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Chanter 4: Relationships between enclosures within selected areas. 

In this chapter, the distribution of the evidence for enclosed settlement will be 

examined in the context of four geographical sub-regions (Fig. 88). These have 

been selected to illustrate the topographical diversity of western Somerset and to 
highlight specific aspects of enclosure distribution considered relevant to this 

study. In addition to providing a review of site distribution within each sub- 

region, each section will illustrate and expand on themes introduced in Chapters 

2 and 3. By assessing specific enclosure distributions and associations in relation 
to topography, it is hoped to identify patterns which may indicate differences in 

land use and food procurement strategies across the study area. 

4.1 Sub-region 1: The northern Ouantocks and surrounding lowlands. 

Extending over some 130 square kilometres, this sub-region includes parts of the 

north-eastern edge of the Brendons, the Doniford valley, the West Somerset 

coast and the lowlands to the east of the Quantocks. As illustrated by Fig. 89, it 

covers an area of contrasting relief which is dominated by the high gritstone 

uplands of the north Quantock ridge. In order to consider the archaeological 
evidence in more detail, this sub-region has been divided into three smaller areas 

which will be examined separately. 

4.1.1 The Stogumber area. (Fig. 90) 

This area is bounded to the east by the Doniford valley and to the west by the 

steep-sided Monksilver valley, beyond which lies the eastern edge of the central 
Brendon uplands. The eastern flank is underlain by mesozoic pebble beds, 

sandstones and breccias, which have produced low elevation areas of strong 
relief with numerous short, steep-sided combes. To the west of this, an area of 
less undulating relief is underlain by palaeozoic Morte slates, which range in 

elevation from c. 90-240m. OD and have produced all but three of the sites shown 
on Fig. 90. 

160 



CY) 

m jý Ui 

a 

Lu 

V, 
Q 

U 

m 

c 

Cn X 

O 
111. 

,11 

., 11 _ 

ca 
oI, 

LLJ 

"Wd' C13 

ööö -`i sý `ý I 

rO 

W 

,. ýý, ýuý 
------- 

Fig. 88 Key map showing locations of sub-regions discussed in Chapter 4. 
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Fig. 89 Area I: General reference map and distribution of enclosures. 

( Key : open circles = air photograph images ; filled circles = extant or partially extant 
enclosures) 

On the pebble beds to the north of Stogumber village, two intriguing partial 

sites (SG02, SG 10) are located in sub-dominant positions overlooking the 

Doniford valley. Both are illustrated on Fig. 91, where SG 10 is an air photograph 

transcription and SG02 a schematic representation of the bank and scarp shown 

on the only published plan of the site. 
Known as Curdon Wood Camp, site SG02 was visited by Bothamley (1911, 

480), who recorded a c. 120m length of extant bank up to 2.5m high with the 

remains of an external ditch. Although most of the site perimeter was destroyed 

by quarrying, he thought it likely that its downslope eastern side had been 
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Fig. 90 The location of enclosures in the Stogumber area. 

defined by a steep scarp. Unfortunately, the extant features were almost 

completely levelled by bulldozing in 1964 and the bank is now only discernible 

in places (OSAD Record in HER File No. 34023). 

On the limited evidence available, it seems probable that this site originally 

enclosed between 0.4-0.7ha and thus it has been tentatively included in Group 3 

(3.4.3). It was sited at c. 85m. OD on a short, steep sided promontory and would 
have been intervisible with Trendle Ring about 1.8km to the north-west. It had a 

strategically significant location overlooking a narrowing of the Doniford valley, 

which forms part of the main lowland route between the Vale of Taunton and the 

coast. 
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Fig. 91 The location of sites SG02 and SGIO at Stogumber. 

( Stippled line shows modem field bank. ) 
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Fig. 92 Areas visible from site SC10. Fig. 93 Air photograph of : SG 10. 

Yellow diamond shows location of site, with Devon Air Photos YR07 [1995] 
red shading indicating extent of view. Map 
kindly supplied by Somerset County Council. 

Lying c. 200m to the west of SG02, site SO 10 consists of a fragmentary double- 

ditched cropmark, with a possible extant portion being represented by a modern 
field bank (Fig. 93). It lies on the crest of a promontory adjacent to a break of 
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slope and has views over parts of the lower Doniford valley and surrounding 
hills. 

This feature has been published as a small fortlet or signal station of probable 

Roman date (Griffith and Homer 2000,12), although Webster has noted that its 

location is more suggestive of a late prehistoric enclosure (pers. comm., HER 

No. 35452). This latter possibility has recently received some support from the 

excavation of double-ditched enclosures at Yarford (4.3.2b) and at Volis Farm, 

Cheddon Fitzpaine (4.3.3a). 

More problematic is the identification of site SG 10 as a potential Roman 

military work. Although in terms of size and shape it appears to resemble the 

coastal signal stations at Martinhoe and Old Burrow in North Devon, it lies some 
distance inland and, as shown by Fig. 92, has no view over the adjacent coast. 
Furthermore, whereas both Devon sites have produced evidence for military 

occupation and abandonment during the Cl AD (Riley and Wilson-North 2001, 

76-77), a surface collection of pottery from SGIO has been dated to the C2-4 AD 

(Bidwell, P. in HER File 35452). A further objection to a Roman military origin 

may lie in its siting, as it is not well positioned to clearly observe movements 
from both directions along the Doniford valley. 
Whilst there is much uncertainty regarding the morphology, dating and 

potential function of these two sites, their close juxtaposition suggests that this 

locality may have been of social or strategic significance within the area. The 

size, strength of defences and position of Curdon Wood Camp in particular are 
indicative of a site of some importance within the local hierarchy. 

Approximately 1.5km to the south-west of Curdon Wood Camp there is a 

marked clustering of cropmark sites, all of which are located on Morte slates. 
Covering an area of about two square kilometres, these range in elevation from 

c. 80-185m. OD and are recorded in 3.2.2 as cluster 4. 

As shown on Fig. 94, the eastern part of this cluster contains four small 

enclosures, three of which (SGO4,05,07) lie on moderate to gentle north-east 
facing slopes on the crest of a low promontory. Site SGOS is probably of 
trapezoidal shape and appears to be attached to a fragmentary linear feature 

which might represent an annex or field boundary. It is paired with SGO4, which 
lies some 40m to the west and is of quadrangular shape. About 270m to the 

north-east, SG07 is a small, quadrant-shaped enclosure which is adjacent to a 
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Fig. 95 Western part of enclosure cluster 4 located near Stogumber. 
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conjoined rectilinear feature (SG08) some 100m downslope to the south-east. 
This latter site lies on a steep slope adjacent to a stream and appears to be 

associated with a fragmentary system of small fields or paddocks. 
The close juxtaposition of these four sites suggests that they are likely to be 

related and may represent the activities of a single extended family unit over a 

period of time. A chronological element is suggested by variations in enclosure 
typology, and it seems possible that hybrid enclosures SGO4 and SG07 belong to 

a different phase of activity than that represented by rectilinear sites SGO5 and 
SG08. The pairing of SGO4 and SGO5 on the promontory crest suggests that this 
location was occupied for a substantial period of time and may perhaps have 

been the main focus of the settlement. 
It also seems possible that the distribution of sites in relation to the local 

topography may reflect variations in economic function. Thus the locations of 
SG04,05 and 07 on open, gently sloping ground with a clement aspect could 

suggest that these enclosures were associated with an area used primarily for 

crop raising. However, SG08 is sited at lower elevation on a steep valley side, 

which probably received a more restricted amount of direct insolation during the 

warmer months. Lying close to running water, this location may have been better 

suited to the management and segregation of livestock. 
On the opposite side of a small valley a few hundred metres to the west, another 

part of cluster 4 contains four sites spread over an area of about 0.4 square 
kilometres (Fig. 95). The largest of these is a partial, probably D-shaped 

enclosure (SG17), which occupies a sub-dominant position at the steeply sloping 
end of a broad promontory. It overlooks the other sites, the most distant of which 
(MS01) is an ovoid located on a gentle, south-east facing slope some 500m to the 

north-west. About 200m to the north-east of SG 17, a fragmentary curvilinear or 
hybrid enclosure (SG18) occurs on a steep slope and is adjacent to SG13, which 
is of ovoid shape and lies on a moderate-steep slope. Both of these latter sites 

overlook a spring-head and stream valley and would have lain within c. 300m of 
running water. As both are immediately adjacent to more gently sloping ground, 
it seems possible that these enclosures were deliberately positioned on steeper 

slopes. 
Although dispersed over a wider area than the eastern part of the cluster 

(Fig-94), the juxtaposition of these four sites suggests that they could have 
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belonged to a single socio-economic unit. The size and location of SGI 7 suggest 

that this enclosure may have had some local importance and could have been the 

principal site within the group. Possible variations in economic function are 

suggested by the siting of the remaining enclosures, with MSO1 occurring on 

terrain potentially well suited to crop raising and SG 13 and SG 18 in locations 

which may have been more suitable for the maintenance of livestock. 

Taken as a whole, the twelve enclosures which make up cluster 4 are spread 

over an area of about two square kilometres. In addition to the sites discussed 

above, four more isolated examples have also been recorded and, of these, site 
SG14 is of particular interest (Fig. 97). Lying at c. 175m. OD on steeply sloping 

ground adjacent to a spring-head, this partial site shows hybrid features and may 
have enclosed in excess of 1.0ha. Included in Group 5 (3.4.5), it does not appear 

to have been of substantial construction and its upslope side may be perpetuated 
by the line of a modern field bank. 

As is apparent from Fig. 90, this site overlooks the remainder of the cluster and 
is positioned between this and a more open, elevated ridge to the south. In view 

of its size, it seems possible that SG14 could have served a communal function 

relating to the management of livestock belonging to the nearby settlements. If 

this was the case, it might suggest that a degree of inter-relationship existed 
between the eastern and western parts of the cluster. However, the air photograph 

coverage of this area is patchy and the true situation may have been more 

complex than the evidence currently available might suggest. 
To the south of site SG14 the air photograph evidence for enclosures is more 
limited. Of the four which have been recorded, three occur on slopes leading to 
higher ground and are located in positions which may suggest an involvement 

with pastoral activity. Two examples (SG15,16) are adjacent ovoid enclosures 

sited on a steep valley side within 200m of a small stream (Fig. 98). Both are 
included in Group 4 (3.4.4) and may have been deliberately located on steeper 

sloping ground. The third (SG06) is a small angular trapezoid with traces of an 

outer ditch, which is sited on a moderate-steep slope between two streams and 
lies c. 70m from water (Fig. 96). 

The aerial reconnaissance of the Stogumber area, which took place over six 

seasons between 1989 and 1997, has produced patterns of enclosure distribution 
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suggestive of both crop raising and pastoral activity. There appears to be a fairly 

even representation of curvilinear, hybrid and rectilinear types, with indications 

that groups of enclosures could represent the activities of single, family based 

economic units spread over a period of time. However, the photographic 

coverage appears incomplete and has doubtless been affected by the presence of 

permanent grassland, especially to the south and south-west of Stogumber 

village. 
Lying some 3km to the north-east, Trendle Ring is clearly visible from many 

points in the Stogumber area, including the potentially more significant 

enclosures at Curdon Wood Camp (SG02) and sites SG03 and SG14. This may 

suggest a relationship between the north Quantock uplands and the enclosures 

around Stogumber and is further discussed below (4.1.3). The situation with 

regard to Curdon Wood Camp is unclear due to the fragmentary nature of the 

evidence, but it seems possible that it served as a focal point for the local area 
during some part of the later prehistoric period. It is also possible that a 

relationship existed between the Stogumber area and the unfinished hillfort at 
Elworthy Burrows (BPO1), which lies at high elevation some 3.5km to the south- 

west. 

4.1.2 The Hofford to Stringston area. (Fig. 99) 

This area consists of a broad, shallow valley underlain by Mercia mudstone 

which, for the most part, is blanketed by gravelly Head deposits derived from 

adjacent higher ground. Having an easterly aspect, it has an elevation range of 

c. 45 -11Om. OD and is sheltered to the west by the Quantock uplands and to the 

north by an elevated area of mesozoic limestones and clays. 
The higher, eastern part of the valley contains a significant group of enclosures 

recorded in 3.2.2 as cluster 2. As shown on Fig. 100, this consists of eight sites 
dispersed over an area of gently sloping terrain covering c. 1 square kilometre. It 

is overlooked by Dowsborough Camp, which lies c. 2.5km to the south and is 

easily accessible by way of a short ridge route. It is also overlooked by the large 

cropmark enclosure on Pinnacle Hill, which lies c. 3km to the south-east and 
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Fig. 99 The location of enclosures in the Holford / Stringston area. 

has been discussed in 3.2.2. Unlike the Stogumber area, the variations in 

topography are small and appear to offer no evidence as to the possible function 

or status of individual enclosures. 
Cluster 2 contains a mixture of enclosure types, with rectilinear forms being the 

best represented in terms of both size and numbers. This suggests that it may 

comprise phases of settlement spread over a substantial period of time. It may be 

significant that the ovoid enclosures (SN03,04) and the D-shaped sites (H006, 

SN02) are small and the two larger sites (H003, SN07) are both of rectilinear 

type. This resembles the pattern which occurs on similar terrain within c. 5km of 
Norton Fitzwarren Camp in the Vale of Taunton (4.3.3b). The largest of the 
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rectilinear enclosures (SN07) has been included in Group 5 (3.4.5). Of probable 
trapezoidal shape with an area in excess of 0.6ha, it appears to have been 

enclosed by a narrow ditch which could represent a large palisade trench. In the 

case of SN02, the air photograph images suggest that its D shape may result from 

the re-modelling of a smaller, possibly curvilinear enclosure. 
All eight enclosures are located on very gentle slopes and none appear to have 

had an adjacent supply of running water. In the cases of H003 and SN07, the 

nearest identifiable sources lie over 600m to the west and south respectively. 
This suggests that the area may not have provided a good environment for the 

rearing and maintenance of livestock and, given its sheltered position, clement 
aspect and rich gravelly soils, may have been better suited to crop raising. In this 

context, its proximity to Dowsborough Camp may be significant and, at least in 

part, might indicate an emphasis on crop production related to the hillfort. The 

close juxtaposition of the enclosures suggests that they may have formed part of 

a single socio-economic unit, with the larger rectilinears perhaps representing 
focal points during part of the period of occupation. However, as there is only 
limited air photograph evidence for the area, it seems equally possible that this 

enclosure cluster was more extensive than indicated by Fig. 99, and could 

perhaps have continued into the `blank' area to the south of Stringston village. 
About 1.5 km to the north-east, a second group of enclosures occurs on similar 

terrain near Fairfield House, Stogursey (Fig. 101). Recorded as cluster 10 in 

3.2.2, these comprise a quadrangular enclosure (SY02), fragments of a series of 
conjoined rectilinear features (SN05) and a pair of partial, possibly hybrid sites 
(SN08,09). As was the case with cluster 2, these sites occur on very gentle 

slopes and lack adjacent supplies of running water. Their close proximity 

suggests a degree of interrelationship which might indicate the activities of a 
single family group spread over a period of time. However, on the limited 

evidence available it seems equally possible that they formed part of a larger, 

more dispersed cluster representing a wider social grouping. 
In view of the favourable nature of the terrain and the restricted air photograph 

coverage, it seems possible that the clusters described above belonged to a 
broader scatter of settlements extending down the valley from Holford towards 
the village of Stogursey, some 5 km to the north-east. Within this area, a possible 

emphasis on crop raising is suggested by environmental factors such as shelter, 
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aspect and soils as well as the siting of known enclosures on gentle slopes 

without adjacent water supplies. Although there is insufficient evidence to 

suggest how such a landscape might have been organised in terms of social 

groupings, it seems possible that it could have lain within a territory related to 
Dowsborough Camp for at least part of the late prehistoric period. The proximity 

of clusters 2 and 10 to the large cropmark enclosure on Pinnacle Hill, which has 

already been discussed in relation to enclosures lying near Nether Stowey (3.2.2), 

is also potentially significant. Although the evidence is very limited, it seems 

possible that this latter site could be a small example of an early hillfort (Cunliffe 

1991,348-352) and as such may also have been related to some of the settlement 

evidence from the Holford and Stringston areas. 

4.13 The northern Quantock uplands. (Fig. 102) 

Geologically an extension of the Exmoor / Brendon massif, the northern 
Quantocks are dominated by a narrow ridge of palaeozoic gritstone with an 

average elevation of over 300m. OD. Bordered on the west by a steep scarp, they 

are dissected by numerous, steep-sided combes and have an abundant supply of 

water in the form of springs and small streams. Currently most of the area is 

given over to rough grazing, with extensive afforestation occurring to the south 

and west of Nether Stowey. 

In spite of being accessible to the public and the subject of earlier field and air 

photographic surveys, the northern Quantocks have produced only limited 

evidence for later prehistoric or Roman activity. Of particular significance is the 

apparent absence of smaller, substantially constructed enclosures of Group 3 type 

(3.4.3), which are widespread on similar terrain on north-eastern Exmoor and in 

the northern Brendons. Also notably absent are small enclosures sited on steep 

slopes adjacent to water (Group 4; 3.4.4 ), which seems surprising considering 
the nature of the topography. Given the good survival rate for other 

archaeological features such as round barrows and later field boundaries, it seems 

possible that this absence of evidence reflects a genuine hiatus in the distribution 

of smaller enclosed settlements. 
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Fig. 104 The topographical position of Dowsborough Camp (HO01) and potentially related 
linear features on Hare Knap and at Dead Woman's Ditch. 

Of the three known enclosures in this area, Dowsborough Camp is the largest and 

encompasses c. 2.75ha of an isolated hill-top (Fig. 103). Briefly described in 
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3.4.1, it is an ovoid univallate hillfort which is most strongly defended along its 

northern side, where the slope between the top of the inner bank and the base of 

the ditch exceeds 7m in places and a counterscarp of c. Im in height is also 

present. This side of the hillfort overlooks the coastal lowlands east of the Parrett 

estuary and is clearly discernible from distances exceeding 30 km, including 

areas of South Glamorgan and the southern edge of the Mendips. 

The interior of the hillfort contains a large round barrow and the possible 

remains of a small structure behind the southern rampart (Riley 2002,4). 

However, fieldwork by the writer and others has failed to identify any evidence 
for levelled areas or possible house platforms. There appears to have been only 

one original entrance, immediately behind which are three shallow circular 
depressions with adjacent scarps and much stony debris. Interpreted by Preece as 

possible guardhouse structures (HER File 33306), Riley has noted similarities to 

features occurring at the eastern entrance of Cadbury Camp, Congresbury some 
40km to the north. Although these latter have been interpreted as possible late 

Roman or post-Roman features (Rahtz et al. 1992,231), Riley considered that, in 

their present form, the Dowsborough examples may have resulted from later 

quarrying or other disturbances (Riley 2002,5). 

About 300m south of Dowsborough, a cross-ridge dyke some 900m in length 

runs southwards from a major spring-head at Lady's Fountain to within 50m of 
the Ram's Combe stream (Fig. 104). Known as Dead Woman's Ditch, this feature 

follows a somewhat sinuous course and reaches an elevation of 314m. OD where 
it crosses a ridge about 1km from the hillfort. In October 2001, a small 

excavation organised by Somerset County Council was undertaken near the 
highest point of the monument. This revealed a steep sided, V-cut ditch c. 2.6m in 

width and 1.3m deep, which was separated from the bank by a berm c. lm wide. 
On this berm and within the ditch fill were numerous blocks of gritstone which 

probably represent a revetment of the west side of the bank (Fig. 105). Although 

no dating evidence was recovered, this monument was considered likely to be of 
Iron Age date and probably contemporary with Dowsborough Camp. 

As noted in the archive report (HER No. 11127), this section of Dead Woman's 

Ditch would have been an impressive landscape feature with a potential 
defensive capability. However given its length, distance from the hillfort and 

position between two streams, it seems possible that the primary 
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function of the monument was as a boundary line, which could have marked both 

the western edge of a social territory and those areas of woodland and upland 

grazing reserved for its inhabitants. If this was the case, it suggests that an area 

related to Dowsborough Camp could have been partly defined by the Holford 

Stream, which flows northwards from Lady's Fountain to the coast at Kilve and 

the Rams Combe stream, which flows eastwards towards Nether Stowey before 

disappearing into artificial watercourses. 
A second, shorter length of linear bank and ditch occurs on Hare Knap c. I km 

to the west of Dowsborough Camp (Fig. 104). Aligned with the hillfort, it is 

c. 11 Om in length and of similar proportions to Dead Woman's Ditch. Preece has 

suggested that this could represent an unfinished cross-ridge dyke related to the 

hillfort (HER No. 33292), in which case it could have been intended to define a 
further reserved area of upland grazing. 
The other two extant enclosures on the northern Quantocks are both well 

preserved monuments included in Group 2 (3.4.2). Comprising Plainsfield Camp 

and Trendle Ring, these show a number of morphological and locational 

similarities and, to some extent, can be considered together. 
Overlooking the Doniford valley and the Brendons, Trendle Ring is located at 

c. 200m. OD on a short promontory beneath the Quantock ridge, which rises to 

over 300m. OD about tkm to the north-east (Fig. 107 and Frontispiece). It lies 

within 120m of a spring and is sited just above the junction between the 

palaeozoic gritstone and the softer mudstones of the valley below. Having a 

south-westerly aspect, it encloses c. 0.73ha of rough grazing and has a very steep 
average gradient of 1 in 3.7. 

The downslope southern and western sides of the enclosure are bounded by a 

steep artificial scarp up to 5m high, which has a narrow berm at its foot but no 

evidence of a surmounting bank (Fig. 109). On the south-eastern side, the line of 
this scarp is breached by an in-turning of the northern portion, creating a narrow 

oblique passageway which may have been an original entrance. Upslope of this, 

a single bank and ditch defines the northern part of the perimeter. This is at its 

most substantial near the highest point, where a spread bank rises c. 1.25m above 

a broad shallow ditch and is breached by a probable original entrance gap. 
However, this upslope side of the enclosure appears much less well defended 

than the lower scarped portion and is overlooked by a very steep slope 
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immediately to the north. The few internal features visible within the enclosure 
include a shallow quarry scarp along the south-western perimeter and two 
levelled areas adjacent to the northern bank, which could represent small 

platforms (Newman 2002,5). 

Approximately 400 metres upslope of Trendle Ring, a c. 90m length of degraded 

cross-ridge dyke crosses the gently sloping crest of a short promontory (Fig. 107). 
First noted by Grinsell (1970,91), this feature does not appear to have extended 

on to steeper ground to the north and south and is not visible from the enclosure 
below. Being sited on the edge of the main upland ridge its position suggests 
that, if contemporary with the enclosure, it may have acted as a territorial marker 

rather than have served any defensive purpose. 

Plainsfield Camp overlooks the lower Parrett valley and is positioned between 

mesozoic lowlands some 800m to the north-east and the main Quantock ridge c. 
1.5km to the south-west. Located on palaeozoic slates at about 240m. OD, it is 

sited on a steep promontory and lies within 220m of running water (Fig. 111). 

Having a shape which clearly reflects the local topography, it encloses c. 0.87ha 

and is bounded a combination of ditch and artificial scarp with a continuous 
inner bank (Fig. 110). The downslope northern and eastern sides are defined by 

an impressive scarp up to 3.5m in height with a small surmounting bank, which 
is breached by a single entrance gap with short, out-turned rampart terminals. In 

contrast, the southern and western sides consist of a bank and ditch of more 
modest construction, especially on the upslope side near the southern apex where 
they are scarcely of defensive proportions. However, as the ramparts approach 
the western apex they increase considerably in size, with the inner bank reaching 

a height of c. 3m at the point where it merges into the north facing scarp and 
becomes visible from a distance. Much damaged by forestry activities, the 
interior contains a short pillow mound and a small levelled area in the lee of the 

western apex, but has produced no clear evidence for other interior features 

(Norman 2001,11-12). 

Although differing in shape, Plainsfield Camp and Trendle Ring share a number 
of marked similarities in both location and construction. These can be 

summarised as follows : 
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  In both cases, the downslope ramparts are of substantial proportions, with 
large scarps which would have been visible from a distance and could have 

projected an image of defensive strength. At Plainsfield Camp, the 

enlargement of the bank and ditch at the western apex may have been 

designed to enhance such an impression. 

  At both sites the upslope ramparts were potentially the most vulnerable to 

attack, yet appear to have had the least substantial defences. 

  Both enclosures overlook lower lying areas which have produced evidence 
for potentially contemporary settlement. Thus Trendle Ring directly faces the 

Stogumber area (4.1.1) and Plainsfield Camp overlooks the Nether Stowey- 

Fiddington area (Cluster 1; 3.2.2 ), both of which contain substantial, 

potentially higher status enclosures (SGO2, Curdon Wood Camp ; NS02, 

Pinnacle Hill). 

" Both sites are adjacent to a good water supply and are positioned between 

tracts of potential upland grazing and areas of more fertile, lower lying 

terrain. 

  Neither enclosure has produced any clear evidence for settled habitation. In 

the case of Trendle Ring, both the steepness of the interior slope and its 

exposed location suggest that this is unlikely to have been practicable. 

On the basis of the above, it seems reasonable to suggest that Trendle Ring and 
Plainsfield Camp may have been associated with communities resident in 

adjacent lower lying areas. In the case of Trendle Ring these may have included 

sites in the Stogumber area, with Plainsfield Camp perhaps being related to 

settlements located to the east around Nether Stowey. As neither enclosure has 

produced clear evidence for settled habitation, it seems possible that any 

occupation was of a temporary nature and thus may not have involved the use of 
large domestic structures such as houses. 

The siting of these enclosures on well watered, steeply sloping ground between 

the Quantock ridge and the lowlands suggests that they may have been related to 

a system of seasonal pastoralism. However their size, substantial construction 

and high visibility suggest that they may also have served as focal points within a 
broader settlement pattern and as such been used for other communal purposes. 
In view of the proximity of Trendle Ring to Curdon Wood Camp and Plainsfield 
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Camp to Pinnacle Hill, it seems possible that they formed part of local settlement 
hierarchies which included these potentially higher status lowland sites. 
Although possessing some defensive capability, this was probably much less 

than their appearance from a distance might have suggested. In this respect their 

`defences' may have been largely symbolic and could perhaps have been 

designed to engender a sense of communal identity or reflect the social or 

political aspirations of an elite kinship group. 

When considered as a whole, the known pattern of settlement on the northern 
Quantocks suggests that this area may have been used primarily for the seasonal 

pasturing of livestock. In addition to grazing on the open heath and grassland of 

the high ridge, areas of scrub and woodland on steep valley sides could also have 

been exploited as pannage. The absence of evidence for Group 3 and 4 

enclosures suggests that such activity may not have involved small settlements 
located on the uplands, but could have been carried out from farmsteads sited in 

lower lying areas within easy reach of the hills. As any short term shelter could 
have been provided by temporary structures or tents, the groups involved may 
have had no reason to seasonally relocate to upland sites in order to supervise 

and maintain their livestock. Within such a system, both Trendle Ring and 
Plainsfield Camp could have functioned as bases for related activities, such as 

social and inter-group gatherings or the corralling of livestock for protection at 

night or during periods of political unrest. 
The location of Dead Woman's Ditch provides some evidence to suggest that 

Dowsborough Camp may have been surrounded by an area of reserved upland 

grazing. As its interior has yielded no evidence to suggest permanent occupation, 
it seems possible that this hillfort was also used as a seasonal base for activities 

related to pastoralism, probably by communities living in adjacent lowland areas. 
Unfortunately, due to a lack of dating evidence the chronological relationship 
between Dowsborough Camp, Trendle Ring and Plainsfield Camp must remain a 

matter for speculation. However, it does seem possible that the hillfort was 
designed to symbolise the power and status of a local social elite, and could 

perhaps have replaced the smaller, less impressive site on Pinnacle Hill some 
4km to the east. If this were the case, the construction of Dead Woman's Ditch 

184 



might have served to formalise the annexation of land previously used as 

common grazing. 

4.1.4 Sub-region 1: overview and comments. 
In summary, this sub-region exhibits a high degree of topographical diversity, 

which appears to be reflected in the variety of settlement evidence which has 

been recorded. To the west of the Quantocks, the undulating fringe of the 
Brendons near Stogumber has produced a pattern of enclosure distribution 

suggestive of both crop-raising and livestock management, with indications that 

the landscape may have been organised into small, family-based economic units. 
To the east, however, settlements on the more subdued country around Holford 

and Stringston may have practised an economy with a greater involvement on 

crop-raising. Although the evidence for socio-economic units is less clear, this 

area could, at different periods, have lain within territories related to the hillforts 

of Dowsborough Camp and Pinnacle Hill. 

Located between these two areas, the northern Quantocks may have supported 

extensive upland pastures which could have been exploited on a seasonal basis 

by the populations of the adjacent lowlands. In addition to economically related 
functions, the three major enclosures located on this higher ground may also 
have served as communal focal points and could perhaps have played a part in 

the maintenance of inter-group relationships. 
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4.2 Sub-region 2: The Bathealton area. 

This sub-region covers some 25 square kilometres and is situated near the 
Somerset-Devon border about 8km to the north-west of Wellington. Lying to the 

south of the Brendon uplands, it is an area of undulating relief underlain mainly 
by palaeozoic slates, with softer mesozoic sandstones outcropping along its 

eastern edge near Greenvale Farm. The most significant topographical feature is 

the narrow valley of the upper River Tone, which flows southwards from the 
Brendons into the western end of the Vale of Taunton. 

The small group of enclosures shown on Fig. 112 is of particular interest as it 

occurs in a part of the study area which has produced only limited evidence for 

potentially early settlement. It consists of seven sites, six of which have been 

revealed by aerial reconnaissance and lie within 3km of an extant hillfort 

(BAO1). 

4.2.1 Bathealton Camp (BA01). 
Bathealton Camp is located in a dominant position on the crest of a steep-sided 
promontory and overlooks a c. 2.5km length of the Tone valley (Fig. 113). 

Enclosing c. 1.6ha, it is sited on a local high point and borders a major change of 

slope along its north-western edge. It is of ovoid shape and is defined by a single 
bank and ditch, with an additional length of scarped slope occurring below the 
ditch on the northern side (Fig. 114). The bank is most substantial at the eastern 
end, where it reaches c. 3m in height and flanks an entrance with in-turned 

rampart terminals. Elsewhere it is a smaller, more spread feature and the rampart 
is defined mainly by a scarped slope and traces of ditch. 
The siting of this hillfort on the edge of a major river valley appears significant 

and can be closely paralleled at Clatworthy Camp (CLO1) and Oldberry Castle, 

Dulverton (DV02). As noted in 3.4.1, this type of location is common to all but 

one of the hillforts in the Brendon / Exmoor area and would have facilitated the 

observation and control of movements along valley-floor routes. In the case of 
Bathealton Camp, this could have involved monitoring the passage of people, 
livestock and commodities between the central Brendon uplands and the Vale of 
Taunton. It also seems possible that the steep-sided Tone valley might have 

served as a territorial boundary associated with the hillfort. If this were the case, 
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it is possible that the four sites which occur to the west of the valley 
(ASO 1,02,03, CPO 1) lay within the sphere of influence of another hilifort situated 

outside the study area. Of the latter, the nearest known candidate is Huntsham 

Castle near Tiverton, which lies about 9km to the south-west of Bathealton 

Camp. 

4.2.2 Woodworthy Farm (CPO1). 

Approximately 1.7km to the north-west of Bathealton Camp, evidence for a 

substantial, ploughed-out enclosure at Woodworthy Farm (CPO 1) was revealed 
by aerial reconnaissance in 1991 (Fig. 118). Having an elevation of c. 265m. OD, 

this feature lies on the moderate-steep side of a promontory and is adjacent to a 

spring-head. It is intervisible with Bathealton Camp and has a southerly aspect, 

with views extending eastwards to the Blackdown Hills and across much of the 

Vale of Taunton. About two kilometres to the north, the land rises to over 
300m. OD along the southern edge of the Brendon uplands. 
On the basis of the air photograph evidence and a preliminary field visit, it was 

thought likely that the northern and western sides of this enclosure were 

perpetuated by features forming the present day field boundary. Thus a bend in 

the line of the hedge bank at point X (Fig. 118) appeared to coincide with the 

northern apex of the enclosure ditch. To the west of this, a c. 30m length of bank 

at point C was found to be larger and more spread than the remainder of the field 

boundary and had a shallow ditch c. 3m wide along its western side. This bank 

was truncated by the edge of a sunken lane, which ran south-westwards to point 
P where it appeared to meet the line of the enclosure ditch. 

However, this initial interpretation was not confirmed by the results of a 

gradiometry survey, which showed that the line of the enclosure ditch did not 

correspond to modem field boundaries. In spite of this, it remains possible that 

the features noted at points X and C are in some way related to the enclosure and 

could perhaps indicate the presence of an outwork or annex (Fig. 120). 

Unfortunately, the bank and ditch at point C were rendered almost inaccessible 
by heavy undergrowth and could not be surveyed. 
As shown on Figs. 119 and 120, the results of the gradiometry indicate that the 

enclosure was of quadrangular shape and had a rounded northern apex. It was 
bounded by a substantial ditch, which enclosed c. 0.75ha and may have been 
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more than 3m wide in places. A measured slope profile across the enclosure 
interior (Fig. 121) showed that the ditch on the downslope side was located a few 

metres below a point where the gradient increased sharply to about 1 in 5. This 

suggests that the outer face of the rampart could have been an impressive feature, 

possibly combining a substantial bank and ditch with an area of scarped slope. 
A clear entrance gap is visible on the downslope southern side of the enclosure, 

with a less certain break occurring on the north-eastern side. Although coinciding 

with one of several linear anomalies which cross the gradiometry plot, it seems 

possible that this latter break could have been flanked by an in-turned ditch 

terminal. The interior of the enclosure contains a number of other magnetic 

anomalies, including traces of a vague circular feature near the northern apex. 
Having a diameter of c. 20m, this occurs on an area of more gently sloping 

ground and could indicate the location of a large, potentially impressive 

structure. 
On the basis of its location, size and substantial construction, the Woodworthy 

enclosure has been included in Group 2 (3.4.2). It occupies a sub-dominant 

position overlooking an extensive tract of undulating country and, when seen 
from a distance, could have been an impressive feature in the landscape. In 

common with Trendle Ring and Plainsfield Camp on the Quantocks, it is located 

on the edge of a wide area of potential upland grazing and appears sufficiently 
large to have served communal functions. These could have been related to the 

seasonal use of upland grazing by settlements located at lower elevations to the 

south, such as sites ASO1, AS02 and AS03. Although only a short distance from 

Bathealton Camp, its location on the opposite side of the Tone valley suggests 

that the Woodworthy enclosure, if in contemporary use, might have lain within a 
different social territory and thus have been unrelated to the hillfort. 

4.23 Other enclosures in the sub-region. 
Three of the enclosures in this sub-region have been included in Group 3 (3.4.3) 

and are illustrated on Figs. 122-127. All are sited in sub-dominant locations and 

are likely to have been significant landscape features visible from distances of 

over one kilometre. In all cases, the cropmark ditches shown on air photographs 
appear to measure some 2-3m in width, which suggests that the enclosures are 
likely to have been of substantial construction. 
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At Dishwell Farm (ASO1), a quadrangular enclosure with an area of c. 0.35ha is 

located on the crest of a broad promontory at c. 190m. OD (Figs. 122,123). Sited 

on a moderate, east-facing slope adjacent to a major spring-head, this enclosure 

occupies a prominent position and could have had clear views over a c. 2km 
length of the upper Tone valley. 
About 1.5km to the north, an ovoid enclosure at Pockeridge Copse (AS03) has 

an area of c. 0.3ha and lies on the crest of a steep-sided promontory at c. 185m. 01) 

(Figs. 124,125). Located on a south-east facing slope overlooking the confluence 

of the Tone and a tributary stream, this site would have been intervisible with 
both Bathealton Camp and ASO1 and was well positioned to observe movements 

along a c. 2km length of river valley. 
The third example (Combe Downs; AS02) is of quadrangular shape and 

encloses c. 0.29ha. Sited close to two springs, it is located on a steep, south-facing 

slope just below the crest of a ridge at c. 256m. OD (Figs. 126,127). It is likely to 

have been a prominent feature when seen from the broad valley to the south and 

may have been intervisible with ASO1, which lies c. 2.5km to the south west. 

In certain respects, the three sites described above bear a marked resemblance 
to some of the extant Group 3 enclosures on the Exmoor / Brendon uplands. For 

example, in terms of size, shape and location, ASO1 at Dishwell Farm shares 

common features with LU03 at Sweetworthy (4.4.2) and AS03 at Pockeridge 

Copse is reminiscent of Bury Castle, Brompton Regis (BRO2; 3.4.3). In both the 
Bathealton and Exmoor areas, all examples occupy well defined positions in the 
landscape, which may be indicative of a degree of social importance and have 

had strategic implications. 

However, there also appear to have been significant differences. For example, 

on Exmoor the Group 3 enclosures may have been more prominent and easily 
discernible from a distance as a consequence of a stronger topography with more 
pronounced changes of slope. Furthermore, unlike the Bathealton examples, most 
are located on slopes beneath areas of high ground and lie in close proximity to 

extensive tracts of potential upland pasturage. A similar contrast may lie in the 

relationship between the enclosures and land potentially suitable for crop raising. 
Thus, whereas the Bathealton area sites have adjacent areas of sheltered, 
moderate sloping ground with a clement aspect (Fig. 112), most Exmoor sites 
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occur in an landscape of exposed ridges and deep, steep-sided valleys, where the 

availability of nearby land suitable for cultivation may have been much more 
limited. This latter difference may also be reflected in the aspects of the 

enclosures, with all three Bathealton area sites facing east to south in comparison 
to only four out of the twelve Exmoor examples. 

