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Non-technical Summary  

This report summarises the methods and results of the 2017 excavation of Cronk Guckley mound C, 
Berk Farm, Kirk Michael. It offers an interim, provisional description of the archaeological evidence 
which will be refined in the production of a final report once all excavation at the site has been 
completed along with all post-excavation analysis. 

The key discoveries detailed below include: 

• The discovery of an earthen mound roughly 20m in diameter and at least 1.2m high, with a 
peripheral cairn of small stones. These features are likely to date to the Early Bronze Age. 

• The discovery of the remains of a square burial cist (stone box) containing the remains of an 
Early Bronze Age Collared Urn vessel. 

• Identification of different layers in the composition of the mound which potentially indicate 
multiple phases of construction. 
 

Introduction  

This report summarises the methods and results of the 2017 excavation of Cronk Guckley mound C 
at Berk Farm, Kirk Michael, Isle of Man. It offers an interim, provisional description of the 
archaeological evidence which will be refined in the production of a final report once all excavation 
at the site has been completed along with all post-excavation analysis. 

The site was targeted for excavation as part of a research project entitled Round Mounds of the Isle 
of Man. Prior to this excavation the project had carried out two separate geophysical surveys of the 
field in which this mound (mound C) and two others (mounds A and B) are located.  

Background: The Round Mounds of the Isle of Man research project 

The Round Mounds of the Isle of Man project began in 2016. Very few of the c. 160 prehistoric 
round mounds known from the Isle of Man have been excavated using techniques that have left a 
detailed and reliable record. Different kinds of round mounds were built sporadically during the 
Neolithic and in large numbers during the Early Bronze Age in various regions of the British Isles.  The 
project aims to investigate what these sites and their associated burials, people and artefacts can tell 
us about life on the Isle of Man and also about interaction with other communities across Britain, 
Ireland and potentially beyond, in the Neolithic and Bronze Age. 

The first phase of the project was funded by Manx National Heritage and Culture Vannin and began 
in September 2016. This involved a new assessment of the Neolithic and Bronze Age mortuary 
evidence gathered by previous projects from the island, along with the first modern osteological 
assessment of human remains in the Manx Museum dating to the Neolithic and Bronze Age 
(Gamble, 2017) and new geophysical surveys of some round mounds (Turner 2017), as well as 
landscape analyses using LiDAR imagery and other mapping data (Carrer 2017). A desk-based LiDAR 
analysis of the mounds on the island helped us to improve positioning data for known round 
mounds and identified 10 possible prehistoric round mounds that have not been recorded before 
(Crellin & Fowler 2017). This phase of research has also built a database of round mound sites using 
information from the archives combined with the results of the research just outlined. Osteological 
samples from 15 sites have been submitted to the Oxford Radiocarbon Accelerator Unit for 
radiocarbon dating and isotopic analysis, and two teeth have been sent to the Reich Genetics 
Laboratory at Harvard for aDNA analysis. Drs Crellin, Fowler and Gamble are preparing an article 
summarising key chronological patterns in Neolithic and Early Bronze Age mortuary practices on the 
island, including at round mound sites. Finally, the project’s discovery of an assemblage of bone 
artefacts among the cremated bones from one cist burial site, Staarvey Farm, has stimulated a re-
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analysis of this site and comparators from across Britain, which Drs Crellin, Fowler and Gamble are 
preparing for publication.  

The work in this first phase is directed towards understanding the chronological sequence of 
Neolithic and Early Bronze Age burial practices and mound construction and setting that in an 
international context. The excavation at Berk Farm was designed to further improve understanding 
of this topic. 

Site location 

Three round mounds are identified at Berk in the Manx National Heritage National Monuments and 
Historic Environment Record for the Isle of Man (SC 31238945; MNH NMHER 857, Kirk Michael). The 
MNH NMHER names them Cronk Guckley A-C, with grid references as follows: Mound A - SC 
31238945; Mound B - SC 31218944; Mound C - SC 31168944. Curiously, only mounds A and B appear 
on 1860 OS map even though Mound C is today just as distinct as A and B. None of these mounds 
are listed monuments. The hill is referred to in the official records as Cronk Guckley, but the current 
landowner and local residents know it by other names1. It is part of the property of Berk Farm. 
 

 

Fig 1: The site viewed from the north. The arrow points to the location of Mound C. 

 

                                                           
1 One local farmer told us that he knew it as ‘Three Hump Hill’, for instance. The landowner, Prof. Robert 
Cannell, considers that the name Cronk Guckley properly refers to a different location in a neighbouring 
division of land to the east of Berk.  
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Fig 2: LiDAR plot of Cronk Guckley mounds A-C, showing in red the area covered by the 2016 
magnetometry survey. 

The mounds run along a ridge along the crest of the hill at the top of a field under pasture (Fig 1). 

The top of the hill drains very readily; the bottom of the field, to the north, is low, wet and marshy. 

The mounds are currently in pasture which LiDAR analysis suggests has been ploughed in the past 

(there are narrow ridges and furrows running in a NNW-SSE direction with the break of slope of the 

hill) (fig. 2). The current landowner also remembers that the field was ploughed in the earlier part of 

the twentieth century. There are at least three features running roughly north-northwest by south-

southeast through the area surveyed in 2016. The most westerly of these linear features cuts across 

the top of mound C, and the most easterly clips the edge of mound A. The area between A and B 

appears to have suffered most heavily from soil erosion. The mounds are in an exposed location at 

the top of a ridge which drains downhill: as would be expected for mounds in this kind of a location 

they are subject to hillslope erosion processes. 

Previous research on Mounds A-C 

As mentioned above, two of the three mounds from Cronk Guckley are shown on the 1960s map of 
the Isle of Man. P.M.C. Kermode (1930, 20) noted that there had once been three mounds at the site 
but one had disappeared. He also notes that a small Urn had been taken from one of the mounds in 
1929. Records in the Manx Museum indicate that Kermode’s account is confused and that the 
excavated Urn came from a nearby sandpit in Plot 984 (Woodcock 2001, Appendix, 231). It is 
believed that the mounds have no excavation records associated with them 

Ordinance Survey Recorders in 1955 recorded all three mounds visible today. Woodcock (2001, 
Appendix, 231-2) visited the site as part of her PhD research and notes: “three low, but distinct 
mounds on the top of the west-east trending ridge with magnificent views of the sea and north up 
the coast”. Woodcock records the most westerly mound as between 14-15m in dameter and 0.5m 

A 
B 

C 
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high, the middle mound as 14m in length east-west, 18m in length north-south and 1m high and the 
most easterly mound as 14m east-west and 15-16m north south with a height of 1m. She recorded 
that no stones were on the surface of the mounds and probing did not indicate the presence of any 
stone content. It remains unclear why Kermode and the 1860s map recorded only two mounds 
when three mounds are evident at present. 

The Round Mounds of the Isle of Man project carried out 5 days of geophysical survey work on the 
island in September 2016, using both magnetometry and ground penetrating radar.  

The magnetometry survey (fig. 3) determined that Mound C exhibits a high magnetic response. It 
was considered likely to consist of redeposited soil, as would be expected for a round mound.  

 

Fig 3: Results of the magnetometry survey 

 

Fig 4: Area highlighted by GPR survey as potentially the edge of a mound (left c.10cm depth; right 
c.20cm depth)  
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The Ground Penetrating Radar survey indicated that the ridge and furrow from past ploughing 
extends to a depth of about 20cms. As with the magnetometry survey, the GPR survey produced a 
strong result in the vicinity of mound C (fig. 4). Changes in ground density detected by the GPR 
suggested that a spread of stones lay around the edge of the mound (Turner 2017, 50-58).  

