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Structural and sequential complexity in causewayed enclosures:  
Implications from Dorstone Hill, Herefordshire 

 
Nick Overton (University of Manchester), Keith Ray (Cardiff University) and Julian 

Thomas (University of Manchester) 
 
Introduction 

Dorstone Hill is a broad and relatively flat-topped promontory extending from 
a narrow upland watershed ridge situated between the rivers Wye and Dore in 
southwest Herefordshire (Fig. *.1). This location commands extensive views 
westwards towards the east-facing escarpment of the Black Mountains on the border 
between Wales and England; and north-eastwards towards the Clee Hills of 
Shropshire. Flint collecting over the past century has identified the hill as a location of 
intensive Mesolithic and Neolithic activity (Pye 1967), and field survey by English 
Heritage in the 1990s (Oswald, Dyer and Barber 2001: 152) drew attention to a low 
bank that crossed the narrow neck connecting the hilltop to the escarpment. It was 
this feature that first encouraged us to work at Dorstone Hill, since we were keen to 
investigate another Early Neolithic enclosure in Herefordshire following the 
demonstration that an enclosure above the River Lugg north of Hereford had 
belonged to this period (Dorling 2007; Bayliss et al. 2011). This monument at Hill Croft 
Field, Bodenham had a near-continuous bank and ditch broken by a series of 
entrances (Ray 2015: 49), and in this respect is comparable with Court Hill in Sussex 
(Bedwin 1984). By contrast, the way that the low bank at Dorstone Hill cut off the 
southern part of the hilltop suggested something more akin to the Neolithic enclosure 
at Crickley Hill in Gloucestershire, where a sequence of ditch-cutting culminated in the 
construction of a very substantial continuous ditch and bank (Dixon 1988). 
  
In the event, this linear feature crossing the spur at Dorstone Hill lacked any ditch and 
proved to be composed of three separate mounds. Each of the three mounds 
contained masses of burnt daub and quantities of carbonised timbers sealing 
structural postholes and stakeholes, which were then later enclosed within a mound 
composed of stacked turf and earth. These three long mounds, then, appear to have 
stood on the footprints of three timber buildings positioned gable end to gable end in 
a north-west to south-east line, which had been destroyed by fire. The central mound 
was revetted by a continuous timber palisade, and the western one was enclosed by 
drystone walling, from which a series of buttresses projected at the eastern end, 
enhancing the trapezoid form of the structure. The eastern mound had no revetment, 
but had been covered by a stone cairn, and beneath this a linear mortuary structure 
was revealed, bracketed between two massive postholes. This had been enclosed 
within its own U-shaped ditch, then later decommissioned and covered by a separate 
earthen mound, which was later incorporated into the more massive mound that 
covered the remains of the earlier eastern timber building (Ray and Thomas 2020).  
 
This unprecedented arrangement of three long barrows placed end-to-end seems to 
represent the end point of a protracted sequence of construction. The three timber 
buildings that initiated the process may not have been precisely contemporary. Initial 
results of the dating programme suggest that the central building may have been the 
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earliest, dating to the mid-39th century BC (Ray, Thomas et al Forthcoming). The 
western building and then the eastern one followed, over a period of less than a 
century. The subsequent construction of the long mounds may have been more 
synchronous, in the mid-to-late 38th century BC. A dump of charcoal within a pit at the 
southern edge of the western mound, sealed by material eroded from the mound, 
returned a date of 3800-3650 cal BC (93.2% confidence) (short-life roundwood 
Alnus/Corylus sample 4972±28, SUERC-77965, IntCal 20 curve, Reimer et al 2020, 
Overton et al Forthcoming).  Given the position of this pit at the edge of the earthen 
mound, it appears this was added after the mound was constructed, but before any 
major erosion began. Strikingly, both the timber buildings and the long mounds that 
replaced them differed amongst themselves in terms of their architecture and spatial 
organisation. This invites the suggestion that they may not have been created by 
members of a single community, and even that they deliberately cited geographically 
distinct groups of structures: the Cotswold-Severn long cairns in the case of the 
western mound, and the earthen long barrows of lowland Britain in that of the eastern 
mound. 
 