The two remaining sites in this sub-region lie to the east of the Tone valley and 

occupy markedly different types of location. Approximately 1 km to the south- 

east of Bathealton Camp, a quadrangular enclosure at Kittisford Farm (STOI) is 

located near the crest of a broad ridge at c. 170m. OD (Fig. 116). Enclosing 

c. 0.23ha, it lies adjacent to the head of a stream valley and is situated within an 

area of moderate to gentle sloping ground with a south-easterly aspect. Although 

sited near a marked change of slope, it does not appear to have occupied a 

prominent location and the air photograph images do not suggest that it was of 

substantial construction. When the adjacent terrain, southerly aspect and gentle 

gradient of the enclosure are considered together, they might suggest a bias 

towards crop production rather than livestock management at this settlement. 
Some 1.5km to the east of STO1, an ovoid enclosure at Greenvale Farm (BA03) 

is a particularly good example of a Group 4 site. It encloses c. 0.2ha and is 

located on the steep, south-west facing side of a stream valley at c. 90m. OD 

(Figs. 115,117). Sited on a minor promontory within 70m of running water, it 

lies on a significant change of gradient, which suggests that it may have been 

carefully positioned to incorporate both steep and more moderate sloping ground. 
In this instance, the probability that the steeper ground was deliberately included 

is increased by the presence of gentler terrain immediately upslope of the 

enclosure. As with the examples from the Stogumber area described earlier 
(4.1.1), the location of BA03 may suggest an involvement with livestock 

management, in which case the steep internal gradient could have facilitated 

drainage during periods when animals were confined within the enclosure. 
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4.2.4 Sub-region 2: overview and comments. 
In terms of elevation, geology and relief, the Bathealton sub-region most 

closely resembles the north-eastern fringes of the Brendons and parts of the 

south-eastern Quantocks. However, the limited archaeological evidence differs 

from that obtained from the latter areas in several important respects. For 

example, when compared to the Stogumber area (4.1.1) the average size of the 

recorded sites is significantly larger and there are no examples enclosing less 

than 0.2ha. No angular trapezoidal or oblong enclosures have been recorded from 

the Bathealton area, which lies to the west of the known distribution of these 

shapes within the study area. Furthermore, unlike the Stogumber and south-east 
Quantock areas, it has produced no evidence for enclosure associations. This 

may be significant as a majority of recorded sites in the latter areas are either 

paired, have adjacent enclosures or occur within well defined clusters. 
In view of the small number of sites recorded from the Bathealton area, the 

comparisons made above are very tentative. However, it seems possible that the 

archaeological evidence currently available may reflect a settlement pattern 

which differs significantly from those identified in the south-east Quantock and 
Stogumber areas. There are some indications that this evidence could represent a 

more dispersed pattern which shares some common features with the location 

and distribution of enclosed settlement on Exmoor. However, any apparent 

similarities could partly result from topographical factors, as both sub-regions are 

much dissected by stream and river valleys and contain many ridge and 

promontory features. Furthermore, there may have been significant differences 

between the two areas in terms of access to both potentially cultivable land and 

upland pasturage. This suggests that any perceived similarities in the typology 

and location of the archaeological data need to be treated with caution, as they 

may not necessarily be indicative of parallels between the social or economic 

structures of the two areas. 
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4.3 Sub-region 3: The Vale of Taunton and the south-eastern Ouantocks. 

Covering some 112 square kilometres, this sub-region includes the central and 

western areas of the Vale of Taunton and adjoining parts of the south-eastern 
Quantocks. It contains a total of 86 complete, partial and fragmentary enclosures, 

which represents nearly 25% of the total database for the study area. Of these, the 

majority occur within six distinct clusters and will be examined in some detail. In 

addition, several other enclosures considered to be of particular relevance to this 

study will also be discussed. 

The overall distribution of enclosures in this sub-region is shown on Fig. 128. 

From this, it can be seen that a substantial proportion of sites occur along the 

northern edge of the Vale of Taunton between Taunton and Bishop's Lydeard. 

Located mainly on mesozoic and recent geological formations, these range in 

elevation from c. 15-80m. OD and are sited mainly on gentle slopes with southerly 

aspects. To the north-east, enclosures are also well represented on the southern 
flanks of the Quantocks. Ranging in elevation from c. 80-230m. OD, these are all 
located on palaeozoic slates and a majority are sited on moderate to steep south 
facing slopes. Elsewhere in the sub-region the evidence for enclosures is more 
thinly distributed, especially in the central part of the Vale to the south of Norton 

Fitzwarren. As recent aerial reconnaissance has been undertaken in this latter 

area, this paucity of data may be partly due to a higher incidence of pasture land 

than occurs further north. 

4.3.1 The Vale of Taunton between Norton Fitzwarren and Bishop's 

Lydeard. 

Covering some 9 square kilometres of low lying terrain, this area is underlain by 
Mercia mudstones with extensive superficial deposits of Head and Terrace 

gravel. The central topographical feature is a broad interfluve which extends 
north-westwards from Norton Fitzwarren Camp for a distance of c. 3.5km 
(Fig. 129). Followed by the main route from Taunton to the Bristol Channel 

coast, this is occupied by two important clusters of enclosures and a number of 
other significant archaeological sites. 
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a) Norton Fitzwarren Camp. 

Sited on an isolated hill-top at c. 55m. OD, Norton Fitzwarren Camp (NFOI) 

encloses about 5.3ha and has an irregular round shape (Figs. 130,13 1). As noted 

in 3.4.1 it has been badly damaged, but appears to be defined by a single bank 

and ditch with a steep artificial scarp along its southern edge. On the basis of the 

surviving earthworks, Ellis (1989,68) has suggested that the later Iron Age 

defences may have been of glacis style (Cunliffe 1991,320-22). On the northern, 
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south-western and south-eastern sides, the perimeter defences are breached by 

the deeply entrenched terminals of hollow ways, which have been interpreted as 

possibly resulting from post-medieval marl quarrying (Ellis 1989,70). Of these, 

the northern example appears most likely to represent an original entrance, as it 

occurs on the upslope side of the hillfort facing a natural approach from the north 

and has surviving traces of a rounded bank terminal (personal observation). 

Excavations carried out in 1908 and 1968-71 have provided important data 

relating to the occupation of this site. In 1908, Gray dug a single trench at a point 

where a short length of outer bank survives to the west of the main rampart (a on 
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Fig. 131). This revealed a ditch c. 3m deep with early to middle Bronze Age 

pottery in the lower fill, which was overlain by layers containing probable late 

Bronze Age / Iron Age sherds and an upper fill with much later Roman 

coarseware. However, no dating evidence relating to the outer bank was obtained 
(Gray 1908,137-42). 

In 1989, a report compiled by Peter Ellis on excavations carried out by the 

Langmaids between 1968 and 1971 was published. This was based largely on 
documents contained in an archive held in the Somerset Record Office and 
included specialist reports on the artefacts deposited in the Somerset County 

Museum. It was, however, hampered by deficiencies in the archive, with some 

ambiguities in the recorded evidence and an occasional lack of correlation 
between finds and stratigraphy being apparent. As a result, many of the 

conclusions drawn by Ellis were tentative, especially with regard to the 

construction of a presumed Bronze Age enclosure. 
The 1968-71 excavations included the cutting of a trench (Cutting 1) some 4m to 

the south of the 1980 excavation (b on Fig. 131). This revealed that a large V- 

shaped ditch of early / middle Bronze Age date had been re-cut on two 

subsequent occasions, apparently during the early and middle phases of the Iron 

Age. The origin of the outer bank remained obscure, but may have been a natural 
feature augmented by upcast from the sequence of ditch cuttings. About 5m to 

the west of the outer bank, a small ditch appeared to have had a hoard of middle 
Bronze Age metalwork inserted into its eastern face. However, Ellis (1989,64) 

noted that the evidence was ambiguous and considered that this ditch could have 

been a later feature. 

About 45m to the south of Cutting 1, a second major trench (Cutting 3; don 

Fig. 131)) exposed the Iron Age defences. These consisted of a U-shaped ditch 

c. 3m deep, which had been subsequently re-cut, and the remains of a substantial 
bank to the east. The earlier Bronze Age ditch lay beneath this bank and, from 

this point, veered south-eastwards towards the hillfort interior, where it was 
located in three further trenches over a distance of c. 20m (x on Fig. 131). The 

most southerly of these (Cutting 6; g on Fig. 131) showed that the ditch was of 

similar size and profile to the exposure in Cutting 1, with traces of both inner and 

outer banks. There was also clear evidence for an early / middle Bronze Age re- 
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cutting, which appeared to have been deliberately backfilled and contained a 

stone-filled post pit. 
On the basis of the above and less conclusive features seen in the other 

trenches, Ellis (1989,63-4) tentatively suggested that an initial ditched enclosure 

with an outer bank may have been subsequently re-defined by a line of posts or a 

palisade. He also suggested that a broad entrance could have been located 

between the terminal of the outer bank south of Cutting 1 and part of a large pit 
exposed in Cutting 2 some 35m to the south (c on Fig. 131). This pit, which lay 

on the projected line of the main Bronze Age ditch, contained fragmentary 

middle Bronze Age casting moulds and late Bronze Age pottery and was 
interpreted as a possible gateway feature. It appeared to have cut through a 

smaller ditch containing early / middle Bronze Age pottery, which ran in a north- 

easterly direction and may correspond to a cropmark shown on the air 

photograph transcription (b on Fig. 130). In his conclusion, Ellis (1989,66) 

considered that the available evidence suggested the existence of a non- 
defensive, possibly ceremonial ditched site originating in the early / middle 
Bronze Age, which may have been subsequently modified into a timber 

enclosure and possibly have undergone a change of function. 

Other significant features revealed during the 1968-71 excavations were located 

within 20 metres of the rampart in Cuttings 5 and 6 (f and g on Fig. 131). In 
Cutting 5 two curvilinear gully features containing middle Iron Age pottery were 
found, and a possible iron working area was represented by a spread of burnt 

deposits associated with slag and later Roman pottery. In Cutting 6, a pit feature 

contained a substantial quantity of early Iron Age sherds and two curvilinear 
gully features produced pottery of later Roman date. 

Near the highest point of the hillfort, Cutting 8 exposed a narrow trench 

containing later Roman sherds, which was interpreted as the possible remains of 

a kiln flue (h on Fig. 131). Also revealed was a curvilinear gully associated with 
probable Iron Age sherds (k on Fig. 131) and a length of V-cut ditch containing 
residual late Iron Age sherds and a quantity of C3-4 AD Roman coarseware (m 

on Fig. 131). These latter features appear likely to correspond to transcriptions of 
a penannular gully and an enclosure ditch in the vicinity of point a on Fig. 130. 
In addition to artefacts firmly associated with recorded features, a substantial 

quantity of unstratified or unprovenanced material was recovered during the 
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1986-71 excavations. This included lithic artefacts of Mesolithic, Neolithic and 

early Bronze Age types, small quantities of late Iron Age and early Roman 

pottery and a large amount of C3-4 AD Roman greyware; the latter being 

particularly apparent in Cutting 8. As noted by Timby (1989,57), a very high 

proportion of this later Roman pottery is likely to have been locally made, 

although no kiln sites have as yet been clearly identified. However, it is possible 

that one existed nearby, as a quantity of sherds recovered in 1861-2 from a 

railway ballast pit to the south-west of the hilifort (Fig. 129, site 3) included 

some greyware kiln wasters (Gray 1908,135 ; HER No. 43398). In terms of the 

total pre-Roman ceramic assemblage, Woodward (1989,39) has suggested that it 

may represent a continuous sequence dating from the early Bronze Age (food 

vessel types) to the late Iron Age (Durotrigian types). 

Fig. 130 shows transcriptions of the main features located within Norton 

Fitzwarren Camp as recorded on a large series of Devon Air photographs taken 

between 1989 and 1995. As illustrated by Figs. 132 and 133, a substantial number 

of cropmarks have been observed on the northern and western sides of the 

hillfort interior. In addition to identifiable enclosures, these include a number of 

penannular features which probably represent house sites, marks suggestive of 

possible pits and several lengths of ditch which could represent land divisions or 
fragmentary enclosures. Amongst the latter, the position of a short linear 

cropmark shown as b on Fig. 130 appears to correlate closely with the small 
Bronze Age ditch located in Cutting 2 (c on Fig. 131). It is just possible that this 

cropmark is related to an angular mark some 20m to the east, in which case it 

might represent part of a rectilinear feature which lay within the perimeter of the 

Bronze Age enclosure. 
Notably absent from any photograph in the large Somerset HER collection or 
from others seen by Ellis in 1989 is any convincing evidence for the location of 
the main Bronze Age ditch beyond the limits of the 1968-71 excavations. 
Although the dimensions and profile of the ditch revealed in Cuttings 2 and 6 

suggest a carefully planned earthwork of substantial proportions, the actual shape 

and size of the enclosure remain unknown. However, on the basis of the 

excavated evidence and assuming a more or less ovoid shape, it seems unlikely 
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Fig. 132 Norton Fitzwarren Camp : View of interior looking north-west. (DAP QZ9,1990) 

Fig. 133 Norton Fitzwarren Camp : Enhanced image of part of DAP UK9 (1991), showing a 
concentration of features on the plateau at the northern end of the hinfort. 



that it enclosed an area of much less than one hectare and may have been 

substantially larger. 

The most clearly defined enclosure within the hillfort interior (NF02) is of 

conjoined rectilinear shape and has a total area of c. 0.25ha. Located on gently 

sloping ground near the highest point of the hilifort (55.5m. OD), it lies just west 

of the northern entrance and may have been bounded on the northern side by an 

extant length of bank which forms part of the Iron Age rampart. As noted above, 
it seems probable that the ditch in Cutting 8 which contained C3-4 AD pottery 
(m on Fig. 131) formed part of the western side of this enclosure near point a on 
Fig. 130. Although there appears to be a discrepancy of several metres between 

the locations of the excavated and air photograph features, this may easily be 

accounted for by a combination of small errors in the redrawn published plan 
(Ellis 1989, Fig. 2) and in the transcription. The large quantity of unprovenanced 
Roman pottery from Cutting 8 also appears significant, and led Ellis (1989,69) 

to suggest that a habitation site may have lain close by. 

At a slightly lower elevation to the south, a trapezoidal feature (NF03) encloses 

c. 0.13ha. This appears to have been of much slighter construction than NF02 and 

may have had an annex on its western side (Fig. 130). A short distance to the 

south-west of this, a partial rectilinear enclosure (NF04) lies close to the hillfort 

perimeter and, as in the case of NF02, may have abutted the inner edge of the 

rampart. 
Included in 3.2.2 as cluster 11, the three rectilinear enclosures noted above may 

form a related group and thus could all be associated with later Roman settlement 

within the hillfort interior. The size and location of NF02 suggest that this could 

represent the main habitation site within a small complex which, on ceramic 

evidence, may have been established during the C3 AD. If, as suggested above, 
this enclosure incorporated a section of Iron Age rampart, it seems probable that 

some remodelling of the earlier bank would have taken place. This possibility 

appears to be supported by the relatively well preserved appearance of the extant 
bank in this area (personal observation). However, the preponderance of local 

greyware and correspondingly poor representation of imported pottery in the 

ceramic assemblage from Cutting 8 (Timby 1989,57) suggests that the 

occupation of this enclosure may not have been of a high status. This latter 

observation appears to be supported by an almost complete absence of coins or 
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other bronze artefacts of Roman type from the 1968-71 excavations (Ellis 1989, 

60). 

When all the available evidence is taken into account, it seems likely that 

Norton Fitzwarren Camp represented a major focal point within the Vale of 
Taunton from at least the mid-second millennium BC until the end of the first 

millennium BC. However, in comparison to the earlier ceramic styles, there was 

a markedly smaller amount of evidence for activity associated with late Iron Age 

pottery. No indications of contemporary refurbishment of the defences or 

substantial occupation of the interior were recorded, which could suggest that 

changes in the function or status of the hillfort may have taken place during the 

period when late Iron Age style pottery was in use. 
The abundant evidence for later Roman activity seems to indicate the 

establishment of a small settlement complex, which may not have been of high 

status and thus may not represent a re-emergence of the hillfort as a place of 

socio-political significance. However the presence of a probable Roman military 

site, possibly a small marching camp, about 1.5km to the west could indicate that 

the hillfort retained a degree of local importance for some time after AD43. 

Located on near level ground adjacent to a stream (Fig. 135a), this partial oblong 

enclosure (NF05) has an area of at least 0.6 ha and was identified from air 

photographs taken in 1990 (Welfare and Swann, 1995,169). As shown on 
Fig. 135b, it appears to have been a narrow-ditched feature, with at least one 

rounded corner and a centrally positioned clavicula type entrance on the south- 

eastern side. 

b) Sites located between Norton Fitzwarren Camp and Bishop's L dý eard. 
About 3.5km to the north-east of Norton Fitzwarren Camp, aerial photography 
has revealed an important concentration of evidence just south of Bishop's 

Lydeard (Fig. 129). Recorded in 3.2.2 as cluster 5, this consists mainly of two 
distinct groups of enclosures and associated features which lie to the south of 
Dene Cross and to the north of Longlands Farm respectively (Figs. 136-7). 
Near Dene Cross, all the recorded features are sited on a low, gently sloping 

interfluve underlain by terrace gravels and lie within 200-300m of running water. 
The largest feature is a substantial trapezoidal enclosure (BL03), which encloses 
c. 0.6ha and has been included in Group 5 (3.4.5). The air photograph images 
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suggest that this has a well-defined entrance on its eastern side and a possible in- 

turned ditch terminal at its north-eastern corner (Fig. 136). It contains a small, D- 

shaped enclosure with an area of c. 0.02ha (BL07), which occupies a central 

position and could be the site of a contemporary dwelling. 

In 2001, the eastern side of this feature was examined in two places as part of 

an evaluation undertaken in advance of a road widening scheme (Fig. 138, A and 
B; Chadwick 2002). This revealed that the original ditch, which was c. 3m wide 

and c. 1.3m deep, contained pottery of probable late Iron Age `Durotrigian' type. 

There was evidence that it had been re-cut and subsequently partially backfilled; 

both events being associated with C 1-2 AD Roman coarsewares. Within the 

enclosure perimeter, a single pit or gully containing late Iron Age type sherds 

was also located. 

Immediately south of BL03, a less substantial trapezoidal enclosure (BL08) has 

an area of c. 0.3ha. Attached to its perimeter ditch, a small D-shaped feature 

(BL06) may be a contemporary inner enclosure. Also represented within this 

group of cropmarks are a partial curvilinear feature (BLOS) and a small oblong 

enclosure (BL04). To the north of BLO3, a curious feature shown as A on 
Fig. 137 may be an ornamental earthwork associated with nearby Tatham House, 

or possibly a later adaptation of a large round barrow. 

Amongst the less well defined features visible on air photographs are a further 

possible enclosure to the south of BL03 and indistinct marks suggestive of field 

boundaries and possible unenclosed settlement. A rectilinear feature containing 

a vague circular mark adjacent to the eastern entrance of BL03 has been 

suggested as a possible Romano-British shrine (Chadwick 2002,8 ; Fig. 138, C)). 

However, enhanced air photograph images of this feature are not convincing and 

suggest that the circular mark may be of natural origin. 
Although the features recorded at Dene Cross are largely undated, the presence 

of a potentially impressive enclosure associated with late Iron Age and early 
Roman ceramics is of considerable interest, especially in relation to the limited 

evidence for contemporary activity at Norton Fitzwarren Camp some 3km to the 

south-east. The juxtaposition of enclosures BL03, BLO8 and their associated D- 

shaped features may suggest a chronological relationship and could be indicative 

of a focal point of some importance. 
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This is a composite image made by substituting part of air photograph DAP RV 1 for the 
corresponding section of DAP WP24. Whilst producing a useful impression of the overall size 
and morphology of the enclosure some distortion of shape is apparent, which is due to 
differences in the angles at which the photographs were taken. 

On this image, the east facing entrance to BL03 is clearly visible at point D. Points A and B 
mark the positions of the evaluation trenches dug by Wessex Archaeology in 2001 and point C 
indicates the feature suggested by Chadwick as a possible Romano-British shrine (see text). 
Also visible is the small D-shaped internal feature (BL07), which occupies a central position 
and appears to be aligned with entrance D. 

Fig. 138 Enclosures BL03 and BL07 at Dene Cross, Bishop's Lydeard. 

To the north of Dene Cross, two further enclosures have been included in 

cluster 5 (Fig. 136). These consist of a small trapezoid (BL02) located c. 300m to 

the north-west of BL03 and a probable ovoid (BL 14), which was identified from 

an enlargement of a vertical air photograph taken in 1971 (Fig. 134). This latter 

enclosure lies on a gentle slope close to a stream and is adjacent to a small ring 
ditch and two other possible ditched features. The ring ditch (HER No. 44364) 
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has an internal diameter of c. 12m and resembles a similar feature (CHI 1) 

excavated at Maidenbrook Farm, Cheddon Fitzpaine, which was tentatively 

interpreted as an animal pen or possibly an Iron Age shrine (3.1.1 ; Ferris and 
Bevan 1993,9). 

About 900m to the south-east of the Dene Cross group, a second concentration 

of cropmarks has been recorded on the same intertluve at Longlands Farm 

(Fig. 137). Here, the potentially earliest features visible are two adjacent ring 
ditches, c. 30m in diameter, which lie alongside a broad track or droveway and 

appear to represent large Bronze Age round barrows. To the north, a large 

rectilinear enclosure of polygonal shape (BL 11) appears to overlie part of a field 

system which has a similar alignment to the droveway. Included in Group 5 

(3.4.5), this enclosure has an area of c. 0.76ha and contains at least one probable 
internal feature. It is paired with a smaller trapezoidal site (BL09) and has a 

partial curvilinear enclosure (BL10) c. 70m to the south-west. Also visible on the 

air photographs are many vague cropmarks, including small penannular features 

suggestive of possible unenclosed settlement. 
On the evidence currently available, it seems probable that the Longlands Farm 

group represents phases of activity spread over a long period of time. The 

apparent palimpsest represented by BFI 1 and the fragmentary field boundaries 

suggests that some remodelling of the landscape may have taken place, which 

could indicate changes in the status or economy of the area. Although no 

evidence has been seen which indicates that the Longlands Farm and Dene Cross 

features belong to a single large complex, their close proximity suggests that this 

was an area of economic and possibly social importance, especially during the 

period when rectilinear enclosures were in use. 
Between the Longlands Farm group and Norton Fitzwarren Camp to the south- 

east, further evidence for prehistoric and Roman activity has been recorded along 

the crest of the interfluve (Fig. 129). At Conquest Farm, the ring ditch of a large 

round barrow occurs on near level ground c. 500m to the north-east of the 

Longlands Farm examples (HER No. 44187). It lies adjacent to a series of linear 

cropmarks which suggest a pattern of small rectangular fields on a similar 

alignment to those at Longlands Farm. These appear to continue into a field on 
the opposite side of the main Taunton to Minehead road, close to the point where 

evaluation trenches dug in 1999 (Fig. 129, site I) revealed three ditches and 
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probable pits or postholes associated with middle / late Iron Age and later Roman 

sherds (HER No. 44160). In view of their location, it seems possible that these 

excavated features represent a eastwards extension of the activity recorded at 
Dene Cross and Longlands Farm. If this were the case, it could suggest that an 

area of intensively cultivated and settled landscape may have extended over a 
distance in excess of 1.5km. 

About 1km to the north of Norton Fitzwarren Camp, part of a possible earlier 

prehistoric ritual monument has been identified from RAF vertical air 

photographs taken in 1947 (Fig. 129; Ellis 1986,165). Consisting of three 

concentric arcs of roughly circular marks, it may have had an outer diameter of 

c. 60m and has been suggested as a possible henge or timber circle of late 

Neolithic date (Ellis 1989,4). If this identification were to be confirmed by 

excavation, it could add a new dimension to the long term significance of the 

nearby hill-top as a focal point in the landscape. 

A short distance to the east of the above feature, substantial quantities of mainly 
C2-4 AD Roman greyware have been collected from an area of c. 1.5ha by a local 

metal detectorist, Mr. P. Saxton (Fig. 129, site 2). Much of this pottery has been 

examined by the writer and appears to consist largely of local fabrics which can 
be matched in the assemblage from Norton Fitzwarren Camp. Despite much 

effort on the part of Mr. Saxton, no significant finds of non-ferrous metal have 

been made on this site (P. Saxton, pers. comm. ). According to the Somerset 

HER, the two adjoining fields to the south were known as Higher and Lower 

Blacklands; the latter having produced finds of Roman pottery in 1914 (HER No. 

43397). This concentration of evidence suggests that a substantial settlement may 
have existed between the hillfort and the Dene Cross / Longlands Farm area 
during the Roman period. However, as with the contemporary settlement within 
the hillfort itself, there is no evidence to suggest that any higher status occupation 

occurred in this area. 

c) Comments on the Norton Fitzwarren to Bishop's Lydeard area. 
The principal enclosure within this area is Norton Fitzwarren Camp, which may 
have been a major focal point from the early Bronze Age until the late Iron Age. 
However, the evidence available from the 1968-71 excavations raises the 

possibility that, during the closing stages of the Iron Age, the socio-political 
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focus of the area was moved to another location close to the hillfort. It seems 

possible that this could have lain to the south-east of Bishop's Lydeard, where at 
least one substantial enclosure (BL03) was constructed during the late Iron Age 

and evidence for both early and later Roman activity has been obtained. Between 

Dene Cross and Conquest Farm, this latter area has also produced evidence 

suggesting that both enclosed and open settlement may have been associated 

with extensive systems of fields. This may represent activity spread over a long 

period of time, with the presence of large round barrows suggesting that the area 

may have been of some importance during the period when the initial Bronze 

Age enclosure was constructed at Norton Fitzwarren. 

Although there is evidence from within the hillfort and elsewhere for extensive 

activity during the later Roman period, no clear indications of higher status 

occupation have as yet been identified. The absence of significant finds of 
imported Roman pottery or metalwork from the hillfort interior suggests that the 

latter may have ceased to function as a place of social or political importance 

and, from the C3 AD onwards, was re-occupied as a convenient site for a small 

settlement complex. 
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4.3.2 Enclosures to the south-east of Cothelstone Hill. 

As shown on Fig. 139, two well-defined clusters of enclosures occur on the south- 

east facing slopes of the Quantocks between Cothelstone Hill and Yarford. 

Recorded in 3.2.2 as clusters 6 and 7, these are both located on palaeozoic Morte 

Slates and range in elevation from c. 80-245m. OD. 

a) Cluster 7 (Ivyton Farm, Broomfield). 

This group consists of seven cropmark sites spread over an area of about 0.5 

square kilometres (Fig. 140). Included in Group 4, site BF04 is a complex lobate 

enclosure which lies on a steep slope at c. 215m. OD and is adjacent to several 

springs. Covering a total of at least 1.7ha, it consists of an inner ovoid enclosure 

c. 0.25ha in area, which has a curvilinear annex attached to its northern side and 

an entrance with traces of a ditched approach on its eastern side. This appears to 

have been contained within an outer concentric enclosure, which has a second 

curvilinear annex appended to its western side. 
Of the three smaller features which are adjacent to BF04, site BF15 is a small 

ovoid and BF16 is a fragmentary, possibly quadrangular enclosure. Both are 
located on steep slopes at over 200m. OD and lie in close proximity to springs. 
Site BF03, however, occurs on more gently sloping ground some 350m from the 

nearest water source. Although included on the database as a borderline 

enclosure, its regular shape, lack of clear entrance gap and location overlooking 
BF04 suggest that it could as easily be the ring ditch of a large barrow. 

A few hundred metres to the east of BF04, the remainder of this cluster consists 

of a small oblong enclosure (BF08) paired with a probable D-shaped site (BF07), 

with a second oblong enclosure (BF09) lying some 300m to the south-east. 
These enclosures lie at 170-180m. OD on a moderate to gentle south-east facing 

slope and lack adjacent water supplies. 
On the evidence currently available, it seems possible that the Ivyton Farm 

cluster could represent the activities of a single economic unit over a period of 
time. The principal site seems likely to have been BF04 which, in view of its 

complexity, may comprise a series of later additions to an initial ovoid enclosure. 
Sited on an average gradient of 1 in 5 and having an abundant supply of running 

water, this enclosure would have been well positioned to serve functions related 
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Fig. 139 The distribution of enclosures between Yarford and Cothelstone Hill. 

to the maintenance and segregation of livestock. Sites BF15 and BF16 are also 

located in positions suggestive of a possible pastoral function and their close 

proximity to BF04 recalls the situation at Sweetworthy on Exmoor (4.4.2). 

The three enclosures which form the eastern part of the cluster differ markedly 
in type and location to those sited further west. Consisting of small rectilinear 

and hybrid forms, these sites occur on gentle, south-facing slopes which suggests 

that they may have been incorporated within an area of cultivated ground. The 

differences in shapes between these and the curvilinear sites to the west may be 

of chronological significance and might suggest an increased involvement on 

crop production during a period when rectilinear enclosures were in use. 

However, it also seems possible that they could represent the enclosure of 

previously open settlement during this latter period. 
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About Ilan to the east of the Ivyton Farm cluster, Higher Castles (BF02) is a 

substantial enclosure located in a sub-dominant position at c. 230m. OD. Included 

in Group 2 (3.4.2), it overlooks a steep-sided valley and is adjacent to a ridge-top 

road leading from Cothelstone Hill to the edge of the Somerset Levels between 

North Petherton and Thurloxton. Of oblong shape, it encloses c. 0.85ha and is 

defined mainly by a scarp, with evidence for a bank along its upslope sides and 

traces of a broad ditch in places (Figs. 142,143). In 1964 a small excavation 

carried out near the south-western corner revealed a U-shaped ditch, c. 2.5m in 

depth, which contained sherds claimed to be of early Iron Age type (Anon. 

1968). Unfortunately, the latter artefacts appear to have been lost and their age 

remains unverified. 
Of particular interest are indications of a possible outer enclosure, which may 

be defined by a low bank and scarp to the north and east and a large negative 
lynchet to the west. This feature, which shows clearly on Fig. 143, resembles the 

arrangement of adjacent outworks at Bury Castle, Selworthy (4.4.4a) and may 
have a close parallel in the outer enclosure seen on recent air photographs of 
Rook's Castle Broomfield (BF 10), some 4km to the east (3.4.2). 

As has been suggested for Plainsfield Camp and Trendle Ring in the northern 
Quantocks (4.1.3), Higher Castles is well positioned to have performed functions 

associated with the seasonal exploitation of upland grazing by communities 

settled in the adjacent lowlands. Its substantial construction suggests a site of 

some economic and social importance and the indications of a large outer 

enclosure could reflect a close involvement with livestock. However, it is also 

possible that it served as a focal point for smaller permanent settlements located 

within the south-eastern Quantocks, These may have included the Ivyton Farm 

cluster, with which it would have been clearly intervisible. 

b) Cluster 6 (Yarford. Kingston St. Mary). 
As shown on Figs. 139,141, this group of sites lies at the lower end of a 

promontory which runs south-eastwards from Cothelstone Hill to the Vale of 
Taunton near Kingston St. Mary. Located on moderate to steep sloping ground at 
between 90-135m. OD, all five enclosures are sited on Morte slates and lie within 
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a few hundred metres of the mesozoic mudstones and sandstones of the adjacent 
Vale. 

Three of the recorded enclosures (CT02, CT03, KM13) are partial rectilinear 
features, two of which (CT03, KM13) are sited on steep slopes and have adjacent 

supplies of running water (Fig. 141). The remaining two sites (KM12, KM16) 

occur in an area which has produced numerous cropmarks and has recently been 

investigated by the Southern Quantock Archaeological Survey (SQAS). 

Including both geophysical survey and excavation, this work was undertaken in 

2003 and 2004 and two interim reports are currently available (Wilkinson et al., 
2003; Wilkinson et al., 2004). The transcriptions shown on Fig. 141 incorporate 

both rectified cropmark features and others revealed by the SQAS geophysical 

survey. 
Located on a steep slope at c. 105m. OD, site KM12 is a trapezoidal feature 

enclosing at least 0.8ha. Included in Group 5 (3.4.5), it has a clear entrance gap 

on its northern side and is surrounded by several less well defined features, 

including two possible enclosures or annexes which may be joined to its eastern 

and southern sides (A and B on Fig. 141). A trench dug in 2003 revealed the 

entrance causeway and adjacent sections of ditch, which produced a few sherds 

of undiagnostic later prehistoric pottery from the lowest fills. No features were 
located within the enclosure and it has been suggested that it was used for animal 
husbandry (Wilkinson et al. 2004,191-2). 

Also in 2003, a second trench was dug across the southern part of feature A to 

the east of KM 12. This revealed a ditch c. 1.5m deep which contained substantial 

quantities of middle or late Iron Age pottery sealed by a deliberately placed layer 

of burnt clay. Much of the pottery represented almost complete vessels, 

suggesting that the deposition of both clay and pottery might have been of a 
ritual nature (Wilkinson et al. 2004,192). 
Located on the crest of the promontory at c. 95m OD, site KM16 occupies a sub- 

dominant position overlooking the Vale of Taunton and has been included in 

Group 3 (3.4.3). Enclosing a total of c. 0.18ha, it appears to have been D-shaped 

with rounded comers and is defined by two parallel V-cut ditches, the innermost 

of which exceeds 2.2m in depth. Excavation in 2003 showed that it had been 

constructed over part of an rectilinear arrangement of small ditches which, 
although undated, was considered to represent a possible field system of later 
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prehistoric date (Wilkinson et al. 2003,8-9). The fills of both enclosure ditches 

produced small quantities of late Iron Age pottery including fine ware, but no 

clear evidence for prehistoric activity was found in the interior, which had been 

disturbed by later Roman occupation deposits. The enclosure ditches appeared to 
have been deliberately back-filled during the final Iron Age or early Roman 

periods, creating space for the construction of small rectangular timber buildings 

and, during the C3 AD, a small Roman villa. 
The evidence currently available from air photographic sources and the SQAS 

investigations at Yarford clearly suggest that this was an area of some socio- 

economic significance during the later prehistoric and Roman periods. Located at 
the interface between fertile mesozoic lowlands to the south and areas of upland 

grazing to the north, it would have been well placed to sustain an economy based 

on both crop production and pastoralism. It would also have been well sited to 

serve as a focal point for the immediate locality. 

The size and location of KM12 suggest that this enclosure could have served a 

communal function related to the seasonal movement of livestock between 

lowland farmsteads and areas of upland grazing to the north. The evidence for 

ritual deposition from feature A could suggest an adjacent settlement of middle I 

late Iron Age date (Wilkinson et al. 2003,8), which may have been mainly 

unenclosed and associated with some of the field boundaries and other vague 
features visible on air photographs and the gradiometry plot. 
Site KM16 is of particular interest as it is the only excavated example of a 

Group 3 enclosure in the study area. Its strong construction, sub-dominant 
location and subsequent use as the site of a late Roman villa suggest that it may 
have retained a significant degree of status over a lengthy period of time. 
Furthermore, its strategic position at the lower end of a natural routeway could 

suggest that it was sited to regulate access to upland pasturage from the adjacent 
Vale. 

When considered together, the enclosure clusters at Ivyton Farm and Yarford 

clearly illustrate the diversity of the evidence which has been recorded from the 

south-eastern Quantocks. At Ivyton Farm, the spatial distribution of enclosures 
appears to suggest a single socio-economic unit, which may have been engaged 
in both pastoral and crop raising activities over a substantial period of time. At 
Yarford, however, the situation is potentially more complex, with evidence for 
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both enclosures and possible open settlement associated with livestock 

management and crop production. Here the evidence for pastoral activity could, 
in part, be related to the movement of livestock between areas of upland and 
lowland grazing. It may also relate to the evidence for higher status occupation at 
KM 16, which appears well placed to have controlled access to seasonal upland 

pastures. 

4.3.3 Enclosures to the south and east of Kingston St. Mary. 

As shown on Fig. 144, these occur as two adjacent groups which have been 

recorded in 3.2.2 as clusters 8 and 9. They are of particular interest as they 

represent a more or less continuous spread of sites extending from the south 
Quantock uplands to the central part of the Vale of Taunton. 

a) Cluster 9 (Kingston St. Mary to Volis Hi11). 

Located on the southern edge of the Quantocks, this cluster of nine cropmark 

enclosures is spread over an area of c. 0.75 square kilometres (Fig. 145). All sites 

occur on moderate to steep south-facing slopes underlain by Morte slates and lie 

within 1 km of the mudstones and sandstones of the Vale of Taunton. 

The eastern part of this cluster is located on Volis Hill and lies along an 

established ridge route between the Taunton and Broomfield areas. It consists of 

six enclosures spread over a distance of 900m and is bounded on the west by a 

steep-sided stream valley. The largest and most substantial enclosure present is a 
double-ditched quadrangular feature (KM10), which encloses a total of c. 0.35ha 

and has been included in Group 3 (3.4.3). Occupying a sub-dominant position on 

a minor promontory, it lies on a moderate slope at c. 150m. OD and has views 

over the remaining enclosures and the Vale beyond. On the available air 

photographs, the inner and outer ditches appear to have been very closely spaced 
along the northern edge of the enclosure. This suggests that, unlike the D-shaped 

220 



loom 

150m 
"KM10 

" KM11 
KINGSTON 
ST. MARY sKM15 

" KM07 

a CH03 
0 CHO8 

KMO80 Volis Hill 
*CH01 

CH04 0 loom 

f KM03 
KM06 KMO2 

fKM05 
Upper 
Chedd on 

NaiIsbourne 

Curvilinear f CH02 
50m 

KM09 * 
f Hybrid 50m 

f CH05 
o Rectilinear 

+ Fragmentary 
o KMO4 

f KM01 
E3 KM14 

Ring Ditch 

0 0.5 1N 

kilometres 
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enclosure (KM 16) at Yarford, KM 10 may be a multi-phase feature resulting 

from the enlargement of an earlier single-ditched site. 