The geophysics results suggested that Mound C was most likely to yield archaeological remains. We 
therefore targeted this mound for excavation. 

Excavation design and aims  

The excavation had four key aims: 

1. To establish whether Mounds C and Mound B are prehistoric burial mounds 
2. To investigate the construction of the mounds, their chronology and content. 
3. To consider the place of the three mounds within their broader landscape and island 

context. 
4. To consider the level of erosion and damage the mounds have been subject to and consider 

how this information could be utilised to help preserve other similar mounds. 

The 2017 excavation was designed to focus on mound C but also to explore mound B in the event 
that mound C should yield little or no archaeological remains. The original plan was to uncover an 
area of about 25 by 25 metres around mound C excavate mound C in four quarters, excavating two 
opposed quarters in tandem. In the event, mound C was rich in prehistoric archaeological remains 
and the excavation did not explore mound B. Furthermore, after deturfing a trench 10m by 10m we 
could see that we had uncovered about a quarter of the mound, and determined to focus on 
understanding that quarter before uncovering a larger area (figure 5). Exploring this trench took the 
remainder of the 2017 season. 

 

Fig 5: Location of Trench 1 plotted onto the GPR plot. Image: Alex Turner. 
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2017 Excavation Methodology  

Mareike Ahlers set out a metric grid using the same TBM as the GPR survey had used. A 10m x 10m 
area intended to expose a quarter of the mound was deturfed using spades. At this point dense 
areas of small stones could be observed among the revealed topsoil. This topsoil was excavated by a 
combination of trowel and mattock. A baulk c. 70cm wide was left 3m from the western edge of the 
trench, dividing the trench into trenches 1a and 1b (figure 6). Following removal of the turf and 
topsoil, excavation proceeded in plan using a single-context recording system. Alongside the 
excavation of open areas in plan two sondages played an important role in understanding the site 
stratigraphy: sondage A provided a slot through the highest area of the mound, 10m long and to a 
depth of 1.2m below the turf, along the western side of the baulk between trenches 1a and 1b 
(figure 7); sondage B, near the southeast corner of Trench 1a, explored a 2m x 1m portion of the ring 
cairn described below (figure 6).  

 

Fig 6: Photo to illustrate location of Trench 1A and 1B and Sondage B. Taken looking west. Photo: 

Rachel Crellin 
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Fig 7: Photo to illustrate the location of Trench 1B, Sondage A and the Cist. North is to the top of the 

image. Section 6 runs along the east edge of sondage A. Section 5 runs along the trench edge to the 

south of the image. Photo: Rachel Crellin 

Context Descriptions 

NB: In what follows we use the term mound to refer to the entire monument, the term barrow to 

refer to the earthen mound in the interior of the site, and the term ring cairn to refer to the cairn of 

small stones around the periphery of the mound. 

Standard single-context recording was completed as part of the dig. We identified 19 contexts 

during the excavation. Table 1 provides a summary of these contexts. 

Context 
Number 

Trench Context Type Description 

1001 1 Layer Topsoil 

1002 1 Layer Subsoil 

1003 1 Layer Mottled orange and brown sand - top layer of barrow 

1004 1B Fill Fill of [1005] mid TR 1B 

1005 1B Cut Sub-rectangular cut containing (1004) in mid TR 1B 

1006 1B Fill Dark Fill of [1007] in the SE corner of TR1B 

1007 1B Cut Cut containing (1006) in the SE corner of TR1B 

1008 1B Structure Stone slabs of cist 1 (fill within [1009]) 

1009 1B Cut Cut of (1010), cist 1 

1010 1B Fill Fill of [1009] - soil within cist 1 
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1011 1B Fill Sub-circular fill of [1012] SW of TR1B 

1012 1B Cut Sub-circular cut containing (1011) in SW of TR1B 

1013 1 Layer Material to the exterior of cairn stones 

1014 Same as (1003) Same as (1003) Same as (1003) 

1015 1 Layer Darker material below (1014) – barrow layer containing 
turfs 

1016 1 Structure Ring cairn stones 

1018 1 Layer Soil between cairn material (1016) 

1019 1 Layer Orangey-brown beneath (1018) 

1020 1 Structure Kerb 

1021 1 Layer Dark silty layer below (1015) - lowest barrow layer 
exposed in 2017 

Table 1: Summary of the contexts identified during the excavation 

Context (1001) 

This context is the topsoil from the site (i.e. the contemporary A-horizon). The soil has a medium 

compaction and is a light greyish brown (10YR 3/3) sandy silt with occasional quartz and slate 

pebbles. The rock inclusions are a mixture of worn, rounded pebbles and more angular fragments. 

The context extends across the entire trench. It was ploughed during the early twentieth century. 

Context (1002) 

This context is the subsoil from the site (i.e. the contemporary B-horizon). The soil has a medium 

compaction and is a mid orangey-brown (10YR 4/4) sandy silt. The context contained occasional 

quartz and slate pebbles including some rounded pebbles and many more angular fragments. The 

context extends across the entire trench. The depth of this context varied; in some areas 

(particularly downslope) it was only 5cm deep, whereas near the summit of the mound it extended 

to 20cm in depth (figure 8). In some places the context exhibits chunks that are relatively free of 

stones and appear close in material to (1003). Ploughing during the early twentieth century is likely 

to be significant in the formation of this context out of the contemporary A- and B-horizons and 

what at time was the top of the surviving prehistoric mound. The context extends across the entire 

trench. 

Initial post-excavation analysis of soil sample 8 taken from this layer identifies a Phosphorous level 

less than 10 lbs per acre, pH value of 6, and soil composed of 73% sand, 17% silt and 10% clay. 
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Fig 8: Section 5 (drawing number 16, drawn looking south), showing the depth of (1002) at the 

southern end of Tr1b. The southern end of sondage A is visible to the left of the image, revealing the 

depth of (1003) and (1015) at this point. Drawing by Chris Fowler, digitised by Mareike Ahlers. 

Context (1003) 

This context is the upper most intact layer of the barrow material exposed during the excavation. 

The soil has a variable compaction: in some areas it is highly compacted and in others it is quite 

loose. The context is a sandy silty with a light brownish-orange (10YR 5/6) appearance but with areas 

of mottling that can give it a darker brown colour. Inclusions within the context consist of flecks of 

charcoal and pebbles of slate and quartz. The context extends across the whole area of the mound 

interior so far exposed but is bounded by the ring of small cairn stones (1016) (fig 9). It occupies a 

maximum of 7m in the east-west section 6, but continues beyond the trench edge to the south. 

Plough damage is evident on the top surface of this context particularly in trench 1A. The surface of 

the context is quite uneven in places; the nature of this uneven form is perhaps indicative of erosion 

of an exposed surface.  
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Fig 9: Photograph of Tr1a looking north. (1003) fill the left of the image; (1016) is clearly visible to the 

right of the ranging rods; (1013) lies to the right of (1016) and is topped and permeated by displaced 

cairn stones. Photo: Rachel Crellin 

As well as exploring the surface of this layer in plan, sondage A excavated through it. As visible in 

section 6, at the interface between this layer and (1015) below there are a number of dark greyish 

brown lenses which are indicative of buried turfs (fig 10). These all appear at a similar depth (c. 60cm 

below the surface).  
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Fig 10: Photograph of the southernmost part of section 6 showing contexts (1001), (1002), (1003) 

and (1015) as revealed by sondage A. A turf lens between (1003) and (1015) is marked by the arrow. 

Photo: Chris Fowler. 

 

Initial post-excavation analysis of soil sample 9 taken from this layer identifies a Phosphorous level 

less than 10 lbs per acre, a pH value of 5.5, and soil composed of 63% sand, 17% silt and 20% clay.  

