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metal-using (Barle 2004; Sarauw 20073 2008; Steiniger
2010; Vandkilde 1996). Yet, their relationship to metal,
and specifically the long-held belief that they are
universally copies of metal has recently been questioned
(Frieman 2012a; 2012c). Over the last several decades,
this increasingly nuanced discussion of flint daggers,
flint knapping technologies, and the significance of
both to expanding networks of communication and
exchange in 3rd and 2nd millennia B¢ Europe has been
carried out with little to no input from PBritain.

This paper will set out O redress this imbalance by
both presenting an updated summary of the various
types of Briuish flint daggers, their production
sequences and deposition contexts, and elaborating an
interpretative framework which Jinks them to develop-
ments within the British Beaker system as well as to
the wider flint-dagger-using European continent. Flint
daggers have been recovered from Kent to Cornwall
and north to Orkney, but they are most densely dis-
tributed in south-east England, particularly northern
East Anglia (Fig. 1). These daggers are not numerous ~
the present survey has recorded just under 400
(Appendix)1 using relatively liberal and inclusive
standards, meaning that at least some are probably
erroneously included — nor were they in circulation for
a long period of time. When they have find contexts
with datable associations, these are almost always
linked to a set of Beaker related materials in circula-
tion in the last quarter of the 3rd millennium 3¢, 2 date
supported by the handful of radiocarbon dates for
contexts with flint daggers which also cluster tightly in
the period berween 2250 and 2000 cal sc (Harding &
Healy 2007; Levitan & Smart 1989; Needham 20035;
2012; forthcoming; Roberts & Prudhoe 2005). Yet,
they were clearly time-consuming to make and valued
enough to be deposited, for a brief time at least, i
some of the richest burial contexts yet uncovered of
their era. This papet will propose that the value
accorded to such a novel and short-lived artefact type
can be linked to the increasing regionalisation and
concomitant significance accorded to local ancestral
identities in Britain after 2250 cal Bc. Their role in the
wider sphere of flint dagger production and circulation
will be explored in order to demonstrate that, while
British flint daggers were definitely produced in Britain,
they not only derived from flint daggers circulating on
the continent, but were produced as part of an effort to
claim affiliation for some British communities with this
Furopean dagger bearing network. Although metal still
dominates our discourse about the late 3rd and eatly

9nd millennia BC in Britain, it is argued that the lichic
evidence, and particularly the British flint daggers,
give us 2 special window into social relations, identity
formation and exchange and reconnects the British
Beaker period to its larger north-west European
context.

CATEGORISING BRITISH FLINT DAGGERS

A cursory examination of Grimes’s (1932} typology and
discussion makes clear that the categories he used to
identify specific types of flint daggers are rather broad
and do not easily lend themselves t© archaeological
analysis. Furthermore, examination of musenm collec-
tons and the subsequent body of literature on flint
daggers highlights that many of the objects included in
previous publications Were definitively not daggers
(Table 1). Grimes’s catalogue evidently rested in large
part on publications by, and communication with, his
contemporaries, leading to the inclusion of, for example,
many small flint fragments — bifacially worked but
typologically indeterminate - collected by E.C. Curwen
i Fast Sussex and cather optimistically published as
flint daggers (Curwen 1932; 1941).

Unfortunately this confusion about how to identify
flint dagger found in a Dritish context continues.
Museum collections around Britain have AUIMErous
examples of plano-convex knives, scrapers, fragments
of axes and other edged tools, some bifacially worked,
some only worked on oné face, all recorded as “flint
daggers’. Therefore, among the primary goals of the
present survey was o develop a better system for
recognising and identifying flint daggers found in British
contexts than that provided by Grimes.

