
:~elan C :Ceeley Jc~ 1979 

i?Le:port on '-' series of Soil 
sil~j)les fr0:!l Callis ,'lold, 
T-ium-oerside 



5] 

REPORT ON A SEllIES OF SOIL SAf1PlJiiS FROM' IS WOL HUMBERSIDE 

By Helen C M Keeley 

ffixcavation was ca=ied out during the Summer of 1975 of Mortimer's Barrow 275 

at Callis Wold, Humberside (NGl1 SE:(44) 832 559) by Dr D G Coombs of the Department 

of Archaeology, Uni versit; of jYjemchestcr. The excavations were visited briefly 

by the author during this period. The building sequence had been established 

during previous excavations in 1974 and consisted of:-

1. Neolithic mortuary enclosure 

2. Round/oval ba.rrow 

3. Beaker occupation on the south-east edge of the primary mound 

4. Turf stack extension to the primary mound, digging of a surrounding ditch 

and building of the inner chalk bank. 

5. Hubble extension of the barrow covering all earlier features 

a surroundin,g- di tch. 

digging of 

'rhe buried soil. beneath the barrow was examined in 1974 by Dr H Hart:t1Up of The 

Soil Survey of England and ,la1es, who concluded that the topsoil had been 

removed prior to building the mound. pH determination were carried out by the 

author in 1975 and results were as follows: 

thc top of the bured soil pH 5.0; overlying clay 4:7. Therefore, although the 

soil was developed on chalk, it appeared worth sampling for pollen analysis. 

The following soil samples were oollected by the excavator and submitted to 

the Ancient Momunents La.boratory:-

121 11M No 756535 1-laS a soil column taken through the turf enlargement of the 

barrow. 

1?2 11M No 75653~ 1laS a aerien of Goil samples taken at 2 em intervals through 

the "hole section of the barro1l. 
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Ini tially it was rlociclod to prep8.re c:"mplec from the colmnn (AJ1 No 756535) for 

pollen a.naly ~ii;: and this \>las done by ]'J Salaam (Inst:i tute of Arr.haeology) "rho 

"laS HOTking 1;elTlTloral,li.Y £lor tile J'lnvirflnmorrlia.:l tJ L'J"UG8 QCCGJ.Gi1 ,oJ' thp J\j'I\ Leb 

at the time. 

Tho colmiID HOS Dpli t into 3') camples, no 1 being from the top of the column, 

which were at 2 cm. interval:; '1ith th0 exception of no 11, which only represented 

1cm. Samples to 28 were preparecl for analysis but on examination it was 

found thai; very Ii ttl0 rccoc;ni:Jable pollen appeared in them •. It would ha.ve 

been possible to count wit]] difficult'! nos 12, 15, 19, 21 and. 23 but it \18S 

considerod th'J.i, these samplec alone wou.ld not bc a significa.nt indication 

of the environment at the tiJilC and therefore the analysis was abandoned. 

Examin8tion of the turves in situ and of the soil col= gave no reason to believe 

tha~ they had he en hrought r"om elsewhere. The truncation of the buried soil 

woulcl tend to confirm a 10c81 orirrin for the turves of the mOlmd. 
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