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r eport . on eh. r ang. of natural d.~aga ob,erv . ble on quartzite 
pebble. from. graval pit: Tyld •• ley d •• l, wich th e qu a rtzite 
tOmponaat of the v.ll koowu industry fr olll teh .. Wolvet"':ote 
Channel: But why, Dna •• ka, i . the illustration of the beat· 
qua r tzite exalllp l e of a pl.no-tonve~ piriforlll h.ndaxe, the type 
for which the . ite i . f.1II0u . , .1'0 th e only on e which do el not 
.110w the r •• der to judle that a.ymlletry (Fig: 1)1 H.cf..e 
app ends I tomlllent on ' Dill' 1. S5 .a curel1 attributed lII.t e ri .1 frolll 
Wolvercote. 

The thrl ' r a ... ining p.per. on th e Upper Th.me. all t ake • 
more geolo,ical direction, beginning with Br iggs , who revi avs 
th e terr a ce seq uenee a nd it. interpretation reg a rding human 
environmenta: Bridg l .od then di.eu • • e l the darivation, in th e 
pleteau .. d e po . it s , of the qu.rt:ita. u.ed by P.l.eolithic ... n in 
thi s a r e. , and fin.lly P r eston e .. a .. in.. cbe Tri a • • ic Bunt e r 
pebbl l bed . . Personally, I found this s .. . ll gro up of 
contribution . p.rtieul.rly v.lu.ble. The la . t of tha .t ri<;tly 
r e gion . 1 .aetions, on Snuthern England , contain . ju . t One p.per 
on tbe r.w m. teri.l . in the .outh-ves t , by Ali.on Kober t l. 

A . ection entitled ' C.ve" tben follow • . It eon l i l ts of a n 
.rt i cle by Green on raw .ateri . 1 .ele<;tion . nd natural da .. age . t 
Pontnevydd, . nd a note by the edi tor . (faute de mieux) de.ling 
witb Creswall Crag • . Tb e else for abandoning ~;--g;ographie.l 
. tructur e .t thi s point did not .eem to me to be overwhelmingly 
. tron g, 1 IIU.t c onfa.s . The la l t chapter <;ame almn l t a ••• hock, 
in the t.ble of content.: the title i . ' Afriee: Every thing but 
Flint'. But its inclusion lIIske. good s a n.e. luskee p .ho ws that 
Afri c. ha •• lot t o tell 1,1 1 .bout what c.n be done with th e rock 
typa. di.eu.,ed in thl pr e viou s couple of hundrad paga • . ' 
(Que.tio n: il it parver.a to bava left this until thl Ind?): 

Spending some ti.u carrying th e book .round while 
travelling, Ind dippillg into it occ.sion.lly (I re - re.d it more 
.y~tema tie .11y l.t . r ), I 10011 ra.li s ed th . t there vera s m.ll but 
s igniticant improvlme nt l whi<;h would h I ve been very hllpful to 
the reader eve n und e r le •• trying condition s . The <;ontent. of 
l ome lIore or les s a dj.<;ent cbapterl ara l ufticiently a like for 
it to be quita e •• y to lo.e one ' s pl.ee . nd hardly r •• li l e it. 
Mod e rn word-pro<; e'l ing lo ttware .hould by now have relulted, .s 
• mltter of eourle. in th e provi . ion of cunning h •• ds 
identifyin, the p.pe rs. Al so , .t the exp e n .a of a li~tle .. or e 
editori.l vo rk a unified nu~bering . ystam for illustrations .nd 
t.bl e. would hive b ee n h e lpful. Parh.p I th e edito r s could h.ve 
been mor e demanding of th.ir contributor . , too. I "' I' born in 
Wa rwi cklhi r e an d (though not .n inhlbit.nt) h.v I .. or e knovledge 
of thl county than do mlny other re.der • . Neverthele •• , I found 
mys elf becoming irritated la I tri ed to work out how Profel. or 
Shotton ' s quit e large - . e a le mlP' r el .t ed to the Midlands 
genec.lly .0 why no loc a tion ... p1 

The .e ar e s .. l ll and pe rhap s ungeneroul quibblel, thou gh. No 
le ,. import.nt i . that th e ch . pters Ir e well llid out, the 
il1u . trltion . h a va reproduced elelrly, e nd t~ e proof-ra.din g is 
exc a llant. 1 WIS briefly ente rt ained on p. 252 by th e ide a of a 
four - di .. e n . ional h.nd ... e from lUley (9:5 x 6 :5 .. 3 x 5 c .. ) , 1 0 
do not r egard thi l . lip I •• e riou . g round s for eompl l int . 