About 350m to the south-east, a smaller but similar shaped feature (KM07) lies 

on a moderate south-east facing slope at c. 130m. OD. This was excavated by the 

Southern Quantocks Archaeological Survey in 2002 and a brief interim report is 

currently available (Thorpe 2003). Within the interior, evidence for earlier 

prehistoric activity included residual Neolithic flintwork, a pit containing late 

Neolithic pottery and ditches and pits containing a sequence of Bronze Age 

ceramics. The ovoid inner enclosure ditch had impressive entrance 
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terminals and appeared to have been dug during the middle to late Iron Age. 

However, the outer rectilinear ditch was of somewhat slighter construction and 

was found to be of probable early Roman date. During the Roman period, the 
inner ditch was backfilled and a gateway to the enclosure was constructed, 
following which occupation of the site appeared to have ceased. 

222 

o ,..,,.,..... 



Of the four smaller cropmark sites which occur in the vicinity of KM07 and 
KM10, a probable D-shaped feature (KM 11) lies on more gently sloping terrain 

c. 300 metres from the nearest water supply. However, the small quadrangular 

enclosure (KM15) and two rectilinear sites (CH03,04)) occur on steeper slopes 

adjacent to running water. As suggested for the Ivyton Farm group, these 

variations in shape and location could reflect differences in both date and 
function between the enclosures and could represent the activities of a single 

socio-economic unit over a substantial period of time. 

Occurring at c. 100-125m. OD, the western part of cluster 9 lies on a broad, 

moderate-steep slope near the foot of the south Quantock scarp. It appears to 

consist of a partial curvilinear enclosure with two probable annexes (KM08), a 

partial oblong enclosure with a possible annex (CH08) and a fragmentary 

rectilinear feature (CHO1) which may be linked to KMO8. Also visible on the air 

photographs are a number of other indistinct features, including possible ring 
ditches (A and B on Fig. 145) and fragments of a possibly related system of field 

boundaries (not transcribed). 

Although sited on a pronounced slope, none of the above enclosures has a 

nearby water supply. This could suggest that the settlement evidence may be 

related mainly to crop production on an area of well drained ground with a warm 

southerly aspect. However, the potential relationship between this group and the 

eastern part of the cluster is difficult to discern, as it is topographically separated 
from the latter by the stream valley. 

b) Cluster 8 (Nailsbourne to Upper Cheddon). 
Lying a short distance to the south of cluster 9, this group consists of ten 

cropmark sites dispersed over an area of c. 1.8 square kilometres. Having an 

elevation range of 45-67m. OD, these are all are located on moderate to gentle 

sloping ground with a southerly aspect (Fig. 144). 
Six of the sites in this group lie on or are immediately adjacent to a gently 

sloping spread of gravel which extends southwards from Kingston St. Mary to 

the northern outskirts of Taunton. This appears to have had a very limited natural 
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supply of water and is both irrigated and drained by a system of ditches and 

ponds linked to an artificial leat at Mill Cross, south of Kingston (Fig. 146). 

On a moderate-gentle slope above Lower Marsh Farm, site KMO1 is a complex 
feature known only from photographs taken by Aston in 1976 (HER No. 43042). 

Occupying a sub-dominant position overlooking sites to the west, it lies on a 
broad promontory of Otter sandstone at c. 64m. OD and has a possible adjacent 

water supply to the south. It comprises two superimposed rectilinear enclosures, 
the larger of which has an area of c. 0.4 hectares and appears to have incorporated 

a small, near circular feature at its eastern apex. The smaller oblong enclosure 

also appears to have been related to this feature, suggesting that the latter may 
have been of some importance over a substantial period of time. Also visible on 
the air photographs are potentially related linear features and vague traces of a 

possible further enclosure about 50m to the east (not transcribed). 
Located within a few hundred metres of KMO1, two small rectilinear enclosures 

(KMO4, KM 14) are sited on gentle slopes underlain by gravel and appear to have 

lacked natural supplies of running water. A short distance to the north, KM09 is 

located on a moderate slope underlain by mudstone and consists of a fragmentary 

rectilinear feature associated with clear traces of a field system. As these three 

sites are overlooked by KMO1, it seems possible that they may represent 

elements of a single socio-economic unit, within which KMO1 could perhaps 
have served as a focal point. 
To the north of Dodhill Green, a small D-shaped enclosure (KM05) lies on 

near-level ground underlain by gravel and is adjacent to a spring and traces of 

possibly related field boundaries (Fig. 146). About 450m to the west, a small 

oblong enclosure (KM06) lies on similar terrain (Fig. 147, right) and is in close 

proximity to vague features suggestive of a possible field system and unenclosed 

settlement (not transcribed). 

The remaining sites in this group lie to the east of the Kingston to Taunton 

gravel spread and occur as adjacent or paired enclosures. At the foot of the south 
Quantock scarp at c. 67m. OD, an enclosure pair comprising a trapezoid and a D- 

shaped feature (KM02,03) is located on a gentle slope near the southernmost 

edge of the Morte slates. These enclosures occur within 100m of a spring and are 
overlooked by part of cluster 9, which lies a few hundred metres to the north 
(Fig. 144). Air photographs taken by Aston in 1976 show many indistinct 
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cropmarks in this vicinity, including fragmentary rectilinear and curvilinear 
features suggestive of a possible field system and more open settlement (not 

transcribed). 
Two more isolated features are located to the south of Upper Cheddon, where a 

near-oblong enclosure (CH02) occurs about 200m from a small D-shaped site 
(CH05). Both enclosures occur on moderate sloping ground underlain by Otter 

sandstone and are adjacent to a nearby stream (Fig. 147, left). 

When clusters 8 and 9 are considered together, some significant differences in 

enclosure distribution and typology can be discerned. Thus it is apparent that 

cluster 9 occurs as two distinct groups of adjacent enclosures, with evidence 

suggesting that the Volis FEB group may represent phases of activity spread over 

a long period of time. In comparison to cluster 8, these more elevated sites 
display a wider range of enclosure shapes, including substantial ovoid and 

quadrangular forms. 

The enclosures in cluster 8, however, are more widely dispersed across the 

landscape. They appear to consist entirely of oblong, trapezoidal and small D- 

shaped sites, with the latter being more closely related to water supply than the 

rectilinear forms. This area of less elevated, gently sloping terrain has also 

produced some tentative air photograph evidence suggestive of possible open 

settlement located within field systems. Of potential significance is an absence of 

evidence for more substantial enclosures of curvilinear or hybrid form. This 

forms part of a hiatus in the distribution of these types which extends eastwards 
from Bishop's Lydeard to West Monkton and occurs within c. 5km of Norton 

Fitzwarren Camp. It contrasts markedly with the situation recorded along 

western fringes of the sub-region (Fig. 128), where the relatively few enclosures 

recorded include two substantial ovoids (HAO1, OAO1) and an irregular 

quadrangular (MVO1). In general terms, the evidence obtained from cluster 8 

seems to show some resemblance to the distribution of enclosures between 
Holford and Stringston (4.1.2), where clusters 2 and 16 also lie within a short 
distance of a hillfort. 
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4.3.4 Other significant enclosures located within sub-region 3. 

In addition to the enclosure clusters described above, a relatively small number 

of other sites are of individual significance to this study. These include four small 

rectilinear enclosures (BL16, CTO1, CH12-13) and two curvilinear features 

(BL 15, CH 11), which have been excavated and have produced valuable dating 

evidence. The results of these investigations are discussed in a broader context in 

5.1. The remaining sites, which will be discussed in this section, comprise three 
Group 5 enclosures and the results of two field surveys carried out as part of this 

project. 

a) Other Group 5 enclosures in sub-retton 3. 
In addition to sites at Dene Cross, Longlands Farm and Yarford discussed above, 
three other enclosures in this sub-region have been included in Group 5. Of 

these, site BF 13 near Oggshole Farm, Broomfield is of particular interest and is 

illustrated on Figs. 150 and 151. 

Located on moderate sloping ground at c. 190m. OD, this large D-shaped 

enclosure has an area of c. 1.15ha and is sited within a short distance of a spring. 
Its eastern side is formed by a length of ditch which extends northwards to within 
25m of a series of linear cropmarks. On the air photographs these latter features 

appear to represent a broad track or droveway, which is visible over a distance of 

several hundred metres and can be traced between points X and Y on Fig. 151. 

Running from east to west along the crest of the south Quantocks, it seems 
probable that this track formed part of a ridge route which, for the most part, is 

marked by the present-day lane leading from Cotheistone Hill to the North 

Petherton and Thurloxton areas. Although potentially of post-Roman date, it 

seems possible that these cropmarks, if not of prehistoric origin, could follow the 

course of an earlier routeway. 
Both in terms of location and construction, it seems unlikely that site BF13 had 

any significant defensive capability. However, its size and potential association 
with an early ridge route suggest that it was probably of some economic 
importance. This may have been related to the seasonal movement of livestock 

between the south Quantock uplands and less elevated areas to the east. It also 
seems possible that it could have served more specific communal functions 
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associated with settlements in clusters 13 and 14, which lie within 2.5km to the 

east and south-east (3.2.2). 

The two remaining group 5 enclosures are features which lack any clear 

associations with other settlement evidence. Of these, site HA03 at Lower 

Stoford is a partial hybrid enclosing at least 0.65ha, which lies at c. 76m. OD on a 

moderate-gentle slope overlooking a stream (Fig. 148). It is located at the end of a 

promontory, which appears well placed to have provided access to the south- 

eastern Brendons for settlements in the western Vale of Taunton. These latter 

could have included sites in the Dene Cross and Longlands Farm areas near 
Bishop's Lydeard, some 4km to the east. 
On the southern edge of the Vale c. Ilan to the east of Castleman's Hill (below), 

site TRO3 at Chilliswood Farm is a large partial trapezoid enclosing at least 1.28 

ha (Fig. 149). Occurring in an area of undulating relief at c. 52m. OD, this site lies 

within 5km of the north-facing scarp of the Blackdown Hills, which reaches a 

elevation of over 250m. OD. It is located on a moderate, north-facing slope 

underlain by Mercia mudstone and lies within 30m of a spring. On the basis of its 

size and location, it seems possible that this enclosure could have been related to 

the pasturing of livestock on less productive lowland terrain to the south of 
Taunton and on the slopes of the Blackdown escarpment. 

b) Castleman's Hill. Trull (TR02). 

This small hillfort is located at c. 65m. OD in an area of undulating terrain to the 

south-west of Taunton (Fig. 128). It is sited on Mercia mudstone and occupies a 

short promontory near the end of a west facing scarp. Although having extensive 

views over the western Vale of Taunton and the Blackdown escarpment, it is not 
intervisible with either Norton Fitzwarren Camp (NFO1) to the north or Orchard 
Wood hillfort (OPO1; 3.4.1) to the east. 
Recorded as a probable hillfort on the basis of air photographs taken in 1990 

(HER No. 44154), the site was visited in October 2002 and found to have extant 
earthwork features. These were surveyed in November 2002 and a full report and 

measured plan were subsequently deposited in the Somerset HER (No. 16419). 

As illustrated by Fig. 152, the air photograph evidence showed two large 

cropmark ditches apparently cutting off the promontory. Of these, the inner ditch 

appeared more substantial and could be traced southwards for some distance 
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along the south-western edge of the enclosure. However the outer ditch appeared 

to be a narrower feature, the western end of which coincided with a marked 

change in direction in the modern field boundary. Near the latter point (A on 
Fig. 153), breaks in both inner and outer ditch lines suggested a possible entrance 

gap. 
A plan of the hillfort combining the results of the 2002 survey and a 

transcription of the cropmark features is shown on Fig. 153. The most clearly 
defined feature is an inner scarp, which lies beneath the field boundary hedge and 

reaches a maximum height of c. 3m at the western tip of the enclosure. At its 

northern end near point A, this scarp is much lower and borders a shallow 
depression which is aligned with the outer cropmark ditch. At its southern end, it 

turns north-eastwards near point B before disappearing beneath made ground and 

modem farm buildings. In places, the foot of the inner scarp has been truncated 

by a recent farm track, which appears likely to have followed the line of an 

earlier ditch or berm. Downslope of this track, a less pronounced steepening of 

the natural slope may be represented by an outer scarp. This feature is best 

preserved to the south-west of point A, where it is up to l Om in length and has a 

clear change of slope at its foot. However, along the southern edge of the 

enclosure the scarp has been extensively modified to accommodate a narrow 
drainage channel. 

As part of the survey, a systematic fieidwalk over the ploughed interior of the 

enclosure was undertaken. This produced over 30 small rounded pebbles of grit 

and sandstone, which were concentrated around the highest part of the enclosure 
interior within 50m of point B. As these do not occur naturally in the area, it 

seems likely that they represent sling shot of Iron Age date, which could have 

been collected from the gravelly bed of the River Tone some 2km to the north- 

west. Apart from two flint scrapers and several flakes of probable Neolithic or 
Bronze Age date, no other potentially significant finds were made. 
Overall, the available evidence suggests that the Castleman's Hill site was an 

ovoid, double-ditched enclosure which could be described as a small multivallate 

promontory fort. Having a total enclosed area of over 1.5ha and an inner area of 

at least 0.95ha, it appears to have been of substantial construction and would 
have been an impressive feature when seen from adjacent lower ground. Along 

its southern edge, an inner bank and ditch may have been contiguous with two 
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outer scarps separated by a ditch or bean. However, along the western and 

northern sides the inner and outer ditches are separated by 15-25m of gently 

sloping ground, which could have been used for corralling livestock or other 

purposes. The local topography suggests that the main entrance to the hilifort 

may have lain on the south-eastern side, within the area now concealed beneath a 
farmyard and associated buildings. If this were the case, it could account for the 

concentration of sling pebbles in the vicinity of point B. 

In morphological terms, Castleman's Hill does not appear to closely resemble 

any other hillfort within the study area and parallels for its main defining features 

have only been identified at four other sites. Thus, a second line of scarping has 

only been recorded at Cannington Camp (CN02), Bathealton Camp (BAOI) and 
Horse Pool Camp (WTO1), and in these cases appears to be of a more 
discontinuous nature than at Castleman's Hill. Similarly, evidence for two 

substantial ditches cutting off a promontory is only present at Castle Neroche 

(CR01), which lies some 10km to the south-east. As noted in 3.4.1, this latter site 
has been badly damaged and it seems possible that more extensive earthworks, 
including the scarping of steep natural slopes, originally existed here. 

However, to the east of the study area, a reasonably good parallel for the 

Castleman's Hill site occurs at West Wood near Somerton (eater et al. 1993,43- 

47). Here, aerial photography and geophysical survey revealed a promontory 
fort, c. 2ha in area, which is bounded by three cropmark ditches and (unsurveyed) 

terrace and scarp features. An earlier excavation, which was probably located 

near the eastern entrance of the enclosure, produced middle to late Iron Age 

sherds (Glastonbury ware), late Iron Age Durotrigian ware and a range of C 1-4 

AD Roman pottery. 

c) Hornshay Farm. Nynehead ( Site WE07). 
Overlooking the Tone valley some 9 kilometres to the south-west of Taunton, 

WE07 lies on a gentle, south-facing hillside underlain by mesozoic mudstones 

and sandstones (Fig. 154). It is situated on a minor promontory at c. 55m. OD and 
lies within 450m of the river, which provides the nearest supply of running 

water. 

The site was located through the metal detecting activities of Mr. P. Saxton 

who, in addition to finding several Roman coins, a trumpet brooch and a small 
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bronze head, collected numerous C2-4 AD sherds from part of a large arable 
field. In April 2004, further fieldwork comprising a geophysical survey and 

systematic artefact collection was organised by the writer in association with Mr 

Saxton and the Somerset County Museum. This was focused on an area of 

ploughed ground measuring 150m by I OOm, which had produced the 

overwhelming majority of earlier finds and encompassed a prolific surface 

scatter of sherds and other debris. 

As illustrated by Fig. 155, the gradiometry survey revealed a complex pattern of 
linear magnetic anomalies. These suggested a series of angular ditches or gullies 
bounded by longer east-west trending ditches, with a probable trackway 

approaching from the south-west. The most clearly discernible feature measured 

some 20m in width, was of irregular oblong shape and had a possible entrance 

passage to the west (Fig. 154). This appeared to be overlain by a smaller, sub- 

rectangular arrangement of ditches, which may have been linked to another small 

oblong to the north. 
Amongst the other possible features recorded were a small circular mark 

adjacent to the larger oblong and a strong ovoid anomaly just west of the 

trackway, which could represent the site of a kiln or other industrial activity. 
Also visible were lengths of north-south trending ditch suggestive of paddock or 
field boundaries. To the south, part of the site was obscured by a cluster of strong 

magnetic anomalies, which coincided with a natural, dell-like hollow in the land 

surface and are of uncertain ori gin. 
A collection of surface artefacts from the grids laid out for the geophysical 

survey produced a total of 401 potsherds weighing c. 6.5kg. A large majority of 
these were recovered from the eastern part of the site (Area A) and were 

concentrated to the south and west of the larger oblong feature (Fig. 156). A 

smaller concentration of material was also recorded in the vicinity of the track- 
like feature in Area B. After washing, all sherds were sorted into a series of basic 

fabric groups as shown in Table 22 (below). 
When considered as a group, the sherds collected represent a variety of 

domestic vessel types including jars, bowls, dishes, flagons, amphora and 
mortaria. On the basis of the rim forms and fabrics present, these potentially 

range in date from the C1-4 AD, with the majority of diagnostic rims being of 
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C2-3 types. However no rims, decorated sherds or fabrics suggestive of a pre- 

Roman date were identified. 

Type / Fabric group Source No. of 
sherds 

% of 
total 

Hard grey fabrics (including 
coarse and finer wares) 

Probably local 312 78% 

Black Burnished Ware B1 Dorset / South Somerset 20 5% 
Other sandy fabrics unknown 27 6.75% 
Amphora Southern Spain (Dressel type 

20) 
6 1.5% 

Samian ware Central Gaul (mainly 
Dragendorff forms 18 / 31 

14 3.5% 

Oxford ware Oxfordshire 4 1% 
New Forest ware Ham hire 3 0.75% 
Other Roman coarseware fabrics unknown (various) 15 3.5% 
TOTAL 401 100% 

Table 22 Fabric analysis ofpottery collected during 2004 from site WE07 at Hornsihay Farm. 

Hard gritty greywares resembling Norton Fitzwarren types 1 to 4 (Timby 1989, 

53-55) are the most strongly represented fabrics in the assemblage. Of probable 
local origin, these occur mainly as sherds from medium to large storage jars, 

although a few finer, thin-walled jars or bowls are also present. Many larger 

sherds in these fabrics have unabraded edges, suggesting that they may have 

been brought to the surface by recent plough action. This contrasts markedly 

with the large majority of sherds in other fabrics, which are generally smaller and 

more heavily abraded. These include small quantities of Black Burnished (BB 1), 

Oxford colour coated and New Forest wares; the latter two types being of C3-4 

AD date. Also present are small numbers of sherds in fabrics from unknown but 

probably non-local sources. Included amongst these are rim sherds from two 

mortaria, a jug handle and the top of a narrow-necked flagon. 

As shown in Table 23 (below), sherds of Samian ware are better represented in 

the 2004 collection from Nynehead than in the three published Roman 

assemblages from excavated sites elsewhere in the Taunton area. This is 

supported by earlier finds made by Mr. Saxton, which include several plain 
Samian sherds and two larger decorated pieces of probable C2 AD date. Also 
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potentially significant is the occurrence of several large sherds of amphora, 

which are probably of C 1-2 AD date and are noticeably absent from the 

published assemblages. 

Site Tot. 
Roman 
sherds 

% 
Samian 

% 
Amphora 

Sources 

Hornshay Farm, Nynehead 401 3.5 1.5 
_ 

Norton Fitzwarren Camp 3660 0.27 0 Ellis 1989, Table 5 

Maidenbrook Fm., Taunton 1745 0.23 0 Ferris & Bevan 1993, Table 2 

Hillyfields, Taunton 505 0.6 0 Leach 2003, Table 1 

Table 23 Proportions of Samian ware and amphora from sites in the Vale of Taunton. 

In addition to the pottery described above, a number of fragments of brick and 
tile were also collected from the gridded areas. These included a portion of a 
tegula roof tile, two pieces of box flue tile displaying marks for keying and 

several small fragments of red brick or tile which appear likely to be of Roman 

date. Similar material, apparently unassociated with any known building, was 
also found during the 1990 excavations at Maidenbrook Farm, some 10 km to the 

east of Nynehead (Ferris and Bevan 1993,35). 

In terms of the overall pattern of early settlement in the Vale of Taunton, the 

evidence obtained from Hornshay Farm is of some interest. The results of the 

gradiometry clearly indicate a small area of intense activity, with superimposed 
features suggesting that this may have been in use over a substantial period of 
time. However, whilst apparently bounded by elongated ditches, it is debatable 

whether it represents a formally enclosed area of settlement or could be better 

described as essentially unenclosed occupation embedded within a system of 
fields or paddocks. Furthermore, in terms of size the recorded features are very 

small and would probably be difficult to discern if seen as cropmarks on air 
photographs. For these reasons, this site has not been included in the statistics 
presented in Chapters 3 and 4 or shown on the general distribution map for 

rectilinear enclosures (Fig. 8). 
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When considered together, the geophysical evidence and the contents of the 

surface artefact collection appear somewhat contradictory. Thus the range of 

vessel forms present is comparable with the published assemblages noted above 

and includes a significantly higher proportion of imported wares. This suggests 
that it probably derives from a settlement which, if not of high status, had a 

comfortable level of material wealth. A similar inference may be drawn from the 

ceramic tile fragments and from the decorative bronze finds made by Mr Saxton. 

However, the gradiometry presents an image of small scale features more 

suggestive of lower status dwellings and for structures associated with industrial 

or agricultural activity. Furthermore it has produced no evidence for a larger, 

well-defined enclosure such as those identified at Norton Fitzwarren (NF02) and 
Maidenbrook Farm (CHI2). 

One possible explanation for this apparent anomaly could be that the features 

revealed by gradiometry do not form the focal point of the site, but represent a 

subsidiary area located at some distance from the main settlement. If this were 
the case, the concentration of heavily abraded potsherds in various fabrics might 
derive from a manuring midden containing waste transported from the main 
habitation area. However much of the less abraded greyware, including large 

sherds from storage jars, could result from occupation or other activity related 
directly to the recorded features. If this tentative interpretation is correct, it would 

suggest that a further area of Roman occupation remains to be located at 
Hornshay Farm. It seems possible that this could lie in the field to the west, 

which is under permanent pasture and has not been searched by Mr Saxton. 
Of potentially greater significance is the possibility that the recorded features 

may represent a form of peripheral settlement which could occur elsewhere in 

western Somerset. This may be supported by observations made during the 

examination of the air photograph evidence for the study area, as vague 
fragmentary features were noted in the vicinity of a number of well defined 

enclosures. In most cases the former were too small and indistinct for meaningful 
transcription, although several are shown on the plans for the Dene Cross / 

Longlands Farm area (Fig. 137) and for Yarford (Fig. 141). This clearly has 
implications for interpretations based solely on air photographs as, in some of the 

above cases, it could be that the recorded enclosures have nearby features which 
represent areas of outlying settlement or industrial / agricultural out-buildings. 
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4.3.5 Sub-region 3: overview and comments. 
In this sub-region, significant differences between the known patterns of 

enclosure distribution on the southern slopes of the Quantocks and in adjacent 

areas of the Vale of Taunton are clearly discernible. Thus the southern 
Quantocks are characterised by distinct clusters of enclosures, which have been 

tentatively interpreted as representing the activities of single, family-based 

economic units. Variations in the typology and siting of enclosures within these 

clusters may be indicative of economies based on both crop production and 

pastoralism, with the limited dating evidence available suggesting settlement 

over a substantial period of time. This area has also produced evidence which 

suggests that the seasonal movement of livestock between upland and lowland 

pasturage may have taken place. 
In contrast, adjacent areas of the Vale of Taunton have produced indications of 

a more dispersed pattern of enclosed settlement, which contains a higher 

proportion of rectilinear forms than is apparent in the southern Quantocks. It has 

also produced some tentative evidence for unenclosed settlement and field 

systems, which may suggest a greater involvement in crop production in these 

fertile, well-insolated lowlands. The data recorded for the Norton Fitzwarren to 

Bishop's Lydeard area is of particular value and contains significant evidence for 

long-term settlement and economic activity potentially associated with a hillfort. 

This is of special interest in that it provides an insight into the potential 

complexity and longevity of early settlement in other geographically favourable 

areas of western Somerset. Also of potential significance is the recent survey of 
the hillfort on Castleman's Hill, which has revealed morphological traits 

suggestive of influences from beyond the boundaries of the study area. 
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4.4 Sub-region 4: The north-eastern Exmoor area. 

Comprising the north-western edge of the Brendons and the coastal fringe of 
Exmoor, this sub-region covers approximately 140 square kilometres and 

possesses some of the most dramatic topography in southern England (Fig. 157). 

Although mainly an upland area underlain by palaeozoic grits and slates, it 

includes a small basin (the Vale of Porlock) which contains mesozoic and recent 
formations and is open to the sea at its northern end. To the east of Minehead, the 

palaeozoic uplands are bordered by more recent rocks which underlie a narrow 

strip of coastal lowland. 

The sub-region contains a total of 23 recorded sites considered suitable for this 

study. With the exception of two cropmark features, these are extant monuments 
for which plan surveys undertaken by the Ordnance Survey and the RCHME are 

available. However two sites recently listed as ̀ hill-slope enclosures' have been 

excluded from the database and a further example (LU02) is regarded as a 
borderline entry (Riley and Wilson-North 2001, Appendix 1). Comprising 

features at Hill Road, Minehead (HER No. 33820) and Thurley Combe, 

Luccombe (HER No. 15596), the excluded sites possess morphological features 

which suggest that, on balance, they are more likely to be earthworks of 

medieval or later date. 

In terms of the overall distribution of evidence, the database shows that 74% of 

enclosures are located at elevations of over 200m. OD. The majority of these are 

sited on palaeozoic grits, with only three examples occurring on slates. Only two 

cropmark sites lie below 100m. OD and both of these are located on Head 

overlying mesozoic mudstone. A majority of sites occur in apparent isolation, 

with associated enclosures as defined in 3.2 being represented solely by a small 

group of sites on the northern slopes of Dunkery Hill. 
Table 24 provides a typological analysis of the 23 recorded sites using the 

selected enclosure groups described in 3.4. From this, it is apparent that both 

Group 3 and Group 4 enclosures are well represented, which clearly reflects the 

occurrence of a strong upland topography across most of the sub-region. 
However ungrouped enclosures occur less frequently and comprise two lowland 

cropmark sites (CA03, SE02), two extant enclosures incorporated within field 

systems (CU02, WY02) and a small rectilinear earthwork considered to be a 
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Fig. 157 The distribution of enclosures in the north-eastern part of Exmoor. 

( This map shows all sites which have been included on the database for this study. As indicated 
by the symbols used, these fall mainly into three of the selected enclosure groups defined in 
Chapter 3. With the exception of CA03 and SE02, all are extant field monuments which have 
been surveyed by the Ordnance Survey Archaeology Division and / or the RCHME ). 

Group Defining features No. Site Reference Codes 
I Classed as hillfort, dominant or sub-dominant 2 CAOI, DU02 

location, enclosing over I ha. 
2 Substantially constructed, sub-dominant 0 

location, enclosing 0.5-I. Oha. 
3 Substantial construction in relation to size, 9 CA02, CUO4, DUO 1, LU03, LU08, 

sub-dominant location, enclosing under 0.5ha. MHO I, POO1, SEO1, TMOI 
4 Non-dominant sites on steep slopes adjacent 7 0003, LU04-07, P002, P003 

to running water, under 0.5ha. 
5 Other larger sub-dominant or non-dominant 0 

enclosures 0.5ha. + 
Other Ungrouped sites, under 0.5ha. 5 CA03, CU02, LU02, SE02, WY02 

Table 24 The typological grouping of sites as mapped on Fig. 157. 
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borderline entry (LU02). Apparently absent are Group 2 and Group 5 enclosures, 

which contrasts markedly with the situation further east in the Quantock Hills. 

Overall, this pattern suggests that there may be a significant under-representation 

of ungrouped, non-dominant sites in the record for this sub-region, especially in 

the lower elevation areas around Porlock, Minehead and Dunster. To a large 

extent this may be due to the low incidence of arable land in these latter areas, 

which has resulted in a limited opportunity for air photographic reconnaissance. 
For the purposes of this study this is unfortunate, as it limits the discussion of 

potential relationships between known upland sites and settlements located in 

adjacent lowland areas. 

4.4.1 The Dunster to Carhampton area. (Figs. 158,159) 
Lying on the eastern edge of the sub-region, this small area contains three extant 

enclosures which are located on open moorland underlain by palaeozoic grits. 
These sites overlook the Bristol Channel coast and the entrance to the Avill 

valley, which provides a major natural route into central Exmoor and north- 

eastern Devon by way of a corridor of deeply incised valleys. 
Located at c. 180m. OD on a promontory overlooking the northern side of the 

Avill valley, site DU02 on Grabbist Hill was first noted as a possible hillfort by 

Aston in 1977. Of elongated ovoid shape, it encloses c. 1.7ha and is bounded to 

the south by a very steep natural scarp (Fig. 159, upper). It is best preserved at its 

western end, where a well-defined entrance gap is flanked by a ditch and 

counterscarp and has traces of an in-turned bank terminal. Elsewhere the 

enclosure perimeter is marked by a discontinuous scarp of varying height, with 

slight traces of bank and ditch being discernible in places (HER No. 33567). 

Morphologically, DUO2 is an interesting site which has no close parallels 

elsewhere in the study area. Although the steep scarp along its southern side may 
have created an impression of strong defences when seen from the valley below, 

the remainder of the perimeter does not appear to have had any major defensive 

potential and might be unfinished. However, as Grabbist Hill overlooks the 

mouth of the Avill, the enclosure would have been well placed for an 
involvement in coastal communications and trade in addition to controlling 

access to a valley route between the Bristol Channel coast and north-east Devon. 

Of potential significance is its location on the opposite side of the valley to Black 
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Ball Camp and Bat's Castle, which suggests that the River Avill might have 

served as a boundary between the territories of two social groups during at least 

part of the later prehistoric period. 
To the south of the Avill valley, Black Ball Camp (DUO I) and Bat's Castle 

(CAO 1) lie on the crest of a steep-sided ridge at 170m and 210m. OD respectively 
(Fig. 158). Separated by a distance of some 500m, both enclosures possess 

unusual morphological features which merit further examination. 
Classed as a Group 3 site, Black Ball Camp lies on a moderate-steep slope and, 

prior to recent afforestation, would have had a clear view of the entrance to the 
Avill valley and the hillfort on Grabbist Hill. Enclosing c. 0.33ha, it consists of a 
broad ditch with an inner bank up to 1.9m in height and a large counterscarp 
bank along its downslope sides (Fig. 159, bottom left). This latter feature has the 

appearance of an outer rampart and is most impressive near the short, in-turned 

entrance passage. With the possible exception of a destroyed outer bank at 
Trottsway Cross (CUO1,3.4.3) it appears to be unparalleled at sites of similar 

size elsewhere in the study area. 
A further unusual feature of Black Ball Camp is a raised platform which lies 

behind the in-turned bank terminal on the north side of the entrance passage. 
Although badly disturbed, it has been suggested by Preece that this might 

represent the site of a guardhouse (HER No. 33565, Ref. 19). On the south-east 

side of the entrance passage, a levelled area c. 5m in diameter could represent the 

site of a contemporary structure. 
Sited just below the ridge summit upslope of Black Ball Camp, Bat's Castle is a 

small univallate hillfort enclosing c. I. 35ha. It is of ovoid shape and consists of a 
broad ditch with banks up to c. 2m high along both inner and outer edges 
(Fig. 159, bottom right). Although technically a counterscarp, the outer bank is 

clearly of defensive proportions and has no parallels amongst the other hillforts 

in the study area. Of the two entrances, the eastern one consists of a simple gap 
in the ramparts, whereas the western example is of more elaborate form. Here, 

the inner bank terminals are in-turned to form a short passage and the ditch and 
outer bank extend westwards for about 40m to form a broad corridor approach. 
Unparalleled elsewhere in the study area this latter feature is impressive and, in 

the field, has the appearance of being a secondary feature related to the 
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construction of the outer bank (personal observation and HER No. 33442, Ref. 

24). 

About 200m to the south-east of Bat's Castle, an unusual linear outwork c. 180m 

in length extends across the crest of the ridge (HER No. 33443). Consisting of a 
bank up to c. 2m high with a ditch on the downslope side, it is of zigzag shape 

and has a well-defined angle at the point where it is crossed by the present ridge- 
top track (Fig. 158). This suggests that it may have been constructed in two 

stages, with the southern portion possibly being a later addition (personal 

observation). About 500m to the north-west, a second outwork lies at a lower 

elevation beneath Bat's Castle. Having a total length of c. 100m, this comprises 
two lengths of bank and ditch which lie on a very steep slope and overlook the 

approach to the hillfort from the Avill valley near Dunster. 

When considered together, Black Ball Camp, Bat's Castle and their adjacent 

outworks are suggestive of an area of strategic importance, with both the 

juxtaposition of sites and the presence of large counterscarp banks suggesting a 

potentially close relationship between the enclosures. Whilst it is highly probable 
that Bat's Castle was the principal site, Black Ball Camp also shows features 

suggestive of higher status occupation and may have been involved in the 

monitoring of trade or other activity at the entrance to the Avill valley. 
As noted above, there is some tentative field evidence which suggests that the 

visible features may belong to more than one period of construction. Thus it 

seems possible that Bat's Castle and Black Ball Camp, whilst not necessarily 

contemporary, may initially have been constructed as single-ditched enclosures 

similar to other examples in the study area. If this were the case, the outer banks 

and entrance features might represent later modifications belonging to a period 

when both enclosures and associated outworks formed part of a single strategic 

unit. It also seems possible that these latter features might reflect an influence 
from the coastal region of South Glamorgan, where banks comparable to the 

counterscarps at Bat's Castle and Black Ball Camp occur at a number of sites. 
These potential parallels are examined in a broader context in 6.1 d. 
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4.4.2 The Bagley to Sweetworthy area ( Figs. 160,161 ). 

This group of four enclosures, which has been recorded in 3.2.2 as cluster 12, has 

an average elevation of about 350m. OD and extends over a distance of some 

800m (Fig. 160). Underlain by Hangman Grits, it is located on steep ground at the 

head of a valley which leads to the Vale of Porlock some 4km to the north-west 

(Fig. 157). To the south the land rises towards the crest of an open ridge, which 

attains a maximum elevation of 519m. OD at Dunkery Beacon. 

The eastern part of this cluster consists of three adjacent enclosures which lie in 

close proximity to the deserted medieval settlement of Sweetworthy (Riley and 

Wilson-North 2001,94). Sited in a sub-dominant position on the crest of a short 

interfluve, site LU03 is a substantially built Group 3 enclosure which may have 

been clearly visible from the main northern approaches to Dunkery Hill. 

Although much damaged, it appears to have consisted of a single bank and ditch 

enclosing c. 0.35ha and has a substantial scarped slope on the downslope northern 

side (Fig. 161, upper). Traces of possible building platforms are discernible in the 

interior and an elliptical inner scarp suggests that the present enclosure may have 

replaced an earlier, smaller site. 
About 75m and 190m upslope of LU03 respectively, sites LU05 and LU06 are 

relatively slight features which have adjacent water supplies and have been 

included in Group 4. Enclosing an area of c. 0.16ha, LU05 is bounded by a scarp 

on the downslope side, with a low bank defining the remainder of the perimeter 

(Fig. 161, upper). It has a well defined house platform c. l0m in diameter adjacent 

to the bank on the upslope side. About 85m to the west, site LU06 comprises a 

levelled area partly defined by a low scarp, with traces of low bank on the 

upslope side. Enclosing c. 0.15ha, it contains a slight internal hollow suggestive 

of a house site. 
Although the juxtaposition of the Sweetworthy enclosures is suggestive of 

settlement by a single socio-economic unit, there is no evidence to indicate that 

all three sites were in contemporary use. Indeed if LU03 represents an 

enlargement of an earlier enclosure comparable to LU05 or LU06, it seems 

possible that it could have absorbed the functions of the two smaller sites, which 

may then have fallen into disuse. However, it also seems possible that the latter 

might have remained in use as habitation areas which were subsidiary to the 

main enclosure. 
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Fig. 160 The locations of enclosures at Sweetworthy and Bagley, Luccombe. 

About 600m to the west of the Sweetworthy group, site LU07 at Bagley 

lies adjacent to a deserted post-medieval farmstead (Riley and Wilson-North 

2001,74). It encloses c. 0.4ha and, although badly damaged by ploughing, 

appears to have been defined by a substantial bank and ditch with major scarping 

on the downslope side (Fig. 161, lower). It is near-circular in shape and contains a 

centrally positioned levelled area some 20m in diameter, which is clearly visible 

on air photographs and may have been the site of a large house. 

