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Excavations at Boltby Scar, North York Moors National Park 2011
An Interim report

Context of the excavations

"11 0AU 3AAO O(EIIT £ 008 EO OEOOAOGAA 11 A xAOO EAAET C 1EI/
the western edge of the North Yorkshire Moors National Ratkan elevation of 3235 metres AODAs it survives

today, the siteis dividedin two by a drystone field wall A narrow strip about 35m widawith surviving earthworks

and some internal earthwork featureBes to the west of the field wall and is bounded to tharth-west by thehigh

cliffs which define the western limit of therpmontory. A muchlarger areaup to 60 metres wide and 130 metres in

length layto the south and east of the field wabutx AO 1 AOAT 1 AA 11 OEA AAGEO i £ OACOI

1961 despite its being a scheduled monument.

The monument had formdy contained two round barrowsyne of which was also levelled in 19@hd hasa long
history of antiquarian and archaeological investigation which probably began in tﬂ‘ecéatury. Boltby Scar, the
two principal barrows it containgdand the Cleave fkke were described by the Leeds basadtiquarian Henry
Dennyin1868.EA O1 Al 11 ¢ O Ody Oéniyudived iA thlupdiaAding segment of the monument and
given its form the attribution of this feature as a tumulus is in some doubt. The twordas had clearly already
been dug into before he visited the site and Greenwetlo must have visited not long afterwarddso identified

them as disturbed and not worthy of further excavation.

G\t Boltby Scar, 1,075 feet above the level of the sea, anthe summit of a steep precipice, is

an indication of an oblong tumulus, and two circular ones, situated within a semicircular
intrenchedcamp, which has been protected by a ditch, known by the name ofleave Dike,
extending north and south for aboutwo miles. These tumuli bear marks of having been
previously examined, but with what success | have not been able to ascertain. From their
position, however, they may probably have been the last resfitaces of an early British
chieftain and his family,jnterred within his own camp; as the site is peculiarly that of a
stronghold, defended in front by the rocky declivity, and overlooking the country for many
miles, by which the distant approach of any hostile force could be perceived and timely guarded
aganst, while, by the sunken intrenchment or dike alluded to, the encampment could be
equally protected from any surprise attempted by crossing the moors.

There is a peculiarity in the construction of the Cleave Dike intrenchment to which my attention
hasbeen called by Mr. Verity, which consists in its being divided by the soil left standing about a
yard thick across the trench, so as to form a raised partition at every three yards. These divisions
are best seen in the north part of the Training Groundpadng Hesketh Farm; at other parts of

the dike they have been more or less obliterated by the surrounding soil falling down during
centuries of exposure. For what purpose have these numerous divisions been left standing?
Could they have been for the sa&feof separate defenders along the whole line of intrenchment,
like the sunk pits or earthworks in modem warfare, to command an important position? Mr.
Verity suggests " that these cavities, walled in by the continuous mound of earth on both sides,
and coered with wattleboughs, might have been the rudimentary huts of this populous
Ancient British village, and with the adjoining camp and tumuli made up probably what Caesar
calls their Oppida, which in this instance was a long-sited street of defensivlabitations;

and as there are other lines of dike crossing the hills in different directions, they may indicate
the jurisdiction of the various petty chieftains of the Hambleton, Kepwick, and Hawnby tribes,
between whom, probably, feuds would frequentlykia place; so that sites which are now
almost deserted may have been busy scenes of savage polity iRpnean times."




Henry Denny, 1868, Proceedings of the Geological and Polytechnic Society of the West Riding of Yorkshir&lotice of
Early British Tumulion the Hambleton Hills, near Thirsk1859-68; v. 4; pp. 488502