The criteria below are somewhat arbitrary, but
were decided upon based, first, on the need to deliny!
the category dagger in meaningful ways; second, of
our improved {although still significantly fragmentary!
anderstanding of later Neolithic and Bronze Agl
British flintworking; and, finally, on a preliminals
examination of the British Museum’s collection of fwk
cools recorded in their OWn catalogue or by Grimes ak
“flint daggers’ B

Items included in the catalogue as credible fil
daggers:

e Ase fully bifacially knapped; |

e Are largely flat in profile, lacking a tendentt
towards marked plano-convexity of fuull conveX!
in profile;

(:-j Iﬂemaﬂ D . =

N

4

)
istrib . .
ution of flint daggers found in Britain and Irel Fig. 1.

[ and. Black circles a itish fli
o e e re British flint daggers, grey squares are hilted
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hilted Scandinavian dagger; B) short-tanged British

dagger; C) Class 1 long-tanged British dagger; D) Class 2 long-tanged British dagger; E) Class 3 long-tanged British dagger;
T) Class 4 long-tanged British dagger

® Are at least 100mm long when complete and
unresharpened — traces of resharpening or break-
age have allowed for the inclusion of smaller
pieces in the catalogue;

® Have a distinct double-edged cutting part with a
reasonably pointed tip and a distinct tang or
hafting end with several different possible base
morphologies;

® May belong to recognised types of flint daggers

better known in other parts of Europe, specifically
the Nordic area.

Bitmal groupings

_ I'«W‘l_l‘tunately, there are few clear typological divisions
-;I;hm the assemblage of objects identified through

B _ilpplication of the criteria listed above. The
ajority pf the daggers from British contexts are quite
mfﬂ n production technique and measurements.
e theless, three obviously distinct flint dagger

* can be distinguished: hilted Scandinavian
S8EES, short-tanged British daggers, and long-langed
W8 daggers, of which the latter type can be divided

37

into four morphological classes {Fig. 2). These classes
lie on a continuum, they are not distinct types in the
classical sense and they overlap considerably, which
is unsurprising given the lack of evidence for
chronological development in the dagger form within
Britain (contra Grimes 1932). There are few metrical
distinctions between them, so the classification of a
given object as being of one of these forms relies on
three primary observations: the morphology of the
tang, specifically its edges; the shape of the blade,
particularly as regards the point of maximum width;
and the transition between tang and blade (referred to
as the junction’). Based on the prevalence of notches,
binding traces, and edge wear (see below), all British
daggers are assumed to have been hafted in some sort
of organic handle, whether that comprised an actual
wood, bone, or antler handle into which the tang was
inserted or a simple leather or fibre wrapping probably
varied. That said, many of the larger daggers had tangs
which could have been held in the hand unaltered as
hilts, so further research is necessary to determine
whether a distinction ought to be made between long-

tanged and hilted British flint daggers.
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XTS TABLE 3: SHORT-TANGED BRITISH FLINT DAGGERS
BRITISH CONTE.
TABLEF 2: HILTED SCANDINAVIAN FLINT DAGGERS FOUND IN

Context . No. Find location Handle length/total length Context
Type UK/Ireland s et
Find location : VI I?Jsr:gl:t?gxzﬂt ortburial ?e?iﬁ;’ é\élerd ECnshIi{Ie _— | 0310 Un
iy D Bedfordshire i Unknown Sto teld, Nge;stolr(l,h.ox urghshire, Scottish Borders 8%8 2 gﬂllgllOWn
Aller;bﬁr( TFoad, Dunstable, Be % o’ ?II:Iagl{lft:ﬁ? g 0:411 Uzkngxg
I;:c;rnsha;n T w ?Sull(gle ki Ickworth Park, Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk 0.221 Unknown
Ludham i\Torfolk Vi Urlik now?l Herdsman’s Hill, Newark, Peterborough, Cambridgeshire 0.318 Bt
s Rc;w ey o N gﬂkﬁg‘};ﬂ Battersea (Thames), Wandsworth, Greater London
Stutton, Babergh, Suffolk A