Located on steeply sloping ground in close proximity to a stream, this enclosure 

lies in a non-dominant position near the floor of the valley and, as a result, has 

been included in Group 4. However, unlike the large majority of sites in this 

group, LU07 is an impressive earthwork comparable to many of the sub- 

dominant enclosures in Group 3. This suggests that, in spite of its topographical 

position, it may have been of some status and, with its large central feature, could 

perhaps have had a special place within the local settlement hierarchy. 
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When considered as a group, the Bagley and Sweetworthy enclosures display a 

number of common features including steeply sloping locations, adjacent water 

supplies and inclement aspects. None show any field evidence for associated 
field systems and, being sited at high altitude on north-facing slopes, it seems 

possible that their immediate environs may have been unsuitable for crop raising 
due to reduced temperatures and an inadequate amount of direct insolation 

during the growing season. However, as the enclosures lie close to the upper 
limit of modem improved pasture in this area, it is possible that they may have 

been located within a managed landscape which provided better quality grazing 
than the more elevated parts of Dunkery Hill to the south. 
Overall, the available evidence suggests that these enclosures may have been 

deliberately sited in well watered locations with optimal access to resources 

required by a primarily pastoral economy. Such resources could have included 

open grazing on high moorland, more carefully maintained pasturage on cleared 

ground on lower slopes and pannage for pigs on steeper valley sides. When the 

inclement winter climate on upland Exmoor and the apparent absence of 

evidence for adjacent crop raising are taken into account, it seems possible that 

these enclosures may not represent permanent settlement but were only occupied 
during the warmer months. In view of their proximity to the Vale of Porlock, an 

association with as yet unlocated lowland enclosures in a system of localised 

transhumance also seems possible. Such a system could have involved the 

seasonal use of both upland and lowland pasturage, including areas of wetland 

grazing which may have existed on recent alluvial deposits at the seaward end of 
the Vale. 

However, there is some evidence which may indicate that cereals were grown in 

at least one upland part of the sub-region during the late prehistoric and Roman 

periods (see below). If widespread on warmer, sheltered slopes, such crop raising 
activity would suggest that sites like Sweetworthy and Bagley may have formed 

part of an upland economic system which was not wholly dependent on 

pastoralism. If such were the case, it could suggest that the enclosures may have 

been occupied for the greater part of the year, with relocation to lower ground 

perhaps only taking place during the coolest months. 
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4.4.3 Enclosures associated with field systems. 
Some tkm to the south-west of Sweetworthy, the remains of field systems and 

enclosures on Codsend Moors are of particular interest. Located on palaeozoic 

slates at between 300-450m. OD, these lie on the southern flank of Dunkery Hill 

and occupy well insolated, sheltered positions overlooking the upper Quarme 

valley (Fig. 162). To the north, they are overlooked by several round cairns and a 

stone setting of probable early Bronze Age date. It has recently been suggested 
that this area may have been part of an enclosed landscape based on individual 

settlements, each of which may have had an area of cultivated infield (Preece, 

A., HER No. 3353 1, Pattison and Sainsbury 1989,79-91). 

Located at c. 410m. OD on a moderate-steep slope, site CU02 is of quadrant 

shape and encloses c. 0.13ha (Fig. 163, left). Consisting of a stone bank up to 
1.5m high, it has traces of a possible platform and is adjacent to a hut circle and 

part of a system of regular, rectangular fields. About 1800m to the east, site 
CU03 is a partial curvilinear feature which lies on a steep slope at c. 355m. OD 

and has an adjacent water supply. Of similar construction to CU02, it appears to 

be incorporated within a more irregular system of small fields and paddocks and 
has adjacent hut circles and small clearance cairns (Fig. 163, right). 
The available evidence clearly suggests that both enclosed and unenclosed 

settlement took place within these field systems. This may represent a long 

period of activity, with the presence of funerary and ritual monuments on the 

crest of the ridge suggesting that some of the recorded features could date back to 

the earlier Bronze Age. Whilst in the absence of a firm chronology the ages of 
CU02 and CU03 must remain uncertain, it seems possible that they may be of 
later prehistoric date and could perhaps represent enclosure of the previously 

open settlements indicated by the hut circles (Riley and Wilson-North 2001,47). 

Some evidence for later prehistoric and Roman land use in this area has come 
from the analysis of pollen contained in monoliths of blanket peat taken from 
Hoar Moor and Codsend Moors. At Hoar Moor, a sample taken from a site about 
600m west of CU02 produced evidence for increased human activity during the 
later part of the second millennium BC, with plantago lanceolata, which is 

indicative of cultivation, appearing alongside grasses associated with pastoral 

activity (Francis and Slater 1990,19-20). This activity appears to have continued 
throughout the later Bronze Age, Iron Age and earlier Roman periods, with 
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variations in the evidence for crop raising and pastoralism suggesting a shifting 

pattern of agricultural land use. However the peat core from Codsend Moors, 

which was taken from a point c. 400m upslope of CU02, had a shorter 
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chronology and was less informative. This sample suggested that intensive 

grazing of livestock with some cereal cultivation may have taken place in the 

area during the middle to late Iron Age and late Roman periods, with a possible 
decrease in activity occurring during earlier Roman times (Francis and Slater 
1992,26-7). 

To the south-east of Bat's Castle, site WY02 at Higher Dumbledeer, 

Withycombe is an ovoid enclosure which encloses c. 0.08 ha. Comprising a single 

stony bank up to c. 0.4m high, it has traces of an outer ditch but no clear evidence 
for internal features. It is located on a moderate slope underlain by Hangman Grit 

at c. 180m. OD and has a water supply some 400m to the south (Fig. 164). 
This enclosure is sited near the eastern end of an extant field system which lies 

at 180-200m. OD on the southern flank of Withycombe Hill. Considered likely to 
be of later prehistoric date (Riley and Wilson North 2001,83), this system covers 

c. 24ha and comprises a series of small fields, stone clearance heaps and possible 
hut circles, with lynchets indicating former ploughing. In common with the 
features on Codsend Moors, it occupies a sheltered, well-drained location with a 

warm, southerly aspect and overlooks a good supply of running water. Although 

at lower elevation than the latter, its siting appears to support the possibility that 
later prehistoric and Roman crop production on sheltered, well-insolated slopes 
may have been of more widespread occurrence across the palaeozoic uplands of 

western Somerset. 

4.4.4. Unassociated enclosures. 

a) Group 3 enclosures. 
These are dispersed around the fringes of the higher ground and occur in 

positions of potential strategic significance. Although varying in size and 
morphology, all are of substantial construction in relation to area enclosed, which 
may be indicative of some degree of socio-economic importance. 

The two largest examples occur at Timberscombe Wood (TMO1) and Ley Hill, 
Luccombe (LU08). At Ley Hill, site LU08 is a partial curvilinear feature which 
encloses at least 0.4 ha and is defined mainly by artificial scarps. However, its 
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north-western side is bounded by a substantial bank and ditch, which runs across 
the crest of a short promontory and contains a probable in-turned entrance gap 
(Fig. 164, lower). Located at c. 270m. OD, this enclosure occupies a prominent 

position which overlooks the main valley approaches to Dunkery Hill and the 

central uplands from the Vale of Porlock. In view of its size and strategically 

advantageous location, it seems possible that it may have had some importance 

within the local socio-economic system and might perhaps have served some 

communal function. 

Enclosing c. 0.48ha, site TMOI at Timberscombe is a single bank and ditched 

feature which is bounded by substantial scarps on its downslope sides. Of 

trapezoidal shape, it appears to have one, much damaged entrance and contains 
internal features of uncertain date (Fig. 166 upper). It is located on a moderate- 

steep promontory at c. 200m. OD and has clear views over the lower end of a 
tributary valley which runs northwards from the Brendon uplands. Situated on 
the edge of an area of potential upland grazing, it overlooks well insolated and 

sheltered slopes which border the lower Avill valley about 1.5km to the north. 
Two further Group 3 enclosures, Berry Castle, Porlock (PO01) and Bury 

Castle, Selworthy (SE01) are smaller sites which possess adjacent linear 

outworks. At Berry Castle, Porlock, a partial rectilinear site comprises a 

substantial bank and ditch which encloses three sides of an area measuring about 
0.09ha (Fig. 167, upper). The nature of its downslope eastern side is uncertain and 
it is possible that this was unfinished or perhaps defined by a palisade rather than 

an earthwork. Located on the crest of an steep interfluve at c. 330m. OD, it lies 

about 120m downslope of a cross-ridge bank and ditch and borders very steep 

natural slopes on its northern and southern sides. Overlooking the coast of 
Porlock Bay, it would have been well placed to have monitored or controlled 
access to grazing on the central uplands from the seaward end of the Vale. 

Bury Castle, Selworthy is sited at c. 240m. OD on the edge of an outlying area 

of gritstone upland to the north of the Vale of Porlock. It occupies a sheltered, 
south-facing position on a steep promontory and lies beneath an area of potential 
upland grazing on North Hill. Overlooking a short stream valley, it is sited within 
500m of less elevated, south-facing slopes underlain by mesozoic rocks and 
Head. 
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Enclosing c. 0.22ha this site is of quadrangular shape and has a substantial bank 

and ditch, with traces of a counterscarp bank on its upslope sides (Fig. 167, 

lower). On the downslope side it is bounded by a scarp with traces of 

surmounting bank, which terminates at a badly disturbed entranceway near the 

north-eastern corner. A short distance upslope of the enclosure, a substantial 
linear outwork consisting of an angled bank and ditch crosses the crest of the 

promontory. At its northern end this feature gives way to a steep artificial scarp, 

which runs eastwards for a short distance before merging into a natural break of 

slope bordering the northern edge of the enclosure. This arrangement of scarps 

and outworks is suggestive of an outer enclosed area, which may have had a 
broad entrance at its southern end. About 150m upslope of this, a recently 
identified outwork comprising a somewhat slighter bank and ditch c. I00m in 

length crosses the crest of the promontory (Wild 1998). 

In spite of its small size, Bury Castle appears to possess the most complex 

arrangement of outworks of any Group 3 site in the study area. This could 
indicate a close involvement with livestock management and may perhaps 

suggest that the site was of some importance within the local socio-economic 

system. The siting of this enclosure of particular interest. Equidistant between 

areas of high open moorland and sheltered lowland slopes, it could have had easy 

access to good quality cultivable land in addition to both upland and lowland 

pasturage. Although unsupported by air photographic evidence, it seems possible 

that it might have been associated with other, possibly lower status settlement on 

nearby lower ground, which could have been primarily involved in crop raising 

activities. It also seems possible that it may have had a socio-economic 

connection with a substantial cropmark enclosure (SE02) some 2km to the south- 

east (see below). 

Of the three remaining enclosures in this group, Furzebury Brake, Minehead 

(MHO 1) is the largest and encloses c. 0.25ha. Defined by a single bank and ditch, 

it is of ovoid shape and has two possible entrance gaps but no clear internal 

features (Fig. I68b). This enclosure is located on the crest of a promontory at 

c. 230m. OD and, lying within 500m of the coast, would have been well placed to 

observe waterborne movements in the Bristol Channel. It overlooks a short 

valley, which would have provided access to the foreshore and possible grazing 

on adjacent landslip terraces. It may also have had access to extensive areas of 
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upland pasturage on North Hill, which may have been shared with Bury Castle 

(SEO1) about two kilometres to the south-west. 
About two kilometres to the south-west of Bat's Castle, site CA02 at Long 

Wood lies on a promontory overlooking a steep-sided valley at c. 285m. OD. 

Enclosing c. 0.18ha, it is of quadrant shape and is defined by a single bank and 
ditch with a small counterscarp bank (Fig. 168a). It has a well defined entrance 

gap on its southern, upslope side and a levelled internal platform adjacent to the 

western bank. Having a northerly aspect, it is intervisible with Bat's Castle and 
lies on the edge of an area of potential upland pasturage on Croydon Hill. 

Some five kilometres to the west, site CU04 at Harwood Brakes lies on the crest 

of a long interfluve which forms a natural ridge-top route from the lower Avill 

valley to the uplands of Dunkery Hill. Much degraded by ploughing, it appears to 

have been of quadrant shape and to have comprised a single bank and ditch 

enclosing c. 0. I8ha (Fig. 168e). Although no clear internal features have survived, 

evidence for an additional scarped slope is present along its northern side. This 

enclosure may have been well sited for access to both upland and lowland 

resources and to observe movements between the Avill valley and a large expanse 

of potential upland grazing to the west. 
Although not included in Group 3, one borderline database entry will be 

mentioned at this point. Located at c. 245m. OD on Doverhay Down, site LU02 

encloses c. 0.15ha and comprises a partially levelled platform bounded by a 

shallow ditch (Fig. 168d). Whilst having a counterscarp bank along its downslope 

sides, there are no indications of an internal bank or entrance causeway, which 
has given rise to a suggestion that the earthwork might date to the medieval 

period (OSAD Record [dated 1965] in HER File No. 33670). However, it 

occupies a sub-dominant position on a promontory overlooking Porlock Bay and 

would have been well placed to observe coastal movements or monitor access to 

adjacent upland grazing. Although morphologically dissimilar to the Group 3 

enclosures described above, its prominent location suggests that this site may 
have had a strategic function and could possibly be of late prehistoric or Roman 
date. 
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b) Group 4 and other non-dominant enclosures. 
Three of the remaining databased enclosures have been included in Group 4. 

These include sites P002 and P003, which are located on the open expanse of 
Porlock Common at c. 420m. OD. Having northerly aspects and exposed 

positions, these features occur on steep slopes overlooking the headwaters of the 

West Lyn river system and lie within 100m of running water. Enclosing c. 0.16ha, 

site P003 has been partly damaged but appears to have comprised a single bank 

and ditch with a scarped slope on the downslope side. Of ovoid shape, it contains 

two possible house platforms (Fig. 165, left). Some 450m to the south-west, site 
P002 is of near circular shape and is bounded by a low bank and scarp enclosing 

c. 0.1 ha. It contains a broad, well defined platform, which has been levelled and 
has a centrally positioned feature suggestive of a house site (Fig. 165, right). 
Also included in Group 4, site LU04 at Blackford lies on a very steep valley 

side some 800m to the south-east of Berry Castle, Porlock. A partial feature of 

uncertain shape and size, it appears to comprise a modified natural terrace 
bounded on the upslope side by a steep natural scarp. On the downslope side it is 

defined by an artificial scarp, ditch and counterscarp bank, with traces of a 

possible outer ditch being discernible in places (Fig. I68c). Sited adjacent to a 

spring, this enclosure occupies a sheltered, east facing location and overlooks a 

point where two small streams enter a larger valley leading to the Vale of 
Porlock. 

Of the two recorded lowland enclosures in the sub-region, site SE02 at 
Tivington Farm, Selworthy consists of a single-ditched polygonal cropmark 

enclosing c. 0.4ha (Fig. 169, left). Located at c. 75m. OD on a moderate slope 

underlain by terrace gravels, it has a north-westerly aspect and was probably 
intervisible with Bury Castle (SEO1). Its size and substantial appearance suggest 
that it could have enclosed a settlement of some socio-economic importance, 

which may have been involved in crop-raising on adjacent fertile slopes. At 
Briddicott Farm, Carhampton, a partial rectilinear cropmark (CA03) lies about 
1.5km to the east of Bat's Castle (Fig. 169, right). Located at c. 70m. OD on a 

moderate, north-facing slope underlain by Head, it encloses c. 0.2ha and 

represents the most westerly example of a low elevation rectilinear enclosure 
recorded in the study area. 
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4.4.5 Sub-region 4: overview and comments. 
This sub-region contains the highest density of upland enclosures recorded in the 

study area. Occurring mainly above 200ni. OD, these are widely dispersed and a 

majority show no evidence for an association with other sites. However, all are 
located within 6km of climatically favourable terrain in the Vale of Porlock, the 

lower Avill valley and along the fringes of Blue Anchor Bay. Unfortunately there 

is little evidence for contemporary settlement in these adjacent lowland areas, 

which has restricted attempts to assess the potential socio-economic context of 

the known upland sites. 
Overall, the topographical siting of a majority of recorded enclosures suggests 

that they may have been primarily involved in the maintenance and protection of 
livestock on areas of upland grazing. In the case of the Group 3 enclosures, it 

seems possible that most were deliberately positioned to monitor or control 

access to specific areas of upland pasturage, with the more impressive examples 

perhaps having a higher status in the local settlement hierarchy. It also seems 

possible that they could represent one element in a system of seasonal settlement 

and land use, which might have involved crop production and pasturage in 

adjacent lowland areas. However, an alternative possibility is raised by the 

limited evidence for late prehistoric and Roman crop production on higher 

ground on Exmoor. This suggests that some sites might have formed part of an 

upland economic system which, by involving both pastoralism and limited crop 

raising, could have sustained longer periods of occupation. 
The smaller Group 4 enclosures, notably those on Porlock Allotment and at 

Sweetworthy, are another significant element in the upland settlement pattern of 

this sub-region. Located in positions suggestive of an involvement in pastoral 

activity, these sites may have been lower status habitations contemporary with 

the more substantial Group 3 enclosures. However, the tentative evidence from 

site LU03 at Sweetworthy suggests the possibility that at least some could 

represent an earlier phase of enclosed settlement. 
The entrance to the Avill valley at Dunster represents a natural topographical 

position for controlling movements in to and out of the sub-region and was 

probably a focal point of some importance. Both the promontory fort on Grabbist 

Hill and the Bat's Castle / Black Ball Camp complex appear well sited to have 

served as local central places and could have been related to social territories 
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which extended westwards to encompass the Vale of Porlock and surrounding 

uplands. It also seems possible that they may have had functions connected with 

commerce, which could have involved cross-channel trade with South 

Glamorgan and contacts with parts of lowland Devon by way of the Avill / Exe 

valley corridor. 
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Chapter 5: Correlating and interDretina the evidence. 

In this chapter, an attempt will be made to correlate and further discuss the 

evidence relating to the siting and typology of enclosures within the study area. 
This will be undertaken in the following ways: - 
1) By reviewing all available dating evidence relating to the construction and 

occupation of enclosures in the study area. 
2) By using the data contained in Chapters 2,3 and 4 to examine patterns of 

change in the location and morphology of enclosures across the region and to 

assess their potential significance. 

5.1 The chronology of enclosures in the study area. 

Less than 7% of the enclosures included in this study are known to have 

produced any dating evidence in the form of associated finds of pottery or 

metalwork (excluding Roman coin hoards). These sites, which are listed on 
Tables 25 and 26, have yielded data of variable quality and detailed published 

analyses of artefacts are currently only available for Norton Fitzwarren Camp, 

Maidenbrook Farm and Hillyfields, Taunton. Unfortunately, the brief interim or 

site evaluation reports available for other sites provide few details of ceramic 

assemblages. Thus at present only a tentative assessment of the overall 

chronology of enclosed settlement in the study area is possible. However, it is 

expected that the full publication of the artefact assemblages obtained by the 
Southern Quantock Archaeological Survey (SQAS) will make an important 

contribution to this topic in the future. 

5.1.1 Pottery assemblages associated with enclosures in the study area. 
On the evidence currently available, it is possible to review the pottery 

assemblages recorded from enclosures in terms of the chronological periods used 
by Woodward in her report on the prehistoric pottery from Norton Fitzwarren 

Camp (Woodward in Ellis 1989). Where possible, the approximate date ranges in 

calendar years quoted for the Norton Fitzwarren periods have been revised in 

263 



accordance with the most recent study of comparable material at (South) 

Cadbury Castle (Woodward in Barrett et. al. 2000). 

1. Early Bronze Age 

Fragments of a domestic Beaker period vessel and sherds belonging to an early 
Bronze Age food vessel tradition have been identified at Norton Fitzwarren 

Camp. These were given an approximate date range of c. 2000-1400BC 

(Woodward 1989,48-9). 

2. Middle Bronze Age 

A substantial assemblage of south-western Trevisker-related pottery was 
identified at Norton Fitzwarren, where it was given an approximate date range of 

c. 1400-1200BC (Woodward 1989,49-50). 

3. Late Bronze Age 

A plain ware assemblage of post Deveril-Rimbury type from Norton Fitzwarren 

was equated to Ceramic Stage 4 at Cadbury Castle (Woodward 1989,50). At 

Norton, this material was given an approximate date range of c. 1200-900BC. At 

Cadbury, however, an approximate terminal date of c. 500BC has recently been 

proposed for Stage 4 (Woodward 2000, Table 2). 

4. Early Iron Age 

At Norton Fitzwarren, pottery forms which could be matched in Stages 5 and 6 at 
Cadbury Castle were identified (Woodward 1989,51). At Norton, these were 

assigned to a late Bronze Age / early Iron Age phase and provisionally dated to 
between c. 900-400BC. However, recent study of the Stage 5 and 6 assemblages 
from Cadbury has suggested an approximate date range of c. 500-350BC 

(Woodward 2000, Table 2). 

5. Middle / Late Iron Age 
Evidence for a middle Iron Age phase resembling Cadbury Stage 7 (c. 350- 

250BC) does not appear to have been identified at any site in the study area. 
However, excavated assemblages containing middle / late Iron Age Glastonbury 

ware are recorded from Norton Fitzwarren Camp (Ellis 1989), Maidenbrook 
Farm (Ferris and Bevan 1993) and Cannington Site B (Rahtz 1969). At Norton 
Fitzwarren, the assemblage was equated to Stage 8 at Cadbury and was 

provisionally dated to between c. 200-100BC (Woodward 1989,51). However at 
Cadbury an approximate date range of c. 250BC- 50AD has recently been 
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proposed for Stage 8 (Woodward 2000, Table 2). This supports earlier 

observations by Miles and Miles (1969,25) who suggested that, in the Somerset 

Levels, Glastonbury style pottery may have continued in use until the time of the 

Roman conquest. Unfortunately, several of the sources cited in Tables 25 and 26 

do not distinguish between this ceramic style and Durotrigian style pottery 
(below). 
6. Late Iron Age 

A late Iron Age phase has been identified in southern Somerset by the 

appearance of Durotrigian style pottery. As noted by Miles and Miles (1969,25) 

these ̀ native' forms usually occur in assemblages which also contain Roman 

period ceramics. Although poorly represented at Norton Fitzwarren, a useful 

assemblage of Durotrigian pottery was obtained from Maidenbrook Farm and 

was compared to Cadbury Stage 9 (Ferris and Bevan 1993,19-20). At Cadbury it 

was recently concluded that this style of pottery was probably not in use on the 

site before the time of the Roman conquest (Woodward 2000,218). This 

supports earlier observations by Miles and Miles (1969,51), who noted a 

continuity between the use of Durotrigian and Romano-British pottery types and 

suggested that, in central Somerset, most occurrences of the former could date to 

after AD43. 

7. Roman 

All published assemblages from the study area are dominated by grey 

coarsewares of probable local origin, for which precise sources and dated 

sequences remain to be fully established. At Norton Fitzwarren, the study of an 

assemblage of stylistically C3-4 AD greywares has provided an important source 

of reference for the later Roman period (Timby 1989,53-60). Elsewhere, the 

occurrence of imported Samian ware and non-local products including Dorset 
Black Burnished (BB 1), New Forest and Oxford wares has produced some 
limited evidence for site chronology and phasing, most notably at Maidenbrook 
Farm (Ferris and Bevan 1993,37-8). 

5.1.2 Ceramic evidence associated with curvilinear or hybrid features. 

A summary of all significant pottery finds which can be related to features of 

curvilinear or hybrid type is contained in Table 25 (below). 
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Of the sites not already described in Chapter 4, an enclosure at Poundisford 

Park near Taunton (PTO 1) was partially excavated in advance of motorway 

construction in 1972. Regrettably, this site remains largely unpublished and most 
records and fmds are currently in private possession and unavailable for study. 
However, a copy of the unpublished site plan in the Somerset HER (File No. 

43493) suggests that was probably of ovoid shape and had contemporary internal 

features (Fig. 170). An accompanying drawing shows a V-shaped ditch, which 

may have been re-cut on more than one occasion and is reported to have 

contained Bronze Age pottery in the lower fill and Iron Age pottery in the upper 
fill. 

Code Name / Evidence Source of Probable Site Reference 
location class / shape evidence date range detail 

CH11 Maidenbrook Fm. A round developer ? late IA / this Ferris & 
(Phase 2a) funded early Roman section Bevan 1993,9 

excavation 
CNOI Cannington (Rahtz A ovoid research middle/ late this Rahtz 1969, 

Site B) excavation IA section 60 
CN02 Cannington Camp A D-shaped early C20 middle/ late this Bazell undated 

(hillfort interior) (Group 1) excavation / IA section Rahtz 1969, 
casual finds. 59-60 

KM07 Volis Fm. (interior C fragments SQAS BA 4.3.3a Thorpe 2003 
ditch fragments) excavation 

KM07 Volis Fm. (inner ditch) A ovoid SQAS middle/ late 4.3.3a Thorpe 2003 
excavation IA 

KM16 Yarford. A D-shaped SQAS late IA 4.3.2b Wilkinson et 
(Group 3) excavation al. 2004,191 

NFO1 Norton Fitzwarren A round research early IA to 4.3.1a Ellis 1989 
Camp (Iron Age ditch (Group 1) excavation Roman 

NFO 1 Norton Fitzwarren B partial research early, middle 4.3.1 a Ellis 1989 
Camp (Bronze Age (curvilinear) excavation and late BA 
ditch and pit) 

PT01 Poundisford Park (Site B partial M5 rescue BA and IA this Dawson et al. 
64) (curvilinear) excavation section 2003,47 

WE01 Maylands (outer ditch) B partial M5 rescue Roman this HER 16422 
(curvilinear) excavation section 

not Holway Ten Acres (M5 Length of M5 rescue late Roman this Dawson et al. 
listed Site 52) curvilinear excavation section 2003,46 

ditch 

Table 25 Ceramic dating evidence from curvilinear and hybrid enclosures. 

At Cannington a small ovoid enclosure (CNO 1) located c. 100m to the north of 
the hillfort (CN02) was partially excavated by Rahtz in 1963. Known as Site B, 

this feature produced a small quantity of sherds including Glastonbury ware, 
although it was uncertain whether the latter represented the earliest phase of Iron 
Age activity on the site. 
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At Maidenbrook Farm near Taunton, the tiny round enclosure (CHI 1) noted 
in 3.1.1 formed part of a complex of excavated features shown on Fig. 172. The 

small number of sherds recovered suggested that the ditch may have been 

initially dug during the late Iron Age (Durotrigian phase) and backfilled during 

the early Roman period. 
At Maylands, Wellington, a curvilinear boundary ditch (WEO1, Fig. 173) 

investigated in advance of motorway construction in 1975 produced quantities of 

undated Roman pottery but no finds of prehistoric date. A summary by the writer 

of unpublished records for this site has been added to the Somerset HER (File 

No. 16422). A potentially similar ditch containing late Roman pottery was 

excavated prior to motorway construction at Holway Ten Acres (Site 52) near 
Taunton. Although briefly described in an interim report, this site could not be 

added to the database for this study as no unpublished excavation plans or 

records could be traced. 

Pottery evidence relating to the chronology of hybrid enclosures is limited to 

atypical examples of D-shaped enclosures at Yarford (KM16) and Cannington 

Camp (CN02). At the former site, excavated rim and body sherds seen by the 

writer during a visit in 2003 appeared to be of late Iron Age Durotrigian type. At 

Cannington Camp (3.4.1) a trench dug by Bazell in 1913 was claimed to have 

produced sherds of decorated Glastonbury ware. More recently, Rahtz identified 

similar material amongst surface finds from the site held in the Somerset County 

Museum and Bridgwater Museum. As noted in 3.3a, Rahtz also recorded sherds 

of Roman pottery from a small excavation near the main entrance to the hillfort 

in 1963. 

5.1.3 Ceramic evidence associated with rectilinear features. 

As is apparent from Table 26 (below), the quantity of ceramic dating evidence 
for rectilinear enclosures is markedly larger than for curvilinear or hybrid 

features. Of the sites not already described in Chapter 4, the superimposed 
features recorded at Maidenbrook Farm near Taunton are of particular interest 

(Fig. 172). Here, the ditches of a partial oblong enclosure (CHI 2) contained 
primary deposits with mixed assemblages of Iron Age and Roman pottery 
including Glastonbury and Durotrigian wares. These ditches appeared to have 
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been deliberately backfilled during the C2-3AD. Within this enclosure, a small 

curvilinear ditch feature had a backfill deposit which contained mainly Iron Age 

sherds. To the east of CHI2, a smaller, less substantial rectangular enclosure 
(CHI 3) was attached to a linear boundary ditch and produced backfill deposits 

containing large quantities of predominantly C3-4 AD pottery. 

Code Name / Evidence class Type of Probable Site Source 
location / Shape evidence date range detail 

BF02 Higher Castles A oblong amateur ? early IA 4.3.2a Anon. 1968 

_(Group 
2 excavation 

BL03 Dene Cross A trapezoid Site late IA / 4.3.1b Chadwick 
(Group 5) evaluation early Roman 2002,7-8. 

trenches 
BL16 Stoneage Barton Fm. A oblong SQAS later Roman this Webster 

excavation section 2002 
CH12 Maidenbrook Fm. B? oblong developer later IA and this Ferris & 

(Phase 2b) funded early Roman section Bevan 1993, 
excavation 13-14. 

CH13 Maidenbrook Fm. B ? conjoined developer later Roman this Ferris & 
(Phase 3b) funded section Bevan 1993, 

excavation 15-18. 
CTO1 Toulton (west of A polygonal/ SQAS later IA to this Webster 

Cushuish) conjoined excavation late Roman section 2002 
KM07 Volis Fm. (outer ditch) B? oblong SQAS ? early 4.3.3a Thorpe 2003 

excavation Roman 
KM12 Yarford A trapezoid SQAS 7 IA 4.3.2b Wilkinson et 

(Group 5) excavation al. 2004, 
191-2. 

NF02 Interior of Norton A polygonal/ research (probably) 4.3. la Ellis 1989. 
Fitzwarren Camp conjoined excavation later Roman 

SY05 Hinkley Point (Area A polygonal / Site later Roman this Cox and 
G4) conjoined evaluation section Broomhead 

trenches 1993,10-13. 
WE02 Maylands (inner A oblong M5 rescue Roman this HER 16422 

enclosure) ? conjoined excavation section 
WE07 Homshay Fm., ? enclosed surface early to late 4.3.4c this study 

Nynehead features collection Roman 
WN03 South of Manor Fm., A oblong/ surface ? late IA and this Dennison 

Wembdon conjoined collection Roman. section 1985,9; 
HER 12803 

Not Hillyfields, Upper C? enclosure developer later Roman this Leach 2003, 
listed Holway, Taunton fragments funded section 57-82. I 

excavation 

Table 26 Ceramic dating evidence from rectilinear enclosures. 

At Hinkley Point near Stogursey, a geophysical survey in 1992 revealed two 

conjoined enclosures (SY05) and associated linear boundaries (Fig. 174). Site 

evaluation trenches dug across the enclosed area in 1993 produced quantities of 
stylistically C3-4AD pottery but very little evidence for any earlier activity. 
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At Maylands, Wellington, an oblong ditched feature (WE02) appears to have 

lain within an area bounded by curvilinear ditch WEO1 (Fig. 173). All excavated 

parts of this site produced quantities of undated Roman pottery but no finds of 

probable prehistoric date were recorded. 
At Hillyfields, Taunton, a site evaluation in 1997 and excavations in 1998 

produced evidence suggestive of an extensive area of settlement during the late 

prehistoric and Roman periods. In one area (Trench A; Leach 2003, Fig. 2) 

angular ditch fragments representing small rectilinear features, perhaps building 

plots, produced pottery of mainly C3-4AD date. 

To the north-east of Bishop's Lydeard at Toulton, a series of conjoined 

rectilinear enclosures (CTO1) was excavated by the SQAS in 2000 (Fig. 171, 

right). The southern trapezoidal unit produced later Iron Age pottery; the middle 

unit sherds of early Roman type and the northern unit a large assemblage of C3-4 

AD date. In the same year, the excavation of an oblong enclosure (BL 16) and 
possible conjoined features at Stoneage Barton near Bishop's Lydeard produced 

assemblages of C3-4 AD Roman pottery (Fig. 171, left). 

At Wembdon near Bridgwater, fieldwalking by members of a local 

archaeological society in 1985 produced a substantial collection of sherds 
containing late Iron Age (Durotrigian) and Roman types. Air photographs taken 
in 1990 showed two conjoined oblong enclosures (WN03) in the small field 

which produced the densest concentration of finds. 

5.1.4 Overview of dating evidence. 
Using the small amount of data currently available, it is possible to make a few 

tentative observations regarding the dating of enclosures in the study area. In the 

case of curvilinear types, there are some indications that the numerous examples 
recorded on the database could have been constructed and occupied over a 
lengthy period of time. Thus the evidence from Norton Fitzwarren Camp, 
Poundisford Park and Volis Hill raises the possibility that many curvilinear 
enclosures could have their origins in the Bronze Age. Whereas at Poundisford it 
is possible that a Bronze Age ditch may have continued in use throughout the 
Iron Age, the evidence from Volis Hill suggests that, during the middle to late 
Iron Age, an ovoid enclosure was built over earlier phases of ditched settlement. 

272 



However many other examples, including Cannington Site B and Maidenbrook 

Farm Phase 2a, may represent new sites constructed during the Iron Age. During 

the Roman period it is possible that many curvilinear enclosure ditches were 

either abandoned or deliberately infilled, as occurred at Volis Hill, Maidenbrook 

Farm and Cannington Site B. Although there is no evidence that smaller 

curvilinear sites were being constructed during this latter period, the survival of a 

curvilinear tradition in the area may be suggested by the lengths of boundary 

ditch recorded at Maylands and Holway Ten Acres. 

In the case of rectilinear enclosures, the evidence contained in Table 26 

suggests that a large proportion of recorded examples in the study area may have 

been constructed during the late Iron Age and Roman periods. This agrees with a 

published review of excavated rectilinear enclosures in Devon where, out of nine 

examples located in eastern parts of the county, eight produced late Iron Age or 
Roman pottery and one material of post-medieval date (Griffith 1994, Fig. 2). 

In the study area, it seems probable that rectilinear enclosures were in use 
throughout this period, with some sites being constructed during an early phase 
(C 1 BC to C1 AD) and others during a later phase (C2-3 AD). In view of the 

potentially brief time span represented by the Glastonbury / Durotrigian / early 
Roman pottery sequence, it seems possible that some sites, including BL03 at 
Dene Cross, Bishop's Lydeard, may have had a relatively short life. As 

suggested by the evidence from Toulton and Maidenbrook Farm, other 

enclosures may have been restructured or re-sited during later Roman times. 
In contrast to curvilinear and rectilinear sites, the available dating evidence for 

hybrid enclosures is poor. However, some indication of chronological position 

may be contained in the frequent occurrence of hybrids, especially D-shaped 
forms, within 200 metres of other enclosure types, particularly rectilinears (3.2, 

Tables 11 and 12). This is most apparent amongst paired enclosures, 63% of 
which consist of combinations of hybrid and rectilinear sites (3.2.1, Table 13). In 

these latter instances, it seems possible that the close juxtaposition of enclosures 
could represent a continuous sequence of occupation, with more regular 
rectilinear forms being constructed alongside hybrid sites during the later Iron 
Age or Roman periods. 
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5.2 Patterns of enclosed settlement across the study area. 

In Chapter 2, quantities of statistical data relating to the location of enclosures in 

the study area were analysed in some detail. As a result, it became apparent that 

significant variations in enclosure typology and siting occurred in the contexts of 

several topographically related attributes. Of the latter, elevation and slope were 

seen to be of particular importance, both individually and in combination with 

other attributes including geology, aspect and distance from the nearest water 

supply. 
In contrast to Chapter 2, the data contained in Chapters 3 and 4 were of a less 

statistical nature and were related to archaeological sites in their geographical 

contexts. In Chapter 3, examinations of enclosure shape, associations and 

selected type groups provided assessments of specific types of archaeological 

evidence in relation to known geographical distribution. In Chapter 4, emphasis 

was placed on the distribution, siting and potential inter-relationships of 

enclosures in selected parts of the study area. Both chapters revealed variations 
in the distribution and morphology of enclosures which appeared to correspond 

to changes in elevation and topography. 
In order to consolidate this large body of evidence, it was decided to review all 

important data in relation to three geographical zones which could be identified 

by a combination of elevation and topography. Unlike the metrically defined 

elevation groups used in Chapter 2, these upland, intermediate and lowland zones 

provide a less rigid framework which more accurately reflects major changes in 

geology and relief across the study area. By integrating general and more specific 
data in order to characterise each zone, it is hoped to clarify patterns of enclosure 
distribution and facilitate further discussion. 

5.2.1 Characterising an upland zone. 
This zone includes most of Exmoor and the Brendons, the northern Quantocks 

and the higher parts of the Blackdown Hills. In terms of landscape, it is 

characterised by broad expanses of moderate relief interspersed with steeper 
terrain and deeply incised valleys. Most parts have elevations ranging between 
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250m and 400m. OD and, whilst varying slightly from area to area according to 

topography, its lower threshold averages around 200m. OD. 

At the present day, the higher parts of this zone have a significantly less 

clement climate than occurs at lower elevations. This is most apparent in the 

northern and central areas of Exmoor, which are most exposed to severe Atlantic 

storm conditions and have lower mean annual temperatures and higher annual 

rainfall than elsewhere in the study area. 
The known distribution of sites within this zone is very localised, with most 

areas having produced little field or air photographic evidence for potentially 

early enclosures (2.1). On central Exmoor and the northern Quantocks, the 

survival of numerous field monuments of earlier prehistoric date suggests that 

the low incidence of recorded enclosures may reflect a genuine absence of 

evidence. Elsewhere, however, it is possible that an apparent paucity of 

enclosures may be partly due to other factors. These include extensive areas of 

afforestation and improved pasturage on the central Brendons and poor air 

photograph results from the Greensand and ̀ Clay with Flints' formations of the 

Blackdown Hills. 