A point vorth 
volume: Rlther, it 

makiog i s 
i . the 
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not a conferenc e 
editor s ' h.ving 

approached, .ncou~'led and probably badgere d (hulII.n nature baing 
wh a t it i. when It co ••• to d eadli ne s) s ixt •• n other people to 
contribut e t o the r a.l i •• ti oo of • concepe, without the f.miliar 
indu<;emene. of spe nding .0l1leo n e else's 'IIoney by w.y of 
eonf a ranee Or tr.vel grants, or t~e .oe i.l junketing t~at 
'.IIu.lly goa . .. it h this .11 the lIIore c r edit eo cha "dieors 
therefore, fo: .. aking t he book work. For th.c matter, I hope th; 
publiah 'Hs w111 not tak e it too ",ueh . .. i . s if I .ay that the 
.e ri e. to .. hieh thi s belong . ha . speedy s nd econolllical 
publishing .a it . partitul.r attraction rather than che 
presti ,e of • glo •• y, hi,hly-paek.ged and e~penaive l ia t baeked 
by . • eenturies-old r e putation. It is th e kind of proje<;t tor 
Whl<;h B.A.~. works particularly well: one with mode ' t obje<; tives 
and t eehnl<;.l dUllnds, Which fill. a cl ea t need in the 
literature but which would not be vi.bl a fu rther up-m.rket. 

Asking wh e ther the editors ha ve been e neir ely successful, I 
conclude th a t they h.ve met th e objectiva. that they let 
them aelves: they have brought togeeher • u.eful fund of 
knowledge and in th e proees. h.ve provided so .. et hing for 
everyone. The latter pe r hap s inevie.bly ere.te. a eert.in 
u~even~es~, and will prob.bly al.o llav e .. any raader. . li ghtly 
dl 'S ~tl . fled. As an e. se ntially aea d elllie areh.eololi.t with a 
p.rtleularly Eu rope.n orientation, I lound " Ylelf hoping for 
mor~ .ot a~ ouew~rd-looking appro.eh, plrhaps . l so vith mOre 
ambltlOu S d1Scu"10n of raw ... terial procur emlnt s tr . e eg i es .nd 
re~ated tOpiCI, until I re.lised that I w •• not beiDg .l together 
f a 1r. I a .. not the only eyp e of r.ad e r for whom it i s intended. 
The v . rdict, then? It i s a book t~at I welcollle to my shelva., 
. nd one Which 110 ODe II riou .ly com .. itted to the British 
Pal.eolithic .hould be with out . 

Neoliehic Sattlement of 
B.A.I!.. 194, 1988, 391 pp., 

Pa ul C.llov, Febru.ry 1989 

the Th.mlS Ba.in by Robill 
14) fig . , price £24.00 . 

Bol,ate. 

This volullle a iml to reconstruct 'che patelrn. of se ttl a .. ent 
.nd .<; ono .. y i~medi.tely pr ec lding and during th e Neolithic 
period' (p .l ) within th a Th.me. B.sin. There i. I <;onlide r able 
vlrilty of 1.ndsc l p . and environmentll Bone . within thi s .rel 
an d the qU l lity and distribution of known .. onu,,"nts .nd . ie l. of 
the l.te r ,pr e historic period i . l ueh th.t, vhan cOlllbined with 
th e ~utho r I rlle.reh da t ., there I hould be grllt potenti.l tor 
detall.d and s timullting di.cus.ion. 