This, then, was a significant location from early in the local Neolithic sequence, 
frequented by groups of people who brought with them diverse architectural 
traditions, as well as objects and materials from disparate sources. It was only after 
five years of fieldwork at Dorstone Hill, however, that a magnetometer survey of the 
entire hilltop revealed that there was after all a causewayed enclosure present, 
although located in quite another part of the hill (Fig. *.2). Although there had been 
surface finds of flint arrowheads from this area of the field, there was little on the 
surface to suggest the presence of ditches or banks, in contrast to the much more 
conspicuous long mounds. Only the microtopography of the surface indicates a 
location well suited to such an enclosure. 
 
This Dorstone Hill enclosure comprises a small elliptical single circuit of linear ditch 
segments, approximately 150 by 120 metres in extent (Fig. *.3). It appears to have 
encircled the south-eastern extremity of the hill overlooking the upper reaches of the 
Golden Valley. It is distinctly flattened in plan on its northeast and northwest sides, in 
a way that recalls the southeastern side of Robin Hood’s Ball in Wiltshire, or the 
northwest side of the inner circuit at Windmill Hill, also in Wiltshire (Thomas 1964; 
Smith 1965). The flattened northeastern section of the Dorstone Hill enclosure runs 
precisely parallel with the line of long mounds located approximately 100 metres to 
the north, and we believe this to constitute a deliberate citation and reference to the 
mounds and earlier timber structures.  
 
The northwest side of the enclosure faced downhill, across the gently undulating 
north-facing slope of the summit of Dorstone Hill. This would be the natural direction 
of approach toward the enclosed area. On its presumed southern and eastern sides, 
on the edge of steep scarps that drop to the bottom of the Golden Valley, the 
enclosure has been disrupted, and perhaps substantially destroyed, by medieval or 
later linear quarrying. The southern and eastern margins of the enclosure defined by 
the 265m contour, shown in Figure *.3, are therefore probably artificial, and the 
original plan may have been closer to an irregular oval. In 2019, a trench was opened 
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across a massive linear bank and ditch running NNE-SSW, cutting off a small area at 
the extreme southeast corner of the hilltop. The ditch was apparently Iron Age in date, 
and the initial broad, flat-based cut had been recut by a more V-shaped ditch with an 
ankle-breaker in the base. A layer in the lower fill of this secondary cut contained 
sherds of amphora and a radiate coin, identifying the earthwork as Roman, and 
probably military in character. However, in the extension of this trench eastwards 
from the bank and ditch another negative linear feature was identified, also running 
broadly NNE-SSW, and containing pieces of chipped flint. Furthermore, the lowest 
layers of the primary bank material, derived from the surrounding area in the form of 
turf or topsoil, also produced lithic material, including multiple Early Neolithic leaf 
shaped arrowheads, supporting the interpretation that the mound construction 
truncated an earlier negative feature in the immediate area. It is therefore reasonable 
to suppose that the linear feature to the east of the bank and ditch represents the 
return of the causewayed enclosure ditch around the southeast extremity of Dorstone 
Hill. 
 
Ditch segments 

The subsoil at Dorstone is a complex mix of clay and sandstone, with limited 
patches of corn-stone, a calcareous conglomerate that creates small areas of alkaline 
deposit, in which unburned bone can be preserved (Payne 2017). Elsewhere on the 
hilltop only cremated bone has survived. Although the ditch segments showed up very 
clearly on the geophysical survey, they were found to have been sealed by a layer of 
colluvium of variable thickness. This layer of hillwash proved to be quite difficult to 
distinguish from the natural underlying red sandstone clays that themselves overlay 
angularly bedded sandstone rock. This made it quite hard to remove the sterile 
plough-shifted colluvial deposits mechanically to the right level, and in places made 
the edges of the ditches extremely difficult to identify visually. Consequentially, they 
had often to be discerned by feel, the edges becoming much clearer once the 
uppermost layers of fill had been removed. 
 