0.327 River deposit
: ; Hoard (dry}
Botiisham, [%(?i? é?fhnbESE:Shlre ATV, 2V (ATVh: 1ance811ate blade, large fins) s;glre fgnéy
Ramsgate >

i find (wet)
Upchurch, Swale, Kent VI Single find (

) Single find (dry) only the tang in one’s hand. Also included in this
Eérul:h (TTa?:S)EZz;\?ESFE Greater London an“l Single find (dry)
olyers > &

( group, on purely morphological grounds, is a small
; Single find {wet) d rather crudely made piece thought to be from

: Warlingham, Surrey Y| an ¥ p 24
gg:;sffc()g}:(a:irbﬁ)r E%%}llia]a Co Clare, Ireland Norfolk (153) which has a short hafting end with large
notches that would make it equally unsuitable for

_ . ) as holding in the hand.
P ebased burial, but the contextis unclear (Hicks 187118;;2::11“ These short-tanged daggers tend to be rather shor;
It is worth noting that these classifications alr1 400 1956). They do appear to have a sonkl)e\fv A the average length of these pieces is 122mm, an
on evidence from only about 170 of the ne:g:trwere distribution pattern, with all but one tflu;lg ool IB...sc blade widih of 44 and an average tang
British flint daggers as these were . i hological ~south-east England; al::hough LR hilsgh cgntext width of 38mm. Two-thirds show evidence of
both complete enough and accessible for morp that the only deﬁr}ite flint c{a;fg;r fr;)rﬂ-';:lf;nd 2 dried resharpening. Yet, morphologically, they are very
analysis. was a Scandisnav.l%n E:yge e :gzg393) (Clark 1932b; unalike. They range from the thin triangular blade

up lake in Scarl, .

964; Day 1895; Macalister 1921). ?ﬁg bloIckEr téapezzidaé Falnl'gl l(\)/f the p1ece11 frgrn t}ie
HILTED SCANDINAVIAN DAGGERS Corcoraﬂl%l ﬂ’ . gaggcrs, from British contexts are or Ireland in the Britis usenm collection (1}
Two other N

aSSeIIlblage Of da gEIS fOU.Ild n Iltalrl a[ld Ire].and Il’lOrphOloglCauy ClOSer to the hllted SCandln.aVla[l daggCIS a elca £ f
- B . 1 l
g efact TO D !

Iv recovered British Aberdeenshire (12) which was only included in the The two flint daggers found with a Beaker burial at
their morphology, their than to any of the ;nqre E]r)e%ug:t}}; are questionable: catalogue because it met the criteria listed above in Hergiln&?g’;;{’}g%l&%ﬁ,g I;th;réagrOUgh, (éambéidgf:}slhire
) : s: their ’ . 5, DU g . . 986.a, re ed wi
(Fig. 2: A) in _three clear way Fisst. their morphology flint dagger morpho oglef o Morthyr Mawr Wasrer: that. it had a double-edged blade at one end and permission fromn the Ashmolean ﬁusefff ércliversity of
age, and their find Comﬁms' ; sistent with the The small, rough daggerl r late blade and a thickd hafting traces at the other. A potential parallel for ’
: i con . has a lanceola
reflects production techniques Bridgend (151) ha

B short-tanged dagg be found in the clearly Earl Oxford). They are obviously made from the same nodule of
, dic region. . . ey dominants 3 aggers can be found in the clear y rarly - flint. A) Currently classified as a short-tanged flint dagger,
manufacture of ﬂ_mt dafgerst%l;l}i ngzalrfdinagVia N parallel—edged hll'g bui its hﬂ;1 11;, 2}115:1) f;erathef chat Neolithic class of Irish artefacts termed javelins but might perhaps be better thought of as a foliate knife once
They fit neatly into the esta . fishtail chalky cortex and oniy roug

gers — although two

amp d. By contrast, the very fne piec g’VOQSman i 2006, 144-5). However, _the better typological Cﬁfziiiiaareeivaﬂable- =G 2
tYPOlongY 2: %P:xamplii are present (Table 2) {Apel (1?:1iaxfef111}£3:e al;;a;};gﬁ .G grdalming e a6 bl élfs;sﬂgi}:izgizﬁiglson; Cl%i?zt };;alll)eliigom;i?hgte :
. : ’ | 1 ) L udes
%gi Lomborg 1973). Second, .bas.ed on this ngr caorrer;ully formed lanceolate blade andd ;ipel';\m fit ocussed below. This sroup alc s
10giC6,11 information, O Slgmﬁcwftly v}"‘;':’lyn'ltgsh t0 have a somewhat thicker, parallel-edged nult, PUE
jori int daggers from britt
than the majority of the flint