Dr Hol,.te h.1 o bviously .... s •• d • grea t de a l of 
infor .. ation .nd studied a llrge body of d a ta. I v ould like to be 
.ble to review t he result. of hi . labours in • po . itive and 
enthusi ls tic tone but, sorry to I .Y. th e r eport doe~ not f u lfil 
its promise. To be f . ir, thi s is • lIIueh diltilled ver.ion of . n 
origin. 1 doctoral thesis, but it i. to be hop a d tb a t it 
repralents .. o re edi t e d highlight . th.n ove rall Iyn the .is .ince 
di . cu llio n throughout i . ext r emely bri e f a nd peppered with a 
hOlt of . weepi ng statlment • . 

The report ha. its good poine . certainly - thera i. u.etul 
discu ssio n of the pOlt - d a po s ition . l factors . ffletin, s urfac e 
flint al . emblage . , for instance, .nd the cat.logue of li te s .nd 
find. i. ele.rly for ... t ted .nd .ccom pani ed by n.at di.tribution 
maps. The ph. si ng of eert.in groupl of .ite. i. <;onsidered .nd 
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th er.. i. .1.0 importau t infor •• eion OD th" location of both 
monullent al ar.d n on -lIIonumental l ite s throughout the a .. ea . A 
pott ed hi .tory of a ntiquari a n a nd arch •• ological re . .. . rch il 
provided for .. ach geoloai c al! t opOl r aph ical r eg ion, a nd not e i , 
taken of the c l os .. al.o ci .tion betveen flint axe a a nd 'w atery 
pllce e ' . 

Wher e th e report f a ll~ down i . in the a uthor' . app.r a ntly 
unc r itic, l ,cceptallca of hi l data an d his in l i l ten ce on 
inte r pretinl the evidence on th e baai . of a very few specific 
e thn og raphi c Ind co ntinenta l Naolithic. parallell. Certainly 
thar a a r e cOlllparison, t o be lIa d e in the l. areas but, not o nly i , 
th e re con side rably lIIo r e relev a nr (publi . he d ) archaeolo,ical dat. 
froll much closer to ho~e, there a r e also 101lle ex tr ellle ly 
import.nt contra . t l wi th that archaeo loai c a l dat . Which Rol aa t a 
e ith.r i a noret or mil.al entirely. 

What we are pralanted with i s , "'entially, I . erie . of 
di.tribution m. ps, with accompanying brief description l , .howin a 
L . t e r Me . olith ic to Late Neolithic find. pot s and • mod e l of 
farmin g economy for th e latter p.rt of t hlt .equence.' Se qu e nc e 
i. the key word hera, for the di . tributio n . are de.crib.d al 
though th.y repre .e n t . t a tic .it u l cion. a nd th ere i s little 
.ttellpt .t und e r s tlnding e ith .r the pr oce •• e s by which t hose 
di t tribution . Ca me abou t, or th e underlyin a l o c i al context in 
which dev.lopm e nt occurred . true, ther e i. I hrie f di . cour te on 
th e possibility of .ocial g roup i n al , ba.ed on f ,mili,r ar gume nt . 
about the r ole of c.u.awayed e nclo . ure , In d th e r ecognition, by 
other scholl r s, of the exi.tenc e of fabric and styli.tic 
varil tion l amo ng.c 1 0 •• pott e r y types, but there i , virtuall y 00 
.ttempt at eXlmioinl th . a r t eflc tu a l e vid . nc e a ga in , t any n f th e 
more fo r ceful recent di.cus s ion , on loci . l or g ani 'l tinn in this 
period. Thil il a Iralt shama becau •• tb e re i s al r eady c lea r 
evide nce of both .e qulnce and non-random patternin g IlIongst th e 
monu.ent. and ex i stinl a rt efactual evidence froll the rea ion even 
befor e t h e .urhor ' . own mlcerial i. intro duc ed . 

