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Fig.1 . Heavy flake implement , Hampshin. coast . 

Archaeology (Groups 12 and 1}) where ther e ie a nota racordin£ the find­
ing of meaolithic and neolithio worked flints in the cemetery at Warb­
lington (50 729054) . 

Site I . Foreshore between Conigar Point (near Warblington church) and 
the mouth of the Nore Rithe stream at Thlsworth ( SU 736051 t o su 7J9053) . 

This piece of coastline is sheltered by Conigar Point and a oonsiderabl e 
width of saltings . Worked flints , derived from loam overlying the low 
bank of CooJ:lbe_rock at the back of the beach , occur all along the fore­
shore , on the beach , above and below high water mark. The lo~ Boil 
(alluvium?) reste on Coombe-rock Which overliee clay. The Coombe- roCk 
oontains angular chalk rubble and flints , mostly stained orange- buff , 
which show no sign of h'lUDall flaking, with the exception of one tri­
angular flake found on the beach. All the other artefacts found on the 
beach , t otalling about one hundred , are of glossy bl ack flint . The 
majority are stnlCk flakes , some of .... hich sho .... signe of utilisation, 
but there a re alao some implements, including one tiny round scraper, 
one end soraper on a flake , one hollow scraper, one small ovate imple­
ment faceted on both face" , struck from a .flak .. , and one hea.vy flake 
implement (Fig. 1) . 

'1'0 me tha artefact" have a neolithio ' l ook' bu t there i8 nothing defin_ 
itive t o confirm this tentative dating. Sever al cores were found and 
some flints were fire-crackled . 

Site rI. Foreshore beach .... est of Warolington Quay ( SU 722052) . 
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This site is e~sed to .... est .... inds and to wave action. There ie consid­
erable erosion of the low bank and very little in the way of salt1ngs . 
Consequently, the .... orked flints which occur on this beach ars battered 
and worn , pre8UlJlS.bly after being washed out of the low be.nk which lI&>in 
consists of loam overlying Coombe- rock and ol ay. The only implement I 
found here was a roU8h side-soraper worked on a flake . 

November 1993 

'P~'1'~t-O';!~1""O~i~a~''--'i0~'~-''';;li~'"i''~'-:-'inE~t;":a-'jc~~,:"b!r~id~"B:;r~"'±i'~n~1 by Christopher Y. 
Tilley , pp. 107 , pls . 5 , figs. 44 . British A.rchaeological Reports , 
British Series 66 , Oxford 1979. Price £2 . 50 . 

Thia ia the published version of an undergraduate dissertation, com­
posed with inherently limited time and resources which .... ere unfort_ 
una t ely inadequate for the ambitious scope of the selected topic . The 
au t hor propose s a model for mesol1thic and , to a lesser extent , late 
glacial and early neol ithic settlement in the Cambridge region based on 
a reconatruction of contemporary topography, vegetat ion and faW1a . Such 
reconstructions are always problematical ; thi s one is particularly so 
becau"e a lares part of the study area consists of Fenland within which 
t he pace and scale of post- glacial. topographical c~ have been 
greater than in I:IOst of Britain and within which much palaeoenviron­
mental research has bean carried out, the results of which cannot be 
hast i ly mastered . Not surpriainsiy, the settlement model sita insecure­
ly in an under-researched landscape . The drai~ patte:rn shown on the 
distribution and site catchment maps is that published by Fox in 192:3, 
althoU8h t his was already oodified by field study of e:>:;tinot water­
courses in the 1930's and can be further re- drawn in the light of the 
accumulating evidence of aer ial photography and fiel d survey. More 
misleadingly, fen peat is shown a t ita mode:rn ext ent for the entire 
period of IItudy . There is indeed . as Tilley points out, evidence for 
Boreal peat f ormation i n parts of the avea, but he neglects to note 
that it is confined to river channels and o ther particularly wet and 
low- lying locations . The evidence of stratlgraphy , radiocarbon dating 
and pollen analysis conSistently indicates t hat larga-scale peat growth 
did not begin in the southern fens until the eaxly thi rd millannium be. 

In these cir cumstances , Tilley 's esttmat ion of the importance of fen­
land resources like rhizomes, fi sh, eele, wildf owl and beaver in the 
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local mOBollthic econolllY becomes queationable . Doubt !DUst equally be 
oast on his conolusion that a concentration of mesalithic Bites and 
finds along the preeent fen edge aoetone reflects deliberate siting of 
settlements to e~lolt both upland and fenland resources. The frequenoy 
of mesollthic sites in the zone may simply result from their former 
preservation by peat gTOwth and reoent exposure by peat wastage . 