In future excavation we will explore the possibility that the dark lenses form a distinct layer of turfs 

marking the end of one phase of barrow construction or possibly the start of another. Soil 

micromorphological analysis may also perhaps shed light on this issue. Future open area excavation 

of this context in plan would also allow further assessment of its composition and inclusions. 

Context (1004) 

This context is the fill of a diffuse cut [1005] into (1003) within trench 1B (fig 11). The soil is a silty 

sand with a loose compaction and a dark blackish brown colour (5YR 3/3). The context was well 

defined on the eastern extent where it had a sub-square edge but in the west it was poorly defined 

and hard to distinguish from (1003). The context had a maximum extent of 50cm north-south by 

60cm east-west to a maximum depth of 16cm. Given the unevenness of the surface of (1003) 

elsewhere it seems likely that the poorly defined edges on the west may have been the result of 

erosion processes and ploughing. 

 

(1003) 

(1015) 

(1002) 

(1001) 
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Figure 11: Half section of [1005] and (1004). Drawn by Holly Homes and Cathleen Burton, digitised by 

Mareike Ahlers. 

Context [1005] 

This context was a cut into (1003) which contained (1004). The cut was sub-rectangular in shape and 

located in trench 1B. It had an extent of 50cm north-south by 60cm-east-est with a maximum depth 

of 16cm. The cut was clearly defined on the east with clear edges and less clear and hard to perceive 

to the west side. Given the unevenness of the surface of (1003) elsewhere it seems likely that the 

poorly defined edges on the west may have been the result of erosion processes and ploughing. 

Context (1006) 

This context was a fill within a small cut [1007] in the southeast corner of trench 1B – the fill 

continues into the baulks to the south and east of the trench edge. The context was a sandy silt had 

a very loose compaction and a dark blackish-brown (5YR 3/3) in colour. There were frequent 

inclusions of charcoal and burnt bone within this context and occasional pebbles and small rocks to a 

maximum size of 10cm, these included both slate and quartz. The context was exposed over an area 

with a north-south maximum extent of 40cm and an east-west extent of 50cm with a maximum 

depth of 8cm. 

Future excavations will seek to clarify the nature of this feature by exploring its extent and form to 

the south and east. 

Context [1007] 

This context was a cut which contained the fill (1006). The cut continued into the baulks to the south 

and east and it is therefore difficult to describe the true shape and extent. The context was exposed 

over an area with a north-south maximum extent of 40cm and an east-west extent of 50cm with a 

maximum depth of 8cm.  
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Future excavations will seek to clarify the nature of this feature by exploring its extent and form to 

the south and east. 

Context (1008) 

This context consisted of the stone slabs comprising Cist 1. Two grey Manx Group cist slabs survived 

in situ (fig 12). The southern slab was 49cm in length, 15cm in width and 6cm thick. The western slab 

was 29cm in length, 25cm wide and 6cm in thickness. The slabs were found in vertical positions 

defining the southern and eastern edges of the cist. The southern cist slab has a cup-mark on its 

outside edge (fig 13). The cist lid and other two sides were not found: it seems likely that ploughing 

may have disturbed these but they could have been removed at any time since the cist was 

constructed. There was no base slab to the cist. These rocks form a cist that we estimate would have 

been 30cm wide by 50cm in length, there was no base to the cist but we estimate the depth to be 

the same as that of the cut which has a maximum depth of 30cms.  

 

Fig 12: Cist slabs (1008) in situ, and much of cut [1009], revealed by excavating (1008). The top layer 

of the barrow (1003) occupies much of the foreground and the ring cairn (1016) are visible in the 

foreground and background. Photo: Chris Fowler. 
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Fig 13: Cist slab with cub mark in the middle of the slab indicated by an arrow. Photo: Rachel Crellin. 

Context [1009] 

This context is the cut of the pit which contained Cist 1. [1009] cuts into the cairn material (1016) 

and (1018) on the southern edge of the mound on the downward-facing slope of the hill. The cut 

was roughly rectangular in shape, particularly on the southern, eastern and western edges; however 

on the northern (downslope) edge the cut was truncated and harder to define with a more gently 

sloping and rounded edge. The cut was 50cm north-south and 60cm east-west, with a maximum 

surviving depth of 30cms. The cut contained the cist slabs (1008) and the cist fill (1010). The cut 

appears to have been disturbed and damaged, particularly on the northern extent – this could be 

due to plough damage or historic or prehistoric activity which pulled out some of the cist slabs. 

Context (1010) 

This context is the fill of Cist 1. The context was a firm, dark reddish-brown (5YR 3/3) sandy silt. The 

upper part of the context contained numerous large quartz pebbles (c.40% of the context) as well as 

smaller more angular quartz fragments wedged between the vessel and the south wall of the cist (fig 

14 & 15). This context contained an inverted Collared Urn (FN 063), with a fragment from a snapped 

flint blade (FN 088) wedged against the bottom of the rim to the east (figs 16-18). Four of the larger 

quartz pebbles were on top of the vessel and had crushed it – it is possible these derived from the 

ring cairn (1016) and fell into the cist following the loss of the capstone and damage to the base of 

the urn. Numerous wispy roots had penetrated into the cist fill. Little evidence of the burial of 

cremated human remains was recovered: only a small amount of charcoal was found in the base of 

the cist, and only one tiny fragment of cremated bone was found in the fill. It is possible that any 

cremated human remains and pyre debris originally buried were confined to the base of the vessel 

and that this has been lost to ploughing, erosion, or human removal since that time. Excavation of 

the vessel, which was lifted as an intact block, may shed further light on this. 
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Fig14: Photographs of the cist prior to excavation and during excavation of the western half of 

(1010). Photos: Chris Fowler. 

 

 

Figure 15: Plan of Cist 1 early in the excavation of the western half of (1010). 1:20 scale. Drawn by 

Chris Fowler, digitised by Mareike Ahlers. 
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Fig 16: Vessel FN063 revealing during excavation of (1010). Photo: Chris Fowler. 

 

Figure 17: Half-section of Cist 1. 1:10 scale. Drawn by Chris Fowler, digitised by Mareike Ahlers. 

 

 



20 
 

 

Figure 18: Plan of pottery within Cist 1. Scale 1: 20. Drawn by Chris Fowler, digitised by Mareike 

Ahlers. 

Context (1011) 

This context is the fill of a cut [1012] into (1003) on the western edge of trench 1b. The context had a 

medium-loose compaction and was a sandy silt with a dark blackish-brown colour (5YR 3/4). 

Inclusions consisted of occasional pebbles of quartz and slate. The context had a depth of 16cm with 

an east-west maximum dimension of 58cm and a north-south extent of 40cm. The feature was hard 

to excavate with diffuse edges and we suspect it was over-cut. The shape of the feature is indicative 

of a small pit or a possibly re-cut, small post-hole, the diffuse nature of the feature is interpreted as 

a result of the erosion processes on-going on the surface of the barrow similar to those effecting 

(1004) and [1005].  

Context [1012] 

This context was a sub-circular cut containing the fill (1011). The cut was along the western edge of 

trench 1b. The context had a depth of 16cm with an east-west maximum dimension of 58cm and a 

north-south extent of 40cm. The bottom of the context was uneven with a slight rise in the middle. 

The feature was hard to excavate with diffuse edges and we suspect it was over-cut. The shape of 

the feature is indicative of a small pit or a possibly re-cut, small post-hole. The diffuse edges of the 

feature are likely the result of erosion processes as water flowed down the sides of the barrow.  