The most significant archaeological excavations prior to the levelling were undertaken in 1938 and 1939 by G F
Willmot, who examined the defences and parts of the interior of the enclosurkiding the two upstanding round

barrows. Little detail is known regarding these excavations although a sketch plan surfigsg1); amongst
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There is some confusion regarding the descriptiorttad barrows examined by Willmohjis description of a barrow
excavated in 1938ici POEOETI ¢ A Oi Ai1 1101 A Ai OAOETI ¢ OA AEOAI A T &£ 00
POEI AOU AOAI AGETT ET A 1 AOCA AET AOAOUsedhn®io relatd 0thOmAIECEO EI
barrow that was removed by the bdlbzer in 1961 and identified in his sketch plan as Barrowidufe 1). This

arrow, despite being severely truncated, was identified during the 2011 excavations. The mound had clearly been

cut through by a number of trenches aradsmall pit cut through the buried turfline probably represents the pit

containing the ?Collared Urn noted by Willmot. Although there was an arc of small stones around part of the
perimeter it does not seem to match his descriptiobh may of course have den totally removed when the

monument was levelled. The secdrand still upstanding barrow 8OOT x W ET 7EI 111080 OEAOAE
Willmot the following year clearly did incorporate a circle of large stones placed upon a ring of pebbles, which was

176 11T OAA ET 7EITI1080 OADPI 008 7EITIiIT 060 AAOEOEOEAO EAO
from SouthEast to NorthWest, during which it appears that the stone ring, which was a substantial component of

the early phases of the mofuAT 08 O AAOAIT 1 i AT Oh xAO OAI T OAAhRh PAOEADPO EI
the monument but left substantially itact on the western side of the monument. A visitor to the 2011 excavations

OAT AT AROAA OAARET ¢ 7EI 1T 11T OddGeeigtfkitrdnéh which wds cuk trugitheAriohd AA OA OE
AOT i OEA wAOOAOT OEAA T &£ OEA 1101 A xEOE ZEETAO AEODPI AUAA
The description by Willmot of the defences of the promontory fort as having a stone rampart was later modified to

reflect a view that the rampart comprised largely of the upcast from the ditch rather than a stone faced rampart of

the sort identified by Blaise Vyner at the similarly sized promontory fort of Eston Nab, Cleveland. Willmot records

the presence of a heartmithe ditch in Cut 1, which is also considered the location of the gold hair IGapsrél), it

s most likely that these accompanied a burial which had not survived the aggressive environmental conditions that

prevail at Boltby The poor match between the Willmot sketch plan and the detailed modern survey by English

heritage, particularly in the southern part of the site means that the location of the Willmot trenches identified in

the sketch plan cannot be relied upon; air pbgtaphs taken in 2011 do however appear to show the location of
7ETT 11 Qigoret 00 X
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Figure 1: The Willmot sketch planand defensive ditch as identified through geophysical surveguperimposed with a best
fit on a recent high precision topographic survey carried out by Alastair Oswald of English Heritage.

A new programme of archaeological research was initiated in 2009 through collaboration between the North York
Moors National Park and the Lanclspe Research Centre. The initial excavations were designed to assess the
degree of damage resulting from the 1961 levelling, to assess the potential for the recovery of environmental
evidence, to secure dating evidence and identify the potential foes@blishing the monument as a more visible

component in the landscape where it was levelled and thus enhance visitor appreciation of the monuments position




in the landscape. The excavations were undertaken within the HLF/EH/NYMNP funded Lime and Ice Project
designed to enhance public understanding of and engagement in the archaeology of the National Park through a

volunteer supported research excavation programme.
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Figure 2: View across the entrance to the Hillfort taken from on t@ of the surviving earthworks in 1958 with local
archaeologist Tony Pacitto standing on the edge of the ditch.

It had initially been thought that the scale of the bulldozed earthworks, shown in archive photographs taken in 1958
(Figure2), were rather larger than we now know to be the case, and that the 1961 backfill of the ditch might easily
e removed to reestablish a bank reflecting the location and scale of the monument. The 1961 levelling of the
earthworks included the trundéon of large areas of the old ground surface in the interior which had subsequently
been further damaged by ploughing. Although the monument had been severely damaged by the levelling event
the filling in of the top of the ditch had sealed peat depositsich had formed in the ditch long after the Hillfort had
beenbuilt. Thispreservedenvironmental evidenceives a detailed picture of the changing landscape from tfecb

10" centuries AD. The 2009 and excavations were limited in scale but showedidsgite the combined damage

by bulldozer and plough there was still much that could potentially be learned through further excavation. A
geophysical survey undertaken as part of the research undertaken in 2009 revealed the location of the entrance
recorded in the 1958 photographs and this was partly exposed in order to examine the ditch on the western side of
the entrance as well as ditch sections on the eastern and southern parts of the defences. On the eastern side, part of
the old ground surface had stiwed the bulldozer damage where it appears the bulldozing had been less

aggressive perhapsn order to avoid damaging the still upstanding barrow.