Artefacts , the assessment and location of whioh form the second Bupport 
on which Tilley's Bettlement model rests, receiva scant attention. Ex­
cavated assemblages and surf ace oollections , many of them otherwiBe 
unpublished, are B~ily described , and stray finds figure on dis­
tribution maps , but no object s are illustrated . It i s thus almost 
impossible for the reader to form I/o olear impression of the material 
involved or to make an independent assessment of it . A nots to the 
effect that tranchet axes were probably not ueed ea exc~ iteme reads 
str~ly in view of their demonstrable transport from flint to non­
flint areas in southern Ensland . 

The study would have repaid further work: . It ehould not, however , have 
been published in its present f orm, in which coneiderable powers of 
imagination, synthesis and argument are applied to ill- assimilated in­
fOnIlation. 

fiances Healy 
Sept.l,IlIlber 1983 

SPD::IAL FEATURE 

Ll'l'HICS AND CCMPUTEIUl= TOW'ARre A. STANIlARD QUESTION LIST 

by Elizabeth Healey and Jonathan Catton 

Introduction 

The liating which follows is a rsvised version of the Question Source 
File (hereafter QSF) ueed in the preliminary Wlalyeie of the Mucking, 
Essex, flint assemblege . The Lithic Studiss Society is considering a 
recommendaticn to the DOE /CommisSion on Historic Buildings and Monu_ 
ments that a subetantiall y similar method become normal for the proper 
study of lithic assemblages , though we would wish to avoid a situation 
Where methode cf analysis become straight-jacketed and where fUrther 
refinement is precluded . It ie euggested t hat the Mucking QSF, Which 
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is f lexible , could form the basie for turther diecussion and 
therefore, being circulated to wembera c f the Sooiety and to 
tereeted parties for comment bsfore any submission is made. 
document would aleo be inoluded in the proposed "Guidelines" 
assemblages, currently bein8 prepared by tha Society. 

Tha aource f ile and other computin8 info:rmstion 

it ie, 
o t har in­
The reviaod 
on lithic 

The QSF has been drawn up by Jonathan Catton from infonIlation supplied 
by Elizabet h Healey , to oope with the analysis of over 20,000 piaces of 
flint found in a wide variety of contexts at Mucking. Full details of 
the cowputlng methcde used C&l1 be round in Catton.!!..!! (1981). 

The flint question l:1st hae been dee:1gned to be Iil.S flexible as possible , 
so that it can be expandad or oontracted as future ci=tancee dictate 
or other assemblages require . Apart from questions raquirin8 numerical 
&newel's, ksywords (which are very quiokly memorised) are used in the 
answers . The code letter beneath the queet10n number :indicates the type 
of answer acceptable for that parti cular quastion. Thus questions 
signalled K (Keyword) require a single anewer; those with M may have 
wore than one answer; those with N Nquire e. numerical answer; those 
with T (Text) allow frea coIll!Dent (though these coIll!Denta cannot be used 
in statistical analysis) . The ans .... er type can be altered in later 
editione if Nquired. Although the question list appears long, it is 
not in fact complicated to use, because the answers to questione pre­
sented by the computer (or pro f orma) can l ead to tha by-passing of 
subsequent questions which are irrelevant for a particular artefact 
type . This is sUllll!lSr1zed in the diagrwrmatic view of the etl'llcture at 
the beginnin8 of the QSF. 

In eo far as manipulation of data is concerned, it is possible to com­
pare any variable with any other variable. Retrieval systems inolude 
programmes for t c t als and percentages, pie charts, histograms , graphs , 
digital plotting, atc . Other programmas oovering specifio problems and 
WON refined statistioal testa are in preparation • 

.li.rchaeolog:1oal considerations 

The variables selected for recording have been arrivsd at from axpsriance 
rather than theory (after e=ination of many thousands of lithic arte­
faote from a. var:1ety of archaeological and gOOgraphical oontaxts ovsr 
a number of years), as well as frow the study of experimental knappin8. 
The selection of variablas has not been determined by traditional typol_ 
ogies . 

It is to be hoped that the list of questions is reasonably oomprehensive 
(though it excludes functional analysiS) , but at the same time it must 
be remembered that it has been designed to answer ' Mucking-specific ' 
questions. This is especially trus of questions of identification and 
raw JIIIl.tar ial . Howavar, in practice thie naad not presant any major 
difficultiss since the QSF is flexible; questions oan be alterad Cl' ex­
panded or oont:re.cted as circuwstances demand and the type of anewer (K, 
M, N, T) altered if neceseary. 