Context (1013) 
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This context is a layer of soil in Tr1a which is stratigraphically below (1002) and spatially outside the 

edge of the ring cairn (1016). It was present throughout Tr1a outside the area of the ring cairn. 

Excavation exposed an area of this material with a maximum north-south dimension of 10m and an 

east-west maximum dimension of 6m though it is likely the context extends more widely beyond 

this.  This consists of a mid-orangey-brown (7.5Yr 5/4) sandy silt with a moderate compaction. This 

material shares some similarities with the orange barrow layer (1003) but also contains areas of 

darker siltier material mixed through it (giving it a different hue). This mixing of soil types is perhaps 

indicative of the activity (and local erosion processes) that occurred in this area churning up and 

mixing the earth. There were inclusions of frequent small pebbles up to 1cm in length as well as 

larger fragments that appear to be displaced cairn material (1016) which has moved primarily in a 

downslope direction as a result of ploughing and erosion processes. (1013) is also similar in 

composition to the layer of soil (1018) in the area of cairn stones (1016). (1013) is in direct contact 

with (1016), but due to the ploughing that has truncated and mixed distinct layers of the top of the 

site into (1002) it was not possible to observe which of these two layers was oldest. (1013) was not 

observed in sondage A or Tr1b. 

Future excavation will seek to clarify the relationship between (1013) and the ring cairn material 

(1016) and (1018) to try and establish their stratigraphic and chronological relationship.  

Context (1014) 

This context is the same as (1003) 

Context (1015) 

This context was exposed by sondage A and comprises a layer of barrow material beneath (1003) 

(see fig 10, above).  The context had a medium compaction with a mid greyish-brown colour (10Yr 

4/3) and a sandy silt composition. At the interface at the top of this layer and the bottom of (1003) a 

few dark lenses of what appears to be turf were located.  There was evidence of worm and root 

tracks through the context in places, especially where the barrow was thickest. There were also 

patches of charcoal within the context as well as numerous flint flakes, and one scraper and one 

burin. We do not know the true extent of this context; the context was exposed over a length 8.5m 

north-south and had a maximum thickness of 25cm. 

Initial post-excavation analysis of soil sample 10 taken from this layer identifies: a low Phosphorous 

content (less than 10 lbs per acre), soil pH value of 5.5, and soil composed of 67% sand, 10% silt and 

23% clay.   

Future excavations will seek to clarify the extent of this context and its relationship with barrow 

layer (1015) and the ring cairn (1018). We will also explore whether the turves identified in 2017 

form a kind of layer across the whole mound or not.  

Context (1016) 

This context consists of the ring of small stones that make up the cairn material around the edge of 

the mound. The stones include a mixture of some rounded beach pebbles and many angular 

fragments up to a length of 20cm. There are both quartz rocks and slate rocks within this material. 

Results from the GPR survey (Turner 2017) suggested areas of dense small stones were present 

around the mound, and the edge of one of these areas coincides with the interior extent of the ring 

cairn in Trench 1. As a result, our working model suggests the ring cairn extended around the full 

circumference of the mound, though further excavated is needed to test this. The ring cairn material 

varied in its extent from 80cm up to 200 cm in width. Towards the south end of Tr1a denser areas of 
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quartz stone were noted around the exterior of the ring while denser areas of slate stone were 

noted on the interior of the ring (Figs 9, 19 & 20). This requires further exploration in the area 

outside Tr1a to the south through future excavation.  

The cairn material (1016) is in direct contact with (1013) and (1003), but due to the ploughing that 

has truncated and mixed distinct layers of the top of the site into (1002) it was not possible to 

observe in plan which of these layers was older or younger. (1016) was only partially present in 

sondage A, and while it was present in Tr1b its relationship to barrow layers (1003), (1015) and 

(1021) there is currently unclear. 

Future excavation will seek to clarify the exact relationship between this context and layers of the 

barrow, and this context and the soil layer (1013) outside of the cairn. It will also allow us to confirm 

that the GPR survey accurately detected the presence of the ring cairn. 
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Fig 19: Plan of the top of (1016) in Trench 1a. Drawn by Eloise Turner, Eleanor Harrison, Charlotte 

McGiffin & Kathleen Burton. Digitised by Mareike Ahlers. 
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Context (1018) 

This context describes the soil material that sits between the rocks that make up the ring cairn 

(1016). The soil was loose in compaction with a mid greyish-brown colour (10Yr 3/4) and consisted 

of a sandy silt. This material formed a band around the edge of the mound, co-extensive with (1016) 

described above.  

 

Fig 20: Trench 1a, facing south. Scattered, displaced cairn stones can be seen embedded in (1013) in 

the bottom left of the image, outside the ring cairn. (1018) and (1016) run in an arc from the top left 

to bottom right. The larger slab from (1020) is visible in the middle foreground. Photo: Rachel Crellin 

Further excavation is required to clarify the relationship between the soil (1018) and the stones 

(1016) though it seems most likely that the soil built up around the rocks. It is also not clear whether 

(1018) and (1013) are essentially soils formed by the same process and at the same time.  

Context (1019) 

This context was only exposed in sondage B in the southeast corner of trench 1A where we began to 

remove the ring cairn material (1016) and (1018) from the edge of the mound. The context sat 

below (1016) and (1018) and had a mid-orangey brown colour (10Yr 5/5), hard compaction and a 

sandy silt composition. The area exposed by this small sondage was about 1m north-south by 2m 

east-west. 

Further excavation is required to clarify the extent of this context and its relationship to (1013), 

(1016) and (1018).  
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Context (1020) 

This context consists of two large blocks of slate which were exposed within the rubbly cairn ring 

during excavation (figs 19 & 20). The larger slate block was 130cm long and 30cm and the smaller 

slate block was 50cm long and 15cm wide. These two blocks were set on their narrowest edges and 

have a laminated structure which runs vertically through each block as it is currently positioned. 

Their full height has not yet been exposed. They may represent part of a kerb built to surround the 

mound. A third block of similar stone has been noted in Tr1b to the north-east of Cist 1, but is 

smaller and not positioned along the same outside arc of the ring cairn. This may have been 

displaced from an original ‘kerb’ position. 

The two stones in Tr1a retained the cairn material (1016) in the immediate vicinity, and it is possible 

they form two blocks in a more extensive (and, at least now, discontinuous) kerb. As only the top of 

these stones has been revealed so far further excavation is required to explore this possibility, and 

assess the stratigraphic relationship between these blocks, the mound material ((1003), (1015), 

(1021)) and the ring cairn material ((1016), (1018)). 

Context (1021) 

This was the lowest level of the barrow exposed during the 2017 season, it was revealed only in the 

area of sondage A and sits below (1015). The context was much darker in colour than the layers 

above it with a dark blackish-brown (10Yr 3/6) appearance. The context is a fine silty sand in texture 

with occasional small stones. Some of the darker colour of this context relates to frequent inclusions 

of charcoal. As this context was exposed using a long sondage running north-south along the 

western edge of Trench 1A we do not know the true extent; the context was exposed over a length 

8m north-south and had a maximum thickness of 30cm. 

Initial post-excavation analysis of soil sample 11 taken from this layer identifies a higher 

Phosphorous value for this layer compared with those above, at around 10 lbs per acre, a pH value 

of 6, and soil composition which is 60% sand, 10 % silt, and 30% clay. The clay content is higher, and 

the phosphorous level and acidity higher than the layers immediately above. 

Further excavation is required to establish the extent of the layer and its relationship with the ring 

cairn.  