The enclosures recorded from this zone are characterised by a high proportion 

of extant or part-extant monuments and a corresponding poor representation of 

cropmark sites. Curvilinear and hybrid types are strongly represented (2.4.1), 

with the most frequently occurring shape being ovoid. Rectilinear enclosures, 
however, are much less apparent, with few sites located above 200m. OD being 

of oblong or trapezoidal shape (3.1.4). This is well illustrated on north-eastern 
Exmoor where, of the enclosures located above 200m. OD, some 42% are ovoid 
but only 16% are oblong or trapezoidal (4.4). 

In this zone a majority of enclosures of all types are sited on steep slopes 
(2.4.3), most notably in areas underlain by palaeozoic grits and sandstones 
(2.5.2). Overall, a higher proportion lie within 200m of running water than is the 

case at lower elevations (2.6.1). This is most marked for enclosures sited on steep 

slopes, the large majority of which have adjacent water supplies (2.6.3). A 

significantly larger proportion of sites have inclement aspects than occurs 

amongst enclosures at lower elevations (2.7.1). This is most apparent on steep 

slopes, where enclosures show more or less equal preferences for aspects located 

in the south to south-east, east to north-east and north to north-west sectors 
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(2.7.3). The combination of steep gradient, proximity to water and inclement 

aspect which is common to many sites may be suggestive of a primarily pastoral 

economy. 
A small majority of enclosures located at over 200m. OD occupy sub-dominant 

positions on ridges and promontories, with somewhat fewer being sited in non- 
dominant locations on open slopes and valley sides (2.9.2). This situation is 

reflected in the occurrence and distribution of enclosures in the selected groups I 

to 4 (3.4), which comprise a large proportion of the evidence for this zone. 
Nearly half of all Group 1 enclosures in the study area are located in the upland 

zone (3.4.1). These hillforts are distributed around the fringes of the highest areas 

at between c. 210m and 390m. OD, with only one example (EX02) lying within 
the central part of the Exmoor / Brendon massif. As illustrated by Mounsey 

Castle (3.4.1) and Bat's Castle (4.4.1), the majority overlook large valleys and 

are sited in positions of potential strategic and economic significance. However, 

only one example (Dowsborough Camp, 4.1.3) can be associated with evidence 

suggestive of an adjacent lowland territory. 
Of the five recorded Group 2 enclosures, three appear to belong within this zone 

(3.4.2). Located on the northern Quantocks (Trendle Ring, Plainfield Camp) and 
the southern edge of the Brendons (Woodworthy Farm), these medium-sized 

enclosures are impressive and, as has been suggested for the Quantock examples 
(4.1.3), may be related to the seasonal use of upland grazing by settlements based 

in adjacent lower lying areas. 
Of the smaller enclosures recorded from the upland zone, over 80% have been 

included in Groups 3 and 4. Group 3 enclosures appear to be confined to 

peripheral areas of the Brendon uplands and Exmoor (3.4.3), where they are well 

represented in prominent locations overlooking the Vale of Porlock (4.4.4a). 

None have been recorded from the northern Quantocks (4.1.3) or from other 

areas located above 200m. OD. A similar distribution pattern occurs for Group 4 

enclosures, which are noticeably absent from the north Quantock uplands and the 
highest interior parts of the Exmoor / Brendon area (3.4.4). However, several 
examples are present at around 200m. OD in the southern Quantocks, where they 

occur in locations bordering areas of potential upland grazing. 
Amongst the few other enclosures recorded from this zone, two sites located at 

high elevation on central Exmoor (EX03, Wester Emmetts; EX05, East Pinford) 

276 



appear somewhat anomalous in terms of morphology and siting. Both lie on 

gentle, featureless slopes in areas containing numerous cairns and stone 

monuments, which hints at the possibility that they may date to an earlier 

prehistoric period (3.4.5). 

A marked feature of the upland zone is a paucity of evidence for enclosure 

associations. Enclosures which lie within 200 metres of another site are 

uncommon and no examples of paired enclosures have been recorded above 
215m. OD (3.2.1). Similarly, only two small clusters of enclosures have been 

identified, both of which are sited in locations suggestive of pastoral activity 
(Ivyton Farm, 4.3.2a; Sweetworthy, 4.4.2). The higher parts of this zone have 

produced little evidence for enclosures associated with fields, with the only 
known examples occurring on Codsend Moors (4.4.3). However, contemporary 
field systems may have been more common at lower elevations, as two examples 
included in the intermediate zone (Withycombe Hill, Wortheal Farm) occur at 

around 200m. OD (5.2.3). 

When all the available evidence is considered, it seems possible that the 

typology and distribution of pre-medieval enclosed settlement in the upland zone 

may have varied significantly from area to area according to local circumstances. 
This is clearly suggested by a comparison of the northern Quantock and north- 

eastern Exmoor sub-regions, both of which are dominated by areas of strong 

relief underlain by palaeozoic grit formations. 

With the exception of Dowsborough Camp, there is a marked absence of 

evidence for enclosed sites above 250m. OD on the northern Quantocks. Thus it 

has been suggested that this upland ridge could have provided seasonal pasturage 
for settlements located in adjacent lowland areas, with Dowsborough Camp and 
the peripheral Group 2 enclosures (Plainsfield Camp, Trendle Ring) perhaps 

serving functions associated with the protection and maintenance of livestock 

(4.1.3). 

On Exmoor, however, a different pattern can be discerned, with many Group 3 

and 4 enclosures occurring above 250m. OD and an apparent absence of Group 2 

sites. It has been suggested that the former probably represent a dispersed pattern 
of small settlements, which may have been seasonally occupied and primarily 

277 



involved in the maintenance of livestock on specific areas of upland pasturage 
(4.4.5). 

It seems possible that the apparent differences in enclosure distribution between 

these two areas may partly result from their broader geographical contexts. Thus 

the northern Quantocks form part of an isolated upland mass which lies in close 

proximity to large areas of more fertile ground potentially suited to crop 

production. Here, the available evidence suggests that areas of open upland could 
have provided communal pasturage, where livestock belonging to adjacent 
lowland farmsteads were maintained on a seasonal basis without the need for 

small temporary settlements. 
In contrast, north-eastern Exmoor forms part of an extensive upland region, 

much of which is located at some distance from areas of potentially fertile 

lowland. Here, the dispersal of small settlements within areas of high elevation 

may suggest economies more heavily dependent on upland pastoralism and raises 
the possibility that specific tracts of pasturage could have been controlled by 

individual groups. It is possible that these upland sites were associated with as 

yet unlocated lowland settlements within systems of seasonal transhumance, 

which might also have involved the exploitation of common grazing on the high 

interior areas of Exmoor. 

5.2.2 Characterising a lowland zone. 
This zone encompasses all areas of low lying, moderate or gently sloping terrain 
in the study area. In terms of elevation, its upper limit averages around 80m. OD, 

but varies between 70m and 100m. OD according to local topographical factors. 

Corresponding to marked changes in topography and geology which occur 

around the fringes of the main upland areas, this threshold is most clearly 
discernible along the south-eastern edge of the Quantocks near Kingston St. 
Mary (4.3.3). 

Evidence for enclosed settlement is widely but unevenly distributed across this 

zone and occurs mainly on mudstone and gravel formations. However there is a 

marked absence of recorded sites from the large area of Jurassic clays and 
limestones to the east of Taunton and the reclaimed wetlands of the lower Parrett 

and Tone valleys (2.1). Although much of this evidence is dispersed, important 
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concentrations of enclosures have been recorded from the Vale of Taunton (4.3) 

and to the east of the Quantocks (4.1.2). 

The overwhelming majority of known sites have been identified through aerial 

photography, with very few surviving as extant or part-extant monuments 
(2.4.1). Rectilinear enclosures are strongly represented (2.4.1), especially at 

elevations below 51 m. OD where they substantially outnumber curvilinear and 
hybrid forms combined on mudstones (2.5.4) and gravels (2.5.3). The majority of 

these are small enclosures of oblong or trapezoidal shape (3.1.3,3.1.4a). Hybrid 

forms are also well represented, a significant proportion of these being D-shaped 

(3.1.2a, 3.1.4a). Curvilinear enclosures, however, are less apparent and are 

mainly of ovoid shape (3.1.4a). 

In this zone, a substantial majority of recorded sites are located on gentle slopes 

(2.4.3). This is most clearly seen amongst enclosures located on gravels at 

elevations below 51 m. OD, where all thirty examples are sited on gradients 

gentler than 1 in 20 (2.5.3). However, whereas rectilinear and curvilinear sites 

show a strong preference for gentle slopes, hybrid enclosures are more evenly 
distributed across the range and are well represented on moderate sloping ground 

(2.4.4). 

Overall, a smaller proportion of enclosures lie within 200m of running water 

than is the case for the upland zone (2.6.1). This is most apparent amongst sites 
located on gentle slopes underlain by gravels and mudstones, where only 

curvilinears show a clear preference for an adjacent supply (2.6.3). A large 

proportion of enclosures of all types have clement aspects. This is most 

noticeable amongst sites located on gentle slopes, where the large majority have 

aspects in the south to north-east sectors (2.7.3). A combination of gentle 

gradient, clement aspect and a lack of clear preference for an adjacent water 

supply is well illustrated by sites in the Holford / Stringston and Kingston St. 

Mary areas and may suggest an involvement in crop production (4.1.2,4.3.3b). 

A large majority of enclosures in the lowland zone occupy non-dominant 

positions on the sides of valleys, low ridges and interfluves (2.9.1,2,9.2). Below 

50m. OD, many occur in areas of subdued relief, where it is difficult to relate 

enclosure siting to specific topographical features. As a result, relatively few 

have been placed in the selected enclosure groups defined in 3.4. 
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Of the five Group 1 hillforts located in this zone, two are sited in sub-dominant 

positions on promontories and three in dominant positions on isolated hill-tops. 

All overlook extensive areas of lowland and have adjacent tracts of gentle, well 
insolated terrain potentially suitable for crop production. At Norton Fitzwarren 
Camp (4.3.1 a) and NS02 near Nether Stowey (3.2.2), it is possible that the 
hillforts may have been related to territories which encompassed a number of 

other recorded enclosures. 
Enclosures included in Group 3 are rare below 100m. OD and only 0004 at 

Washford, which has an elevation of c. 80m. OD, may belong in this zone (3.4.3). 

Similarly, of the few Group 4 enclosures which have been recorded near the 

upper threshold of this zone, only one (MV05, Milverton) has an elevation of 
below 70m. OD (3.4.4). Whilst predictable in areas of gentle relief, this apparent 

absence of Group 3 and 4 enclosures at lower elevations is less easy to interpret 

in areas such as the western Vale of Taunton, where steeper slopes and 

promontory features occur frequently. This zone also includes several Group 5 

sites, most of which are medium-sized rectilinear enclosures located on terrain 

potentially suitable for crop production. However other less regular examples 
occur in locations which suggest a possible involvement with the seasonal 
pasturing of livestock (3.4.5). 

The lowland zone has produced clear evidence for enclosure associations, with 

a small majority of all recorded adjacent enclosures occurring below I OOm. OD 

(3.2). In areas of favourable terrain several dispersed clusters have been 
identified. These consist mainly of groups of individual and paired sites which 
are spread across areas of subdued relief (3.2.2). Near Holford ( Cluster 2; 4.1.2) 

and Bishop's Lydeard (Cluster 5; 4.3.1b) these clusters include rectilinear Group 

5 enclosures which may have been of socio-economic importance. In the latter 

area, there is air photograph evidence which suggests that both open and 
enclosed settlement may have occurred over a long period of time and may have 
been associated with extensive systems of fields. Elsewhere in this zone, 
evidence for fields potentially associated with enclosures is limited to an extant 
system at Cannington (3.3a), cropmarks of a ditch system near North Petherton 
(3.3b) and a scatter of fragmentary linear cropmarks. 
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Although the lowland zone contains a majority of all recorded enclosures, 

evidence for localised settlement patterns can only be discerned in those few 

areas where the present day land use is predominantly arable. Potentially 

significant variations in these patterns are most apparent amongst the enclosure 

clusters examined in some detail in Chapters 3 and 4. 

In the lowlands to the east of the Quantocks, for example, clusters near Nether 

Stowey (3.2.2) and between Holford and Stringston (4.1.2) differ markedly, with 
the former comprising a diffuse scatter of ovoid and hybrid enclosures and the 
latter a more concentrated group containing rectilinear forms. Marked variations 

also occur in the northern Vale of Taunton, where a cluster south-east of 
Bishop's Lydeard (4.3.1 b) contains two concentrated groups of mainly rectilinear 
features dominated by medium-sized Group 5 enclosures. However, a cluster to 

the south of Kingston St. Mary (4.3.3b) is more widely dispersed and consists 

almost entirely of small rectilinear and D-shaped sites. 
In all of the above cases, the enclosures are located on land potentially suitable 

for extensive crop production during the later prehistoric and Roman periods. 
The apparent differences between each cluster in terms of enclosure distribution 

and typology seem likely to be significant and may be partly related to 

chronological factors. Thus at Bishop's Lydeard, the predominance of rectilinear 
forms could suggest an expansion of enclosed settlement during the late Iron Age 

and Roman periods. However, they may also reflect variations in the social and 
economic organisation of the landscape, including potential relationships with 

nearby Group 1 hillforts. 

These well documented areas, however, may not be indicative of patterns of 

settlement which may exist in other parts of the zone, where the air photograph 
evidence is more limited. Typical of the latter are the southern and western flanks 

of the Vale of Taunton, where the few recorded sites are mainly unassociated 
curvilinear or hybrid enclosures which might reflect a more dispersed pattern of 
isolated settlements. 

5.2.3 Characterising an intermediate zone. 
Distributed along the interface between the main upland and lowland areas, this 

zone is represented by tracts of moderate to steeply sloping terrain which range 
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in average elevation from c. 80-200m. OD. These can be clearly identified on the 
lower slopes of the Brendons and the southern Quantocks, where they are 

typified by areas to the west of Stogumber (4.1.1. ) and to the north and east of 
Kingston St. Mary (4.3.2,4.3.3a). Elsewhere, areas potentially belonging to this 

zone are less easy to discern and may be absent along the foot of the north 
Quantock scarp and in the Vale of Porlock, where sharp topographical 
boundaries occur between areas of palaeozoic upland and mesozoic lowland. 

The archaeological evidence relating to this zone is unevenly distributed and is 

largely confined to air photograph images from areas underlain by palaeozoic 

slate formations. Although extant enclosures are better represented than in the 
lowland zone, they account for only 13% of recorded sites (2.4.1). In marked 

contrast to both upland and lowland zones, all three enclosure types occur in 

more or less equal proportions (2.4.1), with oblong, trapezoid, quadrangular and 

ovoid being the best represented shapes. 
In comparison to the other zones, enclosures appear to be more evenly 

distributed across the slope range (2.4.3), with substantial proportions of all types 

occurring on moderate sloping ground (2.4.4). This is most apparent in the case 

of hybrids and rectilinears and may reflect the undulating topography of the 

southern Quantocks and the northern fiinges of the Brendons. Local 

topographical factors may also account for a lack of clear preference for either 

adjacent or more distant water supplies amongst all enclosure types (2.6.1). In 

terms of aspect the overall pattern resembles that for the lowland zone, with a 
large majority of enclosures lying within the clement sectors (2.7.1). 

As is the case for the lowlands, a substantial majority of enclosures in the 
intermediate zone are sited in non-dominant locations on the sides of hill-crowns, 

ridges and valleys. However, a significant proportion (25%) have sub-dominant 
locations on ridges and promontories (2.9.2). These include five Group I hillforts 

(BAO1, BFO1, DU02, WTO1, WK02; 3.4.1) and two Group 2 sites (BF02,4.3.2a; 

BF10,3.4.2) which, in addition to having possible functions relating to the 

control of seasonal pasturage, may have been associated with settlements located 

within this zone or at lower elevations. 
Also located in sub-dominant positions, a number of substantially built Group 3 

enclosures are dispersed along the margins of the Brendons and in the southern 
Quantocks at elevations of between 85m and 200m. OD (3.4.3). Unlike those 
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recorded from the upland zone, these have been identified mainly from air 

photograph images and are typified by three examples from the Bathealton area 
(4.2.3). Non-dominant Group 4 enclosures are also well represented, with good 

examples occurring on steep slopes in the Kingston St. Mary (4.3.2a) and 
Stogumber (4.1.1) areas. The locations of the three Group 5 enclosures included 

in this zone (SG14, Combecross Farm; KM 12, Yarford; BF13, Oggshole Farm) 

are of particular interest in relation to possible movements of livestock between 

higher and lower areas of pasturage (4.1.1,4.3.2b, 4.3.4a). 

The intermediate zone has produced much evidence for enclosure associations. 
Adjacent enclosures are strongly represented in the southern Quantocks (3.2), 

which contains 46% of all recorded enclosure pairs in the study area (3.2.1). 

Between c. 80-200m. OD, some 45% of class A and B enclosures occur within 
identifiable clusters, which is a much higher proportion than has been recorded 
for higher or lower elevations. Being well illustrated by examples from the 

northern Brendons (3.2.2,4.1.1) and the south-eastern Quantocks (3.2.2,4.3.2, 

4.3.3a), these clusters comprise both concentrated and more dispersed groups of 
typologically varied enclosures and are one of the most characteristic features of 

this zone. At least two examples (cluster 6,4.3.2b; cluster 13,3.2.2) may have 

been associated with ridge routes linking tracts of upland grazing with adjacent 
lowland areas. 
Some limited evidence for crop raising in the form of enclosures associated 

with extant field systems occurs on the lower Brendon slopes near Dunster 

(Withycombe Hill, 4.4.3) and possibly on the Blackdowns at Wambrook 
(Wortheal Farm, 3.3a). Elsewhere, cropmarks suggesting similar systems 

adjacent to enclosures have been recorded from Fitzhead (Brewer's Farm, 3.3b), 

to the south of Washford (Cluster 3,3.2.2) and in the southern Quantocks near 
Goathurst (Halswell House, 3.3b). 

On balance, it seems probable that this zone contains a series of localised 

patterns which occur in areas where a varied topography and proximity to a 

range of resources combine to provide optimal conditions for settlement. These 

patterns are most clearly discernible in the southern Quantocks and north-eastern 
Brendons, where clusters of enclosures are sited in areas potentially suitable for 

both crop raising and pastoral activity and lie within easy reach of both upland 
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and lowland resources. In the southern Quantocks in particular, the often dense 

clustering of sites may represent the activities of distinct social units over long 

periods of time. In these instances, the fairly even spread of enclosure types, 

utilization of both steep and more moderate slopes and high proportion of sites 

with clement aspects could be indicative of mixed economies with a high degree 

of long term social and economic stability. 
Around the southern fringes of the Brendons, however, it is possible that a less 

clearly marked transition from lowland to upland conditions may have given rise 
to a more dispersed pattern of enclosed settlement. This is suggested by the few 

recorded enclosures from the Bathealton area (4.2), which are scattered across an 

undulating landscape potentially suitable for both arable and pastoral modes of 
food production. Occurring in apparent isolation, it seems possible that these 

could represent a pattern of single farmsteads which were sited in favourable 

locations with easy access to areas of upland grazing. 

5.2.4 Examining patterns relating to the distribution of enclosures. 

a) General patterns of enclosure distribution. 

When all the evidence relating to patterns of enclosure distribution is taken into 

account, it appears that significant differences occur both within and between 

each of the three zones which have been characterised. This situation clearly 
reflects the topographical diversity within the region, with marked changes in 

geology and relief occurring over short distances and no lowland areas lying 

further than 10km from extensive tracts of upland. 
All three zones have revealed patterns of enclosed settlement which may be 

related to both localised and more generally applicable factors. It seems probable 
that, to varying degrees, these patterns have been influenced by the combined 
effects of topography and geographical position, which may have produced 
differences in both local economic potential and in accessibility to more distant 

resources. Evidence suggesting settlement patterns which may have been 

strongly influenced by local factors occurs in all zones and is most clearly 
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discernible amongst the enclosure clusters identified in sub-regions 1 and 3 (4.1, 

4.3). 

Overall, it seems possible that the most frequently occurring differences in 

enclosure typology and distribution between the zones may largely reflect 

variations in food producing strategies across the study area. Thus in the Vale of 
Taunton and the lowlands east of the Quantocks there is some evidence which 

suggests a significant involvement in crop raising, with settlements on land 

potentially favourable for cultivation being interspersed with others on terrain 
better suited to more mixed farming practices. This contrasts markedly with the 

western upland areas, where parts of Exmoor and the Brendons have produced 

patterns of enclosure location and typology suggestive of an emphasis on 

pastoralism and have yielded only sparse evidence for crop raising. 
In some central parts of the study area, however, the evidence appears more 

complex, with exposed upland slopes being separated from lowland vales by 

areas included in the intermediate zone. Here, enclosure distribution patterns 

occur which suggest that communities practising mixed arable / pastoral 

economies may have occupied favourable locations over long periods of time, 

occasionally resulting in the dense clustering of enclosures on small areas of 

varied relief. Whilst displaying localised characteristics, these patterns also show 
features which may suggest a more general transition from lowland to upland 

economic conditions. Thus the occurrence of many sites located on steep slopes 

within easy reach of water, including numbers of Group 3 and 4 enclosures, 

recalls the pattern of settlement in parts of the western uplands. Conversely, the 
frequent occurrence of rectilinear enclosures and a high proportion of sites with 

clement aspects bears a marked resemblance to the situation recorded in eastern 
lowland areas. This admixture of characteristically upland and lowland features 

suggests that the intermediate zone may represent a broad interface between 

areas of contrasting economic potential, where the ready availability of a wide 
range of resources could have encouraged stability in both the economic and 

social organisation of the landscape. 
When all the available evidence is considered, it appears likely that genuine 

differences in enclosure distribution and typology exist between the western and 
eastern parts of the study area. In more central parts, however, the situation 

appears less clearly defined, with areas of intermediate elevation showing 

285 



features associated with both upland and lowland distribution patterns. This may 

suggest that some of the more significant variations between the upland west and 
lowland east may be more closely related to differences in topography and 

economic potential than to geographical position within the region. 
Consequently, it seems possible that those patterns which appear to show a close 

relationship to topographical or potential economic factors may not always 

reflect changes in the social and political organisation of the landscape across the 

study area. 

b) Distribution patterns potentially indicative of socio-economic or political 

arrangements in the landscape. 

The available evidence suggests that some distribution patterns relating to 

enclosure typology may provide indications of differences in the socio-economic 

or political structure of the landscape. In this context, the distribution of Group 1 

hillforts is of particular interest, as it appears to show features which could 

suggest variations in the nature of territorial arrangements between the western 

upland and eastern lowland parts of the study area. However, as shown on 
Fig. 79, the overall distribution of these enclosures is markedly uneven and it is 

possible that some upland and lowland areas may not have lain within a territory 

associated with a hillfort. 

In the west of the region, most recorded hillforts are closely associated with 

valleys which provide access to interior parts of Exmoor and the Brendons from 

adjacent lowland areas. Unevenly dispersed around the edges of the high 

uplands, these sites occupy positions overlooking lengths of valley floor and may 
have been strategically located to regulate the movements of people, goods and 
livestock. In the Dulverton and Dunster areas, Mounsey Castle and Oldberry 

Castle (3.4.1) and Bat's Castle and Grabbist Hill (4.4.1) are sited less than three 
kilometres apart on opposite sides of the Barle and Avill valleys respectively. 
This could suggest that, as well as forming natural communication routes, the 

river valleys may have provided boundaries between a system of social 
territories. These latter could have incorporated considerable tracts of upland 

grazing and, in the Dunster area, might have extended on to the adjacent coastal 
lowlands. In addition to providing social, economic or political focal points for 

dispersed upland settlements, the hiliforts could also have had functions related 
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to inter-group contact and exchange as well as the regulation of access to specific 

tracts of upland pasturage. 
In the east of the study area, however, the distribution of hillforts suggests that 

more variable territorial arrangements may have existed. Thus on the Quantock 

and Blackdown Hills, sites including Dowsborough Camp (4.1.3), Ruborough 

Camp (3.4.1) and Horse Pool Camp (3.4.1) are located along the margins of 

upland areas overlooking tracts of lower lying country and could have been 

related to territories which incorporated both upland pasturage and land more 
favourable for crop production. However, several other hillforts are located on 
isolated high points within the main lowland vales. Including Cannington Camp 

(3.4.1,3.3a) and Norton Fitzwarren Camp (4.3.1a), these have adjacent terrain 

potentially suitable for extensive crop production but lie at some distance from 

areas of upland pasturage. This suggests that such hillforts could have been 

related to settlements with a greater involvement in crop raising and that any 
territorial arrangements may not have included specific areas of upland 

pasturage. 
Of the patterns relating to enclosure type, the distribution of rectilinear 

enclosures (excluding Roman military sites) is of particular interest. Being 

strongly represented at low elevations in the east of the study area, these 

enclosures have a recorded distribution which extends westwards to the northern 

and eastern fringes of the Brendons. However, few have been identified along the 

southern Brendon fringes or in the Exmoor / Brendon uplands, where rectilinear 

enclosures are represented mainly by a small number of Group 3 sites. 
Including sites located on both steep and gentle slopes, this known distribution 

of rectilinear enclosures appears to be largely confined to areas of the lowland 

and intermediate zones with a potential for both crop raising and mixed arable / 

pastoral farming. It also corresponds to areas which were readily accessible from 

regions to the north and east of the study area, either by way of land routes or by 

waterborne transport along the coast. This raises the possibility that the easterly 
bias in distribution could reflect influences from outside the study area, which 

might have been associated with the enclosure of previously open settlements or 

a possible increase in the population of the more economically productive areas. 
On the basis of the chronological evidence reviewed in 5.1.4, it seems possible 
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that many such changes in the organisation of the landscape could have occurred 
during the later Iron Age and Roman periods. 

However if the apparent rarity of rectilinear enclosures in the western uplands, 

particularly north-eastern Exmoor, is indicative of a genuine absence of 

evidence, it could reflect a greater degree of economic and social conservatism 

within areas of mainly pastoral activity. Although this might have partly resulted 
from differences in socio-political organisation, it seems equally possible that 

other factors, such as a limited involvement in crop raising and a smaller, more 

dispersed population, could have rendered widespread changes to patterns of 

enclosed settlement unnecessary. 
Also of potential significance is the known distribution of Group 3 enclosures 

across the study area. Of these, a large majority are located on or adjacent to the 

Exmoor / Brendon uplands, with only three examples occurring on the 

Quantocks and none being recorded elsewhere in southern Somerset. The 

Exmoor / Brendon examples are mainly unassociated enclosures which can be 

paralleled further west in Devon, where they are well represented in coastal areas 

between Countisbury and Combe Martin (Riley and Wilson-North 2001,65-70). 

Those recorded from the Quantocks, however, are typologically less well 

characterised and occur within enclosure clusters which have potentially long 

chronologies. Whilst probably related to local topographical and economic 
factors, this essentially western distribution of Group 3 enclosures may also be 

indicative of broad similarities in socio-political arrangements between the 

western uplands of the study area and adjacent parts of Devon. Their frequent 

occurrence along the Bristol Channel coast of North Devon and West Somerset 

may also be significant and could suggest contacts with coastal areas of South 

Wales, where similar enclosures have been recorded (6.1 d). 

c) Evidence suggesting variations in socio-economic status amongst enclosures. 
As noted by McOmish (1989,106), attempts to discern settlement hierarchies 

from studies of site morphology and distribution can be problematic and may 

often be misleading. However, despite the incomplete nature of the recorded 
distribution patterns and the absence of a firm chronology, there is some tentative 

evidence from the study area which may be indicative of differences in social or 

economic status between enclosures. 
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When considered as a group, the nineteen recorded hillforts are characterised by 

a paucity of evidence for multiple defences or complex entrance arrangements 

and a predominance of small univallate sites (3.4.1). Except for Norton 

Fitzwarren Camp (NFO 1), all examples have an unknown chronology and thus 

may not have been constructed or used at the same time. Only Cannington Camp 

(CN02), Bounds Lane (WK02) and Castleman's Hill (TR02) are recorded as 
having produced casual finds of later prehistoric date and only Cow Castle 

(EX02) shows clear evidence for levelled platforms suggestive of house sites. 
However, despite of this lack of evidence it seems probable that, at some period 

during the Iron Age, each represented an important place and may have served a 
range of functions relating to a distinct social grouping. 
As observed by Hill (1989,19-22), the archaeological record for the Iron Age in 

Britain has, in the past, been interpreted mainly in domestic or functional terms. 
This has created a sense of familiarity and has obscured the reality of an earlier 
world where perceptions of time, space and the nature of the universe were 
probably very different to our own. Thus in the case of hillforts, functional 

considerations such as the need for defence (Bowden and McOmish 1987,77), 

the centralisation of power and the redistribution of goods (Cunliffe 1991,352-6; 

6.2.3) or the management of livestock (Cunliffe 1991,348) have tended to 
dominate discussions and a range of other possibilities has frequently been 

overlooked. These latter include a potential religious significance, with a number 

of hillforts having produced evidence for the possible symbolic destruction of 
gateways and ramparts and the ritual deposition of human bodies, animal remains 
and artefacts in pits and along boundaries (Bowden and McOmish 1987,78-9 ; 
Hingley 1990,100-101). Furthermore, many hillforts were constructed over 
earlier ritual sites such as Neolithic causewayed enclosures (Bowden and 
McOmish 1987,80) or, as in the case of Norton Fitzwarren Camp (4.3.1 a), a 
non-domestic Bronze Age enclosure. Given that the observance of ritual 
ceremonies may have involved substantial numbers of people, this evidence 
could support a hypothesis that some hillforts may have been used for kinship 

group gatherings associated with seasonal religious activities. 
With regard to hillfort defences, Bowden and McOmish (1987,78) have 

suggested that the decision to construct a rampart may have served to enhance 
the prestige and status of a settlement unit and its inhabitants. They further 
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suggest that such earthworks may be seen as having symbolic significance and 

represent a major presentation of security, status and power within Iron Age 

society (1987,80). That hillforts had a high symbolic value to a wider social 

group may be implied by the time and effort invested in their construction and 

maintenance. By engendering a sense of communal prestige and identity, these 

impressive landscape features may have assumed a special status and have 

become important focal points in the economic, social and religious lives of 
dispersed, kinship related groups during much of the first millennium BC. 

However, the assumption that all hillforts were high status enclosures controlled 

or occupied by a social elite seems open to question, especially with regard to 

sites where there is no evidence to suggest that any permanent occupation took 

place. 
Of potential significance is the possible relationship between hillforts and the 

somewhat smaller Group 2 sites in the Quantock Hills (3.4.2). As is apparent 
from Fig. 79, these latter occur in two distinct groups, with Plainsfield Camp and 
Trendle Ring lying within 4km of Dowsborough Camp and Higher Castles and 
Rook's Castle having a similar association with Ruborough Camp. Both 

Dowsborough and Ruborough Camps are strongly constructed sites which, if 

later in date than the Group 2 sites, might represent a concentration of power in 

the northern and southern Quantocks respectively. If this were the case, it would 

seem possible that the smaller enclosures could have ceased to function as places 

of importance or have been abandoned altogether. However, in the absence of 
firm dating evidence it remains possible that all six sites were in contemporary 

use, with the larger Group 1 enclosures perhaps symbolising the greater wealth 

or political aspirations of local kinship groups. 
In the west of the study area, prominently sited Group 3 enclosures represent 

the main evidence for potentially higher status settlement across large areas of 

upland (3.4.3). This is most apparent at Road Castle (WFO I) and Black Ball 

Camp (DUO I), where the scale of the extant ramparts seem out of proportion to 

the small areas enclosed. In the latter example an in-turned entrance, large outer 
bank and proximity to Bat's Castle may provide further indications of social 

status (4.4.1). However, only one Group 3 site (CUO4,4.4.2) has adjacent 

smaller enclosures and, in all other cases, there is no evidence for an association 

with potentially lower status settlements. 
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Amongst other enclosures, evidence for potential differences in status is most 

apparent within well defined clusters, notably those at Thurloxton (Cluster 13, 

3.2.2), Ivyton Farm (Cluster 7,4.3.2a) and near Stogumber (Cluster 4,4.1.1). In 

these instances it is possible that, on the basis of size and location, one or more 

sites may been of greater social or economic status than the remainder. Thus sites 
BF04, TX02 and SG17, which are the largest enclosures in clusters 7,13 and 4 

respectively, occupy locally significant positions and may have been places of 

social or economic importance within groups of contemporary enclosures. 
However, in the absence of clear dating evidence, it seems equally possible that 

the larger sites may represent only one of several phases of settlement and thus 

may be unrelated to some or all of the other enclosures. 
Similar problems of interpretation also apply to the larger rectilinear enclosures 

included in Group 5, three of which (BLO3, BL11, SN07) occur within clusters 
dispersed over areas of gentle relief (3.4.5). In the case of BL03 at Bishop's 

Lydeard, the dimensions of the enclosure ditch suggest a site of some social or 

economic status, which may have been contemporary with smaller enclosures or 

open settlement located within a system of fields (4.3.1 b). 

Elsewhere amongst the numerous small enclosures dispersed across the study 

area, the available evidence provides few clues as to possible variations in social 

status. Whereas it seems probable that many of the smallest examples (under 
0.1 ha) represent lower status habitation sites, potential relationships to 

contemporary or earlier phases of unenclosed activity cannot be assessed due to a 
lack of clearly defined air photograph evidence for the latter. This suggests that, 

even in the most intensively photographed parts of the region, a major body of 

evidence for early settlement remains to be recorded. Included amongst this 

could be a large number of peripheral, lower status sites, some perhaps 
resembling WE07 at Nynehead (4.3.4c), which lay adjacent to and were 
contemporary with later prehistoric and Roman enclosures. 
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Chapter 6: The wider perspective. 

Having considered the evidence obtained from western Somerset in some detail, 

it is now possible to place the study area into a broader context. This will be 

undertaken in the following ways : 

1) By briefly examining the evidence recorded from neighbouring areas of 
south-western Britain in relation to that obtained from western Somerset. 

2) By comparing the methodologies used and results obtained with those of 
other regional studies of enclosures in Britain. These latter will comprise the 
Solway Plain in Cumbria, the Danebury area of central Wessex and Cornwall. 

6.1 The regional context. 
The study area lies on the eastern fringe of the south-west peninsula which, for 

the present purpose, is defined as that part of southern England lying to the west 

of the Parrett and Devonshire Axe. Although topographically similar to adjoining 

parts of Devon, it differs from the latter in that it has a predominantly outward 
facing landscape with panoramic views to the north, east and south-east. As no 

parts of the area lie far from a potential viewpoint, it seems possible that, for the 
later prehistoric and Roman inhabitants, a familiarity with images of more distant 

lands may have enhanced spatial and cultural awareness and influenced 

perceptions of regional identity. 

On purely geographical grounds, it seems improbable that western Somerset 

was a socially or economically isolated region during later prehistoric or Roman 

times. Being easily accessible from most directions, the region was well placed 
to have maintained contact and trade with neighbouring areas by way of land, sea 

and river routes. To the north along the Bristol Channel coast, harbourage may 
have been available at Porlock, Dunster and Watchet, all of which functioned as 

medieval ports. The tidal waters of the lower Parrett were probably navigable for 

some distance inland and finds suggestive of a small Roman settlement and port 
have been recorded at Combwich Pill near Cannington (Dewar, 1940). Further 
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south, the Exe, Culm and Otter river valleys would have provided easy routes 
into Devon from Exmoor and the Vale of Taunton and, to the east, contact with 

south-east Devon and Dorset could have been maintained by way of ridge routes 

along the Blackdown Hills and adjoining Greensand scarps. 

a) North-east and central Devon. 

Bordering the western side of the study area, this region lies to the east of a line 

drawn between the Taw and Exe estuaries and west of a corridor of lowland 

which runs between Exeter and Wellington. Sharing patterns of enclosure 

morphology and location with adjoining parts of the study area it seems probable 

that, during later prehistoric and Roman times, this area supported food 

producing strategies which included the seasonal use of upland pasturage and a 

variable emphasis on crop production. 
To the north of Barnstaple, the western slopes and foothills of the Exmoor 

uplands comprise a tract of much dissected country bounded by a rugged 

coastline. Of particular interest is the area around Lynton and Lynmouth, which 
includes the deeply incised gorges of the East and West Lyn rivers and is 

separated from the Porlock area (4.4) by some 101an of open moorland. 
To the east of Lynmouth, a substantial bank and ditch on Wind Hill defines a 

large promontory fort which is bounded by precipitous slopes overlooking the 

coast and the Lyn Gorge (Grinsell 1970,83). Being adjacent to the mouth of the 

Lyn, the position of this enclosure closely resembles that of Grabbist Hill, 

Dunster (DU02; 4.4.1) and, like the latter, might suggest an involvement in 

coastal or cross-channel communications and trade. 
Inland of Lynton and Lynmouth, a number of enclosures occur in prominent 

positions above the main valley approaches to the coast. Morphologically similar 
to the Group 3 enclosures described in 4.4, these sites include Myrtleberry North, 

which occupies a narrow promontory overlooking the Lyn Gorge (Riley and 
Wilson-North 2001, Fig. 3.19). This enclosure provides an interesting parallel for 

Berry Castle, Porlock (PO01,4.4.4a), as it appears to have been embanked on the 

upslope side only and has an adjacent cross-ridge outwork. 
In this area, the only published evidence for early crop-raising is located on the 

coast near Lynton, where the extant remnants of a field system occupy a 
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sheltered position in the Valley of the Rocks and incorporate hut circles and two 

small curvilinear enclosures (Riley and Wilson-North 2001,43-47). 

