presence

of a passage through at this point.

Area 3

This area was truncated by the modern road (Gunsight Road) which was bordered by metal fencing.
Both Outer radial ditch 2 (E) and the line of the outer palisade of Enclosure 1 (F) hawdetsstad.

The relationship between Outer radial ditch 2 and Engled is more ambiguous than that observed

with Enclosure 2, as it appears to run over the outer circuit of the former. Its relationship to the inner
circuit of enclosure 1 is currently usitain. In addition, the unusual rectangular (H) cropmark and pit
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or post circle (G) lying between the inner and outer palisade lines of Enclosure 1 have also been
recorded. Once again there is a suggestion of a possible break in the line of E at itgesbetind.

Area 1

15.8nT

=13.2 Al

Area 2

8.7nT

-3.5nT

Area 3

3.0nT

-3.0nT

T T T e T FTREE Bl I
0 20 40m

Figure Al.2The survey results. Lower case lettensl dotted lines indicate trenches excavated between 1987
92 by Whittle (1997).
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Figure A1.3The combined survey resukg§incorporates data (c) Crown Copyright/database right 2007. An
Ordnance Survey/(EDINA) supplied service).
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