th e . urhor i s elae r to ex pound hi . eco no~i c model, which 
propo.es an horticultural ba.i s for Earl y Heolithic s ubsi.tence 
,. ttlemen t late r replaced by an 'infield - outfield ' . yste= of 
plou,h Il ricultur e and animal hu sblodr y , and to edduce 
con tin e ntal parallel. fo r thi s de v e lopm en t. Unfortunltely b e i . 
.0 eager th l t we Ire hurried through ext r e mely bri ef ou tlines 
ot th e e nvironme ntal evideoce, tbe distribution and u .e of .tone 
re.ource . , the d efi.n ition of .i t e type. and tbe period 
di ltributioll l the ll.el v. . at l uch a plce th at i t .11 se ell' 10 
.traightforwlrd and obviou s t hat one wonde r . why we have been 
• trug g ling to under . t . nd thi s period for '0 long. 

the auth or ' s ' face -vllue ' Ipp toacb to hi s topic i . further 
r ev.aled by hi. apparen t belief that normal Meolithic .e tt le.ent 
neca"lril y involve. the con . truction of 1I0n u~ent.. Cau.a wayed 
enc lolure , ar e ob.ervad to occur at th e periphery of domeltic 
arl • • (good poi nt ), Whe r e th e y •• em 11.0 to coincid e with ill­
defin e d Inci . l bound a ries a nd p r ovide. focus for a r.ng s of 
act ivitie s l uch . , th e excha nge of Ixe. . Whera . ettl ement 
ex t e ndl, p.rticularly du ri nl the llter Neolithic, into new 
I r e •• , h e con cludel that the n at ure of .et tlement mu .t h ave b een 
rlther di ff erent beclu le monum ent. wer e not const ru c t ed. Now 
thi l ~ay be tru e-'~ the autho r pnints out, thoa e n e wly 
cnloni,ed I r ea s we r l ve r y di fferent in term s of topo lr'phy, 
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80i1 5 , ~r.iil'i<1l and other ch.carreri.tics fr oll r he .. ain .re .. ~ 0: 
earlier ... [tl amlnt - 10 perhaps it w •• n ....... r y to ado pt .. 
diffe.reut type of f a .. mina and t o introduc e tb e pl ollah (I. 
e apr •••• d in th e lIod"l). Unfo rtun ate l y what he does oot 10 on to 
question, alea p t b y th e lIo a t p e rfunctor y of co •• ent a, are tha 
possible r" " OIl ' for th i, expaa' ,ioll o f the ... ttl ed er •• , the 
implicatioll of the locat ion and prob-a ble Chronol ogical and 
soci a l po s itio n of th e ~onum e nts them s elve. , or th e r e l a tion.hi p 
betw ee n monumental s it el , dom e stic . ite l and the la rge number of 
'vot ive' and/or , tructured d eposi t , wh ic h occur s t thi l pe ri od. 
Ther e i , no inte&tilltion o f the e vid enc e from these diff e r . nt 
s ourc., and no ss rious qu.stions are a , ked of tbe m. 

. 'N eo lithi c ' ~~nument . wa r e c o n . tructed for good r ea'ons , at 
dlffer en t .taael ln th e .e ttl e~ent "quence, .nd h e ld ~ eanin a 
for the communi tiel which crea t ed (or inh e rit e d ) th e lll. It i s n ot 
suff i cient .i.ply to pl o t tbeir fin.l di.tribution alon,side 
dome . tic material . ince it i , alraady quite clear , 1,Ii n froll 
publi .bed .• rch' lo lo,icll . ource ~, thlt their con . truc tion , ula 
a nd l ocatlon exerted profound lnfluences On ml ny " pacts of 
human heh , viour - includin , th e Inc.tio n of dOMestic .i t e, and 
the di.tribution I nd . tructure of vo tiv e de po.i t s , of whic h 
tbere I re Rl n y in the Tb llle. V,lley. The au thor 1150 .ppea r s to 
treat Ilter monu.ents as if they were th e direct d esce nd ln t . of 
earlier one. - pe rh a p s this was not the int.ution but th, t ext 
is so brief in placel th lt thet i . how it re.d • . Si~ilerly, tb e 
introduction of the ploUlh, if it does cOll e a, l i te in th e 
. equenc e as t he lu th or l uggest ., milh t Illow for importlnt 
chlng's in a,ricult ural practice b u t it would ,urely not ~ 
them, a. the t ext .eem s t o imply. 