Matrix  

A provisional site matrix has been constructed from the excavation in 2017. At present, as discussed 

in the context descriptions above, there are a number of relationships between contexts which 

cannot be resolved without further excavation. Figure 21 shows the stratigraphic relationships 

across the site we are confident about. Figure 22 sets out stratigraphic relationships that we are also 

confident about, but which cannot currently be tied in to the overall site matrix in figure 21.  
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Figure 21: Matrix from CG17 showing the relationships between contexts 

 

Figure 22: Contexts where we cannot be certain how they relate to other layers more broadly as a 

result of the excavations during CG17. 
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Finds Summary 

A total of 1169 finds were made during the excavation. 1159 of these finds are associated with a 

context and 10 are non-contextualised finds (primarily found on the spoil heap). Finds from (1001), 

the top soil, were not given precise locations using the total station as the effect of ploughing meant 

that location data was unlikely to be useful. The majority of finds from (1002), the sub-soil, were also 

not given locational data for the same reason – the exception was for fragments of burnt bone and 

prehistoric pottery. All other finds, from other contexts, were given locational data using the total 

station. Mareike Ahlers oversaw the 3D recording, completed using a Leica Builder series total 

station. 

At this stage in the post-excavation process all identifications are provisional since they were made 

in the field. Further post-excavation work by finds specialists will follow (see below). Table 2 below 

details the overall results of the provisional identifications given to finds from the site.  

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Unstruck flint 50 

Flint Struck/Worked flint 170 

Flint Generic tools 36 

Flint Scrapers 32 

flint End-scrapers 2 

Flint Blades 54 

Flint Blade-scraper 1 

Flint Other 1 

Flint Burin 6 

Flint Arrowhead 1 

Flint Flakes  180 

Flint Burnt Flint 19 

Flint Non-specific2 411 

Flint Flint Cores 5 

Slate Grinder tool 2 

Slate Loom Weight 1 

Pottery Modern ceramic sherd 6 

Pottery Prehistoric Pottery 32 

Pottery Collared Urn Fragment 1 

Pottery Collared Urn Vessel 1 

Pottery 
Pottery (unknown 
period) 1 

Iron Iron 3 

Glass Glass 2 

Burnt Bone Burnt Bone 64 

Charcoal Charcoal 78 

TOTAL 1160 

Non-contextualised   

Flint Non specified 6 

                                                           
2 The term ‘non-specific’ relates to flint artefacts that were not given a more precise identification during the 
excavation. These items would benefit from inspection by a lithic expert. 
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Slate Grinder tool 2 

Burnt Bone Burnt Bone 2 

TOTAL 9 

OVERALL TOTAL 1169 

Table 2: Overall distribution of finds by type from the 2017 excavation 

Flint 

A large amount of flint was recovered from the site (969 items). All flint that was found – whether 

worked or not - was retained given the absence of naturally occurring flint on the island (Manx 

Geological Survey). Over 50 pieces of unworked flint were recovered (probably more since flint 

labelled as ‘unclassified’ may turn out to be worked once examined by an expert eye). Much of the 

worked flint is undiagnostic in form but there are a number of pieces that can be clearly identified 

on typological grounds as Late Mesolithic and Early Bronze Age flint artefacts. One Bann-flake type 

arrowhead, dating to the Late Mesolithic (Find Number 001, Context (1001)) was identified during 

the excavation (fig 23). It can be difficult to distinguish flint objects from Neolithic and Early Bronze 

Age periods. However, flint scrapers and knives do vary within these time periods (Butler, 2005:155-

178); a number of Early Bronze Age end-scrapers and thumbnail scrapers were identified among the 

34 scrapers recovered (fig 24). There are also a number of knives and blades, and six burins (fig 25). 

This clearly comprises a substantial worked flint assemblage given that naturally-occurring flint on 

the Isle of Man consists entirely of beach pebbles. The largest numbers of diagnostic artefacts date 

to the Mesolithic and Early Bronze Age periods. The re-use of locations occupied in the Mesolithic 

for Early Bronze Age burial mounds has been noted elsewhere (e.g. Cummings & Fowler 2005; 

Waddington et al 2016) – the criteria for selecting landscape locales for these activities thousands of 

years apart probably overlapped (e.g. high, well-draining locations overlooking coastal areas or 

coastal plains). 

The density of Early Bronze Age scrapers at the site is notable. It is not clear if these were used at the 

site or were brought in with soil used to construct layers of the mound. Either way it seems likely 

that the working of animal hides was a significant local practice. The blades and knives would have 

been suitable tools for skinning and butchery, among other tasks, while the burins could be used to 

pierce hides or wood. 
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Figure 23: Bann-flake Arrowhead. Find Number 001, Context (1001). 

 

 

 

Figure 24: Selection of Early Bronze Age Scrapers. Left to right: Find Number 512, Context (1015); 

Find Number 317, Context (1014); Find Number 002, Context (1002); Find Number 002, Context 

(1002); Find Number 002, Context (1002); Find Number 002, Context (1002). 
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Fig 25: Selection of Burins. Left to right, upper to lower. Find Number 199, Context (1013); Find 

Number 251, Context (1013); Find Number 356, context (1018); Find Number 001, Context (1001); 

Find Number 505, Context (1015); Find Number 002, Context (1002). 

Coarse stone 

Four slate grinding tools (two non-contextualised from the spoil heap, Find Number 436 (Context 

(1015); Find Number 447 (1015)) (fig 26) were found during the excavation3. These tools are utilised 

sub-rectangular, rounded slate pebbles, with a clear polish and flattening visible on one end. We are 

currently unaware of any parallels for these objects from other Manx sites and are considering 

future post-excavation research utilising wear analysis to try and ascertain what materials these 

tools might have been used to grind. 

 

                                                           
3 Initially two of these were located by metal-detectorist, Dan Crowe, when the metal detectorist club came to 
visit the excavations and check our spoil heap. Following the identification of these tools we then found two 
more in context (1015). 
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Figure 26: Slate grinding tools. Upper to Lower: Non-Contextualised (spoil heap); Non-Contextualised 

(spoil heap); Find Number 436, Context (1015); Find Number 447, Context (1015). 

One half of a stone loom weight was also found in the subsoil (1002) (fig 27). It has rough exterior 

surfaces and the interior surface (i.e. around the hole) shows traces of the process by which it was 

drilled out.  This probably dates to the later Bronze Age, Iron Age or early medieval period. 
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Figure 27: Loom weight (FN 039) 

 

Ceramics 

A range of pottery sherds were found on the site. These include modern ceramics in three contexts 

with evident plough damage. In addition to this there is one sherd of pottery which is probably 

Medieval in date (Find Number 017, Context (1003)) but is awaiting formal identification by Dr Peter 

Davey (fig 28). The other pottery found during the excavation is all prehistoric in date. The damaged 

Collared Urn found within Cist 1 (Find Number 063, Context (1010)) (fig 29) and a decorated sherd of 

Collared Urn found just above the cist which is likely from the same vessel (Find Number 046, 

Context (1002)) (fig 30) are Early Bronze Age. Fuller description of this vessel will be offered 

following excavation of the block-lifted vessel and its contents. 
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Fig 28: Ceramic sheds, likely Medieval. Find Number 017, Context (1003). 

All the additional sherds of prehistoric pottery are small and undecorated and cannot be assigned to 

a more precise category though their fabric is of a similar texture and thickness to the Early Bronze 

Age types known from the island.  

 

Figure 29: The rim of the inverted Collared Urn (FN 063) during excavation (Photo: Chris Fowler). 



34 
 

 

Figure 30: Collared Urn Fragment. Find Number 046, Context (1002). 

