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book has benefited from sustained discussions and 
thrashings out with – and insights variously provided 
by – Lawrence Billington, Richard Bradley, Marcus 
Brittain, Ross Cleal, Mark Edmonds, David Field, 
Harry Fokkens, Kasia Gdaniec, Dave Gibson, Frances 
Healy, Nick James, Helen Lewis, Mike Parker Pear-
son, Francis Pryor, Niall Sharples, Alex Smith, Marie 
Louise Stig Sørensen and Jonny Tabor. Ed Martin and 
David Tomalin have been generous in the provision 
of information relating to the West Fen Row Site, with 
Alex Smith providing the same for the A14 Improve-
ment Scheme’s results, Mike Luke for the Biddenham 
Loop, and Robin Holgate for the Black Cat Quarry. 

Crucial in the project’s early-days’ formulation, 
prior to his fieldwork within Flag Fen’s Embayment, 
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studied by Susanna Harris and Margarita Gleba, to 
whom we are all deeply grateful. Thanks are also due 
to Lise Bender Jørgensen for sharing her 2001 technical 
report on the textiles. Mary Davis kindly X-rayed that 
barrow’s textile clumps and provided XRF analysis 
of Site H’s jet roughout, with Susy Kirk undertaking 
XRF analyses of the studs.

Featuring in this volume are the sites’ survey-
work results, for which we are only grateful for the 
efforts of Paul Middleton and his students at Peterbor-
ough Regional College (phosphates) and, for magnetic 
susceptibility, the sadly late, Adrian Challands. Who 
requires special recognition in this capacity is Colin 
Shell (formerly, Cambridge’s Dept. of Archaeology), 
who over decades contributed much to the project. 
This included supervising a GIS-related dissertation on 
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Barrow Group’s geophysical survey, with Paul Lin-
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selection of sample material. Specific thanks go to Neil 
Wilkin and Alex Gibson for advice relating to Food Ves-
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Roberts (metalwork). Now of the University of Madrid, 
Ruth Taylor gave permission for us to incorporate her 
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and Eleanor Wilkinson kindly provided access to rel-
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to thank Martin Hales, Fownhope Tree Warden, for 
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concerning oak coppice. Richard Long kindly gave 
permission for us to use the first chapter’s image of his 
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Mike Luke and Elizabeth Popescu similarly allowing 
the inclusion of their organizations’ illustrations.

Rachel Ballantyne and Jane Matthews are grateful 
to Martin Jones and Marcos Martinón-Torres for access 
to the resources of the Cambridge department’s Pitt-
Rivers Laboratory for their study of Barrow 2’s plant 

remains. Along with Catherine Kneale, Marcos also 
kindly undertook the study of The Paddocks’ potential 
Neolithic paint-pot sherd.

Charly French would like to thank Julie Boreham, 
Tonko Rajkovača and Ivana Ozan for making the 
thin sections, and many former graduate students – 
including Ann-Maria Hart, Brian Pitman, Katy Serpa, 
Geraldine Slean and Burcu Tung – for helping with the 
thin section descriptions.

Running for so long, the project has benefitted 
from the input and cooperation (and ‘tolerance’) of a 
succession of County Council planning archaeologists; 
the early-era holders including Bob Sydes, Louise 
Austin, Simon Kaner and Andy Thomas.

With the book covering the project’s beginnings, it 
amounts to a going back to the early years of the CAU 
(when its Director Generals were, successively, Ian 
Hodder and Martin Jones, both strong supporters of the 
project). Then ARC, the Hanson Quarry fieldwork – not 
just at Barleycroft/Over, but also Fen Drayton, Meadow 
Lane (St Ives) and Colne Fen, Earith – was fundamen-
tal to what the Unit became. For this, now spanning 
decades, we are grateful for the co-operation of many 
in that company. In this capacity four, though, must be 
singled out: Hilton Law and, before that, John Bown, 
Ian Briggs and Brian Chapman. Although at times 
surely tried, their appreciation of what was attempted 
at Barleycroft/Over has only been exemplary. Indeed, 
Brian, on leaving Hanson shifted to Forterra and there 
‘hosted’ the excavation of Must Farm’s pile-dwelling 
settlement. Having thereby facilitated so much of the 
region’s wetland archaeology, now with his retirement, 
it is only appropriate that Brian is amongst those to 
whom this volume is dedicated. 

This he shares with John Coles. Sadly passing 
away over the last year, John was always a key player 
and strong advocate of Fenland archaeology. With 
Haddenham’s earlier investigations lurking behind it, 
in the ‘90s the Unit’s participation in English Heritage’s 
Fenland Management Projects (FMP) was certainly 
instrumental for the CAU’s development. Ably man-
aged by John, not only did it provide a subsequent 
basis of relevant specialist input (e.g. Murphy, Palmer 
and Wiltshire) but many of the sampling techniques 
presented here were also practiced on its sites. Not 
to be overlooked here is also, of course, David Hall. 
A staunch supporter and colleague of long standing 
(to whom one of the Haddenham volumes was duly 
dedicated), up until his sad passing last summer, the 
Unit greatly benefited from his wry humour, Medieval 
pottery skills and astute landscape ‘eye’.

Christopher Evans, Cambridge, December 2023
(Revised 2024)





I would have gone down the Meander years ago if I’d known it existed … the original 
winding river appeared so entwined in the remote past of Anatolia, or Asiatic Turkey, 
as to have forfeited any geographical place in the present. The Meander was no more 
accessible than the mythical Styx or the mislaid Rubicon, or so I supposed until the 
day I came across it.
… Windings being, of course, what I was to expect from the Meander. The river’s course … 
was so sinuous that the Meander had established its byword reputation even before the first 
historians went to work; the earliest of them all, Herodotus, chose as his default simile 
the river that reached the sea just forty miles north of his home city, now Turkey’s 
foremost tourist mecca of Bodrum, to describe a particularly mazy stretch of the Nile 
(Seal 2012, 1–2; emphasis added). 

These few bookcases, however, were [Jorges Luis] Borges’ pride. “I’ll tell you a secret,” 
he once explained. “I like to pretend I’m not blind, and I covet books like a man who 
can see. I even covet new encyclopedias, and imagine I can follow the course of rivers in 
their maps and find wonderful things ….” (Manguel 2006, 185–6; emphasis added).