It was not possible to resume excavation in 2010 buéxstensiveprogramme of excavation was undertaken rilgy

May and June of 2011. This was altogether a much larger excavation than had been possible tn28@®unt of




the addition of 30 York university first year undergraduates who joined the core National Park Volunteer group for

14 days of training exavation.
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Figure 3: Plan of Boltby Scar Hillfort showing the locations of the 2009 and 2011 trenches overlaying the English Heritage

topographic survey.




Objectives

In the knowledge that we would have a larger work force three @pal objectives were identified for excavation

(1) the examination of a large area incorporating the entrance a 35m length of the defences and the supposed
location of the smaller Middle Bronze Age barrow examined by Willffoea AD) (2) a 40m x 7m am in the
interior where it was unclear whether the site had been bulldozed and parts of the larger and still extant barrow
situated just inside the rampart on the eastern side of the monum@tea AE) and (3) he examination of the
barrow was primarily encerned with trying to recover environmental evidence and datingterial, this included
cutting into the upstanding mound from the ea$ly extending the trench opened in 2009 (Area ARd western

sideswith a new cutting from the western side of the miodi(Area AE)For trench locations seEigure3.

Examination of Barrow 2

4EA OPOOAT AET ¢ AAOOI xh EAAT OEEEAA ET 7EITI11 08680 OEAOAE DI
standing a little over 1.5m is situated jusside the line of the defences of the Hillfort on the eastern side. Boltby

Scar Barrow 2 is like many of the large upstanding round barrows that stand oukitattuscape around Boltby

Scar. e shallow dome with a dished impression left by antiquariaestigators who probably devoted no more

than a day or two with a large workforce to dig a hole in the centre in the hope of finding the grave goods, pottery,

worked flint knives or in exceptional cases jet necklaces or Earl Bronze Age metalwork.bkieg @its were either

left open or only partially backfilled and the spoil heaps around the mound extended and flattened the profile of the

surviving mound, as is the case in Barrow 2 which has clearly visible dumps of spoil against the southern side.

When investigated prior to excavation mumber of large and irregular stones weobservedboth in the central
AADOAOGOEIT AT A Al OAxEAOA 11 OEA OOOEAAA 1T &£ OEA 1101 A8 4
trench, which we were later to learrmust havebeen backfilled very carefully to restablish the shape of the

robbed mound where it went through the centre of the monument. A JCB with a-battke and ditching blade

was used to strip the turf from the mound atrench measuring c3x2m, a the wesern side of the mound. Wen

setting up the trench a number of large limestone fragments were observed in the mound and so the trench was re

located to avoid theseAs the trench was cleanetbllowing the removal of the turfa cut was observed @uple of

AAT OEi AGOAO ET OEAA OEA 11 OOEAOT OAAOGEIT 1 &£ OEA OOAT AE x
AAAEZEI 1T AA OOAT AEh OEA TEI AOGOIT A AEOARWMiS&GsiindAvitAIeithA A EAA
Emerick (EnglistHeritage) and Graham Lee (National Park Archaeologist) it was agreed that the Willmot trench

should be emptied at this point to enable us to examine the sections and see what he had left ifitect.

identification of a preWillmot robbing trench in the wdsrn side of the mound, quite independent of the central

robbing pit, was partly examined by extending the initial trench to the south of the Willmot trench a further two

metres into the mound.On the eastern side of the mound the Willmot trench followte line of the 2009 trerfe

and here again somfive metres of the Willmot trench was emptids/ hand




Figure 4: Basic development phases for The Boltby Scar Early Bronze Age barrow

4EA AQAT ETAGEIT 1T &£ Gé&nén b@RiA BeEviebtadn ahddeastetd ihdlf ioff tH@ nGund) and the
small trenchexcavated on the western side of the mound revealed a long and complex histbgtiotonstruction

and robbing Thisis particularly important since often we only have the oppmity to examine monuments of this

type which have been truncated by agriculturlt would not be unreasonable to see the sequence of the Boltby
Barrow as representative of the many upstanding barrows surviving on the North York Moors and indeed the many

others that have been lost due to erosion and agriculture over the last 3000 years.