Metalwork 

Three fragments of Iron were also located during the excavation. One is certainly an iron nail (Small 

Find 544, Context (1013)) and a second is also likely to be a nail (Small Find 437, Context (1003)). The 

final piece of iron is a large flat piece that was found directly on top of one of the large pieces of 

kerbing surrounding the mound (Find Number 466, Context (1020)). These finds were all found at 

relatively shallow depths and we feel confident that they therefore represent later material intruded 

into layers broadly contemporaneous with the mound by ploughing. Two sherds of glass (Find 

Number 045, Context (1002); Find Number 210, Context (1013)) were also found. 

Human remains 

In addition to these finds 64 fragments of burnt bone were recovered. These all appear to be small 

fragments of cremated human remains. One of these was found within the fill of Cist 1 (Find Number 

127, Context (1010)) all the other fragments were found within other layers of the site and none of 

them form a specific cremation deposit. These fragments are to be assessed by Dr Michelle Gamble. 

It is likely that these fragments of cremated bone derive from cremation burials deposited within 

and/or around the mound and ring cairn which have been disturbed by ploughing.  

Charcoal samples 

A total of 78 charcoal fragments, in reasonable condition, were retained. Charcoal was retained from 

all context other than (1001) and (1002) when it was in-tact and the size of a small fingernail or 

larger. These fragments have been stored in a manner suitable for future analysis and dating. 

Finds by context 

Tables 3-14 show a breakdown of the finds by context. The range of finds across spatially higher 

contexts is indicative of the continued activity in the area and the effect of ploughing mixing these 

finds into the broadly prehistoric layers.  
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Context (1001) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Unstruck flint 45 

Flint Struck/Worked flint 89 

Flint Generic tool 33 

Flint Scraper 16 

Flint Blade 44 

Flint Blade-scraper 1 

Flint Other 1 

Flint Burin 1 

Flint Arrowhead 1 

Flint Flakes 52 

Flint Burnt Flint 4 

Flint Non-specific 50 

Pottery Modern ceramic sherd 1 

 TOTAL 338 

Table 3: Finds from Context (1001), the top soil 

Context (1002) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Unstruck Flint 5 

Flint Struck/Worked Flint 73 

Flint Generic Tool 2 

Flint Scrape 7 

Flint Blade 5 

Flint Burin 1 

Flint Burnt Flint 4 

Flint Flint Core 3 

Flint Flake 119 

Slate Loom Weight 1 

Pottery Modern ceramic 4 

Pottery Prehistoric Pottery 11 

Pottery Collared Urn Fragment 1 

Iron Iron 1 

Burnt Bone Burnt Bone 23 

Charcoal Charcoal 1 

Glass Glass 1 

 TOTAL 262 

Table 4: Finds from Context (1002), the sub-soil 

Context (1003) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Struck/Worked flint 6 

Flint Tool  1 

Flint Scraper 4 

Flint End scraper 2 
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Flint Blade 2 

Flint Flake 6 

Flint Non-specific 63 

Burnt Flint Burnt flint 3 

Flint Flint Core 2 

Pottery Pottery 1 

Pottery Prehistoric Pottery 3 

Iron Iron 1 

Burnt Bone Burnt Bone 5 

Charcoal Charcoal 36 

 TOTAL 135 

Table 5: Finds from Context (1003), the upper-most layer within the mound construction 

Context (1004) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Non-specific 4 

 TOTAL 4 

Table 6: Finds from Context (1004), a cut feature within the upper-most layer within the mound 

construction 

Context (1006) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Scraper 1 

Flint Non-specific 4 

Burnt Flint Burnt Flint 1 

Pottery Prehistoric Pottery 3 

Burnt Bone Burnt Bone 12 

 TOTAL 21 

Table 7: Finds from Context (1006), a cut feature within the upper-most layer within the mound 

construction 

Context (1010) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Non-specific 12 

Flint Flint blade 2 

Pottery Collared Bronze Age Pot Cist 1 1 

Pottery  Prehistoric Pottery 2 

Burnt Bone Burnt Bone 1 

 TOTAL 18 

Table 8: Finds from Context (1010), the fill of Cist 1. The soil cleaned from the top of this context and 

from its excavation was retained 100% for sieving, unlike other contexts. 

Context (1011) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Non-specific 12 

Flint Burnt Flint 1 

 TOTAL 13 
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Table 9: Finds from Context (1011), a cut feature within the upper-most layer within the mound 

construction 

Context (1013) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Struck Flint 2 

Flint Scraper 3 

Flint Burin 2 

Flint Flint Flake 3 

Flint Non-specific 205 

Flint Burnt Flint 3 

Pottery Prehistoric Pottery 11 

Pottery Modern ceramic 1 

Glass Glass 1 

Iron Iron Nail 1 

Burnt Bone Burnt Bone 11 

Charcoal Charcoal 14 

 TOTAL 257 

Table 10: Finds from Context (1013), layer outside of the ring cairn material. 

Context (1015) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Non-specific 53 

Flint Burin 1 

Flint Scraper 1 

Flint Burnt Flint 2 

Stone (slate) Stone Grinder 2 

Pottery Prehistoric Pottery 2 

Bone Burnt Bone 11 

Charcoal Charcoal 26 

 TOTAL 98 

Table 11: Finds from Context (1015), layer within the mound, below (1003) 

Context (1016) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Non-specific 1 

 TOTAL 1 

Table 12: Finds from Context (1016), stones that make up the ring cairn 

Context (1018) 

Material Find Description Count 

Flint Burin 1 

Flint Blade 1 

Flint Non-specific 7 

Flint Burnt Flint 1 

Burnt Bone Burnt Bone 1 

 TOTAL 11 
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Table 13: Finds from Context (1018), soil between the stones of the ring cairn (1016) 

Context (1019) 

Material Find Description Count 

Charcoal Charcoal 1 

 TOTAL 1 

Table 14: Finds from Context (1019), layer below the ring cairn (1016) (only exposed in a small 

sondage in 2017) 

Interpretation and discussion  

Based on the 2017 excavation at mound C we offer the following provisional interpretations. 

The earliest activity attested at the site is Mesolithic habitation. The exact nature of this habitation 

cannot be assessed without specialist analysis of the lithic assemblage.  Mesolithic remains have also 

been found nearby at Glen Wyllin (Davey and Allwood 2016) 

The mound itself is clearly man-made with at least three layers of earth used to construct the 

mound. Whether the three layers of earth where constructed at the same time or over a more 

extended period of time cannot be established on the basis of the 2017 excavations. In addition to 

the earthen mound there is also a ring-cairn of material which surround the mound and some 

evidence for kerbing. The earliest structural evidence uncovered is either the ring cairn (1016) or the 

lowest layer of the round barrow within the ring cairn (1021). At present it is not clear which is 

earliest, nor exactly what period each dates to.  

While there is no way of knowing how much the top of the mound has been truncated by ploughing 

and erosion, the flattish, gently-sloping profiles of the barrow layers in section 6 suggest a low 

mound rather than one with a very pronounced high inverted bowl shape. One possibility is that the 

‘ring cairn’ was in fact a layer of stones in the shape of a low, flat-based inverted bowl which covered 

and encased the entire barrow, and that the central, highest point of this cairn has been lost to 

processes such as ploughing and erosion. Alternatively, this ring may have been constructed as a 

type of Early Bronze Age monument feature known as a ring cairn (Lynch 1973; fig 31). Ring cairn 

interiors were sometimes used (or perhaps re-used) as burial grounds for small groups of burials (c. 