As a result, opening up sections across the ditch segments was often initially 
something of an act of faith. At least some of the colluvium appears to have been quite 
early in date, since a small pit containing a sherd of Peterborough Ware and numerous 
carbonized acorns and hazelnut shells had been cut through the lower part of the 
deposit within the north-eastern area of the enclosure interior. A hazelnut from this 
pit retuned a date of 3630-3530 cal BC (4792±24, SUERC-77965 at 95% confidence, 
IntCal 20 curve, Reimer et al 2020), provides a terminus ante quem for the Dorstone 
causewayed enclosure. It is conceivable that the process of colluviation had been 
triggered by the removal of trees from the hilltop when the enclosure was first 
constructed. Datable evidence of earlier activity was sparse, however, a small 
assemblage of animal bone (see below) was recovered from a ditch segment 
immediately to the west of the causeway presumed to constitute a northwest 
entrance (see Fig. *.4). An articulated red deer metatarsal and tarsal returned a date 
of 3770-3720 cal BC (15.1% confidence) or 3720-3640 cal BC (80.4% confidence) 
(4922±26, SUERC-77965 at 95% confidence, IntCal 20 curve, Reimer et al 2020). The 
articulated nature of the specimens means this provides an extremely robust date for 
activity at the Dorstone enclosure, and suggests potential continuity of activity 
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between the mounds and the enclosure. Full Bayesian modelling of this data is in 
preparation, and will examine the temporal relationships of these monument groups 
(Ray/Thomas et al. Forthcoming). 
 
Across the three trenches that were excavated between 2017 and 2019, the depth of 
the sandstone bedrock beneath the clay varied, becoming deepest in the middle of 
the north-facing circuit of ditch segments, in our Trench 8. Where the sandstone was 
closest to the surface the ditches were generally shallow and, owing to impeded 
drainage, their fills had become gleyed and homogeneous (Fig *.5). But in Trench 8 
the ditch profiles were deeper, and the separate layers easier to distinguish from one 
another. Through close examination of these ditch sequences, it proved possible to 
identify several different kinds of digging or cutting activities (initial ditch-digging, 
redigging, slot-like recuts, bowl-shaped recuts, massive recuts, minor recuts), some of 
which were large-scale and must have involved appreciable numbers of people. 
However, other activities were more small-scale and intimate. The initial construction 
of the ditch circuit seems to have involved the digging of a series of relatively small 
ditch segments that were circular or oval in plan, although eventually these were 
joined together to create a more continuous ditch, with a smaller number of 
causeways.  
 
The recutting of ditch segments 

The overall effect of the numerous acts of recutting enacted on the ditch 
segments making up the perimeter of the enclosure was to take out many of the 
original causeways and create a very different kind of ditch. However, a series of 
entrance causeways were left undisturbed. Two of these arguably represented the 
principal entrances to the enclosure (Fig. *.6). The northwestern entrance faced 
toward the line of long mounds to the north, across the flat surface of Dorstone Hill, 
while the northeastern entrance faced the steeper slope into the coombe to the east 
of the hilltop. Where a further potentially earlier entrance had subsequently been cut 
through further to the west, a group of flat stones showing extensive evidence of wear 
(which may have been caused by footfall) suggests the former existence here of a 
pathway into the interior of the enclosure. 
 
While some of the original causeways between segments had simply been cut through 
and entirely removed, others had been intercepted and crossed by more slot-like 
recuts. These latter did not scoop out the entire contents of what appear to have been 
backfilled ditches. Additionally, there were numerous smaller oval or circular, bowl-
shaped, recuts. Some of these contained placed objects, but others were enigmatically 
empty and backfilled. These were generally so small as to defy any functional 
explanation, and it may be that they were dug to receive organic objects or substances 
that have left no archaeological trace. Alternatively, it may have been the act of 
digging itself that was of significance, serving to periodically reinscribe the boundary 
of the enclosed area, if only in the most minimal manner (Bailey 2018). 
 
Among the larger examples of these recuts there were some that had been lined with 
stones. In this respect they appeared to echo large, stone-lined pits that had been 
inserted into the easternmost of the three long mounds, and which had contained 
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cremated human and cattle bone. These latter had been complemented by at least 
one more shaft-like feature, containing a group of distinctive fine stone tools (Ray and 
Thomas 2020: 114). Across the excavated parts of the enclosure as a whole, artefacts 
had a strongly non-random distribution, focused on the area around the northwestern 
entrance.  
 
Deliberately placed objects, such as large slabs of pottery, tended to occur in the small, 
bowl-shaped recuts, but smaller potsherds and worked flints were scattered 
throughout the ditch deposits in this part of the site. This suggests that a variety of 
different forms of depositional activity may have been taking place at the Dorstone 
Hill enclosure. This no doubt included the direct placement of selected items within 
some segments and their recuts (Fig. *.7), but perhaps also represented in some cases 
the redeposition of material that had been deliberately ‘stored’ in surface middens or 
similar contexts for some time (Beadsmoore, Garrow and Knight 2010: 125). 
 