Figure 6 shows a 3D pointloud generated using the ARC3D Webservice as part of ongoing experiments in the
application of digital photography focreating 3D moéls of archaeological depositturing excavation k allows us

to view the excavated trench AE from a viewpoint not possible during the excavation and although thecpmint
lacks the detail recorded in the photographs it enhances thevemtional drawn and photographic record by

allowing us to view the trench from any position using 3D viewing software.

Despite the large number of robbing events, three of which could clearly be identified in plan and in section during
the excavation evicence survived which allowed us to identify six potential construction phases; with such a limited
amount of excavation it is not entirely clear whether the two phases 1 and 2 were separate events or part of the

same sequence.

Excavations at Boltby Scar 2011 ~ Interim Reﬁ(i
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Figure5: Contour Plan showing the upstanding Barrow and 2011 archaeological trenches at Boltby Scar
Phase 1: The Stone Ring

Although Willmot had removed the evidence for the stone ring identified on the western side of the monuorent

the eastern side eviehce surviving in section and some large limestone fragments in the backfill indicate that the
stone ring had been there. It appears that the first phase of activity included the definition of a burial area using a
ring of large but irregular blocks of liestone laid on a bed of smaller pebbles. The exact form of the stone ring
when established was not entirely clear as it appears that the ring was disturbed during the final phase of

OEOA AO OEA

development when it was sealed by a thick layer of clean silty clayS&lQA OEAAA 11
In addition a number of the larger limestone blocks were out of positidrestperhaps represent deliberateor
ritual act of closure or destructiohis was clear from the distribution of burning on a numbéthe stones which
must have been exitu when they were buried. Without further evidence upon which to interpret the nature of the

stone ringwe have assumed that this may have defined an open area used initially for a flat cemetery.

A single burnt pst-hole situated ¢.50cm outside the stone ring and extending back into the excavated section,
contained considerable quantities of charcoal in what appeared to be the-pip& of post c.25cm in diameter
which had been held in position by stone packingdamad been burnt in situ. Burning around the pdsile and
particularly on a number of the stones in the stone ring suggests that the burning was considerable and it is possible
that this relates to some sort of funeral pyre structure. The distributiortha burning on the stones of the ring
confirms that these were not in situ and that they may have been disturbed during the final phase (6) of the

development of the barrow.

Phase 2: The charcoal rich mound

Despite the many intrusions which had cut intbet monument at relatively recent datest appeared, from

evidence visible in theindisturbed noth facing section of trench ABEdwards the centre of the monument}hat

(@]




the first made mound occupied only the central area within the stone.rifigs moundappeared to have been built

using turfs that were filled with large amounts of charred materialradliocarbonsample from this material

returned a date of 1920730BC (94.4%). One assumes that this mound coveresl or moreburials, although

within OAE Of Al 1 AGAAOAOQEIT T Oh 1 AOCAIT U AT babk@IEiOdhduig noOkehA OAT T O
surprising that this was not confirmed through observatiobhe distinctive charcoal ricand highly compacted

material that seems to have formed the Hg of the Phase 2 mound was very distinctive and hard, with lumps

I AGAOOAA E1T OEA AAAEEEIT 1T &£ 7EITIT10660 OOAT AE AOOEIT ¢ A@A
(where again it was constrained towards the centre of the monunmehtwasnot possible to properly assess the

scale of this moundwhich was truncated by later intrusions arektended into the mexcavated part of the
monument. AsO xAO 110 DI OOEAI A xEOEET OEA OAOI OOAAO thODAEI AAT A
section of his trench measuring ¢.5.9m was left unexcavated. On the basis of the observed sections the mound may

have covered an area®metres in diameter and had a height of not much more than a metre.

