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tbe 8.ttac\!ted sKetoh would $ul!:gest tba.t, at 1.1l1ll1; 11'1 the lu'ea$ frcm whioh 

$amplos were I\vdla.blc. tufa might be spAwl_en betwellln river .lluv11ll1l. 

in suoll oiroulilllt .. naea ",1 V" r.iso to 1l!'!'ib~ftlo'!Jlt e""fects. 

It would seeID. h~ever. that the 'bedrook' in whigh 'features' 

appesr ill< in tMt essentially tufa, thOl~!llh H\Clontains scme flint fragments. 

I! it ol\!n be iilatablillluw. tbat neolithio 00€lllJPaticm is lil'lkl'!Q. to '11M tufa 
v"",,, ,"'~ ~ 

surfaoe th@i'l th@ ocmditiona at that ~im@ wQl,ldha.."e been~+-tI'!d by nampy 
'l1AA~ 5-~"V:l ~. 

vegeta:ticm g:rmv1n", by the .w .. !!'!! ox' a Il!llall lake. L Levelll oontaining tufa 

fragments oeoor in disturbed areal! .s>v"l'+lin~ neoU tb:l.c ocoupa Uon. All 

tills and later~~evels would appear to be uni£ ... ly Rtver Terraoe deposita, 

brown cl~s and ailb wi1;b :rUnt pel:iblel!l, indioating Ii!. r:l.H in river PQ 

foreshore level between neoli th:l.o and RlllIWl times, an". Yflil"/! probably rather:-

(It thh b :I.!ir.llortant ~llough, comparative eddenee could probably 

be toond by lIearcMnr, iiLe IV'Qlcg:l.cb..l. li tllratuli'4'!l plealile adv1I11e.) 

to hUillan agElnoy. 
(Dr) 1.1'. (lerlJon 

(lRa1;11; te Geolilioa! Scienoe.) 
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