
• 
~lOLWSC SAMPLE FROM THE CROMUX::H 1 STOKE BISHOP, BRISTOL 

By 

Martin Bell 

In January 1983 George Smith of the Central Excavation Unit, 

dug two small exploratory trenches in a garden around this megalithic 

chambered tomb. Partly b.ecause of recent landscaping the trenches 

revealed little of archaeological significance but one trench showed 

the following stratigraphy (Fig.1): recent garden soil underlain by 

15cm of limestone rubble and soil below which were 13cm of largely 

stone-free soil overlying weathered bedrock. It wus thought possible 

that the limestone rubble was the remains of a cairn, if so the 

underlying soil might represent an old land surface. Some molluscs 

were spotted in the latter layer so the writer took a sample of 

2778 gms specifically to see if the molluscs gave any indication 

whetner the layer was ancient as opposed to th8 product of recent 

landscaping. Analysis followed methods described by EvanG (1972), 

nomenclature 
. I 

follows the ll.st of Walden (1976) and the results are 

gi veu in 1'able 1 in the form of output from the HOLCALC microcomputer 

program (~,aguire and Bell, 1982). 

By limesLone standards this is a reasonably rich a;Jsemblage, 

166 apices of 19 taxa, and this offers sorne support for interpretation 

of this us o.. pulaeosol or subso:tl feature in which molluocs lived. 

delicellids introduced to Britain in koman a~>d later times are generally 

abundant in eardens but are absent ir1 this sample wt1ich is therefore 

unlikely t<J be recent. Support for th]s comes from the weat:1ered 

Iw.tuf'e of tile sheJls and Lhe fact thuL they are noticeably stained 

by iron and m.:..~.nganese. 

ln terms of Evans'( 19'72, p.194) ecological ,;roups) bCY,6 are shade­

loving, 1111: open countr~\ and 26% have catholic ecological preferences. 

Discus- rotundatus is the most abundant species and manJ', together with 

the pre.::;ence of Vitreu contracta and Oxychilus cellarius, hint at a 

rock-rubble element (Evans and Jones, 1973). However, these species 

are associated with a good range of others (e.g. Carychium, Aegopinella 

and the catholic species) which are rare or absent in rock-rubble so 
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the assemblage is much more in keeping with limestone 

future excavations at The Cromlech will determine for 

woodland. Only 
•• 

certain'whether 

this is indeed a Neolithic palaeosol and if so vhether the Mollusca 

examined represent conditions immediately prior to burial or whether 

the soil has been truncated. 
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