The turfused to create this mound wafilled with carbonised materialboth charcoal and carbonised Hazelnut
shellg. The turfmay have been stripped from the surface within the stone ring as here the thickness of the buried
soil indicating the original landurface was truncate@nd observed in sdion wasonly c.2cm thick. The presence

of carbonised Hazelnut shells in the turf is important as these are an indicator of domestic activity from the
Mesolithic period until the Bronze Age. Although the Neolithic period from ¢.5000BC to 2500BC is tbd péren
settled agriculture is introduced hunting and gathering remained a key part of the food economy within which
Hazel nuts renained an important food source.hE carbonised shells which survive remarkably well in the soil
result from burning when theyathered nuts were dried for storag&Vhilst this evidence is important as it shows
there must have been some domestic activity on the top of the hill at an early date we have to be slightly cautious
about the relationship of the date of this deposit anet construction of the mound; that said the radiocarbon date

returned is quite consistent with what we might have expected from a round barrow of this type.

Phase 3: The Yellow Mound

Thecharcoal rich turf mound was covered with a thick deposit of muelamer yellow brown clayey silt, thadk of
intermixing suggests that this represents a separate phase of construction with asfes®ling mound created
which did not extend as far as the stone ring leaving a gap-dfiretres between the edge mound arde stone

ring.

Phase 4: The Bbbly mound

The phase 4 mound, sealed the earlier phase 3 mamdiextended as far as the stone ringo@prising very clean
silty soilsthis was clearly defined by a thin layer of pebbles on its surface, a feature obserbethitthe excavated
trenches Itis assumedhis pebbly surface is theesult of erosion of the surface of the earthen mound in which the
silts were eroded by wind and rain leaving the pebldeposed andcconcentrated on the surface. This effect was

clearly visible in areas of topsoil that were exposed during the excavation around the excavated trenches.




Phase 5:A decorative screen

Phase 5 representsnainusual feature of this barrovin which a narrow ashaped slot was cut into the surface of the
pebbly mound just inside the line of the stone ringhis slot appears to have contained a wattle fence, with stake
holes observed ithe old groundsurface beneath the line of the slot. More intriguing was the presence of a number

of flat weathered limestone skes which from their position seemed to have originally been placed vertically against
the wattle fence. Thidimestoneis not available from the area of the hill fort itself but closely matches the material
into which the Geave Dyke pHalignment was cutsome 400 metres to the soutkast of Boltby Scarlf we have
interpreted the evidence correctly this phase would have left the mound bounded at the base by the stone ring with
the fence and ring of upright white limestone slabs appearing from the distaacgt on the top of the stone ring,

above any long grass growing around the mound and clearly visible from a considerable distance. The details of this
arrangement and whether it represents a burial phase or purely decorative phase amplifying the éstdblis

monument as a landscape feature could only be understood with far more extensive excavation.

OEAOA ad 4EA OAET Ai1 AOGAS 1101 A

In the final phase of development the whole mound and the stone ring were buried beneath a thick layer of
remarkably clean finesilty soils EAT AA OEA AAOAQOEDOEIT I). sty Oaiekial @llsEhoA T 1 AOAS
available in the area immediately around the mourfathere the soils are far more stopyccurs in patches nearby

and a potential source was mentioned by the diamvner within 50 metres of the moundn contrast with the

activity related to phase 5which appears to relate to amplifying the visibility of the moyide final phase activity,

xEEAE ET Al OAAO AAITT1EOEETC OEA TECRAOOERA I O DAAO@EAT AEKS EI

visibility at the same time as increasing the scale of the mound.

The Life of the Barrow

Given the very limited extent of excavation of undisturbed deposits the story that has emerged is of a monument
that developed, prolably over hundreds of years, startine in the early Bronze Agehortly after 2000BC.
Fragments of Beaker and Food Vessel pottery incorporated in the turf/soil used to construct the mound and the
backfill of one of the early robbing trenches indicateaththe monument continued to be used for burial until
¢.1800BC at the earliesApart from the depression in the centre of the mound and the partially excavated intrusion

examined in trench 517AE on the western side of the mound late intrusions coultiyddeaseen in the sections of