Elsewhere along the north-east coast of Devon, a scattering of extant enclosures 
includes a promontory fort at Hillsborough, Ilfracombe, which more closely 

resembles sites in Cornwall and south Glamorgan than the Exmoor examples of 
Wind Down and Grabbist Hill (Whybrow 1967,14-15). Also present are small 
first century Roman fortlets at Old Burrow near Countisbury and Martinhoe, 

west of Lynton (Gray and Tapp 1912,703-17; Fox and Ravenhill, 1966,1-39). 

Whilst presumably constructed to monitor seaborne movements in the Bristol 

Channel, the locations of these sites could also be indicative of established 

contacts between the native populations of Exmoor and coastal areas of south 
Wales. 

Further south in the Barnstaple and South Molton areas, a number of extant 

enclosures are associated with south and west draining valley systems. These 

areas are overlooked by Shoulsbury Castle, which lies at c. 470m. OD on the edge 

of Exmoor and appears to be an unfinished bivallate hillfort (Silvester and 
Quinnell 1993,27-8). Its location on a high open slope with extensive views 

recalls the situation at the eastern end of the Brendons, where the unfinished 
hillfort at Elworthy Barrows (BP01; 3.4.1) occurs on similar terrain at 

c. 390m. OD and overlooks the lowlands of the Vale of Taunton. 

To the west of Shoulsbury, several small extant enclosures occupy positions 

overlooking valleys of the Yeo and Bray river systems. Of these a site at 
Smythapark, Loxhore appears to have been partially enclosed by an arrangement 

of cross-ridge banks and bears a clear similarity to the enclosure and outworks at 
Bury Castle, Selworthy (SE01,4.4.4a). Also present in this area are the small 

univallate hillforts of Mockham Down, Stoke Beera and Roborough near 
Barnstaple, all of which occur on the crests of ridges. These form part of a chain 
of similar sites along the southern fringes of the Exmoor / Brendon uplands, 

which includes Huntsham Castle and Castle Close to the north of Tiverton and 
Bathealton Camp (BAO 1) in Somerset. 

Many extant and cropmark sites are associated with the Exe and Culm river 

valleys, which drain southwards from the Somerset border to the English 
Channel. These include Cranmore Castle near Tiverton which, having modest 

univallate defences enclosing about 12 ha, has no close parallel in the study area. 
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Further south along the Exe valley, the extant ramparts at Cadbury Castle 

indicate at least two phases of construction ( Silvester 1980,47). Roman activity 

on this site is demonstrated by a ritual shaft or well, which produced a range of 

artefacts of probable C3AD date (Webster 1997,141; Fox 1952b, 105-112). 

About tkm to the south of Cadbury, recent investigations on Raddon Hill near 
Thorverton have revealed a Neolithic causewayed enclosure underlying later 

hillfort defences (Griffith 1994,88). 

Since 1983, cropmark evidence for enclosed settlement in Devon has been 

substantially increased through local aerial reconnaissance. Although little detail 

has yet been published, it is apparent that the north-eastern border of the county 

and the lower Exe and Cuim valleys have been particularly productive areas 
(Silvester 1980,50; Griffith and Homer 2000,8-9). As with the evidence from 

west Somerset, the range of enclosure shapes identified is fairly limited and 
includes a significant proportion of small rectilinear forms (Griffith 1994,93). 

Amongst the latter are three sites in the lower Exe valley near Thorverton, which 
have been partially excavated and have produced C2-4 AD Roman pottery 
(Griffith 1994,89-90 and Fig. 2). On the evidence currently available, it seems 

possible that the lower Exe and Culm valleys may have had a history of early 

settlement of comparable length and complexity to that of the Vale of Taunton, 

some 30km to the north-east. 

b) East Devon and the western fringes of Dorset. 

To the east of the Exeter to Wellington corridor, major changes occur in the 

geology and topography of Devon. Extending eastwards into south-western 
Dorset, the landscape is dominated by the cretaceous Upper Greensands of the 
Blackdown Hills, which trend southwards towards the English Channel coast as 
a series of ridges dissected by steep-sided valleys. 
Perhaps the most characteristic feature of this region is a scatter of extant 

hillforts located in prominent positions, seven of which enclose local high points 
in the landscape. However with the possible exception of Stockland Little Camp, 

which encloses c. I ha and overlooks the Yarty valley, small enclosures 
comparable to the Group 2 and 3 sites in the study area have not been recorded 
from this part of Devon. 
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Amongst the smaller extant sites, the substantial ramparts and outworks at 
Woodbury Castle near Exmouth (Fletcher 1998,165-71) were preceded by a 

palisaded enclosure and have produced pottery of early to middle Iron Age date 

(Miles 1975,183-207). To the north-east of Sidmouth, Blackbury Castle is a 

small univallate hillfort which has produced early to middle Iron Age pottery 
including decorated Glastonbury ware (Young and Richardson 1954,43-67). It 

has an outwork which provided an entrance passage flanked by small enclosed 

spaces or annexes. About Ilan to the south of Stockland Little Camp, the 

substantial partial enclosure known as Stockland Great Camp occurs in a 

strategically weak position on an even slope overlooking the Yarty valley. As 

noted by Forde-Johnston (1976,85), the irregular, sub-angular shape of this 

feature is unrelated to topography and its location is comparable to those of some 

multiple enclosure forts further west in Devon and Cornwall. All three of the 

above sites show features which may suggest a relationship with pastoral activity 

and none can be clearly paralleled within the study area. 

Of particular interest is a group of larger hillforts comprising Hembury and 
Dumpton near Honiton and Hawksdown Hill and Musbury near Axmouth, all of 

which have large ramparts and occupy dominant positions overlooking major 

valleys. At Hembury, the earliest Iron Age enclosure appears to have been 

bounded by a palisade (Liddell 1935). Of the two later phases of rampart 

construction which have been identified, the more recent was associated with 

sherds of decorated Glastonbury ware (Todd 1984,259-61). Although limited 

evidence for internal settlement during the middle to late Iron Age was recorded, 
Todd noted a complete absence of Durotrigian pottery or other indications of 
final Iron Age occupation from the hillfort. 

In its final form, Hembury would have been a strongly defended multivallate 

site enclosing c. 3ha. Some 6km to the east, Dumpton hillfort is slightly smaller 

and is bounded by two large banks. Also of impressive construction, the hillforts 

of Hawksdown Hill and Musbury occupy strong positions overlooking the lower 

Axe valley. In terms of location and potential defensive capability, these east 
Devon sites bear a marked resemblance to the west Dorset hillforts of Pilsdon 

Pen, Lambert's Castle and Coney's Castle, which has prompted the suggestion 
that the former could be a legacy of Durotrigian influence or territorial expansion 
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(Silvester 1980,44). Given that Hembury and Pilsdon Pen are only 30km apart, 
the possibility that the construction of the former was influenced by contact with 

contemporary sites in Dorset seems entirely reasonable. However, there appears 
to be no evidence from Hembury or elsewhere west of the Axe which suggests 
that, during the later Iron Age, eastern Devon became incorporated within an 

expanded Durotrigian territory. 
In possessing multiple defences and commanding locations, Hembury and 

Dumpton appear to share common features with Castle Neroche (CR01,3.4.1), 

which lies c. l6km to the north-east and is unparalleled in defensive potential 

within the study area. This suggests that a degree of influence from areas to the 

east may have extended across much of the Blackdown Hills and into the 

southern Vale of Taunton, where it could also be reflected in the morphology of 
the small hillfort on Castleman's Hill, Trull (TR02,4.3.4b). 

Amongst the known smaller sites, a quadrant-shaped enclosure revealed during 

excavations at Holcombe near Uplyme contained evidence for internal settlement 

and produced a bronze mirror of late Iron Age type (Pollard 1974,59-161). 

Although Pollard considered this site to be of final Iron Age date, Silvester has 

observed that all the Durotrigian ceramic forms and fabrics present could post- 
date AD43 (Silvester 1981,66). During the late Cl and C2 AD, the ditches were 

allowed to silt up and rectilinear timber buildings were constructed within the 

enclosure. These were replaced during the C3 by an aisled house, which was 

subsequently extended into a substantial villa. This sequence of occupation and 

construction appears to share marked similarities with the recently excavated site 

at Yarford near Bishop's Lydeard (4.3.2b). 

A short distance to the south of the Somerset-Dorset border near Chard 

Junction, archaeological evaluations at Hodge Ditch Farm, Thorncombe have 

revealed evidence for later prehistoric and Roman occupation on a gravel terrace 

overlooking the River Axe (Valentin 1998,1-8). In 1997, the excavation of an 
ovoid enclosure produced traces of internal structures and an assemblage of 
middle Bronze Age pottery. As the evidence suggested only short-term 
occupation, it was thought possible that this settlement could have been relocated 
to a nearby enclosure located by geophysical survey. Lying some 24km from the 

enclosure at Poundisford Park (PTO1,5.1.2) this site, when fully published, is 
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likely to be of major relevance to the future study of early enclosed settlement in 

western Somerset. 

c) Central and south Somerset. 

Lying to the east of the Parrett, this area extends northwards from the Somerset- 
Dorset border near Yeovil to the coast near Burnham on Sea. It comprises a 
landscape of low hills and broad valleys underlain by mesozoic rocks and 
includes tracts of wetland in the southern Somerset Levels. During the late Iron 

Age, this region is widely thought to have been under the influence or political 
control of the Durotriges; a confederacy of sub-tribal groupings centred on 
Dorset (Dewar 1953,170-172; Cunliffe 1982, Fig. 7.5; Cunliffe 1991, pp. 159- 

70). 

The few extant enclosures known are all are of substantial proportions and no 

smaller sites resembling the Groups 2 and 3 enclosures of the study area have 

been recorded. Of major importance is the hillfort on Ham Hill near Yeovil, 

which incorporates a steep-sided plateau and adjoining promontory and encloses 

about 85ha. Bounded by two massive banks and ditches, the promontory may 
have been separated from the plateau by ramparts subsequently destroyed by 

quarrying (Somerset HER No. 55103). 
Severely damaged by stone quarrying, this hillfort was subjected to small 

excavations during the early C20 and has produced large quantities of finds of 
mesolithic to Roman date (Burrow 1981,198-200,268-272). A study of the 

collection of later prehistoric pottery held in the Somerset County Museum has 

suggested occupation from at least the seventh century BC to the Roman 

conquest (Morris 1987,27-47). Amongst the middle Iron Age wares, decorated 

sherds bearing both Glastonbury style motifs and wavy lines and dimples 

characteristic of Cunliffe's Maiden Castle- Marnhull style are represented 
(Morris 1987,41 and Fig. 4.14; Cunliffe 1991, Fig. A: 19). This latter material, 
together with a large amount of Durotrigian ware, may be indicative of a 
relationship with (South) Cadbury Castle (Woodward 2000,336 and Fig. 153) 

and the large hillforts of central Dorset. 
The hillfort interior has produced much artefactual evidence for Roman 

occupation (Burrow 1981,268-276). A Roman villa on the plateau was 
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excavated in 1907 and 1912 (Walter 1907,179-182; Beattie and Phythian-Adams 

1913,127-133) and fords of a military nature suggest that a fort may have existed 

on the promontory (HER No. 55112). Air photograph evidence showing 

rectilinear enclosures on the plateau has been published by Leech (1978,71) and 

geophysical survey has produced further evidence for internal settlement 
including roads, rectangular enclosures, pits and circular structures (HER Nos. 

55175,56909,56911). 

To the north of Ham Hill, an area of lowland covering some 150 square 
kilometres is overlooked by the hilifort and, during the later prehistoric period, 

could have lain within its sphere of influence. Traversed by the Fosse Way and 
Roman roads linking Dorchester, Ilchester and Crandon Bridge, this area is well 

known for its apparent prosperity during the later Roman period. Much 

archaeological research into the development of the small Roman town at 
Ilchester has taken place and has been documented by Peter Leach (1982,1994). 

Similarly, the evidence for a number of substantial later Roman villas has been 

reviewed and discussed by Roger Leech (1982). In general terms, it seems likely 

that these villas represent the centres of wealthy agricultural estates, which 

probably had mixed economies and would have had access to Ilchester and more 

distant markets via the contemporary road network (Leach 2001,90). 

At Ilchester, finds of Iron Age pottery comparable with material from Ham Hill 

suggest that settlement may have taken place over a lengthy period of time 

(Morris 1987,36-43). To the south of the Roman town, a C-shaped earthwork 

enclosing c. 16ha borders a stream and has produced evidence of final Iron Age 

occupation including Durotrigian pottery. Of substantial proportions, this site has 

been suggested as a possible small example of an enclosed oppidum (HER 

No. 53089; Leach 1982) and has no known parallels elsewhere in the region. 
To the east of Ilchester at Podimore, cropmarks showing a system of small 

fields are associated with droveways, paddocks and small rectilinear or hybrid 

enclosures. Surface pottery finds have suggested occupation from the middle 
Iron Age to the C4 AD (Leech 1975,72-6). In the Somerton - Langport area, 

many cropmark enclosures were recorded during 1975 and 1976 (Leech 1978, 

57-78) and others are shown on photographs held in the Somerset HER. These 

seem to be typologically similar to their counterparts in the Vale of Taunton and, 
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with the exception of a probable ̀ banjo' and a conjoined ovoid feature (Leech 

1978, Figs. 13,20), consist entirely of simple rectilinear or hybrid forms. 

To the west of Somerton, a small multivallate hillfort at West Wood has already 
been noted in relation to Castleman's Hill near Taunton, with which it shares a 

number of common features (4.3.4b). About 3km to the north-west, a univallate 
hillfort on Dundon Hill is defined by a modest bank and scarp enclosing c. 4.8 ha 

(Burrow 1981,214). Of possible early date, this site has produced evidence for 

two constructional phases, the earlier of which comprised a timber laced stone 

rampart (HER File No. 53760). 

To the north of Somerton and Langport, the Polden Hills extend westwards 

across an expanse of peat and clay wetland interspersed with `islands' of low 

lying dry ground. This part of the Somerset Levels has produced important 

evidence for later prehistoric and Roman settlement, including the well known 

Iron Age sites at Meare and Glastonbury reviewed in detail by Coles (1986, 

1987) and Coles and Minnitt (1995). Both the open sites at Meare and the 

enclosed Glastonbury settlement appear to represent specialised responses to a 

wetland environment and, as such, are difficult to interpret in a wider context. 
However, whereas Meare has been suggested as the possible site of an annual 

seasonal gathering (Coles and Coles 1986,174-5), Glastonbury may have been a 

permanent settlement which, at some point, had a wider and more unusual role 
(Coles and Minnitt 1995,206-9). 

Significant evidence for later prehistoric and Roman activity has been recorded 

on the low-lying sand ̀ islands' which lie to the north and south of the Polden 

Hills. To the north of the Poldens, excavations at Alstone, West Huntspill 

produced evidence suggesting an extensive area of open settlement associated 

with middle to late Iron Age Glastonbury ware (Miles and Miles 1969,44-50). 
Further south at Westonzoyland, a settlement with a probable ditched boundary 

produced assemblages of Glastonbury, Durotrigian and later Roman ceramics 
(Miles and Miles 1969,17-44). On the nearby Chedzoy ̀ island', cropmarks of 
several rectilinear and hybrid enclosures occur within an extensive system of 

small fields (HER Nos. 10432,11861). These latter continue northwards towards 
Bradney Farm, where traces of open settlement are associated with a droveway, 

rectilinear and curvilinear enclosures and a large ring ditch. Surface finds from 
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this vicinity include later Iron Age, Durotrigian and Roman pottery and a 
Durotrigian coin (HER No. 10055; pers. comm. S. Minnitt). 

Although there is much evidence for Roman settlement on the slopes of the 
Polden ridge, indications of later prehistoric activity are more limited. Amongst 

the latter the unprovenanced ̀Polden Hills' hoard of decorated metalwork, which 
has been dated to the mid-C 1 AD (Brailsford 1975,232-4), may be contemporary 

with finds of Durotrigian pottery in the area. At Shapwick, evidence of Iron Age 

occupation has been reported in the vicinity of a recently excavated villa (HER 

No. 15526) and geophysical survey has identified enclosures and ditch systems 

of probable late prehistoric or Roman date (HER No. 44760). At the western end 

of the Poldens, Roman stone buildings have been recorded near Bawdrip (HER 
Nos. 10041,10049) and Woolavington (HER No. 10947) and others are believed 

to exist elsewhere. Also near Bawdrip, Roman building foundations at Crandon 

Bridge lie adjacent to an abandoned meander of the Parrett estuary and have been 

identified as part of a possible port (Langdon and Fowler 1971,53-4). Sited near 
the end of the Roman road from Ilchester, it has been suggested that this 

settlement may have been involved in the shipment of Dorset Black Burnished 

Ware to other parts of Britain by way of the Bristol Channel (Allen and Fulford 
1996,258). 

d) South Glamorgan. 

In order to complete this review, it is necessary to briefly examine the 

morphology and siting of extant enclosures in coastal areas of south Glamorgan. 
For this the principal source used was the survey of extant monuments of Iron 
Age and Roman date in Glamorgan, which was published in 1976 by the RCHM 
(Wales). Also consulted were two earlier papers by Fox ( 1952,1961), which 
drew attention to similarities in morphology and location between multiple 
enclosure sites in south Wales and the south-west of England. 
When comparing the extant enclosures of south Glamorgan with those recorded 
from the study area, the relative morphological complexity of the former is 
immediately apparent. Thus of the 52 examples lying to the south and east of 
Swansea, a total of 23 (44%) are classified as multivallate enclosures. In 

comparison, only 2 out of 55 extant sites in western Somerset have multiple- 
ditched boundaries and, as noted earlier, these examples (Castleman's Hill and 
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Castle Neroche) may reflect influences from regions to the south and east of the 

study area. 
Amongst the more complex enclosures in Glamorgan, Fox (1952,2-7) drew 

attention to a group of multivallate sites with wide-spaced ramparts, all of which 

are located on slopes overlooking water supplies. Including Gaer Fawr near 
Briton Ferry and Y Bylwarcau near Maesteg, she noted close similarities in 

morphology and location between these and enclosures such as Milber Down in 

Devon and Tregeare Rounds in Cornwall. Although no comparable sites have 

been recorded further east in Devon or in Somerset, the broad corridor approach 

to the inner enclosure at Gaer Fawr, which is c. 45m long, is of very similar plan 

to the ditched approach to Bat's Castle Dunster (4.4.1). 

A similar distribution occurs in the case of coastal promontory sites or `cliff 

castles', with The Knave, Rhossili and Yellow Top, Paviland more closely 

resembling examples in west Devon and Cornwall than the Wind Hill and 
Grabbist Hill enclosures on Exmoor. Also of interest are a few larger enclosures 
located on the coast between Llantwit Major and Barry. Including Castle Ditches 

and the Bulwarks, Porthkerry, these eroded cliff-edge sites are markedly sub- 

angular in shape and are enclosed by multiple close-set banks and ditches. 

Although less than 20km from the Somerset coast at Dunster, they appear to lack 

any close parallels in the study area or further west in Devon and Cornwall. 

Amongst the univallate enclosures in south Glamorgan, the hillforts of Mynydd 

y Castell, Margam and Castle Ditches, Llancarfan are defined by large scarps 

with surmounting banks and bear a resemblance to several sites in western 
Somerset, including Dowsborough and Clatworthy Camps. Similarly, some 

smaller enclosures have probable parallels amongst the Groups 2 and 3 sites of 
the study area. Of these, Harding's Down West, Liangennith has adjacent 
outworks and is of comparable size and morphology to Higher Castles, 
Broomfield (BF02). At Cam Caca, Resolven and Caer Blaen-y-cwm near 
Maesteg, small enclosures have large counterscarp banks which are comparable 
those at Black Ball Camp and Bat's Castle near Dunster (4.4.1). Caer Blaen-y- 

cwm also appears to be the only example of a small enclosure with an adjacent 

cross-ridge outwork recorded from south Glamorgan. This may provide a 
significant contrast with Exmoor, where the five known examples of this type 

represent the main recorded form of `multiple enclosure'. 
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Although some south Glamorgan sites can be paralleled in western Somerset, 

there seems nothing to suggest that any greater influence on enclosure 

morphology in the study area could derive from the former region than from 

adjacent parts of the south-west peninsula. However, cross-channel 

communications involving harbourage at the mouth of the Avill valley might 

account for the elongated entrance passage and enlarged counterscarps at the 

Dunster sites, for which Glamorgan coastal region does provide the closest 
known parallels. 

6.1.1 A discussion of the regional setting. 
Although the above review does not extend far beyond the confines of western 
Somerset, it clearly highlights differences in recorded patterns of early settlement 
between those regions which lie to the east and west of the study area. On the 

evidence currently available, it seems possible that the observable changes in 

patterns of enclosure distribution which occur along the eastern edge of the 

peninsula may be the product of several interrelated factors. Of these, the 

following seem likely to be of particular significance : 

1) Variations in resources which can be related to topography. 

By having an influence on climate, drainage and soil development, the changes 
in geology and relief which occur between Barnstaple Bay and the lowlands east 

of the Parrett will have been related to the distribution and accessibility of the 

principal economic resources. These in turn are likely to have resulted in both 

regional and more localised variations in settlement patterns. Thus in the west, 
the distribution of open upland grazing in relation to lowland suitable for 

cultivation or pasturage may have been a critical factor in the siting of 

settlements and have influenced the wider socio-political organisation of the 
landscape. 

In areas to the east of the Parrett, however, open pasturage may have been 

largely confined to broad valley floors and the fringes of the alluvial wetlands. 
This situation may be reflected in the concentration of settlement evidence, 
including villa estates, around Somerton and Ilchester, where extensive tracts of 

seasonally flooded lowland would have been easily accessible for use as early 

season grazing. The widespread occurrence of cultivable land adjacent to such 
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pasturage could have resulted in different agricultural strategies, where seasonal 

movements of livestock and humans were more limited and may not have 

involved any temporary relocation of settlement. This may have influenced the 

nature and distribution of settlement in these exclusively lowland areas and thus 

could have contributed to differences in local territorial arrangements. 

2) The nature of the later prehistoric settlement. 
To the west of the study area, patterns of enclosed settlement established over a 

substantial period of time are suggested by the numbers of small hillforts and 

other curvilinear and hybrid enclosures which have been recorded. To the east of 
the Parrett, however, evidence for such enclosures appears more limited and over 
80% of the cropmark sites recorded in the Somerset HER and by Leech (1978) 

for the areas reviewed appear to be of rectilinear type. There is, however, both 

excavated and air photographic evidence which suggests that unenclosed 

settlement could have been widespread in this lowland region. Along the 

southern fringes of Somerset, the large hillfort on Ham Hill and the Ilchester 

? oppidum may reflect a centralisation of Iron Age social, political and economic 

activity on a scale unparalleled further west. 
The situation regarding the chronology and distribution of rectilinear enclosures 

may be of particular significance when comparing areas to the east of the Parrett 

with the eastern parts of the study area, especially the lowlands of the Vale of 
Taunton. If, as suggested earlier, a substantial majority of rectilinear sites are 
potentially of late Iron Age or Roman date, the exclusion of this enclosure type 
from the overall distribution pattern could have a significant impact on our 

perception of pre-C 1 AD settlement in both areas. Thus in the Taunton area, the 

remaining evidence would consist of three hillforts, a diffuse scatter of small 
ovoid and hybrid enclosures and traces of unenclosed settlement. This bears a 
general similarity to the situation recorded in the Langport, Somerton and 
Podimore areas and might suggest that, prior to the Cl AD, differences in 

patterns of settlement between lowland areas to the east and west of the Parrett 

were less marked than might at first be thought. 
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3) Developments during the late Iron Age and Roman periods. 
As noted above, a high proportion of the rectilinear enclosures recorded in the 
Somerset lowlands and the lower Exe and Culm valleys in Devon may date to 

the late Iron Age and Roman periods. The emergence of these sites may be 

related to changes in the organisation of the landscape, which could have 

included an expansion or re-structuring of field systems and the enclosure of 

previously open settlement. Evidence for such developments, however, has not 
been recorded from the uplands of west Somerset and north Devon. Thus the 

apparent rarity of rectilinear enclosures at elevations of over 200m. OD could 

suggest that traditional, animal-based economic systems and associated patterns 

of settlement continued largely unchanged throughout the Roman period. 
The disparity between west and east becomes most apparent with the 

emergence of later Roman villa-based estates to the east of the Parrett, especially 
in the vicinity of Ilchester. These provide a major contrast to the evidence from 

western Somerset and adjacent parts of Devon and have had a major influence on 

perceptions of economic prosperity and the degree of Romanisation in these 
latter areas. 
In relation to areas east of the Parrett, Leach has suggested that the late Iron 

Age Durotriges of Somerset probably regarded themselves as quite distinct from 

their Dorset neighbours and that this distinction may have been reinforced under 
Roman rule (Leach 2001,56). If this were the case, it could suggest that areas 

north of Ham Hill and llchester may not have belonged to a cohesive Durotrigian 

`territory', but perhaps formed an affiliated zone under the economic and cultural 
influence of a tribal heartland in Dorset. Consisting of Durotrigian pottery, 

ornamental metalwork and a small number of coins, the material evidence from 

Somerset suggests that such a zone may not have come into existence until the 
Cl AD, perhaps antedating the establishment of the Roman civitas Durotrigum 
by only a short period of time. 
To the west of the Parrett-Axe line, the south-west peninsula is widely thought 

to have been occupied by the Dumnonii; a putative tribal grouping which lacked 

a coinage or (except in Cornwall) a distinctive late Iron Age ceramic style 
(Cunliffe 1991,180-5). Prior to the establishment of the Roman civitas 
Dumnoniorum, a lack of political centralisation in most areas is suggested by an 

absence of large hillforts, which may indicate that smaller scale territorial 
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arrangements based on individual chiefdoms were widespread across the region 
(Cunliffe 1991,260). As noted in 6.2.1 (below), this situation may be related to 

the marked differences between the patterns of enclosure morphology recorded 
in western Somerset and Cornwall. Thus the extent to which the entire peninsula 

could have supported a coherent tribal identity seems open to doubt, especially in 

the east where contacts with areas beyond the Parrett and across the Bristol 

Channel may have been stronger than with western Devon and Cornwall. 

Furthermore, whilst the river Parrett below Langport and the Devonshire Axe 

south of Chard could have provided effective lines of demarcation, the existence 

of formal boundaries between late Iron Age Dumnonian and Durotrigian areas 

cannot be demonstrated on the basis of current archaeological evidence. Indeed 

the appearance of final Iron Age ceramics in the Taunton and Bridgwater areas 

could suggest that a westward extension of Durotrigian economic influence was 

taking place during the CI AD; a process which might only have ceased with the 

establishment of Roman control in Somerset. 

In assessing the regional context of the study area, a key factor seems to be its 

location at an interface between the Highland and Lowland zones of southern 
Britain, where major changes in topography, available resources and economic 

potential occur over relatively short distances. In terms of the later prehistoric 

and Roman occupation, this interface may be reflected by differences in patterns 

of enclosed settlement, potential territorial arrangements and economic 
development between the uplands of the Exmoor region and the lowlands to the 

north and east of the river Parrett. 
Across much of western Somerset, the juxtaposition of upland and lowland 

terrain could have provided ready access to a range of potential resources, 
encouraging the development of mixed arable / pastoral systems and localised 

variations in patterns of land use, settlement and sub-tribal territorial 

arrangements. Many parts of the study area were also well situated for social 
interactions and trade with regions both within and beyond the south-west 
peninsula. 
It is, however, debatable whether the study area should be considered as a 

transitional zone between regions of contrasting food procurement strategies and 
economic development. Indeed, the use of the term `transitional' may in itself be 
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misleading as it implies a degree of progressive change; in this case between an 

economically conservative ̀west' and a more developed ̀east'. It may also 

obscure the individual nature of settlement patterns which have developed in 

response to local topographies and their associated resource potential. In the case 

of the study area, it seems possible that many perceived changes in enclosure 

morphology, location and distribution may owe more to local adaptations than to 

a regional transition from lowland to upland economic arrangements. However, 

when considering the regional availability of seasonal pasturage, it may be 

possible to see much of western Somerset as a transitional zone with mixed 

resources which occurs between areas of predominantly upland or lowland 

grazing. 
Further complications arise when considering possible variations in socio- 

political structures and allegiances across the region. As noted above it seems 

uncertain whether, prior to the Roman period, a ̀ Dumnonian' tribal identity 

existed within western Somerset and, if it did, the effect that it may have had on 

relations with areas to the east of the Parrett. Similarly, the evidence for 

variations in social and political arrangements is of a very tentative nature and is 

unevenly distributed across the region. Thus even though differences are likely to 
have existed, it would seem unwise to suggest that, in terms of social 
organisation and group identities, the study area represents a transitional zone 
between an upland west and lowland east. 
On balance, it can be suggested that the evidence from the study area reflects its 

outward looking position on the fringe of the south-west peninsula. Straddling an 
interface between upland and lowland regions, it was surrounded by areas of 
diverse topography and economic potential and may have received economic, 
cultural and political influences from all directions. However, its essential 
character may owe as much to internal developments and adaptations to local 

conditions as to relationships with these adjacent areas. 

6.2 The broader settin . 
In an attempt to place the present study into a wider context, this section will 
briefly examine the evidence for later prehistoric and Roman enclosures from 

three other areas of Britain. In common with western Somerset, each example 
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selected could have provided access to both upland and lowland resource zones 

and thus may have been suitable for mixed farming practices involving both crop 
production and pastoralism. 
Comprising Cornwall, the Solway Plain in Cumbria and the Danebury area of 

central Wessex, each region has been chosen for a specific purpose. Thus in 

differing markedly from the data obtained from the study area, the typological 

evidence recorded from Cornwall serves to raise questions relating to social and 

political arrangements in the south-west peninsula prior to the Roman conquest. 
However, Bewley's study of settlement on the Solway Plain, whilst also useful 
for the purpose of typological comparison, is primarily of methodological 
interest as it discusses analytical techniques which could be applied to future 

research in the study area. In providing detailed evidence from a region with a 

rich archaeological record, Palmer's study of settlement in the Danebury area is 

of particular value in bringing into focus some potential qualitative and 

quantitative deficiencies in the data available for western Somerset. 

6.2.1 Cornwall. 

Forming the western part of the Roman civitas Dumnoniorum, the morphology 
and distribution of enclosures in this region is of particular relevance to the 

present study. The most comprehensive published source currently available is a 
review by Johnson and Rose (1982), which catalogued all surveyed enclosures 
and planned cropmark sites of probable prehistoric or Roman date. This study 
considered evidence relating to a total of 290 enclosures, which were classified 
according to morphology and illustrated in a series of scaled plans. Although 
largely unrelated to topography, this data is sufficiently detailed to allow some 
typological comparisons to be made with the study area. Also of value is a 
broader review of Iron Age and Roman Cornwall undertaken by Quinnell (1986), 

which summarised evidence relating to the chronology of specific enclosure 
types. 

On the basis of the data provided by Johnson and Rose, it is apparent that 

univallate enclosures, known locally as rounds, accounted for some 76% of the 

recorded total. In comparison to the study area, a much smaller proportion of 
these had internal areas of under 0.2ha and substantially more enclosed between 
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0.5-1.0ha. Although a few examples corresponded in size to some of the smaller 
hillforts in western Somerset, only three enclosed areas greater than 2.0ha. 

In terms of shape, a majority of recorded univallate sites were either ovoid or 

round in plan; the latter being much better represented than in the study area. 
However, hybrid forms accounted for less than 10% of the total, with small D- 

shaped sites being conspicuously absent. Also poorly represented were rectilinear 

shapes, which comprised only 13% of univallate enclosures in comparison to 

38% of similar sites in western Somerset. 

The remaining 24% of enclosures catalogued by Johnson and Rose consisted of 
forms which are either poorly represented or unrecorded in the study area. A 

majority of these were classified as multiple enclosures and grouped according to 

the morphological traits identified by Fox (1952,1961). These latter included 

concentric ramparts, wide or narrow spaced ditches, dependent enclosures, 

annexes and linear outworks. Many sites showed combinations of such features 

and were thus difficult to place into discrete categories. This applied particularly 
to a series of complex multivallate enclosures, none of which have clear parallels 
in eastern Devon or Somerset. However, small numbers of sites with single 

annexes or cross-ridge outworks are present in western Somerset and the 

cropmark feature at Ivyton Farm (BF04,4.3.2a) is perhaps classifiable as a small 

concentric enclosure with annexes. 
Amongst other types of enclosure recorded by Johnson and Rose, promontory 

forts or `cliff castles' varied widely in size and morphology and occurred most 
frequently along stretches of rugged coast. Further east in Devon and Somerset, 

the low frequency of such sites may largely be due to the less indented nature of 

the coastline, especially in the study area where few headlands occur. Also of 
interest are several ̀ tor enclosures', which have been recorded on the granite 
uplands and comprise stony banks associated with rock outcrops. Considered by 
Silvester (1979,198-9) to be of possible earlier prehistoric date, the irregular 

morphology and remote siting of these features bears some comparison with the 

enclosures at Wester Emmetts (EX03) and East Pinford (EX05) on Exmoor. 
On the evidence presented by Johnson and Rose (1982, Fig. 11), adjacent 

enclosures appear to be less common in Cornwall than in the study area. Thus 

only 11 % of the sites considered were recorded as lying within 200m of another 

enclosure, which compares to 41% of the total sample for the study area (3.2). 
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However, 58% of the Cornish examples were paired (ie. within 50m of another 

site), which is a much higher proportion than occurs in western Somerset. 

As little published data regarding the distribution of enclosures in Cornwall is 

available, it is difficult to assess the extent to which clustering occurs. However, 

Johnson and Rose (1982, Fig. 16) illustrated an area of c. 30 square kilometres 

near St. Enoder, where the distribution of 27 recorded enclosures suggested a 
dispersed pattern of single and paired sites, with a small cluster occurring in the 

vicinity of a larger univallate enclosure. 
With regard to chronology, Quinnell (1986,115) observed that the smaller 

univallate sites which had been excavated had produced evidence for occupation 

ranging from the later Iron Age to the post-Roman period. Amongst several 

which were constructed during the Roman period, the occupation of a round 

enclosure at Trethurgy appears to have begun during the late C2 AD and to have 

continued into the post-Roman period. At Grambla near Helston, a rectilinear 

enclosure appears to have had a similar chronological span (Quinnell 1986,122- 

6). In relation to the few multivallate enclosures which had been excavated, 
Quinnell (1986,156) noted that all seemed to have gone out of use by the late Cl 

AD or earlier. Although most appeared to have originated during the middle or 
late Iron Age, the multivallate cliff castles at Trevelgue and Maen Castle 

produced some evidence for earlier Iron Age settlement (Quinnell 1986,112). 

From the above summary, it is apparent that many differences exist between 

the recorded patterns of enclosure morphology in Cornwall and western 
Somerset. Although both regions contain high proportions of smaller univallate 

sites, these contrast markedly in terms of size, relative occurrence of the main 

shapes and the frequency of adjacent enclosures. Taken together, these factors 

could suggest significant differences between the two regions in terms of their 
histories of enclosed settlement. This may be supported by the limited 

chronological evidence which suggests that, in Cornwall, the widespread 
enclosure of settlement may not have begun until the Iron Age and that 

curvilinear enclosures continued to be constructed and occupied during the 
Roman period. When the much higher proportion of complex enclosures in 

Cornwall is taken into account, these factors may indicate significant variations 
in socio-economic and political arrangements between the two regions. If this 

were the case, such diversity might prove difficult to reconcile with the concept 
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of a cohesive pre-Roman ̀ Dumnonian' tribal area extending from the Parrett to 
Land's End. 

6.2.2 The Solway Plain, Cumbria. 

Lying between the Cumbrian uplands and the Solway Firth, this region is of 

comparable size to the Exmoor National Park. Mainly underlain by mesozoic 
formations, it is an area of predominantly gentle topography and contains 

extensive deposits of glaciogenic tills and more recent peat bogs and mosses. 
Described by Bewley as a ̀ lowland landscape within the so called Highland 

Zone' (Bewley 1994,10), the present day agricultural pattern is mainly pastoral, 

with arable farming being largely confined to the more productive and better 

drained soils. 
In a monograph based on earlier PhD research, Bewley (1994) provided a 
detailed review and analysis of the evidence for prehistoric and Roman 

settlement in this area. His underlying aim was to examine the nature of the 

prehistoric landscape with a view to redressing the imbalance of the Roman 

dominated archaeology of the region. In order to achieve this a chronologically 
broad study was undertaken, with palynological and artefactual evidence for 

Neolithic and Bronze Age activity in the region being used to provide a 
background to the settlement patterns of the later prehistoric and Roman periods. 
In marked contrast to western Somerset, the Solway Plain is a subdued 

landscape which provides only limited opportunities for relating settlement 

patterns to factors such as elevation, slope and specific topographical features. 