§  Bdgerston, Scottish Borders (23). This piece is uni
e the butt end HE = » h Borders . This piece is unique
. ; t-depositional breakage means k 1 0 the caralogue in that it was knapped from what
contexts. Based on stratigraphic obserzatu_}fls and i;oizsin;p R— it being, concretely i dentified PP
= i dinavian finds, Type IV ’
radiocarbon dating of Scan

APpears to be a local quartzite and, most likely due to
. Scandinavian in form. | BB the unsuitable ravw material, is extremely crudely made
lier than 1950 cal BC and

and V daggers date to no ear

ath o roughly shaped blade e mad
- - ped blade end and a tang which is
the smaller type VI daggers are gen(?iallybbehevfg’]tscf R :
o circulatine ¢ 1700 cal Bc (Lomborg i SHORTT
l\)feagrilik;:lldrzula;;;? Vandkilde et al. 1996). Fm.ally, t'hfi
hilted Scandinavian daggers are NEVer foundfm bu;tzt
assemblages. Seven were single finds (three from

same block of flint as the Class 2 long-tanged flint
dagger it accompanied (Fig. 3)

LONG-TANGED BRITISH DAGGERS

" quite narrow and asymmetrical.* Short-tanged ~Class 1

iti for which the info : , 1S have no consistent find context as five of the

e s fh& Bfljmh d;ff%ie;; part which makes B e elcillcfli' Corgfxmal information while one was

B ot the e, et “REECd from the River Thames near Battersea and

: : was :16—52% of the length. However, there are sevic;;SP B e e  Tramse ceae Bateres und

contexts), five lack contextual mformatlorcll, one ona (Table 3) which have a tang that makes u%i o BB o o funeracy semblages, il

found with two Scandinavian square-butte axesarent one-third of the length of the w%lole piece (o?;,he 9 s 1 m 3 buscl under @ barmow o
cliff in Ramsgate, Kent (Cat. No. 2.88)53 a.rtlhagsramic These short-tanged daggers, un_hke tlhe re‘:rtield ! et

o andhone zlv i azscf):(l)arl:lea :thtlement or dagger assemblage, would be difficult to
material and may have derive

Class 1 flint daggers (Fig. 2: C) are the smallest of the
British forms and have the most obvious distinction
between blade and tang. The 26 Class 1 flint daggers
typically have narrow, leaf-shaped or triangular blades
and somewhat tapered tang edges. In general, blade

and tang are more or less the same length. In all but
ich was clearly made from the four cases for which the information is available, the
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base is round or flat. They are rather slight and
somewhat stocky with an average length of 139 mm
and an average maximum width of 49 mm. Their
widest point is typically on the blade end, very close to
the junction of blade and tang. Over 90% of Class 1
daggers show evidence of resharpening. Only around
one-third are notched, in distinction to Class 2 and 3
daggers. Of these, the notches are generally placed
at the junction of blade and tang and there is a
considerable diminution of tang width just past the
notches. Their distribution pattern shows two regional
centres of deposition: northern Fast Anglia and the
north-west of England. There is no clear deposition
pattern, Half were single finds (including five retrieved
from riverine CON{eXts) and three were found in
burials, among which is the well-known example from
barrow 6 at West Cotton, Northamptonshire (132)

(Grace 1990; Harding & Healy 2007).