7TEITT11080 O00ATAE 11 OEA x AQbesFiguke9, Kiduee A Qirel1Dmighrd13T £ OEA " AO
Barrow 1
In contrast withBarrow 27 ET1 1 1 1 660 " AOOIi x X xAO AgGOAT OEOGAT U AGAAOAOAA

removed when the site was levelldtbr the location of Barrow 1 sdeigure25). Although therewas only limited
evidence left OEA AQAAOAQEI T AEA A@bi Olndhe lAcatibrichdh edcatated il whithi 06 O 00
was probably the location of the Urn he extracted. A few tiny fragments of cremated bone, too small to retrieve,

were observed, as well as quantities of charcoal associated with the truncated old ground surface which may relate
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urn was recovered but no othénds relating to the usef the barrow. Aconcentration ofsmallstones in an arc on

the eastern side of the mound may have been all that was left of the ring of stones described by Willmot, but given

the small scale of the stones this seems unlikelygythmay simply have reflected material that had been eroded

from the mound. Assuming that the pithat had held the pot was central in the mound the barrow had been

originally about 10 metres in diameter.

Figure 6: Image of 3D sca viewed from the north-west generated from photographs using the ARC3D Webservice

A probable burial

The gold haifloops described by Willmot as being underneath the rampart are unlikely to be the result of casual

loss or as he indicated deliberate placent beneath the rampart. A far more likely source for these is a burial which

was not identified during excavation. They are significant because they are of a type now precisely dated following

OEA AEOAT OAOU T £ A DPAEO xE OIEO ACHAMA Eshchrll Tpdr fomndi@dgiateA OAA  O1 |
nearby) which havebeen dated t02400-2200BC. The dates for the two Amesbury burials are consistent with an

early Beaker period date and would make them broadly contemporary with a fragment of Bell Beakepdnated

in the turf on the old ground surface underlying Barrow 2. The inference is that the burial tradition at Boltby goes

back to the very beginnings of the Bronze Age, anid ipossiblethat the stone ring defining Barrow 2 could be this

early.




Figure 7: A pair of gold basketeatOET CO 1 O 11 OA T EEAT U EAEO 1110 OAAIT(AgAOAA AOOET |
© The Trustees of the British MuseunRegistration number: 1940,0404.2

Barrows in the landscape

As an examfe of one of the many Early Bronze Age Barrows that feature in the landscape in the western part of the
North York Moors National Park, it is unlikely that the complex story of the developrogat time of Boltby Scar
Barrow2 s in any way exceptionaDespite considerable later disturbance the construction sequence has remained
visible in the archaeological record within what is left of the upstanding moudedl the barrow suffered the fate of

most of the barrows in the landscape and been levelled bycatjtire it unlikely that the sequence would have
remained readable in the ground and features such as the phase 5 fence with standing slabs could not have been
recognised. The upstanding barrows that remain a feature of the landscape to the north anthsaf Boltby Scar

are most likely to have similar development stories as well as similar stories of antiquarian and later robbing. In the
case of the Boltby Scar barrow, a number of robbing events were clearly visible showing that quite apart from the
massive hole dug into the centre of the mound OEAOO EAA AAAT AOC EI O OEA OEAARAO
cut through the centre.The activity of the various antiquarian excavators, which has left all the upstanding mounds
with large dents in the top of the mounds is also an important story, a story which would be exceptionally difficult

to understand in the case of ploughed out monuments. The robbing of the mounds has of course in many cases
removed the burial evidence and grave goods that wouldwlus to investigate the people buried in the mounds,

and sadly in most cases the material recovered during these investigations has subsequently been lost as appears to

be the case at Boltby. The story however is no less important than that related toctimstruction of the
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rather than the human and environmental story that we seek tod@jie barrows that we see in the landscape
today arethose which for some reason or other, primarily by chance, have survived as visible features, we know of a
101 AARO OEAO xAOA 1 AOGAIT AA OEOI OCE Ol Al Wcoirasbwith BaAkdwA T O 6
building traditions on the Yorkshire Waé and in the Vale of Pickering where the mounds were usually bounded by
ditches which provided a source of material for constructing the mound this is frequently not the case on the north
Yorkshire Moors. The lack of encircling ditches in the two barrfram Boltby, the barrows near th€leave Dyke

and we assume mangthers, means that these monuments once ploughed flat are not visible from the air as crop

marks, and thus we need to be careful to remember there were probably many more that are now ceiyiet.