Fortuitously, one of the parts of the site where the outcropping of corn-stone had 
reduced the acidity of the soil was in the ditch segment immediately to the west of 
the causeway presumed to constitute the northwestern entrance, where a dense 
concentration of animal bone was encountered. Smaller frequencies of faunal 
material were also recovered from the neighbouring segments. Whilst this was a 
relatively small assemblage (with a total of 90 specimens, 58 identified to species or 
size category), it provides a valuable insight into activities at the Dorstone Hill 
causewayed enclosure. 
 

Skeletal 
element 

Cow 
Large 

Mammal 
Sheep/Goat 

Medium 
Mammal 

Red deer 

Antler     2 

Mandible   5   

Maxilla   2   

Tooth   2   

Skull    1  

Atlas 2     

Thoracic 
Vertabrae 

1  1   

Rib  3  1  

Scapula 1  1   

Humerus 3     

Radius 2  2   

Ulna  1 1   

Carpal   1   

Metacarpal 1     

Metapodial   1   

Phalange  1  1   

Femur 1     

Astragalus   1   

Tarsal 1  1  2 

Metatarsal 1    2 



 6. 

 
Table 1: Species and skeletal element frequency within the Dorstone Hill Casuewayed 
Enclosure faunal assemblage. 
 
Domestic cow (Bos taurus) was represented by 14 specimens, and a further 15 
specimens classified as ‘large mammal’, are also most likely to be cow. A total of 19 
specimens were identified to sheep/goat (due to poor preservation and the skeletal 
elements present, no specimens offered the opportunity to distinguish between Ovis 
aries and Capra hircus), and a further 4 specimens classified as ‘medium mammal’ are 
likely to be sheep/goat, given the absence of other species of this size in the 
assemblage. A further 6 specimens were identified as red deer (Cervus elaphus). Cattle 
skeletal elements are dominated by those that can be categorised as ‘meat-rich’, 
including the limb bones (humerus, radius and femur) and the shoulder girdle and 
ribcage (scapula, ribs and thoracic vertebrae). Two left humerii indicate that the 
assemblage is made up of the remains of at least two individuals. In contrast, the 
sheep/goat assemblage is derived from a wider portion of the skeleton, including the 
head (skull, mandible and teeth), shoulder girdle (scapula), limbs (radius and ulna) and 
limb extremities (metapodial, carpals, astragalus, tarsals and phalanges).  The 
presence of three fragmented right mandibular toothrows indicate the assemblage is 
made up of the remains of at least three individuals, one retaining a deciduous 4th 
premolar, indicating is was most likely under two years of age (Silver 1969) The red 
deer was represented by antler fragments, and the limb extremities (metatarsal and 
tarsal), including an articulating metatarsal and tarsal, which have provided the 
material for the new radiocarbon dates mentioned above. 
 
Drawing conclusions from such a small assemblage requires caution. However, the 
over-representation of meat-rich elements of cattle, but the lack of other parts of the 
body, such as head or feet, may suggest these were transported to the site as joints 
of meat. Equally, it is possible that whole animals were introduced to the site, but 
material from butchery was deposited in other features or areas of the site (as appears 
to be the case at Etton: see Parmenter 2014).  In contrast to the cattle assemblage, 
the wider representation of sheep/goat elements from across the skeleton would 
suggest these may have been brought to the causewayed enclosure as whole, and 
perhaps live, individuals. This would be akin to the introduction and keeping of live 
animals evidenced at other enclosures, such as Etton and Northborough (Robinson 
1998; Whittle et al 2011, 893). The higher frequency of sheep/goat than cow is of 
note, given the common pattern for cattle to be the most common species in 
causewayed enclosure assemblages, such as Abingdon or Windmill Hill. This is, 
however, not a universal pattern (Cram 1982; Serjeantson 2011).  
 
The presence of both whole individuals and meat-bearing portions from multiple 
individuals suggests that the assemblage is the result of one, or multiple, large-scale 
or communal consumption events. Given that this material has been fortuitously 
preserved owing to extremely local-scale fluctuations in the basal geology, this 
collection is likely to be the remnant of a larger assemblage deposited within the ditch 

Longbone 
fragmant 

 11  2  

 
14 15 19 4 6 
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segments. This assemblage was recovered from just a 2m stretch of the enclosure, 
which represents just 1.34% of the 150m length of the enclosure detected by 
geophysical survey. The potential for all, or at least some of the other sections of this 
enclosure to have once contained animal bone reinforces the potential scale of the 
faunal assemblage, and the consumption events undertake at this site. 
 