Lithic mat et i a l for" l th e bulk of th e ev idence di .c u ssed. 
Holgate cl e a rl y ha . 00 difficult y in ident i fy in l hi . I rt e f a ct . 
correctly, t houlh the implic . tio n tb a t thin-butte d axe . a r e 
geoe r llly Late Naolithic il st r etC h ing the e ... ideDce 'Om e 
certain~y I r e but the Su ... ,x flint lIina ., whicb ceased 
product~on by t hl middle of th e lrd mill e nnium, produc e d bot h 
t hin- a n~ thic k -butted . xe s . In term . of sit e definition, th ere 
leem' 11tt1e n eed fo r th l lutho r t o demon.trate, a t lenlth and 
On tb . b •• i . of an ethno,raphic p lrlllel , that qu.rry .it.s a r l 
di.tinluilhable f r om d ome. tic . itel .nd ther e i s • worryin, 
im p l ic ,tion th l t .urf lce Ica tt e r . ove rlyin g pit l mu s t be 
directl y r ellted to th l m. th e definition of a dOlle . ti c sit e 
(which co mes before a ny o f th e d at. h i ve b een pre.en t .d) .1 
bein, ' I d isc r ete locality where I dome'tic flint .... mbl.se ... 
has he.n r ecov.r.d . nd wh Ole loc.tion is a t le •• t 0 . 5 km I WlY 
fro . it l 'neare . t nei ghbou r" (p.68) is ext' l ordinary. Once 
a,a in it se.m. to be based on e thno , raphic evide nce . 
Archa eolog ic.l dl t a fro~ othe r • • ea. of lowl l nd Engl and (e . a . 
the South Down t , Hlmp .h ire Bas in, East An gli l n Br ac kl.nd, 
York , b ire Wold .) h I •• b o wn that, wh il . t I lte r Ke sol ithic end 
e l rl ie r Heolithic .ites are f r equently d i. cr e t e Ind fairly 
r e strict ed in extent , th e bulk of the surflce f lint avidence 
will be Le te Heolith ic / Ea r ly Bronz e Al e in dat e a nd i. likel y t o 
extend over VI . t area . II sn . lmo l t cont i n uous .pread of 
m. ter i.t. Pre. umsbly Hol gate wou ld not be Ible to identify any 
Late N eo lit~ i c .i t es in t he. Irel . and one wo nd e r . Wh et h e r such 
' pre ad. occu = in t~e Th.me. Valley. 

the aut h or 
f a vour l bly with 
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ennC r ast s wh i ch see m 10 important . If th s re r eally are no vast 
;pread. of .. aterial in this ar •• , Ch an he r e wa have « mOlt 
intereatinl distinction from other ra,ions which bave been 
studied in depth. tt i. difficult to say more fro. th .. t ex t but 
the catalogue lugges t l tha t thi s distinction .. ay be genuine. 
Although Late Neoli t hic dome s tie s i te s in the region include 
more tool-type. th an " .. rlier aSlemblagel, as ha. bean 
damonstratad el.e wh e r e, the rang e is nowhere near as wida as it 
i. in any of the area. men t ioned above and tool v ariability 
amongst indi v idual collections is unusually low. This is a point 
which ur,sotly needs further consideracion . 

I r.gret to say that I think Dc Holgate, d.spite the greet 
deal of wo r k he has obviously put into his re search , has been 
unable to .ea tha wood for the trees . Thi. r e port doe I Oat do 
justice to the ... ount a nd importance of the dat. ha hes 
collected .nd "hi 1st it mey go 10me "ey toward. recon.tructin, 
sett lement pattern. in th e Th .mes B.,in, it doe s li ttle to aid 
our und a r . tanding of the,... Th e eco nomic model i l int.re.ting, 
but • closer lOOk .t evidence t rom within the Briti.h Isle . 
"ould have provided ... uch mo r e r .levant an d focu.ed b.ckground 
t o t he region than maoy of the continental cult" r el r eferred to. 