The location of these large earthen monumerisAO ET  OEA DAOO AAAT OAEAT AO Al
of the buried individualsThis interpretationis largely based around concepts of visibility within the landscape with
barrowsplaced on the horizonThisinterpretation is nowis considered to be less likelin the case of the barrows
on the edge of the moors at and around Boltibys far more likely to reflect the positioning of barrows along a long
distance ridgeway. The préistoric ridgeways, like that which is later defined by the creation of the Cleave Dyke
defines the eastern boundary of a major norsouth ridgeway following the edge of the moorsThesewere the
principal prehistoric routes across the landscape wtgore commanding views across the landscape and are thus
more secure than lowland routes where visityilwas often poor. The long periods of use of barrows like Boltby
Barrow 2 are less likely to reflect the burial of single important individuals tharr teé as family or extended
family burial monuments over several generatiana this case this is best seen through the multiple phases in the
physical form of the monument. There is a temptation to view the barrows at Boltbgelberately contained
within the Hilfort; this should be avoidedthe barrows were simply there alreadi is possible that Barrow 2 may
have provided the base for a lkout tower or been used as sudmy evidence to test this idea was almost certainly

destroyed when the cengl robbing pit was dug.
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Figure 8: North-eastfacing section of Trench 517AE (Barrow Mound)
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Figure 9: North-east facing section of Willmot's trench through Barrow 2 (517AE)
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Figure 10: South-west facing section of Willmot's trench through Barrow 2 (trench 517AE)
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Figure 11: 3D Image showing the stone ring on the western side of Barrow 2 (trench 517AE) viewed from above (Image generated usinghRE3d Webservice)
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Figure 12 North-east facing section of the eastern part of Willmot's trench Boltby Scar Barrow 2, (trench 517AF)
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Figure 13: South-west facing section of Willmot's trench on the eatern part of Boltby Scar Barrow 2 (trench 517AF)




Figure 14: 3D model showing Boltby Scar Barrow 2 constructed using a sample of a high resolution laser scan carried out using a Itigia definition Laser Scanner, note the depession in the top of the mound.




Figure 15: Bronze Age ceramics form Boltby Scar: from left to right a Late Bronze Age sherd decorated with fingaail impressions form the Hillfort entrance, two Early Bronze Age Beaker sherds aradsherd from a
Food Vessel.




Investigation of the Hillfort

The results of the very limited sampling undertaken in 2009 when a small area on one side of the entrance was
opened and two ditch sections (areas 517A8and AC) indicated that the ramparts amauch of the interior of the

Hillfort had been severely truncated or entirely removed in 1961lvas decided to open two much larger areas,
Area 517AD was designed to fully investigate the entrance a long length c.45m of the ditch and line of the rampart,
to locate the removed Barrow, nd an area behind the ramparts where any occupation evidence might reasonably

be located.

Area 517AE, the interior of the Hillfort

A second area 517AE to the west of Barrow 2 was opened to investigate whether theafehelti covered the area
between the barrow and the field wall which divides the remaining upstanding part of the Hillfort on the cliff edge
and the main body of the monumenfrea 517Ae comprised a trench some 38x6m in area and the small extension
trench nto Barrow 2 It was realised following stripping of the ploughsoil and cleaning of the main open area that
this area had been truncated by the bulldozer and subsequently by ploughirty the exception of one or two
worked flints no finds or features inchtive of domestic or ther structures were identifiedt lis just possible that

with a very considerable investment of time and labour that some features could have been isolated. Observation
over several weeks following rain did not reveal any feathe® AOQOUET C | AOEO AT A ET AAAA
trenches known to cross the area did not survive as clearly visible features. The excavation strategy at the outset
was to open two large areas and then excavate in response to what was found, althoesybX/AE was positioned

on a relatively level surface within the centre of the monument the lack of any evidence was good justification to

abandon activity in this area in favour of area 517AD where most of the work was undertaken.




Figure 16: Plan of Boltby Scar Area 517AD overlain on a part of a rectified aerial photograph

Area 517AD, The entrance of the Hillfort, ditch and rampart

Excavation in are®17ADwas designed to investigate the entrance, the defensive ditch and angeece that

would allow the structure of the rampart to be studiedn area of the interior exposed to precisely locate Barrow 1


























