Stone linings and fillings 

In addition to being placed in stone-lined recuts, fragments of sandstone had 
found their way into the ditches through a series of quite different processes. Where 
the ditch was deepest, lines of stones appeared to have tumbled in from the interior 
of the enclosure. This suggests that an unstable dump bank of loose clay and loam 
may in places have been revetted on its outer edge by drystone walling to prevent, or 
at least inhibit, slippage. Similar tumbled stone deposits were recently observed in the 
ditches of the Thame causewayed enclosure in Oxfordshire (Cotswold Archaeology 
2015). At other enclosure sites, such as the Peak Camp in Gloucestershire, ditch fills 
have been encountered containing significant quantities of stone rubble, which may 
again indicate a relatively structured bank (Darvill 2011: 157). 
 
Elsewhere, much more massive sandstone boulders had been deliberately thrown 
into the rounded ends of ditch segments immediately adjacent to minor entrance 
causeways. It is not clear whether these more massive rocks had originally had some 
architectural function. Finally, one very large sub-circular recut had removed the 
causeway between two adjacent, but offset, ditch segments. The void so created had 
been filled with a substantial mass of very large, angular sandstone fragments, 
apparently thrown in from the inside of the enclosure (Fig. *.8). The way that stones 
were seemingly being employed in acts of closure and decommissioning here was 
arguably reflected by a setting of what may have been three or four substantial 
upright stones, at least one of which had a clear socket, located immediately inside 
the ditch, near to the northwest entrance causeway. Elsewhere, Richard Bradley has 
noted that the construction of arrangements of uprights stones, including stone 
circles, may often have constituted statements of termination at sites where 
protracted sequences of activity had taken place (Bradley and Nimura 2016: 119). 
There certainly seem to be no indications of significant activity on Dorstone Hill during 
the Late Neolithic or the Bronze Age. 
 
Material culture 

Beyond the animal bones, the Dorstone enclosure ditch segments also 
contained a range of material culture, including leaf-shaped flint arrowheads, a large 
fragment of polished stone axe (roughly half), and several flakes from Cumbrian Group 
VI axes. The pottery from the long mounds was of characteristic Carinated Bowl type, 
and quite similar to that the Black Mountains long cairn of Gwernvale, although 
lacking the thickened expanded rims found at that site. Interestingly, much of the 
assemblage from the causewayed enclosure is barely distinguishable from the long 
mound pottery. However, in the enclosure ditches this material is complemented by 
thicker and deeper, bag-shaped vessels, and there are a small number of sherds of 
Peterborough Ware from the upper layers of the ditch, as well as from the isolated pit 
cutting the colluvial layer sealing the ditch, mentioned above (Alistair Barclay, pers. 
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comm.). The construction of the causewayed enclosure in the late 38th or early 37th 
century BC is very much in keeping with the most recent dating of Carinated Bowl 
pottery (Barclay et al. 2021: 14). While the assemblage associated with the long 
mounds might be broadly contemporary with ‘classic’ Carinated Bowl sites such as 
Rowden in Dorset and Cannon Hill Berkshire, that from the Dorstone enclosure 
arguably sits alongside the Coneybury Anomaly in Wiltshire and Flagstones in Dorset 
(ibid.: 10). The complementing of carinated vessels by deep-bodied or baggy pots 
might easily represent the southern Marches equivalent of the process of divergence 
in ceramic forms witnessed in central southern England from the 38th century BC 
onwards (ibid.: 14). 
 