1 to 3). Collared Urns containing cremated remains inserted into the ring or exterior are also 

common (Lynch 1973). The term ‘ring cairn’ is slightly problematic as it has been used to refer to 

several different forms of monument. Lynch (1973) tried to disentangle Welsh examples of these 

types from one another (fig 31). Although similar, none of these are exactly the same as what we 

have discovered at mound C. It is possible that her ‘complex ring cairn’ is fairly similar in terms of 

ring width and discontinuous exterior kerb slabs, but at Cronk Guckley mound C either there were 

no interior kerb slabs, or we have not yet located them, or in the area that we have excavated those 

slabs were removed at some point in the past. Indeed, it is possible that the difficulty in detecting 

where (1003) and (1016) intersect in section 6 results from disruption to these layers due to the 

removal of a large stone as well as the erosion of the surface of the mound (fig 32). The ring cairn is 

certainly very heavily truncated in this part of the site (Tr 1b).  

There are examples of both kerbed ring cairns which are later filled by mounds (e.g. at Chatton 

Sandyford, Northumberland (Jobey 1968) and Bedd Branwen, Anglesey (Lynch 1971)), and of 

mounds which were extended by adding a ring around the perimeter (e.g. Low Hauxley, 

Northumberland (Waddington et al. 2016). Lynch (1973, 70) notes that three of the eight Welsh ring 

cairns she was able to assess at the time of writing were ‘filled or later converted into barrows’. The 

only way to resolve the sequence at Berk Farm mound C is further excavation. 
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Fig 31: Ring cairns identified in Wales by Lynch (1973) 
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Fig 32: Northern end of section 6. The white circle outlines a potentially disturbed area where (1003) 

peters out and the cairn (1016) is disrupted. Photo: Chris Fowler. 

 

 

Fig 33: Trench 1a, facing north. The top of the ring cairn (1016) is clearly visible to the right of the 

image, while the top of the barrow (1003) dominates the centre and left of the photograph. Photo: 

Chris Fowler 

(1003) 

 

(1021) 
(1016) 
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Provisionally, the discovery of the ring cairn is significant for the methodology of the overall Round 

Mounds of the Isle of Man Project because it seems to confirm the ability of the GPR survey to detect 

areas of higher stone density (fig 34). Using the survey as a guide we were able to position trench 1 

on a change in stone density, which enabled us to discover the ring cairn. The GPR was also accurate 

in estimating the depth of this stone feature as being c.10-40cms below the ground surface. It would 

be valuable to trace how well the GPR survey matches the remainder of the ring cairn through 

excavating further trenches. 

 

Fig 34: Post-excavation plan of trench 1a and position of trench 1b overlain onto the plot of the GPR 

survey. Image: Alex Turner. 

It seems likely based on the consistency of material revealed in 2017 that the cairn of small stones 

was formed in a single event. By contrast the barrow comprising the interior of the site displays a 

series of at least three distinct layers, possibly more if the line of turfs comprises a layer in its own 

right. These are likely to have become compressed over time, as well as the mound being truncated 

by later erosion and land use. It is not yet known whether each layer was formed in a single, short, 

event or built up over time but each is quite homogeneous, of a similar thickness, and displays the 

same mound shape (i.e. a gentle arc with its highest point in the middle – fig 35) so soils laid down in 

construction seem likely. Flint, charcoal and a few fragments of burnt bone were caught up in the 

barrow material. Earthen round barrows are known from the Neolithic and the Early Bronze Age, 

commonly covering human burial features. If this was originally a free-standing barrow (rather than 

a later infilling of a ring cairn), this one was probably c. 16-18m in diameter. It is large enough to 

cover several burials. Only further excavation can resolve the question of its extent, phasing, earliest 

date, and whether it covers burial features. 
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The cist to the northwest of the mound seems likely to have been a small, squarish Early Bronze Age 

burial cist, though since the north side is completely missing it is perhaps possible that the remains 

are just the south end of a ‘short cist’ (i.e. one around 1m long). Before the cist was built a hole was 

made in the cairn material at this location, displacing stones and probably soil. The cist slabs were 

laid into that space, and the Collared Urn turned upside down and placed on the base of the feature 

along with the snapped blade of a flint knife. Either the cist was backfilled with stones (including 

quartz blocks) and soil, then covered with a cover slab, or a slab covered the vessel without any 

interior cist backfill but later activity displaced the cover slab and stones fell in from the cairn. The 

latter would suggest the ring cairn was more substantial in this area in the past than at present. 
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Fig 35: Annotated photograph of section 6 (north-south section of the eastern side of sondage A). 
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Post-excavation summary 

The preceding sections of this interim report detail the excavation and post-excavation activities up 

to October 6th 2017. The following post-excavation activities will be carried out in 2017-18 and will 

further add to our understanding of the site. 

Palaeoenvironmental assessment and soil micromorphological analysis 

A soil sample monolith was taken from section 6, cutting through layers (1002), (1003), (1015) and 

(1021). This is currently being analysed in two ways. Firstly, Dr Eline Van Esperen (Newcastle 

University) is assessing the presence of pollen and phytoliths in these samples. This will provide an 

assessment of the local plant species at the time of mound composition. Secondly, Dr Lisa-Marie 

Shillito (Newcastle University) will analyse the soil microstratigraphy, focussing on the interstices 

between contexts (1003) and (1015) and (1015) and (1021). This will provide the best possible 

assessment of soil formation processes and potentially identify whether there was a hiatus between 

the formation of one context and the next, and whether each context was formed rapidly or not. It 

may also be possible to assess whether the dark lenses between (1003) and (1015) are the remains 

of turves. 

Flotation of soil samples 

During the excavation we collected 15 buckets of soil samples from contexts (1004), (1006), (1010), 

(1011), (1014) and (1015). These will be subjected to flotation processing in order to separate 

organic material from soil sediment, stones, and small finds. A breakdown of the constituent parts of 

each sample will be calculated and organic remains will be identified to material level and 

catalogued at the museum. Once this process has been completed we will consider the utility of 

further examination of the organic component. Depending on the content of the samples it may be 

possible to identify organic elements to species level and to take some samples for radiocarbon 

dating.  

Osteological analysis of human remains  

Dr Michelle Gamble (Vienna) will analyse the assemblage of cremated human remains from the site 

in October 2017, providing any information that can be determined on age-at-death, sex and health 

of the individuals. 

Excavation of Collared Urn 

The Collared Urn from the cist was carefully excavated around, wrapped, lifted and transported to 

the Manx Museum as a block. It will be excavated by Drs Crellin and Gamble in October 2017. This 

will identify any human remains and other contents, and lead to closer examination of vessel fabric, 

decoration and morphological characteristics of the vessel which can then be compared with others 

of its type locally and further afield. 

Postponed post-excavation analyses 

We have funding from Manx National Heritage for 10 radiocarbon dates from the excavation. While 

there are a number of suitable samples that could be dated we intend to postpone a radiocarbon 

dating programme until after a 2018 excavation season in order to choose from the best possible 

selection of samples from relevant contexts. Further analysis of the substantial flint assemblage will 
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also be delayed until the excavation of mound C is complete as it makes most sense to interpret the 

assemblage as a whole. 

Questions arising from the 2017 season  

Based on the results of the 2017 excavations, we propose further excavation at mound C to address 

the following questions: 

• How many phases of mound construction were there?  

• What is the composition of the barrow layers? What artefacts and traces of the prehistoric 

environment lie in the barrow layers? Are there any features underneath the barrow?  

• Do the lenses of darker soils at the interstices of (1003) and (1015) comprise a layer of 

turves? If so does that stem from construction activity? Are there turf lenses at any other 

point in the barrow layers? 

• How does the ring of cairn stones relate to the barrow? Which is earliest? 

• Are the large stone slabs at the periphery of the ring cairn part of a kerb? If the ring cairn is 

earlier than the barrow, were there any interior kerb slabs? 