Thus analysis and discussion of settlement location was undertaken mainly in 

relation to peat deposits and soil types, which were examined both in terms of the 
distribution of air photograph evidence and their potential for early agricultural 

practices. 
When comparing the known distribution of cropmark sites in relation to the soil 

types mapped by the Soil Survey of England and Wales, Bewley applied the chi- 

squared test to see whether the recorded frequencies of sites on different soils 

could occur by chance or were conditioned by the nature of the soils or current 
land use. From his results, he concluded that a higher than expected proportion of 
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cropmark sites occurred on lighter, better drained soils than elsewhere and 

suggested that, as the recorded distribution of cropmarks appeared to be 

representative of the area as a whole, this was the product of past settlement and 

agricultural practice rather than preferential crop-marking. These latter 

conclusions provide a significant contrast with the present study, where factors 

including the relatively recent and spatially uneven air photographic coverage 

and the high incidence of permanent pasture suggest that the known distribution 

of cropmark sites is selective and cannot be assumed to represent the situation in 

all parts of western Somerset. 

The archaeological evidence for enclosed settlement available to Bewley 

consisted mainly of cropmark sites recorded by aerial reconnaissance over a 

period of forty years. This was supplemented by data obtained by excavation and 

surface artefact collection, which provided some limited dating evidence. In total 

113 cropmark enclosures were considered suitable for further study. On the 

assumption that sites of similar size and shape were either functionally or 

chronologically similar, the cropmarks were classified into a series of curvilinear 

and rectilinear shape categories and placed into a number of sub-groups on the 

basis of size and shape. 
From the morphological analysis which was undertaken, it appears that both 

rectilinear and curvilinear enclosures were well represented in the sample and 
included both native settlements and Roman military sites. Amongst the square 

and rectangular shaped sites all excavated examples, with the exception of an 
Iron Age hillfort, were dated to the Roman period. A similar chronology was 

proposed for a number of others on the basis of either surface finds or relative 

size and shape. However, with the exception of an excavated circular feature 

which proved to be a Roman period settlement, no clear dating evidence was 

obtained for curvilinear enclosures. This may in part be due to the material 
culture of the local Iron Age, which Bewley regarded as being essentially 
aceramic. 
Although not discussed in detail, it is apparent from Bewley's illustrations 

(1994; Figs. 3.12 to 3.24) that enclosure associations occur frequently in the area, 

with many examples lying adjacent to another site and paired, superimposed and 

conjoined features being well represented. Thus in many respects, the overall 

pattern recalls that recorded for some less elevated parts of the study area, where 
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scatters of small, typologically simple sites contain substantial proportions of 
both rectilinear enclosures and paired or adjacent sites. However, unlike western 
Somerset, the Solway area has produced evidence for only six extant enclosures, 

all of which occur on higher ground along the northern fringes of the Cumbrian 
Fells. Including a single hillfort on Carrock Fell, these were considered to belong 

to a transitional zone within a system involving both the cropmark sites of the 
Plain and (unnamed) sites on the upland slopes to the south. However, this theme 

was not pursued and, for the purposes of the study, the extant sites were 

considered to be anomalous. 
When considering patterns of settlement on the Solway Plain, the merits and 

limitations of various theories relating to site catchments and exploitation 
territories were discussed in some detail. A methodology for assessing the 

potential `workability' of different soil types on their basis of moisture retention 

properties and drainage was also investigated. Whilst difficult to apply over a 

wide area, this latter concept was shown to have much potential value as a means 

of identifying possible areas of woodland, pasture and arable land which lay 

within a specified distance of a known settlement. 
By mapping soils according to their workability and potential land use, a 

number of hypothetical site territories surrounding known settlement sites were 

constructed and analysed. These tentative ̀ territorial exploitation analyses' 
suggested that the prehistoric and Romano-British communities could have had 

easy access to potential arable, grazing and woodland areas and thus may have 

relied on a broad range of resources to support a diverse agricultural economy. 
Bewley concluded that, during later prehistoric and Roman times, favourable 

areas of the Solway Plain probably supported settlements with mixed but 

essentially animal-based economies. 
As an analysis of site distribution in relation to soil type was not carried out 
during the present study, this aspect of Bewley's work is of particular interest to 
the writer. The concept of assessing soils in terms of their workability, whilst not 
capable of producing definitive results, is clearly an advance on attempting to 

estimate past agricultural potential on the evidence of recent land use. Moreover, 
it would seem to provide a sounder basis for detailed evaluation of early land use 
than assessments made using the soil types mapped by the Soil Survey, which 
can difficult for the non-specialist to interpret with any confidence. However the 
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widespread application of this methodology within a more diverse region such as 

western Somerset could be problematic. This is because, in an large area of 

contrasting relief, the effect of topographically related climatic variations would 
have to be taken into account when making detailed assessments of potential 

early land use. However, the technique could prove valuable for the future study 

of limited areas with a gentle or moderate topography, such as occur within the 
lower Parrett valley and the Vale of Taunton. 

For the purposes of the present study, it is unfortunate that Bewley's work on 
the Solway Plain did not fully consider potential relationships between this 
lowland area and adjacent higher ground on the Cumbrian Fells. However, it is 

clear from his recorded data that much settlement of probable later prehistoric or 
Roman date did occur and, in terms of enclosure type, size and associations, may 
have had much in common with sites recorded in lowland parts of western 
Somerset. 

6.2.3 The Danebury area of central Wessex. 
Covering a total of c. 450 square kilometres, this area extends from Salisbury in 

the south-west to Andover and Stockbridge in the east. It is a region of moderate 
topography underlain by chalk, with superficial deposits capping some of the 
higher ground and occurring in stream and river valleys. The main source of 

archaeological data consulted was a study by Roger Palmer, which originated in 

association with excavations at Danebury hillfort and was published as a 
monograph in 1984. Primarily concerned with the interpretation of a large body 

of air photographic evidence accumulated since the 1920's, this work has an 

accompanying 1: 25000 topographical map and contains a comprehensive 

gazetteer of sites. 
In his introduction, Palmer (1984,3) suggested that the land available for early 

settlement could be divided into three zones comprising high downland, mid- 
level agricultural land and the river valleys. The middle zone yielded most of the 

cropmark and soilmark sites, whilst the higher ground and main valleys were 
thought likely to have been mainly used as open pasturage. However, it was 
observed that substantial tracts of land currently under the plough, including 

chalk soils as well as those developed on unresponsive superficial deposits, had 

produced little or no air photograph evidence. As a result, Palmer considered that 
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it was not possible to accurately assess the reliability of the patterns of settlement 

and land use which had been recorded. 
As noted by Wilson (2000,58,70), chalky soils such as those of central Wessex 

are capable of producing both cropmarks and soilmarks of exceptional clarity. 
Thus in the Danebury area, slight cropmarks associated with open settlements, 
ditched enclosure complexes and extensive field systems are much in evidence. 
This is in marked contrast to the study area, where slight linear features are 

usually only vaguely discernible on air photographs and may be seriously under- 

represented in the archaeological record. 
A major difference between the records for western Somerset and central 

Wessex is the presence of extensive linear ditch systems in the latter region. Of 

these, the major boundaries known as Wessex linears frequently survive as field 

monuments. With a few examples shown by excavation to pre-date the C5 BC 

(Cunliffe 1991,383), these features may originate in the later Bronze Age and 

appear to represent a major reorganisation of the landscape. 

Cutting across earlier field systems, the Wessex linears appear to form a 

network of enclosures or partial enclosures which probably resulted in the 

abandonment of some arable land. As suggested by Cunliffe (1991,385), their 

planning and construction may represent a change from a system of dispersed 

individual farmsteads to one which involved a greater degree of centralised 
control and an increased emphasis on pastoralism. Of particular interest is the 

subsequent development of hillforts at nodal points in the Wessex system. 
Including Sidbury, Quarley Hill and Suddern Farm, this suggests that some of 
the linear boundaries may have retained a degree of functional or symbolic 
importance during the later part of the first millennium BC. 

Also widespread in the Danebury area are many smaller linear ditches, which 
Palmer (1984,129) has suggested may largely post-date the Wessex system. 
Including some double-ditched examples, these tend to conform to early field 

patterns and may in some cases represent tracks or lanes. Although traces of 
similar features have been identified from western Somerset, for example at 
Impen's Farm (3.3b) and Longlands Farm (4.3.1b), these appear likely to be 

under-represented in the record for this region. In common with the 

comparatively meagre evidence for early field systems, this may be partly due to 
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indistinct cropmark formation on less responsive soils and the low incidence of 

repeat photography of known sites. 
Amongst the hillforts recorded in the Danebury area, Figsbury, Danebury, 

Quarley Hill and Bury Hill are dispersed across a tract of downland between the 

rivers Test and Bourne. All four sites have been excavated and have produced 

evidence for construction and use during the earlier part of the Iron Age (Palmer 

1984,46; Cunliffe 2003,59-62). However, only Danebury appears to have 

remained in use after the beginning of the C3 BC, when it emerged as a 
`developed' hillfort with refurbished defences, reconstructed gates and 

reorganised internal arrangements. Cunliffe (1991,353) has suggested that, 

during the middle Iron Age, Danebury became the single dominant focus in a 
landscape which previously may have functioned as four separate territories. 

Noting that similar distributions of early and developed hillforts appeared to 

occur elsewhere on the chalklands of southern England, he suggested that this 

probably represented the emergence of larger territorial units and the coalescence 

of power at certain sites. He further proposed that developed hillforts could have 

become central places within their expanded territories and may have acted as 

redistributive centres for both imported and locally produced goods (Cunliffe 

1991,533; Fig. 20.3). 

As observed by Collis (1997,300), Cunliffe's concept of Danebury as a central 

place or redistributive centre has met with some criticism as a model for all 
developed hillforts. McOmish (1989,108) has pointed out that, despite being 

claimed as a high status residential centre within a stratified system, Danebury 

failed to produce evidence for a substantial dwelling or compound and lacked an 

artefact assemblage which suggested differentiation from the majority of 

contemporary sites. However, whilst assuming that not all such sites would have 

fulfilled the same role in society he accepted that, for some, communal storage 

within a diverse settlement system may have been their most important function. 

With reference to work carried out at both Danebury and Maiden Castle, 

Haselgrave (1992,413) has observed that, given their potential economic, 
defensive and symbolic roles in contemporary society, there can be no single 

answer as to what hillforts were. This clearly has implications for less well 

studied areas such as western Somerset, where minimal excavation of hillforts 
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has taken place and evidence for chronology, internal occupation or potential site 
territories is very limited. 

In the Danebury area, evidence for the remodelling of an early hillfort site 
during the late Iron Age has been obtained from the inner ditch and ramparts at 
Bury Hill. At Boscombe Down West and Suddern Farm, excavations at two 
bivallate enclosures have shown that, towards the end of this period, new 
defended sites were also being constructed (Palmer 1984,42-3; Cunliffe 2003, 

64-6). It has been suggested that these latter sites may represent the homesteads 

of a social elite (Cunliffe 1991,154-6) and thus might reflect the consolidation of 
political power within the tribal territory of the Atrebates. 

With regard to the smaller enclosures recorded by Palmer, it is apparent that a 

majority occur within ditched complexes or have associated linear features 

(Palmer 1984, Fig. 3). This provides a marked contrast to the study area, where 
indications of possible associated features have been recorded for less than 15% 

of cropmark sites. However as noted above, this paucity of evidence for slighter 
ditched boundaries may partly result from factors such as the clarity of 

cropmarking or the limited amount of aerial reconnaissance in the study area. 
Thus it seems possible that many more cropmark enclosures in western Somerset 

may be associated with other archaeological features than the evidence currently 
available would seem to suggest. 
Of the individual enclosures recorded by Palmer, only about 30% have areas of 

under 0.25ha. Of these some 58% are rectilinear, 24% are D-shaped and 18% are 

curvilinear (Palmer 1984, Figs 4,12). This is a significantly better representation 
of rectilinears than occurs in western Somerset and includes both oblong and 
trapezoidal examples. Included in this size range are four `banjo' enclosures and 
several D-shaped and rectilinear sites which are attached to linear ditches. 
Amongst sites enclosing between 0.25ha and 1.4ha, ovoid and D-shaped forms 

predominate and, in this size range, are much better represented than in the study 
area (Palmer 1984, Figs 9-11). 
In western Somerset, cropmarks suggesting more complex systems of 

enclosures and associated features are mainly limited to sites at Dene Cross 
(4.3.1 b), Longlands Farm (4.3.1 b) and Yarford (4.3.2b). However, Palmer has 

recorded evidence for a total of 36 ditched settlement systems of varying size and 
complexity from the Danebury area. Comprising agglomerations of features 
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which include enclosures, paddocks and sinuous linear ditches, these sites are 

often wholly or partly enclosed by an outer boundary line. Although probably 

representing multiple phases of settlement, Palmer (1984,48) has suggested that 

most are likely to range in date from the middle Iron Age to the Roman period. 
Incorporated within these systems are a number of ovoid or rectilinear `banjo' 

enclosures. Further west in Dorset and Wiltshire, similar enclosures occur within 
larger multiple-ditched systems which have been compared to the late Iron Age 

oppida of south-eastern England (Corney 1989,123-6). However, with the 

exception of the tiny example at Impen's Farm (NP IS, 3.3b), banjo enclosures 
have not been recorded from the study area. 
In summary, the results of Palmer's study clearly underline the limitations of 

the evidence available from western Somerset. Possessing a more comprehensive 

archaeological record, the Danebury region has yielded more dating evidence 
from excavated enclosures and has a fuller air photographic coverage enhanced 
by clear cropmark formation on chalky soils. 
Unlike western Somerset, the Danebury area has produced important evidence 
for the organisation and re-organisation of the landscape in the form of ditched 

settlement complexes, extensive field systems and linear ditch networks. Of 

particular interest is the relationship between the Wessex linears and the siting of 

some later hillforts, which suggests that the former may have retained a degree of 
functional or symbolic importance over a considerable period of time. The 

evidence for the distribution, chronology and phasing of some hillforts in the 

area has contributed significantly to broader discussions regarding the potential 
functions and territorial arrangements of these enigmatic sites. 
Amongst the smaller enclosures recorded by Palmer, the substantial proportion 

which occurs within complex ditched settlements is in marked contrast to the 

predominance of apparently isolated sites in the study area. In view of the often 
indistinct cropmarking and more limited air photograph coverage, this suggests a 
need for caution when assessing the probable contexts of single enclosures in the 
latter area, especially when these occur within distinct groups or clusters. 
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Chapter 7: Conclusions. 

As noted in the introduction, this study has been principally concerned with the 

analysis and initial interpretation of a large body of recent air photographic 

evidence. It has attempted to integrate this data with the results of earthwork 

surveys, site evaluations and both published and unpublished excavation reports. 
Detailed investigations of topographical factors related to the siting of enclosures 
have also been undertaken. These have been of particular value in providing 

quantifiable data capable of statistical analysis and have been instrumental in 

identifying potentially significant groups of enclosures. 
Overall, it has been possible to examine a broad range of evidence relating to 

enclosed settlement in western Somerset. However, as this research has been 

based largely on previously unstudied data, it has had to rely heavily on evidence 

of variable quality and reliability. Thus, before assessing the results obtained, it 

will be necessary to briefly review the limitations of the data which were 

available for analysis and subsequent interpretation. 

As is apparent from the recorded distributions of enclosures (Figs. 5-8), large 

tracts of the study area have produced little or no evidence for potentially 

relevant sites. Many factors are likely to have contributed to this, including 

photographically negative zones created by afforestation, permanent grassland 

and the occurrence of soil types unsuitable for cropmark formation. Also of 

potential significance is the nature of much of the oblique air photograph 

coverage for the region. Although enclosures identified through reconnaissance 
by Devon Air Photography account for over 70% of all known sites, these were 

recorded over a period of less than ten years and repeat photography appears to 

have concentrated on more productive areas such as the southern Quantocks. As 

a result of factors such as indistinct cropmarking and shadows cast by high 
hedges, a substantial proportion of available photographs are of indifferent 

quality and permit only larger ditched features to be clearly discerned. 

Furthermore, on the evidence of the many fragmentary cropmarks which have 
been photographed, it seems certain that considerably more classifiable sites 

await identification from the air, even in those areas which have already 

produced much cropmark evidence. Thus for the reasons outlined above, it has 

been assumed that the distributions of enclosures recorded in this dissertation 
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present an incomplete picture and may not be indicative of the situation across 
the whole study area. However, the large number of classifiable enclosure plans 

which has been recorded is considered likely to form a reliable sample of the 

range of enclosure types present in the area. 
Also problematic has been the limited amount of reliable dating evidence 

available for enclosures in the study area. Although there are grounds for 

suggesting that a large proportion of rectilinear forms may have been constructed 
during the late Iron Age and Roman periods, the situation regarding the majority 

of curvilinear and hybrid enclosures is less clearly defined. Thus on the meagre 

evidence currently available, it has had to be assumed that examples of the latter 

could have been constructed over a long period of time, at least from the middle 
Bronze Age to the late Iron Age. Although every effort was made to identify and 

exclude potentially post-Roman enclosures, the extent to which individual sites 

may be of later date cannot be accurately assessed. However, in view of the large 

number of enclosures recorded on the database, it is believed that the inclusion of 

a small proportion of later sites is unlikely to have substantially affected the 

overall results of this research. 
Further limitations have been imposed by a lack of detailed data for some 

enclosures which have been excavated or subjected to site evaluations. Thus 

some of the evidence used in this study is derived from brief interim excavation 

reports or unpublished evaluations, where the recorded details of constructional 

phasing or datable finds are inadequate for comparison with those from fully 

published sites. 
When all factors pertaining to the quality of the available archaeological data 

are taken into account it is apparent that, in many cases, limitations exist in terms 

their suitability for detailed analysis. This seems to justify the cautious approach 
taken throughout this study, which is reflected in the tentative nature of the 

results obtained, interpretations made and conclusions reached. 

In the introduction to this dissertation (1.1.1), a number of principal research 
aims were identified. These served both to guide the evidence gathering process 

and to determine the types of data analysis which would be required. In order to 
draw together the more significant findings which have emerged, it will be useful 
to review these in the context of the main areas of enquiry which were pursued. 
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The most extensive area of research has focused on potential variations in 

settlement patterns between upland and lowland parts of the region. This has 

determined the nature of much of the topographically related data analysis which 
is recorded in Chapter 2. It has also influenced the analyses of archaeological 
data described in Chapter 3, particularly the identification of groups of 

enclosures showing specific morphological and locational characteristics (3.4.1 - 
3.4.5). 

By considering all relevant data, it has been possible to identify and define three 

topographically related zones within the study area. Described in Chapter 5 as 
the upland, intermediate and lowland zones, these show characteristics which can 
be correlated with changes in elevation and relief. Although varying from area to 

area, each zone has produced distinct patterns relating to the morphology, siting 

and associations of enclosures. 
In the upland zone the distribution of the evidence is very localised (5.2.1). 

Dominated by extant enclosures of curvilinear type, a majority of sites are 
located on steep slopes and have adjacent water supplies. Hillforts are well 

represented; most being strategically sited in prominent positions which overlook 

valleys linking upland and lowland areas. Many smaller Group 3 enclosures also 

occupy prominent locations and, in view of their substantial construction, may 

represent higher status occupation sites. However, Group 4 sites occur in steep, 

non-dominant positions adjacent to water. Showing less preference for locations 

with clement aspects than lowland enclosures, many of these may have been 

involved in pastoral activities and could have been occupied on a seasonal basis. 

In upland areas, there is some limited evidence for associated field systems, but 
few adjacent enclosures or enclosure clusters have been identified. 

In the lowland zone, the evidence is unevenly distributed and consists mainly of 
cropmark sites (5.2.2). In marked contrast to the uplands, rectilinear enclosures 
predominate and curvilinear shapes are relatively poorly represented. Majorities 

of all types are sited in gently sloping, non-dominant locations with clement 
aspects. However, only curvilinear enclosures show an overall preference for an 
adjacent supply of water. All five hillforts recorded from this zone overlook 
extensive areas of gentle relief and have adjacent terrain potentially suitable for 

crop production. Amongst other enclosures present, a few larger enclosures 
included in Group 5 may have had more specialised roles within local socio- 
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economic systems. However, sites resembling the Group 3 and 4 enclosures of 
the upland zone are very poorly represented. Although the lowlands have 

produced evidence for potentially early field systems, the infrequent occurrence 

of the latter may partly result from the cropmarking properties of the main soil 

types present. However, evidence for enclosure associations is abundant, with a 

majority of all adjacent enclosures and several dispersed clusters occurring 

within this zone. 
At the interface between the uplands and lowlands, several areas have produced 

evidence for an intermediate zone (5.2.3). Here, all three enclosure types occur in 

more or less equal proportions and are more evenly distributed across the slope 

range than is the case at higher or lower elevations. As in the lowlands, all types 

show a clear overall preference for non-dominant locations with a clement 

aspect. However a significant proportion of sites, including several hillforts and 
Group 2 sites, occupy sub-dominant positions within easy reach of both upland 

and lowland resources. Group 3 and 4 enclosures are also present, but form a 

smaller proportion of the total than in the upland zone. Although there are few 

indications of potentially early field systems, this zone has produced much 

evidence for enclosure associations, including several paired sites and a majority 

of the clusters recorded in the study area. Representing distinctly localised 

features, the more tightly grouped clusters encompass a range of enclosure types 

and locations and are sited in areas with optimal access to a range of potential 

resources. 
On balance, the zones reviewed above appear to represent a coherent pattern 

which may reflect changes in the availability of different economic resources 

with increasing elevation. The concept of an intermediate zone possessing both 

upland and lowland settlement characteristics appears to be of particular 

significance and has proved useful during assessments of potential economic, 
social and political arrangements across the study area. 

At an early stage in the formulation of this study, it became apparent that 

extensive areas of open grazing could have existed on the Exmoor, Brendon and 
Quantock uplands and on the alluvial wetlands of the lower Parrett and Tone 

valleys. This prompted a second line of enquiry, which aimed to identify and 
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assess evidence for the seasonal exploitation of upland and lowland resource 

zones. 
Some evidence suggesting possible movements between upland and lowland 

areas has been provided by the choices of location for many enclosures, most 

notably along the fringes of the Exmoor and Brendon uplands. Here, the 

construction of hillforts overlooking valley-floor routes into the central uplands 

suggests that these may have served functions relating to the seasonal movement 

of livestock between upland and lowland pasturage. A similar situation may 

apply to a large majority of Group 3 sites, which are sited close to extensive 
tracts of potential upland grazing and overlook both valley-floor and potential 

ridge-top routes. 
On north-eastern Exmoor, the association between many Group 3 and 4 

enclosures and valleys leading to the Vale of Porlock suggests that a seasonal 

economic cycle involving the use of both upland and lowland resources may 
have existed during the later prehistoric period. Unfortunately, the virtual 

absence of evidence for occupation in the adjacent Vale has made it difficult to 

assess the extent to which seasonal relocation of settlement is likely to have 

taken place in this area. However, on the north Quantock ridge a potentially 
different economic system is suggested by an absence of evidence for Group 3 or 
4 enclosures. Here, seasonal pastoral activity may not have involved any upland 

settlement and the larger enclosures at Plainsfield Camp, Trendle Ring and 
Dowsborough Camp could have served communal functions relating to the use 

of upland grazing by permanent farmsteads located in adjacent lowland areas. 
As noted above, those enclosure clusters which are sited in the intermediate 

zone occupy locations with ready access to both upland and lowland resources. 
In the cases of clusters 4 (Stogumber, 4.1.1), 6 (Yarford, 4.3.2b), and 13 (Boez 

Lane, 3.2.2), settlements are potentially associated with larger Group 5 

enclosures, which could have served functions associated with the pasturage of 
livestock on adjacent upland areas. At Boez Lane, the linear distribution of 
enclosures suggests the presence of a ridge-top route, which may have been 
linked to a broad cropmark track and Group 5 enclosure at Oggshole Farm 

(BF13), about 1.5km to the north-west (4.3.4a). At Yarford, the main enclosure 

complex straddles a natural ridge-top route which, over a distance of about 3km, 
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links fertile, south-facing lowlands with potential open grazing on the central 
Quantock uplands. 
At low elevations, evidence suggesting the seasonal pasturage or movement of 

livestock is very limited. Few enclosures have been recorded along the fringes of 

alluvial wetland areas and, of these, only the Group 5 enclosure near North 

Petherton (NP 18,3.4.5) can be suggested as having had a possible communal 
function associated with seasonal grazing activities. However, Group 5 sites in 

the Vale of Taunton (TR03, HA03; 4.3.4a) and east of the Quantocks (ENO ], 

3.4.5) might be associated with areas of lowland pasturage or the seasonal 

movement of stock to higher ground. Given this paucity of evidence, it seems 

possible that the pasturage of livestock in low lying areas may have been largely 

carried out from the many individual settlements which have been identified. If 

this were the case, seasonal occupation sites or specialised communal facilities 

provided by larger enclosures may not have been required. 
Although the evidence reviewed above is tentative, it seems to suggest that the 

seasonal exploitation of upland and lowland resources could have played a 

significant role in the social and economic life of later prehistoric and Roman 

communities in the study area. However, evidence suggesting the possibility of 

seasonal occupation in the upland zone is more limited and mainly confined to 

the Exmoor region. In view of this it seems reasonable to suggest that, in some 

other areas, the exploitation of seasonal grazing may not have involved any 

temporary relocation of settlement. 

A third area of research has focused on the extent to which it is possible to 
identify localised patterns of enclosed settlement within the study area. As 

western Somerset is one of the most topographically and geologically diverse 

regions in southern Britain, it was hoped that such patterns would be clearly 
discernible and could provide evidence for the organisation of the landscape 
during later prehistoric and Roman times. 
Unfortunately, potentially meaningful patterns of enclosure distribution are 

irregularly dispersed across the region and, at lower elevations, are largely 

confined to those areas which have attracted most attention from the air. Thus 

much of the available data relate to the clusters identified in 3.2.2, which provide 
evidence for potentially long sequences of occupation in restricted areas of 
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landscape. In the lowlands, the more dispersed clusters recorded in the Holford to 
Stringston (4.1.2) and Kingston St. Mary (4.3.3b) areas suggest a pattern of 

small, probably related settlements which may have been integrated within 

extensive systems of fields. However, the more concentrated clusters recorded on 
higher ground at Volis Hill (4.3.3a) and Boez Lane (3.2.2) are related to specific 
topographical features and may have developed in response to easy access to 
both pastoral resources and arable land. 

Across the lowlands, the development of late Iron Age and Roman settlements 
may have varied according to location. Thus in the Vale of Taunton, the possible 

emergence of small estates is suggested by the air photograph evidence from 

Dene Cross (4.3.1 b), the geophysical survey at Hornshay Farm (4.3.4c) and 

excavations at Hillyfields, Upper Holway (5.1.3). These sites occur on terrain 

potentially well suited to crop production and, at Dene Cross and Hornshay Farm 

in particular, may have been associated with some higher status occupation. In 

other parts of the study area, late Iron Age and Roman settlement is suggested 
mainly by the presence of single or conjoined rectilinear enclosures. Such sites 
are present within most clusters, where they may represent the later phases of 

occupation by individual social groups. However in other areas, many apparently 
isolated rectilinear enclosures may have continued an established pattern of 
dispersed farmsteads, or perhaps have resulted from the creation of new 
settlements. 
In more elevated parts of the study area, evidence suggesting localised patterns 

of enclosure distribution is more difficult to discern. In the Bathealton area and 
along the southern fringes of Exmoor, the limited evidence available may be 
indicative of a dispersed pattern of settlement, with a majority of enclosures 
being either small hillforts or Group 3 and 4 sites. In north-eastern Exmoor, 
however, the marked clustering of Group 3 and 4 sites around the Vale of 
Porlock may suggest a greater degree of organisation of the landscape, with 
upland pastoral resources perhaps being divided between a number of related 
socio-economic units. The striking contrast between the evidence from this latter 

area and from the northern Quantocks clearly illustrates the potentially variable 
nature of settlement patterns and territorial arrangements within the upland zone. 
Overall, there appears to be sufficient evidence from the study area to suggest 

that many localised variations in patterns of enclosed settlement probably existed 
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during the later prehistoric and Roman periods. It appears that these may have 

resulted from a combination of factors including the nature of the terrain, the 

availability of nearby land suitable for crop raising or pasturage and geographical 

position in relation to more distant resources. On the evidence from the southern 
Quantocks and the Vale of Taunton, it seems that marked variations in patterns 

of enclosure distribution may have coincided with changes in topography and 
thus have occurred over relatively short distances. 

A fourth area of study has been concerned with evidence suggesting differences 

in economic, social and political arrangements across the study area. Drawing 

mainly on data contained in Chapters 3 and 4, this work has attempted to identify 

and assess potential changes which may be related to topography, geographical 

position and economic potential. 
When differences in patterns of enclosure distribution between the upland, 

intermediate and lowland zones are considered, it becomes apparent that, to a 
large extent, these could reflect variations in food producing strategies. Thus in 

western upland areas the location and morphology of enclosures appears to 

suggest an overall emphasis on pastoralism. In lowland areas to the east, 
however, the distribution of settlement may indicate more balanced economic 

systems, with a potentially greater involvement in crop production occurring on 
the most favourable terrain. In central areas, the diverse settlement patterns 

recorded from the intermediate zone suggest stable, mixed economies which 
could have relied heavily on both upland and lowland resources. In general, the 

evidence from all parts of the study area has suggested that much localised 

variation in food producing systems may have occurred within an overall pattern 

of small socio-economic units. 
With regard to the known hillforts in the study area, it is apparent that these are 

mainly small, modestly defended and irregularly distributed across the region. As 

only three examples have undergone any recorded excavation, there is little 

material evidence as to their chronology or range of functions. Whilst some, such 
as Norton Fitzwarren Camp (4.3.1 a), may have their origins in the Bronze Age, 

others could have been constructed at any stage during the Iron Age and, as in 

central Wessex, been occupied or used at different times during this period. 
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In the western upland parts of the study area, a strong association between 

hillforts and the larger stream valleys suggests that the latter could have served as 

natural boundaries between areas of open grazing controlled by specific pastoral 

communities. The choice of locations for these hiliforts may reflect a range of 

economic, social or ritual functions in addition to defence and the regulation of 

access to pasturage. However in areas to the east more variable territorial 

arrangements may have existed. Thus, whilst there is little topographical 

evidence to suggest formal territorial boundaries, the siting of several hillforts 

along the interface between upland and lowland terrain could indicate that they 

were constructed by groups which occupied land in both resource zones. 
However, other lowland hillforts which were surrounded by potential arable land 

may have performed functions required by communities with a substantial 
involvement in crop production. 
Whilst likely to have been places of social, symbolic and perhaps religious 

significance, the relative importance of hiliforts in the economic lives of later 

prehistoric communities in the study area remains uncertain. In particular, the 

extent to which individual examples might have served as central places or 

redistributive centres, as suggested for Danebury (6.2.3), cannot be assessed on 
the evidence currently available. It does, however, seem possible that some 
hillforts which were associated with upland pastoral activity may have fulfilled 

different economic and social roles to others located in areas where crop raising 

was widespread. Furthermore, their morphological simplicity, small average size 

and irregular distribution across the whole region could suggest that they 

represent an overall pattern of small socio-political units and an absence of any 

major centralisation of power. 
The distribution of rectilinear enclosures across the study area may be of both 

chronological and economic significance. Being largely confined to lower 

elevations in the east, these occur most frequently in areas potentially suitable for 
farming strategies which involved substantial crop production. As the available 

evidence suggests that a large majority could date to the late Iron Age and 
Roman periods, it seems possible that this distribution pattern indicates some 

population growth and re-organisation of the landscape in more economically 
productive areas. In the western uplands, however, there is currently no evidence 
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to suggest that significant changes in population or territorial arrangements took 

place during these periods. 
A further indication of significant differences in territorial organisation between 

the western uplands and eastern lowlands may be provided by the distribution of 
Group 3 enclosures. Tentatively identified as possible higher status settlements, a 
large majority occur as isolated enclosures around the fringes of the Exmoor / 

Brendon uplands and form part of a distribution pattern which extends westwards 
into north Devon. As similar sites appear to be poorly represented or absent 

elsewhere in central or southern Somerset, it seems possible that they form one 

element in a more specialised regional system which may have involved both the 

regulation of common grazing and the allocation of specific tracts of pasturage to 
individual groups. 
On the basis of the available evidence, it has only been possible to discern 

broad variations in socio-economic or political arrangements across the study 

area. However, these suggest that major differences between the upland west and 
lowland east could have existed throughout the later prehistoric and Roman 

periods. They also suggest that differences in territorial arrangements may have 

been closely related to differences in the farming strategies which developed in 

various parts of the region. 

In order to place the study area within a regional context, evidence for enclosed 

settlement patterns in neighbouring areas of south-west England and south Wales 

has also been examined. This has shown that western Somerset was well placed 
to have maintained contacts with and received influences from adjacent areas, 

especially those lying to the east, south and west. However, whilst waterborne 
trade with coastal areas of Wales may have been of economic and social 
importance, evidence for a possible Welsh influence on enclosure morphology 
appears to be confined to Black Ball Camp and Bat's Castle, Dunster, both of 
which overlook natural harbourage at the mouth of the River Avill (4.4.1). 
To the west of the study area, patterns of enclosure morphology and siting in 

north-east Devon appear to be very similar to those recorded on eastern Exmoor 

and the Brendons. As suggested in the previous section, it seems possible that 

areas from Barnstaple Bay to the eastern Brendons may have developed regional 

systems of food procurement and land apportionment. Given the relative 
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isolation of this predominantly upland country, these could perhaps have 

engendered a sense of common identity amongst the later prehistoric and Roman 

inhabitants. 

Further east in Devon, the fertile lowlands of the Exe and Culm valleys have 

produced evidence which may suggest similar patterns of land use and settlement 
to those recorded in the Vale of Taunton. However in south-eastern Devon, the 

occurrence of strong multivallate hillforts may be result of cultural influences 

from neighbouring Dorset. These influences may have extended northwards into 

the Vale of Taunton, where the hillforts of Castle Neroche (CR01,3.4.1) and 
Castleman's Hill (TRO2,4.3.4b) more closely resemble sites located to the east 
than those recorded elsewhere in the study area. 
Of particular interest is the evidence from areas of southern Somerset which lie 

to the east of the Parrett. Located near the present county boundary, the large 

multivallate hillfort on Ham Hill may have had close relations with 
contemporary sites in neighbouring Dorset and could have had a sphere of 
influence which extended northwards to the lichester area. This latter area has 

produced much evidence for organised settlement, including a possible late Iron 

Age oppidum, a small Roman town and a major concentration of later Roman 

villa estates. 
Beyond Ilchester, evidence for enclosed settlement associated with Durotrigian 

pottery and occasional coins extends northwards to the Bristol Channel. This has 

led to a widely held opinion that, during the Late Iron Age, central and southern 

areas of Somerset became incorporated within the territory of the Durotriges. 

However, as most of the pottery could post-date the Roman conquest, it seems 

possible that its widespread occurrence could indicate economic and cultural 
influence from the south rather than a formal territorial annexation. This 

possibility has been supported by a comparison of enclosure morphologies 
recorded from areas lying to the east of the Parrett with those of the Vale of 
Taunton, which is widely believed to have lain within a Dumnonian tribal 
territory. From this, it would appear that similar enclosure types and associations 
occur in both areas, which could suggest that any perceived differences in 

recorded settlement patterns may largely be a product of topographically related 
variations in the distribution and availability of pasturage and arable land. 
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Evidence suggesting that economic influences from the east penetrated the 
lowlands of the study area has come from finds of Durotrigian pottery in the Vale 

of Taunton and the lower Parrett valley. However, support for a Dumnonian 

tribal area extending from Land's End to the Parrett appears to be based on a 

series of negatives, notably the absence of a regional late Iron Age pottery style 

or tribal coinage and a lack of evidence for centralised political control. As 

suggested by the reviews of enclosed settlement patterns in eastern Devon (6.1 a, 
b) and Cornwall (6.2.1), the south-west peninsula shows marked regional 

variations in patterns of enclosure morphology and settlement. Along with an 

absence of larger `Wessex type' hillforts from most areas, this would seem to 

support Cunliffe's suggestion that Iron Age territorial arrangements in the region 

were probably based around relatively small fiefdoms (Cunliffe 1991,260). 

Furthermore, there appears to be no evidence to suggest that these latter units 

co-operated within a broader confederation of sub-tribal groupings. Thus, prior to 

the establishment of the Roman civitas, the existence of a regional infrastructure 

capable of generating a collective Dumnonian identity seems open to serious 

question. However, the idea that a major pre-Roman tribal boundary between the 
Durotriges and Dumnonii existed in the vicinity of the Parrett-Axe line remains 
firmly entrenched ( Leach 2001,9 ; Riley and Wilson-North 2001,56 ; Riley 

2002,7) and has undoubtedly had an impact on interpretations of potential 
relationships between western Somerset and the remainder of the county. 

As stated in the introduction (1.1.1), one aim of the present study has been to 

enhance and, where appropriate, question currently held views regarding the 

nature of later prehistoric and Roman settlement in western Somerset. 