Among the most striking lithic finds were a number of pieces of worked rock crystal, 
a pure water-clear quartz forming is large hyaline crystals, with a hexagonal cross 
section and single pyramidon tips (Overton et al: forthcoming). A total of 18 pieces of 
rock crystal were recovered from the enclosure, including flakes, a core, a whole 
crystal with extensive internal fracturing, and a number of ‘chunks’ (struck pieces of 
an indeterminate character). Worked rock crystal was also recovered from the long 
mounds (a total of 339 pieces), including a substantial assemblage from a pit on the 
southern edge of the western mound, sealed by erosion deposits from the mound. 
Both the mound and enclosure assemblages evidence the same technological 
reduction process, starting with the pyramidon and reducing the crystal using 
primarily oblique removals (Overton et al: forthcoming). Like the pottery, the 
presence and similarity in the working techniques of rock crystal in the mounds and 
the enclosure suggests the same communities were gathering at Dorstone Hill over 
centuries, and demonstrates an enduring connection between the site and this 
material. This is especially significant given that rock crystal of this size and clarity is 
exceptionally rare in the UK, and not local to Dorstone Hill. The closest sources are 
Cornwall, St. David’s Head (S. Wales) and Snowdonia, with the latter perhaps the most 
likely source for the Dorstone material (Overton et al: forthcoming). The rock crystal 
can, therefore, be seen as part a wide set of actions at the Dorstone Enclosure, where 
rare, exotic or distinctive materials and artefacts such as polished axes and ceramic 
vessels, were brought together, intentionally broken, and deposited. As acts of 
conspicuous consumption or transformation, similar to those at other causewayed 
enclosures (Cummings 2017: 131), these would mark this monument, and the events 
that took place within it, as distinctive and memorable, binding communities together. 
 
At both mounds and enclosure, this material demonstrated a systematic and 
structured reduction sequence, which began at the tip of a large natural crystal and 
worked progressively down using oblique blows (Overton et al: forthcoming). Like the 
pottery assemblage, the worked rock crystal demonstrates continuity from the long 
mounds to the causewayed enclosure, implying that the same communities were 
involved in gathering at Dorstone Hill over a period of at least two or three centuries. 
 
Conclusions and implications 

The now closely documented sequence at Dorstone Hill raises a series of issues 
regarding the complexity of activity at causewayed enclosures. The site was already a 
place of established significance when the ditches were first dug, and the 
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configuration and contents of the enclosure connect and refer to a longer history of 
landscape inhabitation. The various episodes of cutting, recutting and filling of the 
ditches suggest a number of spatial and temporal scales of activity. The enclosure as 
a whole indicates a degree of coordination in its initial construction, as the line of the 
ditch was carefully established in relation to the microtopography of the hilltop, 
enclosing the southeast summit and following the contour while also running parallel 
with the arrangement of long mounds. However, the various recuts imply activities 
that involved groups of people of various sizes. The linear features that often slighted 
the causeways between ditch segments, and the very large, stone-filled recut, must 
have been the work of small gangs of people, but the smaller, bowl-shaped recuts 
might have been created by only one or two people. There could have been a 
significant distinction between the intention to reconfigure the monument in a 
discernable way, and more intimate acts of deposition, intended to introduce some 
object or substance into the fabric of the enclosure without disturbing its outward 
appearance. The way that different acts conducted at causewayed enclosures might 
have drawn on quite variable constituencies has previously been pointed to by 
Whittle, Pollard and Grigson (1999). Needless to say, while some of these acts may 
have been intended to enhance the enclosures, others might have subverted or 
appropriated it for some perceived advantage. 
 
Further, some of the deposits (such as the large Carinated Bowl fragment and animal 
bones found in the ditch recut beside a presumed entrance) were clearly deliberately 
placed, while others imply less highly structured re-deposition. This continuum 
between formal deposits and haphazard introductions into the archaeological record 
is important to appreciate. There need not be a binary division between ‘odd deposits’ 
and ‘average practice’ (Garrow 2012). It is important also to recognise that some of 
the material encountered in causewayed enclosure ditches may initially have resided 
in surface middens (see above). Items could therefore have been selected from these 
contexts for careful placement, or entire midden deposits could alternatively have 
been thrown into ditches as a form of backfill, as may have been the case at Maiden 
Castle, Dorset (Sharples 1991: 51) and the Peak Camp, Gloucestershire (Darvill 2011: 
195), for example. 
 