Class 2
Class 2 flint daggers (Fig. 2: D), with Class 3 daggers,
are the largest of the British long-tanged types with an
average length of 154 mm, average Maximum blade
width of 59 mm and maximum tang width of 51 mm.
The 24 Class 2 daggers are characterised by a broad,
leaf-shaped blade with its widest point about four-
ffths of the distance from the blade tip to the junction
of blade and tang. There is sometimes a clear shoulder
between the blade and tang; but, even when the blade
has been resharpened to the point that this shoulder is
no longer present, a change of angle is generally
apparent, making the blade part visually distinct from
the hafting part. In some cases, due to resharpening,
the blade edges are nearly parallel between the widest
point and the junction. Roughly 85% of Class 2 flint
daggers show evidence of resharpening. The tang
edges are all tapered with a tendency for them to be
very tapered and over half have butts which are largely
fiat, while a further third have rounded buits with only
three daggers of this class having largely pointed butts.
The blade is often slightly longer than the tang.

Fighteen® of the 24 daggers in this class have notches
on their edges, and there is frequently a considerable

diminution of tang width just past the notches. They
here notched both Class 1 and 2 flint daggers

are the only class of British dagger w

edges predominate, and most of the notched examples

have more than one pair of notches along their edges
There is a strong tendency
produced from very glassy

than matte surface texture

information was available).
England and Wales, with a notable focus of distribu-

tion in East Anglia, Lincolnshire, and the East Riding

for these daggers to be
fint with a shiny, rather

(18 of 21 for which the
They are only found in

of Yorkshire. Again, there is no clear pattern in find
context with 11 daggers listed as single finds (six of
these from the Thames in Greater London and Surrey)
and five coming from burials. Worth noting is that this
class includes some of the best kno

eye-catching of the British flint daggers, including the
well-known example from Arbor Low, Youlgreave,
Derbyshire (114) (Evans 1897, fig. 267; Jewitt 1870,
155; Thurnam 1871, 413), as well as the daggers
accompanying the funerary deposits in Ty Ddu,
Ystradfellte, Powys (149) (Cantrill 1898; Green et al.
1982; Grimes 1951), Garton Slack B 152, East Riding
of Yorkshire (41) (Mortimer 1905) and Herdsman’s
Hill, near Peterborough, Cambridgeshire (242) (Leeds

1912) {Fig. 3).

Class 3

Class 3 flint daggers (Fig. 2: E) are by far the most
numerous, with 63 recorded in the current study. They
tend to be about the same length as the Class 2 dag-
gers, Oon average 154 mm, but narrower with an
average Maximum blade width of 54 mm and average
dih of 48 mm. The blade and tang

maximumn tang wi
are, on average, more Or less the same length. The

Class 3 daggers are characterised by a leaf-shaped
blade with the widest point about four-fifths of the
distance from blade tip to the junction of blade and
hafting part. About 80% of handled Class 3 daggess
show evidence of resharpening. The key distinction
between these and the Class 2 daggers is that the Clast
3 daggers tend to be narrower and lack a shoulder of
visible break in angle at the junction, except whert
notches are present; but even the roughly 40% 0i
Class 3 daggers with notches have a smooth transitio’i
between blade and tang (eg, Fig. 4, below). Like th!
Class 2 daggers, their tang edges are all either somts
what or very tapered, but they have distinctly different
butt morphologies. About 30% have largely flat butt
a further 30% have largely rounded butts, 4
roughly 40% have largely pointed butts. By contrd
have flattened b
ends over 50% of the time. Class 3 flint daggers 28
widely distributed across Britain, with a large ¢ usiey
in porthern East Anglia and less dense clusters
Wessex and Yorkshire. Notably, they are the only B8
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of long-tanged da i

j gger found in south-

o n east England.  Of the two i

Like the ot ;ocv;l;se(s: lc;fs fgucsih dagger, when their find under calirne}."(»!a[cl:rllj l;::i fﬂ;?élm o 5.7 T et

finds, many from’ wet locatiggsgezilcaiiiiﬁrgiy Sliill'lgle o o 1997)gig5 SOHEHV:’[}?;II;IEEEE LanarkShjre