Once upon . t ime BAR, were cheap an d one could affo rd to 
buy volull es , uth as chi. for th e cstalogue and the better bits. 
At £24 my ad vic . wou l d b& to borrow thi , one from .. libr.ry . 

Julie Cardiner, January 1989 

Stone Axe Studie .. Volum. 2, th " Petrolo&l'-i0r:f:-,P"'i'i,,-,i,.,,,,,o,,,,,·,,.~,,s:,,oO:"i" 
Implelllents frolll the Briti .. h lll.s, edited by T.II.. McK. Clou,b 
and W.A. CUllllllins . C . B.A. Research Report 27,1988,297 pp., 42 
fig" 23 maps , 40 ta b l es , price [35 . 

.od 

!!£ne Axe Morphology and Distribu t ion in Neolithic Brit .in , by 
Sylvia Chappell . B.A. R. 177 , IgB7, 2 vols, 684 ... xvii pp., 126 
figs, 49 t.bles, price t35. 

Allllo .t half of Stone Axa Studies 2 is mad a up of a list of 
the available petrological identifications of p r ehiatoric or 
apparently prehis t oric implement' f r o~ Britain , a cco .. panied by 
nation"ide distribution maps of implements of each petrological 
group. This pulling-together of inform.tion either previou.ly 
unpubli.hed or di l per sed among many sources il one at the 
volu~e' . ..os t ulefu l fe. c ure. now , and wilt ensur e t hat it 
remains a v alued wor k of ref e rence for m.IlY years to come . A 
major achievemen t of t he volu .. " i, tha t i t p r e.en t s inforll.tion 
from Scotlan d , CUllbria and Northumberland for the fir l t ti lle . 
COllg r atulation. are d Ull to the e dito r s, the C.B.A. a nd the Royal 
Commission on t h e Hi . torical Monuments of England, who •• 
computeri,ad r .co r d of identific.tion. , will, ona hop •• , b e 
lystellatically maintainad. 

The •• 
Clough, and 

data are prec eded by an admir.ble 
b y the f o llowing papers : 

intrOduction 'r 

1. Fenton, 11. 8 ., aad Travi., II..J . A., 'A method 
petrological •• mplel from .tone i"plement,' 
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f" takin, 

2. navil, a.v., lioward. H., and Sgoith, I.F., 'Th e patrolOllical 
identification of I ton e i~plement l fro~ fouth-weft Englaod: 
fixth .",.port ' 

3. Woodc·oclt , A.G., lall)" 
logical identific at ion of 
England ' 

D.B., and Woolley, 
Itone implement. 

A. 11.., 
from 

'The pe t ro ­
ao"th-aa.t 

4. Clo"gh, ":.R: Mcl:., 
identification of .tona 

and Cum .. inl, II.A., 'The 
implements from London and 

pet r ologicl1 
Middlesex' 

5 . Gr ee n, B., ' Th e pet r o l ogical identificltion 
lement. from East Anlli a : le cond r eport' 

of , tone imp-

6. CUllllllina, II.A., a nd Hoore, II.I. .G., 
fic.tion of s ton e implemant l fro .. the 

'The petrological identi­
louth - ea.t Midl a nd . ' 

7 . Clough, T;H:Hcl:, 
identificatioo of stone 
r eport ' 

and CUmminl, W.A., ' Th e petrologit.l 
implelleots from the east Midland.: third 

8. Shotton, F.W., ' The petrological identification 
implement. from the W'lt Midland .: third r eport ' 

of s ton e 

!I. Phillipl, P., Cummin., 
identification of .tone 
report ' 

W:A., and K: •• n, L:, 'Tbe petrological 
implem e nt s from Yorkshire: 5econd 

10: Coope, G: I.., Robinaon, D.J., and Roe, F.E.S., ' The petro­
logical identification of Itone implement. fro .. Lantashire and 
Chesbir e ' 

11. Coope, G.Il., aod Ga rrard, L.S., 
ficetion of stone impl.",ent. from the 

' The petrological 
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