The significance of the stone apparently used to revet the bank, and of the other large 
stones that were flung into the ditch, may be considerable. The use of drystone walling 
to create stable perimeters for enclosed sites is well known in Neolithic Europe 
(Guyudo, Blanchard and Laporte 2020). Any structure at Dorstone may have been 
quite modest in character, and simply have served to stop the clayey soil from running 
back into the ditch at the first hint of rain. But if the larger stones that had been 
tumbled into the ditch bottoms, and those in the massive recut excavated in 2017 had 
been integral to such a construction, it might have been quite imposing. The final 
phase of activity that took place on the long mounds seems to have involved the 
throwing up of a loose linear stone cairn that incorporated all three barrows, although 
it seems probable that they would still have been identifiable as distinct eminences. 
Contemporary with this episode, a series of stone cists were inserted into the central 
mound, at a time when its surrounding palisade had already rotted out and collapsed. 
Indeed, several of these cists were positioned in the splayed mound collapse, rather 
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than the original fabric of the mound core, attesting their position late in the 
sequence. These cists were all located on the northern side of the mound, facing away 
from the enclosure and down into the Wye Valley. Seen from that direction, it is 
plausible that two parallel stone banks (the long mounds and the enclosure rampart) 
would have crossed one’s line of site in serried formation, rising up toward the 
southern peak of Dorstone Hill. This visual effect would have been comparable with 
that achieved by some multivallate causewayed enclosures that are positioned on 
hilltops. A case in point would be Windmill Hill in Wiltshire, where the three ditch 
circuits run relatively close together on the comparatively steep northwest face of the 
hilltop (Smith 1965). At Dorstone, the enclosure bank and ditch may have continued 
around the southern side of the hill, and the complex as a whole may have been 
intended to take advantage of the extreme conspicuousness of its location, 
overlooking both the Golden Valley and the Wye (Fig. *.9). 
 
So although the Dorstone Hill causewayed enclosure was so well hidden in the modern 
landscape that it took several years of fieldwork to identify its real location, there are 
indications from the contents of the ditches that there was a significant ‘above 
ground’ component to its architecture, whether this had simply collapsed or had been 
deliberately decommissioned. It is perhaps worth considering whether we now need 
to redouble our efforts to imagine these sites (which we conventionally encounter as 
arrangements of negative subsoil features) in three dimensions, with banks, walls or 
ramparts, surface middens, palisades and repeatedly recut ditches.  
 
In many cases, causewayed enclosures may have occupied peripheral areas in the 
landscape or may have been constructed within areas that had recently been cleared 
of woodland (Evans, Rouse and Sharples 1988; K. Thomas 1982; J. Thomas 1999: 42). 
These conditions may be connected with their role as locations in which different 
groups of people could meet at intervals, exchange gifts and information, share meals, 
process the remains of the dead, and conduct performances and festivities of various 
kinds. However, this need not imply that such locations were hidden away: they might 
be marginal and occupied discontinuously, yet have been conspicuous, even if seen 
from a distance. Much the same has been argued for other important Neolithic places, 
such as flint mines and stone axe quarries, which may have been remote from zones 
of everyday inhabitation (Barber, Field and Topping 1999: 57; Teather, 2016, 15-18). 
Overall, the Dorstone enclosure appears to have been less a space that was secluded 
from the surrounding landscape than a focus of citation, relationship, and 
connectivity. It was a location that persons, animals and things passed through, and 
which had become entangled in a web of paths and associations that fanned out into 
what is now the borderland of the southern Marches. 
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Figure Captions 

 
Fig. *.1: Location of Dorstone Hill in Herefordshire (drawing: Nick Overton). 
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Fig. *.2: Geophysical survey of the summit of Dorstone Hill, showing the excavated 
areas of the three long mounds in relation to the causewayed enclosure (drawing: 
Nick Overton). 
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Fig. *.3: Plan of the Dorstone Hill causewayed enclosure, showing excated areas and 
the extrapolated extent of the monument (drawing: Nick Overton). 
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Fig. *.4: Cattle bones within a ditch recut in Trench 8, 2018 (photo: Julian Thomas). 
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Fig. *.5: Excavated ditches in Trench 8 at the close of fieldwork in 2018 (photo: Julian 
Thomas). 
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Fig. *.6: Plan of the excavated areas of the Dorstone Hill causewayed enclosure, 
showing detail of the northeastern and northwestern entrances (drawing: Nick 
Overton). 
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Fig. *.7: Detail of a large fragment of Carinated Bowl pottery in a ditch recut in Trench 
8, 2018 (photo: Julian Thomas). 

 
Fig. *.8: The mass of angular stones thrown into a massive ditch recut in Trench 7, 
2017 (photo: Julian Thomas) 
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Fig. *.9: Dorstone Hill Trench 7, 2017, showing the location of the enclosure at the 
southeastern extremity of the hilltop (photo: Adam Stanford, Aerial-Cam). 
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