Throughout this work, an effort has been made to integrate what was already 
known from published excavation reports and earthwork surveys with more 
recent evidence obtained through aerial reconnaissance and field investigation. 
As a result, it is hoped to have produced an assessment which is more balanced 

than earlier attempts based on a much smaller sample of sites. The essence of this 

revised assessment can be briefly summarised as follows : - 

'On the basis of the present research, it can be suggested that a key to 

understanding the later prehistoric and Roman archaeology of western Somerset 
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lies in the complex nature of relationships between potential economic resources, 
food producing strategies and settlement location. Those settlement patterns 

which have been recorded are composed largely of small, morphologically 

simple enclosures, which can occur in isolation, as adjacent enclosures or within 
both concentrated and more dispersed clusters. These patterns show a marked 
degree of diversity, with clear differences occurring between upland and lowland 

areas and many localised variations potentially related to food procurement 

strategies being apparent. 
On the limited evidence available, it is possible that many clusters of enclosures 

represent settlement by extended family groups over long periods of time, 

potentially from the middle Bronze Age to the end of the Roman period or 
beyond. In all parts of the study area, both the size and morphology of recorded 
hillforts and the known distribution of settlements are suggestive of an overall 

pattern of small socio-political units. 
As all parts had potential access to a range of economic resources, the study 

area appears to have been well suited to the development of mixed farming 

systems with varying degrees of emphasis on crop production and livestock. The 

resulting food procurement strategies seem likely to have included the seasonal 

exploitation of both upland and lowland pasturage, either from permanent 
farmstead bases or by the temporary relocation of people and livestock. Such 

economic diversity within a small region may have led to the growth of local 

exchange networks and could have contributed towards a substantial degree of 

economic and social stability. 
Whilst potentially self sufficient in basic commodities, there is also evidence 

which suggests that contacts and trade between the study area and neighbouring 

regions could have played a significant role in the social and economic lives of 
its inhabitants. ' 

Although the brief overview given above contains little that is at variance with 
previous interpretations, it could not have been supported by the evidence which 

was available to previous researchers. Thus, in terms of the overall economic and 
social organisation of the region, it is hoped that this study has been able to offer 
a more comprehensive assessment than has hitherto been possible. However, as 
most of the interpretations made and inferences drawn have, of necessity, been of 
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a tentative nature, much further work will be required before anything 

approaching an authoritative account of later prehistoric and Roman settlement in 

this region can be produced. 

With regard to future archaeological work in western Somerset, it is hoped that 

this study will prove useful in helping to design potentially fruitful research 

projects. Of these, a detailed examination of one of the more closely knit clusters 

of enclosures could prove to be of particular value. Potentially occupied by an 

extended family unit over a considerable period of time, such a cluster could 

provide opportunities for investigating the chronology, status and functions of 

adjacent enclosures and changes in patterns of land use in intervening areas of 

open ground. In addition to excavation and artefact collection techniques, the use 

of large scale geophysical survey could provide considerably more evidence for 

unenclosed areas of activity and land boundaries than is currently discernible 
from air photographs. Under ideal circumstances, it might prove possible to 

record changes in the economic and social conditions of a single kinship-related 

group from the Bronze Age to the end of the Roman period or later. 

A second valuable area of research could focus on the origins of enclosed 
settlement in western Somerset. This might include possible early upland sites 
such as Wester Emmetts on Exmoor, which is largely concealed beneath blanket 

peat and may contain valuable environmental and chronological evidence (3.4.5, 

5.2.1). However, it is the evidence for Bronze Age enclosed settlement in the 

eastern lowlands which may have the greatest potential for a longer term research 

project. Given that Norton Fitzwarren Camp (4.3.1a) overlies a substantial early 
to middle Bronze Age site, the prospects for early enclosed settlements occurring 
within its environs seem good. One possible example of the latter may be 

contained within the Longlands Farm complex (4.3.1 b), where a partial ovoid 
cropmark (BL 10) of similar size to the Poundisford Park enclosure (5.1.2) lies in 

close proximity to a pair of large ring ditches. 
Amongst the more general topics which have been raised, the question of tribal 

identities and possible boundaries in southern Somerset may have wider 
implications for British Iron Age studies and would probably repay a more 
detailed investigation. Similarly, a programme of research into the hillforts of 
western Somerset could make a significant contribution to the wider debate on 
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the chronology and functions of these sites. As shown by this study, the 

widespread use of the term ̀ hill slope enclosure' to describe sites of various 

shapes, sizes and potential functions may have obscured potentially complex 

patterns of settlement and land use. Thus more detailed work on these, including 

examples which have been placed in Groups 2,3 and 4, could add much to our 

understanding of settlement and economic practices in upland parts of the region. 
Also of regional significance, a detailed study of the pottery sequence 

represented by Glastonbury ware, Durotrigian ware and early Romano-British 

wares could prove to be of great value in establishing more precise chronologies 
for a potentially large number of enclosures. 

In closing this study the writer hopes to have demonstrated that, in terms of the 

evidence for later prehistoric and Roman settlement, western Somerset is worthy 

of serious consideration as a small but distinctive region of Britain. Although 

lacking in major archaeological features such as large hillforts, extensive ditch 

systems or wealthy villa estates, it possesses a diversity of landscapes and 
localised patterns of settlement which should be able to contribute significantly 

to the broader picture of rural societies in Iron Age and Roman Britain. With this 

end in view, it is hoped that the statistical data and typological studies contained 
in this dissertation will prove useful to future workers in Somerset and to others 

engaged in similar research elsewhere. 
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APPENDIX 1: Illustrated summary of the database for this study. 

This comprises :- 

1) A list of all sites recorded on the database for this study. These are arranged 
in Reference Code order and provide cross references to the relevant 
Somerset Historic Environment Record (HER) entries. 

2) Illustration sheets TSOI to TSO4 show rectified images of cropmark sites, 

redrawn geophysical surveys and excavation plans at a scale of 1: 5000. 

3) Illustration sheets P1 to P 10 show schematic plans of all extant enclosures 
drawn at a scale of 1: 2500. The symbols used are as follows :- 

Heavy solid line : top of bank. 

Heavy dashed line : top of scarp. 
Light solid line : line of ditch. 
Light dotted line : base of scarp or projected line of ditch. 

Stippled line : modem field bank / hedge. 
Hachures : steep natural scarp. 
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APPENDIX 1. 

List of sites recorded on the database with reference to transcriptions and 
schematic p lans contained in the accompanying illustration sheets. 

Ref. HER Parish Location I Name NGR TYPO Illustration Sheet 
ASOI 15625 Ashbrittle Dishwell Fm ST050217 hybrid TSOI 
AS02 43173 Combe Downs ST034237 hybrid TSOI 

AS03 44146 Pockeridge Copse ST053232 curvilinear TSOI 
BA01 43351 Batheatton Bathealton Camp ST057244 curvilinear P8 
BA02 44676 W of Cobhay Fm ST088250 partial TSOI 
BA03 44677 Greenvale Fm ST082237 curvilinear TSOI 
BF01 10228 Broomfield Ruborough Camp ST228335 rectilinear P1 
BF02 10229 Higher Castles ST216320 rectilinear P1 

BF03 10235 N of Ivyton Fm ST203319 curvilinear TSOI 
BF04 10235 N of Ivyton Fm ST203318 curvilinear TSOI 
BFO5 10236 NE of Rows Fm ST221314 hybrid TS01 
BF06 10236 NE of Row's Fm ST225316 hybrid TSOI 
BF07 10237 W of Raswell Fm ST207316 partial TS01 
BF08 10237 " W of Raswell Fm ST208316 rectilinear TS01 
BF09 10237 W of Raswell Fm ST210314 rectilinear TS01 
BFIO 10241 Rooks Castle ST253323 curvilinear P10 

BFII 11877 S of Shellthom ST240312 hybrid TS01 
BF12 11878 Cheddon Down ST234310 partial TSOI 
BF13 12510 N of Oggshole Fm ST239310 hybrid TS01 

BF14 12605 N of Stream Fm ST242326 curvilinear TS01 
BFI5 12617 N of Cushuish ST199318 curvilinear TSOI 
BF16 12619 W of Ivyton Fm ST201316 partial TSOI 
BF17 12733 W of Lydeard Fm ST224328 curvilinear TSOI 
BF18 12733 W of Lydeard Fm ST224330 curvilinear TSOI 
BL01 44156 Bishop's Lydeard E of Stallenge Fm ST160278 curvilinear TS01 

BI-02 44159 Dene Cross ST173286 rectilinear TS01 
BI-03 44159 Dene Cross ST175284 rectilinear TSOI 
BLO4 44159 Dene Cross ST177282 rectilinear TSOI 
BL05 44159 Dene Cross ST176282 fragment TSOI 

BLO6 44159 Dene Cross ST175282 hybrid TSOI 
BL07 44159 Dene Cross ST175283 hybrid TS01 
BL08 44159 Dene Cross ST175283 rectilinear TSOI 
BL09 44160 Longlands Fm ST183280 rectilinear TSOI 
BL10 44160 Longlands Fm ST181278 partial TSOI 
BL11 44160 Longlands Fm ST182280 rectilinear TSOI 
BL12 44171 N of Tatham ST180301 partial TSOI 
131.113 44355 Fennington ST190294 rectilinear TSOI 
BL14 44364 S of Westridge Btn ST168286 curvilinear TSOI 
BLI5 44523 Stoneage Barton ST174312 fragment TSOI 
BL16 44524 Stoneage Barton ST175312 rectilinear TSOI 
BL17 44525 N of Bishops Lyd. ST181304 curvilinear TSOI 
BL18 44526 N of Bishops Lyd. ST180303 fragment TSOI 
BNOI 33201 Bicknoller Trendle Ring ST118394 curvilinear P3 
BPOI 33351 Brompton Ralph Elworthy Barrows ST071338 partial P3 
BR02 33369 Brompton Regis Bury Castle SS939270 curvilinear P4 
CAOI 33442 Carhampton Bats Castle SS988421 curvilinear P4 
CA02 33446 Long Wood SS981404 hybrid P4 
CA03 35246 Briddicott Fm ST005420 partial TSOI 
CA04 35274 Marshwood Fm ST025426 rectilinear TSOI 
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Ref. HER Parish Location / Name NGR Type Illustration Sheet 
CAO5 35446 Marshwood Fm ST023424 rectilinear TS01 

CFOI 44573 Combe Florey N of Combe Florey ST158318 rectilinear TSOI 
CF02 44573 N of Combe Florey ST158318 fragment TSOI 
CHOI 43157 Cheddon Fitzpaine Upper Cheddon ST228292 fragment TS01 
CH02 43394 Cheddon Corner ST232283 hybrid TSOI 
CH03 44181 W of Volis Fm ST233294 rectilinear TSOI 
CH04 44182 S of Volis Fm ST234290 rectilinear TSOI 

CH05 44183 S of Upper Cheddon ST233281 hybrid TSOI 

CH06 44237 S of Hestercombe ST241282 hybrid TSOI 

CH07 44238 W of Cheddon Fitz. ST240278 partial TSOI 
CH08 44242 S of Kingston S. M. ST229294 partial TSOI 
CH09 44451 NE of Nerrols Fm ST242271 curvilinear TSOI 

CH10 44519 NE of Nerrols Fm ST241271 rectilinear TSOI 
CHI 1 44703 Maidenbrook 2A ST249262 curvilinear TSO1 

CHI2 44703 Maidenbrook 2B ST249262 partial TSO1 
CHI3 44703 Maidenbrook 3B ST249262 partial TSOI 
CLOI 33467 Clatworthy Clatworthy Camp ST046315 hybrid P4 
CM01 44193 Creech St Michael Monkton Elm ST266274 rectilinear TSOI 
CM02 44194 Coombe ST274288 hybrid TSO1 
CM03 44194 Coombe ST274286 fragment TSO1 
CM04 44231 N of Langaller ST268271 rectilinear TS01 
CM05 44233 Creech Heathfld ST276272 rectilinear TSOI 
CM06 44577 Creech Heathfld ST272274 partial TSOI 

CNOI 10302 Cannington N of Canningtn Cmp ST248407 curvilinear TSOI 
CN02 10439 Cannington Camp ST246405 hybrid P2 
CN03 11871 N of Ashford Res. ST234387 curvilinear TSOI 
CN04 15852 Nr Sewage Wks ST267391 rectilinear TSOI 

0001 44196 Corfe Heale, Corfe ST239204 rectilinear TSOI 
CP01 44151 Chipstable Woodworthy Fm ST043253 hybrid TS01 
CR01 43844 Curland Castle Neroche ST272158 curvilinear P10 
CT01 44173 Cothelstone W of Cushuish ST190306 rectilinear TSOI 
CT02 44350 Cushuish Fm ST199308 partial TS01 
CT03 44350 Cushuish Fm ST198307 partial TSOI 
CT04 44354 E of Grove Copse ST184311 hybrid TSOI 
CTO5 44536 SW of Cothelstone ST180316 partial TS01 
CUO1 33477 Cutcombe Trottsway Cross SS902396 curvilinear P4 
0002 33511 Codsend Moor (W) SS870407 hybrid P5 
0003 33531 Codsend Moor (E) SS888404 partial P5 
0004 34132 Harwood Brakes SS929410 partial P6 
DS01 43230 Durston N of Drakes Fm ST283285 fragment TSOI 
DS02 43230 N of Drakes Fm ST283284 partial TSOI 
DS03 44195 Golf Course, Durstn ST285275 rectilinear TS01 
DSO4 44234 Cogload ST298273 partial TS02 
DSO5 44539 N of Durston ST285286 fragment TS02 
DS06 44566 Charlton Orchards ST289273 hybrid TS02 
DS07 44567 Perryville Barton ST293274 hybrid TS02 
DUOI 33565 Dunster Black Ball Camp SS984427 curvilinear P5 
DU02 33567 Grabbist Hill SS983437 curvilinear P5 
DV01 33538 Dulverton Mounsey Castle SS886296 curvilinear P5 
DV02 33542 Oldberry Castle SS909282 curvilinear P5 
ENOI 12606 Enmore E of Enmore ST247351 hybrid TS02 
EXO1 15645 Exmoor Penn Allotment SS815401 partial P2 
EX02 33005 Cow Castle SS794373 curvilinear P2 
EX03 33096 Wester Emmetts SS743376 curvilinear P2 
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Ref. HER Parish Location / Name NGR Type Illustration Sheet 
EXO5 33138 East Pinford SS802426 partial P2 
FDOI 11843 Fiddington N of Edbrook ST232411 rectilinear TS02 
FD02 11868 S of Whitnell ST213395 curvilinear TS02 
FD03 12616 SW of Fiddington ST215404 partial TS02 
FZOI 44162 Fitzhead Cats Ash ST110282 hybrid TS02 
FZ02 44520 S of Fitzhead ST119279 partial TS02 
FZ03 44521 S of Fitzhead ST113275 partial TS02 
FZ04 44584 N of Brewers Fm ST110292 partial TS02 
FZO5 44586 W of Brewers Fm ST103291 hybrid TS02 
FZ06 44587 N of Brewers Fm ST108292 rectilinear TS02 
GO01 11884 Goathurst S of Huntstile ST266334 hybrid TS02 
G002 12589 Halswell House ST256338 rectilinear TS02 
HAOI 44164 Halse E of Whitmoor Cott. ST146273 curvilinear TS02 
HA02 44351 S of Halse ST141271 rectilinear TS02 

HA03 44588 Lower Stoford ST143288 partial TS02 
HA04 45528 SW of Halse ST137276 rectilinear TS02 

HO01 33306 Holford Dowsborough Camp ST160391 curvilinear P3 
H002 35411 NW of Dodington ST169410 partial TS02 
H003 35412 Moor House Lane ST162419 rectilinear TS02 
H004 35443 W of Dodington ST170406 rectilinear TS02 

HO05 35445 NE of Dodington ST181412 partial TS02 
H006 35497 N of Holford ST161418 hybrid TS02 
KMOI 43042 Kingston St Mary Lower Marsh Fm ST226279 hybrid TS02 
KM02 43043 E of Marsh House ST227287 rectilinear TS02 
KM03 43043 E of Marsh House ST227287 hybrid TS02 

KM04 43044 Bedwell ST222280 rectilinear TS02 
KM05 43045 N of Tainfield Cotts ST220285 hybrid TS02 

KM06 43047 N of Nailsbourne ST216287 rectilinear TS02 
KM07 43153 W of Volis Fm ST233296 hybrid TS02 
KMO8 43157 Upper Cheddn ST228293 curvilinear TS02 
KMO9 44178 E of Dodhill Green ST223282 fragment TS02 
KM10 44179 NW of Volis Fm ST231299 hybrid TS02 
KM11 44180 W of Volis Fm ST233298 partial TS02 

KM12 44185 Yarford ST201304 rectilinear TS02 
KM13 44185 Yarford ST202301 partial TS02 
KM14 44236 S of Dodhill ST218278 rectilinear TS02 

KM15 44240 W of Volis Fm ST232296 hybrid TS02 
KM16 44185 Yarford ST203303 hybrid TS02 
LBOI 44581 Langford Budville N of Langford Bdv. ST110237 partial TS02 
LB02 44583 SE of Langford Bdv. ST113225 rectilinear TS02 
LLOI 44174 Lydeard St Lawrence S of Westowe ST124324 hybrid TS02 
LL02 44175 S of Combe Wood ST136317 hybrid TS02 
LL03 44176 SW of Holford Fm ST142338 rectilinear TS02 
LL04 44177 E of Richs Holford ST148340 partial TS02 
LLO5 44570 NE of Richs Holford ST151341 partial TS02 
LU02 33670 Luccombe Doverhay Down SS886454 rectilinear P5 
LU03 33679 Sweetworthy North SS891425 curvilinear P6 
LU04 33701 Blackford SS862442 partial P6 
LU05 33710 Sweetworthy East SS890424 curvilinear P6 
LU06 33712 Sweetworthy West SS889424 partial P6 
LU07 33715 E of Bagley SS883426 curvilinear P6 
LU08 35402 Ley Hill SS891441 partial P7 
LXOI 33742 Luxborough Monkslade Comm. SS995392 hybrid P6 
MHO1 33797 Minehead Furzebury Brake SS936483 curvilinear P6 
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Ref. HER Parish Location I Name NGR Type Illustration Sheet 
MSO1 35485 Monksilver NE of Monksilver ST077379 curvilinear TS02 

MV01 44522 Milverton Luckham Fm ST140243 hybrid TS02 
MV02 44535 W of Milverton Court ST109260 hybrid TS02 
MV03 44571 Nr. Preston Bowyer ST130270 partial TS02 
MV04 44571 Nr. Preston Bowyer ST132271 fragment TS02 
MV05 44613 S of Preston Fm ST140260 hybrid TS02 
NC01 43342 North Curry SW of New Barn ST293242 fragment TS02 

NE01 33827 Nettlecombe Castle Field ST044381 rectilinear TS02 
NE02 35275 Beggeam Huish ST050395 curvilinear TS02 
NE03 35275 Beggearn Huish ST052393 fragment TS02 
NE04 35451 Vempletts Cross ST046388 rectilinear TS02 

NE05 35491 Fair Cross ST053396 fragment TS02 

NE06 35491 Fair Cross ST053397 fragment TS02 
NE07 35492 Beggeam Huish ST043397 curvilinear TS02 

NFOI 43399 Norton Fitzwarren Norton Fitzw. Camp ST196263 curvilinear P8 
NF02 43399 within Norton Camp ST196264 rectilinear TS02 
NF03 43399 within Norton Camp ST196262 rectilinear TS02 
NF04 43399 within Norton Camp ST196262 partial TS02 
NF05 44161 S of Wey House ST181259 rectilinear TS02 
NPOI 10614 North Petherton N of Hill Barn Cotts ST269332 curvilinear TS02 
NP02 10616 S of Clavelshay Fm ST253307 rectilinear TS02 
NP03 10640 N of Floods Fm ST262307 hybrid TS02 
NP04 10640 N of Floods Fm ST263307 fragment TS02 
NPO5 10640 N of Floods Fm ST263306 fragment TS02 
NP06 10642 S of Floods Fm ST262302 rectilinear TS02 
NP07 10859 NW of Haddon Fm ST265314 rectilinear TS02 
NP08 11887 W of Willstock Fm ST286350 fragment TS02 
NP09 11887 W of Willstock Fm ST287348 rectilinear TS02 
NP10 11888 SE of Willstock Fm ST292345 curvilinear TS03 
NP11 11890 N of Compass ST298343 partial TS03 
NP12 11914 E of Adsborough ST279291 partial TS03 
NP13 11918 S of Clavelshay Fm ST254303 partial TS03 
NP14 11919 S of Clavelshay Fm ST256304 partial TS03 
NP15 11922 N of N. Newton ST303318 rectilinear TS03 
NP16 11923 N of N. Newton ST305321 rectilinear TS03 
NP17 11925 N of Standards Btn ST312319 hybrid TS03 
NP18 12499 SE of Copse Fm ST317332 hybrid TS03 
NP19 12503 S of 11 acre Copse ST258303 fragment TS03 
NP20 12507 W of Haddon Fm ST265312 partial TS03 
NP21 12613 SW of Clavelshay ST249308 hybrid TS03 
NP22 12613 SW of Clavelshay ST249308 fragment TS03 
NP23 12614 E of Clavelshay ST265307 rectilinear TS03 
NP24 12614 E of Clavelshay ST265307 fragment TS03 
NP25 12614 E of Clavelshay ST265309 rectilinear TS03 
NP26 12614 E of Clavelshay ST265309 fragment TS03 
NP27 12628 S of Floods Fm ST261302 fragment TS03 
NP28 12725 E of Huntstile ST270336 rectilinear TS03 
NP29 12725 E of Huntstile ST270335 partial TS03 
NP30 12731 N of Compass ST297341 fragment TS03 
NP31 12732 N of Compass ST298341 partial TS03 
NP32 10641 Farringdon Fm ST 276313 rectilinear TS03 
NSOI 10592 Nether Stowey Court Fm ST198398 curvilinear TS03 
NS02 11033 Pinnacle Hill ST201403 curvilinear TS03 
NS03 11867 NE of Inwood Fm ST204397 hybrid TS03 
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Ref. HER Parish Location I Name NGR Type Illustration Sheet 
NSO4 12386 S of Budley Fm ST199395 partial TS03 

OAOI 44362 Oake S of Blagroves Fm ST148254 curvilinear TS03 
0001 35450 Old Cleeve W of Lodge Fm ST032398 hybrid TS03 
0002 35454 N of Roadwater ST037395 partial TS03 
0003 35455 N of Roadwater ST038399 hybrid TS03 
0004 35488 Claydowns Hill ST045415 partial TS03 
0005 35489 Claydowns Hill ST045417 partial TS03 
0006 35564 N of Golsoncott ST027393 fragment TS03 
0007 35565 N of Golsoncott ST030398 curvilinear TS03 
OP01 11685 Orchard Portman Orchard Wood Hfort ST249203 curvilinear P8 
OP02 44213 S of Orchard Ptman ST252210 fragment TS03 
OS01 11128 Over Stowey Plainsfield Camp ST182362 hybrid P2 
P001 33931 Porlock Berry Castle SS859450 partial P6 
P002 33946 Porlock Allotmt. W SS840434 curvilinear P6 

P003 33947 Porlock Allotmt. E SS843437 curvilinear P6 
PTOI 43493 Pitminster Poundisford Park ST216207 partial Fig. 170 
PT02 44590 E of Poundisford ST230215 partial TS03 
SA01 43540 Sampford Arundel Sampford Common ST118168 hybrid P4 
SBOI 35249 Sampford Brett Lower Weacombe ST101402 curvilinear TS03 
SE01 33985 Selworthy Bury Castle SS918472 hybrid P6 
SE02 35236 Tivington Fm SS929455 hybrid TS03 
SF01 45536 Staple Fitzpaine S of Staple Fitzp. ST264170 curvilinear TS03 
SG02 34023 Stogumber Curdon Camp ST102385 partial Fig. 91 
SG03 35276 " Combe Cross ST081371 rectilinear TS03 
SG04 35278 W of Stogumber ST092375 hybrid TS03 
SGO5 35278 W of Stogumber ST092375 rectilinear TS03 
SG06 35279 N of Preston ST099361 rectilinear TS03 

SG07 35409 NW of Stogumber ST095376 hybrid TS03 
SG08 35409 NW of Stogumber ST096374 rectilinear TS03 
SGO9 35414 Higher Vexford ST111354 partial TS03 
SGIO 35452 E of Yellow ST099386 partial TS03 
SG11 35483 W of Escott ST090378 partial TS03 
SG12 35484 SE of Monksilver ST078373 partial TS03 
SG13 35499 S of Rowdon Fm ST083378 curvilinear TS03 
SG14 35500 Combecross Fm ST086368 partial TS03 
SG15 35566 SW of Preston ST096354 curvilinear TS03 
SGI6 35567 SW of Preston ST097353 curvilinear TS03 
SG17 35568 E of Monksilver ST080374 partial TS03 
SG18 35569 E of Monksilver ST082377 partial TS03 
SG19 35759 Higher Vexford ST104350 partial TS03 
SG20 35760 Higher Vexford ST103347 partial TS03 
SG21 35761 Higher Vexford ST101349 curvilinear TS03 
SNOI 35410 Stringston W of Furze Grove ST170416 rectilinear TS03 
SN02 35410 W of Furze Grove ST170416 hybrid TS03 
SN03 35413 Moor House Fm ST164422 partial TS03 
SN04 35442 SW of Stringston ST167416 curvilinear TS03 
SN05 35482 Plud Fm ST181427 rectilinear TS03 
SN06 35495 N of Dyche ST165419 rectilinear TS03 
SN07 35496 N of Dyche ST168420 partial TS03 
SNO8 35762 Nr. Fairfield House ST185429 fragment TS03 
SNO9 35762 Nr. Fairfield House ST185429 partial TS03 
SP01 11873 Spaxton N of Four Forks ST231372 rectilinear TS03 
SP02 11874 NW of Holmes Fm ST229368 hybrid TSO4 
SP03 12621 W of Charlynch ST230381 fragment TSO4 
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Ref. HER Parish Location I Name NGR Tvoe Illustration Sheet 
SP04 12721 Bush Fm ST216359 hybrid TSO4 
STOI 43577 Stawley Kittisford Fm ST067240 hybrid TSO4 
SVOI 44359 Staplegrove S of Church ST213262 fragment TSO4 
SV02 44365 N of Staplegrove ST213268 rectilinear TSO4 
SYOI 34654 Stogursey Wick Moor ST217459 rectilinear TSO4 
SY02 35456 S of Fairfield House ST188428 hybrid TSO4 
SY03 35504 N of Shurton ST202447 hybrid TSO4 
SY04 35758 Wyndeats Lane ST197424 hybrid TSO4 
SY05 35283 Hinkley Pt. [G4] ST199456 rectilinear TSO4 
SY06 35434 Hinkley Pt. ST209455 partial TSO4 
TFOI 55324 Tatworth & Forton SE of Copse Stile ST323067 curvilinear TSO4 
TMOI 35404 Timberscombe Timberscm. Wood SS957414 rectilinear P7 
TO01 35570 Tolland Nr. Brompton Ralph ST095324 fragment TSO4 
T002 35570 Nr. Brompton Ralph ST096324 hybrid TSO4 

T003 44209 Nr. Smithclose Cott. ST097321 hybrid TSO4 
T004 44209 Nr. Smithclose Cott. ST095319 fragment TSO4 
TROI 43702 Trull Stone House, Trull ST203211 partial TSO4 

TR02 44154 Castlemans Hill ST188223 partial P9 
TR03 44218 Chilliswood Fm ST199223 rectilinear TSO4 
TXOI 10860 Thurloxton S of Boez Lane ST272301 hybrid TSO4 
TX02 11826 S of Boez Lane ST264302 hybrid TSO4 
TX03 11879 N of Boez Lane ST262303 partial TSO4 
TX04 11880 S of Boaz Lane ST266302 partial TSO4 

TX05 11881 N of Boez Lane ST265303 rectilinear TSO4 
TX06 11882 S of Boez Lane ST268301 hybrid TSO4 
TX07 11913 Bullenshay Fm ST281296 partial TSO4 
TX08 11913 Bullenshay Fm ST281296 rectilinear TS04 

TX09 12717 Wood Close Copse ST251306 partial TSO4 
UPOI 35844 Upton Rainsbury Fm SS990292 rectilinear P7 
WA01 35487 Watchet Kentsford Fm ST060426 curvilinear TSO4 
WBOI 44368 West Buckland Hamlands Lane ST159223 partial TSO4 
WE01 43732 Wellington Maylands M5 ST143188 partial TSO4 
WE02 43732 Maylands M5 ST143188 rectilinear TSO4 

WE03 44166 Lower Westford Fm. ST122210 rectilinear TSO4 
WE04 44188 N of Chitterwell ST100202 partial TSO4 
WE05 44219 N of Pinksmoor ST108199 hybrid TSO4 
WE06 44580 SE of Holywell Lake ST109201 hybrid TSO4 
WE07 14030 Homshay Farm ST148228 rectilinear Fig. 156 

WFOI 34215 Winsford Road Castle SS863376 rectilinear P6 
WF02 34216 " Staddon Hill Camp SS882377 hybrid P7 
WHO1 34287 Withypool Brewers Castle SS883298 curvilinear P7 
WK01 53224 Wambrook Wortheal 1 ST274084 partial P10 

WK02 53238 " Bounds Lane Hillfort ST311075 curvilinear P9 
WL01 34183 Williton N of Williton ST082422 curvilinear TSO4 
WL02 34204 E of Smithyard Cott ST064419 rectilinear TSO4 
WL03 34204 E of Smithyard Cott ST064419 partial TSO4 
WL04 34204 E of Smithyard Cott ST065418 partial TSO4 
WLO5 35453 N of Williton ST083423 partial TSO4 
WL06 35490 Bardon ST052404 partial TSO4 
WL07 15850 Higher Stream Fm ST063399 hybrid TSO4 
WL08 15863 Washford Hill ST060420 curvilinear TSO4 
WMOI 43086 West Monkton E of Yalway ST247304 partial TSO4 
WM02 43086 E of Yalway ST247303 partial TSO4 
WM03 44192 Monkton Heathfield ST250269 rectilinear TSO4 
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Ref. HER Parish Location / Name NGR Type Illustration Sheet 
WM04 44223 SE of New Cross ST256284 hybrid TSO4 
WM05 44224 N of Hartnells Fm ST256272 fragment TSO4 
WM06 44369 W of Yalway Fm ST239303 partial TSO4 
WM07 44541 E of Quantock Fm ST259298 rectilinear TSO4 
WM08 44591 Yalway Fm ST242302 partial TSO4 
WNOI 10913 Wembdon Nr. Perry Court Fm ST282391 rectilinear TSO4 
WN02 11893 Sandford Hill ST274381 rectilinear TSO4 
WN03 12803 S of Manor Fm ST284388 rectilinear TSO4 
WN04 12803 S of Manor Fm ST287388 partial TSO4 
WQOI 35486 West Quantoxhead S of Rydon Fm ST100423 hybrid TSO4 
WT01 53259 Whitestaunton Horse Pool Camp ST265090 curvilinear P9 
WV01 43792 Wiveliscombe Kings Castle ST096282 partial P9 
WV02 43793 Roman Fort, Wiv. ST090270 rectilinear P7 
WYOI 34260 Withycombe Rodhuish Common SS999392 curvilinear P7 
WY02 34264 Higher Dumbledeer ST001411 curvilinear TSO4 
WY03 35447 Escott, Rodhuish ST024398 curvilinear TSO4 
WY04 35448 E of Escott Fm ST029399 rectilinear TSO4 
WY05 35563 W of Rodhuish ST005396 hybrid TSO4 
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Appendix 2: Geoloav and tonogranhv of the study area. 

Sources. 

The geological data summarised below are derived mainly from general regional 
surveys by Edmunds et al. 1969 and Hardy 1999. However, for the Vale of Taunton, 

the Blackdown and Quantock Hills and the Bridgwater area, additional detail was 
provided by the published memoirs which accompany both first and later editions of 
the Wellington and Taunton Geological Sheets (Ussher 1906, Ussher 1908, Edmunds 

and Williams 1985). More detailed data relating to the Palaeozoic rocks of Exmoor 

and the Brendons was also obtained from Durrance and Laming 1982. All 
descriptions of topography are based on interpretations of 1 : 25000 Ordnance Survey 

maps and observations by the writer. 

In geological terms, the higher parts of western Somerset are an extension of the 
Palaeozoic uplands of the south-west peninsula. Comprising Exmoor, the Brendons 

and the Quantock Hills, these uplands are composed largely of slates, shales and 

gritstones of Devonian age. The most resistant of these rock types are sandstones and 

gritstones belonging to the Hangman Grit formation, which outcrops along the 

northern edge of Exmoor and in the northern Quantocks. These rocks have produced 
areas of strong relief, with deep, steep-sided combes separated by ridges and 

promontories and, along the coast, a series of high, hog-backed cliffs. Being very 
exposed to the prevailing south-westerly winds, these coastal uplands have thin acid 

soils and are largely covered by open moorland. 
To the south of the Hangman Grits, central and southern parts of Exmoor, the 

Brendons and the Quantocks are underlain by more recent Devonian rocks with a 
more varied lithology. Comprising mainly slates and shales with occasional thin beds 

of sandstone, these uplands often have a more subdued, undulating topography, 

especially in central parts of Exmoor and the Brendons. However, along the southern 
edges of the Exmoor / Brendon area and in the southern Quantocks, the dissection of 
the landscape by numerous small streams has produced areas of much stronger relief, 
with many short combes separated by promontories, broad ridges and isolated 
hilltops. The most striking relief associated with these younger Devonian rocks occurs 
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where they are crossed by major south draining streams. Rising on central Exmoor at 

over 450m OD, the Exe and Barle in particular are deeply incised into the landscape, 

with steep-sided valleys and numerous short promontories occurring where smaller 
tributary valleys converge. Although largely open moorland on central Exmoor, most 

of the country underlain by these rocks is occupied by forestry plantations and 
improved pasture. However, over the past few decades an increasing proportion of 

the less elevated terrain, especially on the Quantocks and the lower slopes of the 

Brendons, has been brought into arable use. 
In addition to the Devonian uplands described above, a few minor rock outcrops of 

Palaeozoic age also occur within the study area. Of these, an inlier of Lower 

Carboniferous limestone to the east of the Quantocks near Cannington is of special 
interest. Elevated only 80m above nearby coastal flats, its summit is occupied by a 

hillfort (CN02), which dominates the landscape of the lower Parrett valley. 

The southern edge of the Vale of Taunton is bounded by the high, north-facing scarp 

of the Blackdown Hills. Averaging 250m to 300m in height, these uplands lie mainly 
in Devon and consists of a much dissected plateau capped by Upper Greensand of 
Cretaceous age. Comprising poorly consolidated sandrock interbedded with more 

resistant bands of chert, this latter formation has produced many steep scarps and 

breaks of slope, especially along the sides of valleys. Both geologically and 

scenically, the Blackdowns are an extension of the Cretaceous landscapes of south- 

east Somerset and west Dorset and include small outliers of Chalk overlying the 

Greensand in the vicinity of Chard. 

The remainder of the study area lies mainly below 100m OD and is largely 

composed of Mesozoic rock formations. Of these, red Mercia Mudstones of Triassic 

age are the most widespread. Extending westwards from the Central Somerset Basin, 

these rocks underlie most of the Vale of Taunton, the lowlands to the east of the 

Quantocks and the coastal lowlands between Williton and Porlock. In the Vale of 
Taunton, the topography associated with these mudstones varies according to location. 

Where traversed by small stream valleys, especially south-west of Taunton, the 
landscape is much dissected with frequent steep slopes and low, elongated interfluves. 

However, in the central and eastern parts of the vale, much of the topography is of a 

gently undulating nature with few major relief features. Similar landscape features are 
associated with these mudstones across the study area. Where not masked by more 
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recent gravel or Head deposits (see below), the Mercia Mudstones have produced 

moderate to heavy silty-clay soils. 
Around the fringes of the Brendon and Quantock uplands, exposures of other 

formations of Permian and Triassic age occur. Of these, the Budleigh Salterton 

Pebble Beds and the Vexford Breccias, which outcrop along the eastern edge of the 

Brendons, have produced the strongest relief features, including pronounced ridges 

and steep scarps. Of wider distribution are the Wiveliscombe and Otter Sandstones, 

which are well exposed along the western edge of the Vale of Taunton and the 

southern fringes of the Quantocks. These red sandstones are normally soft and slightly 

calcareous and have weathered to form light sandy soils. 
Rock formations of Rhaetic and Jurassic age occur along the Bristol Channel coast 

and over much of the eastern part of the Vale of Taunton. Comprising mainly 
limestones, shales and mudstones of the Blue Lias series, these have produced stony 

clay soils which support both arable and pasture land. Near to the coast they underlie 

areas of upstanding relief, notably at Cleeve Hill near Watchet and to the east of the 
Quantocks between Kilve and Stogursey. 

Of particular significance are spreads of gravel which mask the underlying solid 

geology in many lowland areas. Those thought to be stream terrace gravels occur 

mainly in the Vale of Taunton and to the east of the Quantocks. However, of much 

wider occurrence are sheets of poorly sorted material known as Head. These are 

mainly composed of rock detritus transported downslope by a combination of stream 

action and periglacial mass movement during the Pleistocene period. Occurring both 

as isolated patches and as broad fans, these deposits are particularly common in areas 
immediately adjacent to the Palaeozoic uplands, although they are also widespread in 

the central and eastern parts of the Vale of Taunton. As the extent of such deposits is 

difficult to record in the field, they have been excluded from the most recent editions 

of the 1: 50,000 BGS Geological sheets covering the area. On earlier editions 
however, the more clearly defined exposures were included alongside stream terrace 

gravels under the heading of `valley gravel'(Ussher 1908). Although Head deposits 

are of little topographical significance, they have had a major impact on the nature 

and quality of soils in most lowland parts of the study area. 
The reclaimed wetlands which lie along the edge of the lower Parrett valley form the 

western fringe of the Somerset Levels. For the most part, they consist of flat expanses 

of clays and silts deposited between the late prehistoric and medieval periods. 
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However, exposures of fen peat of somewhat earlier date are also present in North 

Moor to the south of Bridgwater. Smaller but otherwise similar areas of reclaimed 

marsh occur along the Bristol Channel coast between Minehead and Dunster and near 
Porlock. The significance of these areas to the present study lies in their potential 

economic value to local communities during later prehistoric and early historic times. 
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