, ' ! ous

E:;gzsé (Se‘:flé exallmlzlles) and bogs in seve%:al Sart;‘rzrf isSons e e st o
and Scotland (five). Twice as many Cl

daggbe_rs are found in burial contexts as Clas’}s’ 1 aa::l ;

combined; but, proportionally, only 25% (16) come

'from funerary contexts. Funerary daggers of this clas :

gzllluiz :h ecl:;’:;lyo; J;ih]zlcllrlf:lilllslt filc;r;lgeﬁiogll:‘silsli}ioi :fillll%sg}i:::is (t)}l:l)sj:cttilesrlfovl‘l?c; f(?é)?(elisll;l: r;;ldid:intf)gﬁzl‘:lh ;

Ill g{;gl?[?z;la:gil\lfn eﬁi?; ég:??wuhicl?ﬁe ?; 86;1;. (I}IiZfe, g;%tieﬁat:o ?(;il? :ngl;: Eolrlrll %:llzl:t:ir:tlfl;hlzs:gf i;l;dfllig;

llaa:r(ivshl’f%erl)kl;hir?Z3l;;r)r8§a;s71gt9 %:aﬁl;?;zeb:;‘;ei qu}ll?:z ie Vl?xl;if:vyn ()fioir(;uflizs Bgiftisﬁigilc?suaalliz{ flliﬁz

Paz;tn o ;;g?(gfaﬁhig%idgggfgs‘glﬁ gj’yl)z(()lgg;ds & [j[::ll?lri?.ll‘:x?;iS?rfr;zd(\())(}ll:itigeB::tﬁl ch ?I?T{Efu%cﬂl)i::?leeaeeiy
. ence is available at the moment for Bea’ker~associateci

flint extracti i
on practices. C i i
about the choice of speciﬁgrizndy’ htth? Talrul o
w material but
o i 50m¢e
patterns are clear. The raw materials chosen were, by
3

made Irom smm gl S8
ed m be ()Odl, O ﬂlntS, most

describe and the hardest i
to delineate as s
other artefact types. The eparate from  apparently from chalk deposi
yvith no clear break in Ssngﬁeggj;s SEZ“' lg:af_Shapid provenence has been idenfgizsdltz:s ilrlls ctltl(ilsj “éhOSC
junction. They are typicall 1 ulder at the southern England have b f alidands of
long-tanged da lly smaller than most of the  from Wal cen found across Britain
ggers with an ave 1 ales (Green et al. 1982) to North i
140mm and sligh : rage length of (Ballin 2011 to Northamptonshire
ghter, ha . ! a, 522). Alth .
blade width of 47 mm an;]i;%lganwiz‘t,}?afgz4mamm¥? in southern England durii;gt%‘:l llr\lTZ(l)lintnhmg 151(1) ok place
point of maximum width is qui of 44mm. The evidence for mining sub SliEdiG, CISEe i5 09
blade and tang, and tlll - bl;ilglilsltzs?lza;f thlt_: ]};Jtlllctllon of Gardiner (1990 Z%Sg) Slf.';lsulilz)ttsg ttl;llstpen?d; h;l)Wevgr,
than the hafti;l y slightly longer  were abund ; d at surface deposits
g part. About four-fifth abundant and discarded fli i i
daggers show tr ur-fifths of Class 4 accessible i . int material was easil
aces of resharpenine. Lik essible in upper mine fills and lik oy
and 3 daggers, their pening. Like the Class 2 by people aft . was likely exploited
, tang edges are all’ people after the mines fell out of use. Sh
very tapered, but their butt end somewhat or  suggests that this regi _ se. She further
: s : AR gion might have b
ounded (44%. 14 ex ends are almost universally  specialist fli . , een a centre of
L , amples) or pointed (419 ntworking during the Late Neolithi
with only five having | pointed (41%, 13) Early B : ate Neolithic and
: | y Bronze Age (Gard Lo -
;'r'lalsls 4 daggers havge itr)%slfe:l itlobrlllgtttfln‘_i& g)nly two  would lead natural(ly ig E:r“i(c)lgsc:? ;_Sbltu?UOHfVEiﬂCh
‘0th are morphologicall : eir edges, and made flint objects I ‘e distribution o ely
;]'Jr Lo 4 daggersg werz gtﬂfafll: The ;a st majority  daggers madﬁlof ,c}f;'(;ctfi'sistfilém\’ déi(gge:rs, S-]mﬂar,ly’
Ins; but they are typically | om shiny, smooth numerous cherty inclusions h otkshire flint with
$her classes, largely due ty- ess translucent than the as Nunraw, Haddingto Eaavf b;ffﬂ found as distant
i lue to patination. This class of Burnh - S n, East Lothian (17), Hitcham,
i gen::rv;;igiyb dftrlbptf:d across Britain, with a T}ulim:sm ,Gl]'ael;:l;n fhaglshlfe {144), and Kingston-on-
2 don, mirroring thl; lggt:_lea_St Anglia anc.l Qreater Whil(:, the large Tur([)lrlie(? 3?;’).ﬂj
MiEers. Where 3 find cont . of all British flint ments in northern East An0 it daggers and frag-
ntext is known, 21, the vast abundant local raw Smat g'h? anfCl ihehpresence of
: ; erials of hi lity —
although quite possibly excluding the (“frimg;l aGI:ZVL-S