• How does the soil mixed in with the stones of the ring cairn (1018) relate to the soil built up 

around the exterior of the mound (1013)?  

It may be possible to address the above by continuing excavation in Trench 1a and 1b, but opening 

additional trenches would improve the chances of answering them as fully as possible. In addition, 

the following questions can only be addressed by opening additional trenches: 

• Are there any other features cut into the barrow or ring cairn? 

• Does the ring cairn survive around the entire perimeter of the monument? 

• How much does the mound composition vary? 

• Do any features lie underneath the mound outside of Trench 1?  
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Outreach Summary 

Outreach activities were organised and carried out by Amber Roy (currently a PhD student at 

Newcastle University), working with one or two different students each day. During the 2017 

excavation season we undertook outreach work in five main areas. Firstly, we welcomed volunteers 

onto the site providing them with the opportunity to take part in the excavation and gain basic 

training in archaeological methods. Secondly, we conducted daily site allowing local people to see 

the excavation in process. Thirdly, we had a dedicated outreach programme engaging with local 

school children across the island. Fourthly, we invested time in media work. Finally, we continue to 

run our blog https://roundmounds.wordpress.com/ which received a higher number of hits during 

the excavation period. 

Local Volunteers 

We advertised for local volunteers through our blog as well as press releases through the local 

media. We received interest from people who have been involved in archaeological projects on the 

island before as well as new volunteers with no previous experience. We applied a flexible approach 

to volunteers allowing them to come for as much or as little time as they wanted. This meant some 

volunteers came every day, some came regularly for whole- or part-days and some only came for a 

single afternoon. When they were on site they were provided with a briefing regarding health and 

safety and signed ownership waivers with regard to any finds they made. They were then provided 

with training in basic excavation and worked alongside our students. We take a pragmatic approach 

to volunteers allowing them to choose what kind of work they wish to do on site and whether they 

would like to gain skills such as drawing, context recording, total station operation etc. In total 18 

people volunteered their time as part of the excavation – this resulted in 346 volunteer hours being 

donated to the project. 

Our work with local volunteers is important to us in multiple directions – it allows us to embed 

archaeological skills within the community for the future, in addition it roots the project within the 

island in a real way, finally, the energy and time invested by local volunteers allows us to significantly 

increase what we can achieve on the dig.  

Site Tours 

We ran daily site tours for limited groups each day. This was co-ordinated by our outreach officer 

Amber Roy. The tours were in the afternoon and we limited them to 10 people a day. Parking at the 

site is limited making a larger open day unfeasible. By operating smaller daily tours we were able us 

to control access and parking and reduce risk to the public, the farmer, and the landowner. One of 

our students helped Amber to run the tours each day. 

The tours were popular and booked up completely before the dig had begun. In total 135 people 

attended site tours where they were guided to the site, looked at the geophysics results and the 

historical maps of the areas and then shown around the site with the chance to look at finds and ask 

questions. Feedback from the tours has been very positive. 

We also ran a specific tour for the local antiquarian group – this attracted 30 participants and in this 

instance we parked visitors in Kirk Michael school car park and shuttled them to the site in a smaller 

number of vehicles. The antiquarians were lucky enough to visit as the cist was being excavated. 

 

 

https://roundmounds.wordpress.com/
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Schools Outreach 

The schools outreach program was co-ordinated by Amber Roy. She carried out daily school 

workshops with the assistance of our students. These workshops taught the children a bit about the 

site and the archaeology of the island and then gave them the chance to carry out some hands on 

activities using a mixture of replicas and some finds from the handling collection lent to us by MNH.  

The children had to try and identify different objects: this involved doing a basic drawing, measuring 

the object and writing a description. They were then asked to try and work out who might have 

made the object and what it was used for. These activities were adapted to suit different age groups 

and drew on a variety of different skills including literacy, numeracy and art. The activities were 

popular with teachers (they booked up completely within 12 hours of being advertised) and the 

students enjoyed them too. They also allowed us to offer our students the chance to take part in 

outreach activities. Table 15 details the schools we worked with as part of the project.  

School Year Group Number of students 

Queen Elizabeth II 7 40 

Laxey School 3 and 4 64 

Sulby 4 and 5 32 

Manor Park 3, 4 and 5 35 

St Mary’s 4 and 5 50 

Foxdale 3, 4, 5 and 6 38 

Ashley Hill 3 43 

Anagh Coar 3 and 4 31 

TOTAL 333 

Table 15: Summary of Schools Outreach programme 

Local Media 

We issued a press release in advance of the excavation to local media outlets. This resulted in 

publicity in the local newspapers and on radio stations. This effectively promoted the site tours and 

attracted volunteers to the project.  

During the excavation itself we held a press day in the second week. Isle of Man Newspapers 

produced a large colour spread on the project and Manx Radio ran an interview about the project. 

Culture Vannin carried out extensive filming on the media day including a variety of interviews from 

which they intend to produce a film for their website.  

Blog 

Our blog is updated regularly (at least bi-weekly) by Rachel Crellin. It includes a mixture of content 

discussing the results of our research, introducing people to the various round mound sites on the 

Isle of Man and detailing the excavation process. The blog has a steady following of regular viewers 

(see Table 16 below). During the excavation period increased publicity for the project increased 

visitors significantly: in the run up to the dig 2500 people viewed the blog following the 

announcement of the dig and 3200 people viewed the blog during the excavations.  

All time views 9911 

Unique visitors 4055 

Followers 53 

Views during the excavation 3200 

Views from the Isle of Man 4924 
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Table 16: Statistics on viewers from the Round Mounds Blog. 

The largest number of views for the blog come from the Isle of Man (4924) – just under half of our 

views. Whilst the blog also has international viewers from around the world we are pleased that we 

have built up local interest in the project and been able to demonstrate the value of our on-going 

project to the local community in this way 

Since the excavation has finished we have been running weekly blog updates that have detailed the 

archaeological process of the dig and what goes on as part of the post-excavation processes in order 

to demonstrate the way in which the actual excavation is only the start of the project. 

Outreach beyond 2017 

We are keen to continue to offer volunteers the opportunity to be part of our excavations in the 

future. Many of those who volunteered with us this year expressed a keen interest in returning for 

any future excavations. We would also hope to be able to slowly grow the number of volunteers 

involved. There are also opportunities for collaboration with other local groups such as the ‘Keeils 

Research Project’ where we may be able to provide training opportunities for those involved.  

Providing daily site tours is a large investment of effort for the project but we feel that is very 

worthwhile. We would seek to continue these on future excavations, but probably not on a daily 

basis. We are currently considering what format they might take in the future; many people 

understandably wanted to book on weekend tours and it may be that we can offer two tours a day 

on weekends and have three week days where we do not have tours to reduce some of the effect of 

having visitors on the site on productivity. 

The Schools Outreach program was successful and was enjoyable for all those involved. We would 

like to continue this work in the future, although probably offering slots three times a week instead 

of five. In October 2017 Rachel Crellin and Michelle Gamble are delivering schools workshops 

focusing on skeletal remains. These workshops were funded by Culture Vannin and will reach over 

300 students at 8 local primary schools. We would like to continue to provide a schools outreach 

program associated with future excavation seasons and are considering Culture Vannin as a 

potential funder for this work.  

Our 2017 media strategy was effective: and our tours were ‘sold out’ quickly, and the strategy 

clearly publicised the site visits well and brought us the number of volunteers we needed. We plan 

to operate the same strategy for future excavations. 

We will continue to provide regular blog updates as the project goes forward. We see potential to 

grow the audience further through further publicity work next year. We are currently considering 

whether a specific social media account for the project might aid us in this. We also see further 

opportunities to expand the audience via MNH’s own social media reach. 
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