c
ome from non-funerary contexts, with
i ;
int mines (Healy 2012) — suggests that centres of flint

H'ril’fity,
INWE or |
g e;rslde?;l;l 1nunibers having been recovered
ocales (i i
(including five from the dagger production and use existed in Britain i
E:m ita
the Early Bronze Age (cf. Edmonds 1995, 1101;1 riro1

- MAKING AND USING BRITISH FLINT DAGGERS
at several distinct British flint dagger forms exist

Class 4
Class 4 flint daggers (Fig. 2: ), of which 38 were

iy
el L2

s and ;
od two from the Little Quse in Norfolk).
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| “ulactl]l € site Or WO II(I ye l!ee 1SCOVEL d rom (:()te [ [11] I arnl % est LlIldSey LlnC()lnShlre (84)
a 3 7

faces
- ' ~ for daggers or other 2t % tre of the blade and tang
A wbethfrtﬂlgtaliffrj Britain. gWhether only posni:)ned near ;iled‘;g:r::efrom an carly phase in .
tools — were circulatin 11, d. or whether which appears R bat some flint dagger
ished artefacts travelled, ot f e process, suggesting that some
roughed out or finishe A ix of exchanged ~manufacture p : ¢ flaking removed
iR ts a mix of ex and, but subsequen
the distribution pattern reec | from blanks were ground, but s idence of the local
i i iocally produce These traces might be evidence !
finished objects and daggers - d. the anom-  the traces. These feom Somerset listed
flint blanks or local raw rr;aterlalztiféglej > Bdgerston, manufacture of _the_four E:aﬁfézsa; o odaes were
alous quartZ’e da}’gng mé?lrsl:rates that, the produc- above. After ghglung:lg’ht pressure flaking.
Scottls?l_Bdgrderggrs) w:ts being carried out far from furicht?r 5111:;‘3 thar thg knappers who produced thclase
tion of e £d i or U i cific traits,
. g d. when necessary . . d them to have certain spe
centres of bigh quality fint and, hosen for pieces intended t o b cycles of use
i terials were chosefl - Jargely maintained through Cy
desired, far from ideal xaw ll-known flint which were largely flint daggers arc
- i ditionally, the well-know: harpening. As noted above, flin
their production. Ad maller, rougher and res arp boticalac, Of the 13
dagger from Ystr&dfelﬁ (149%5':;}-(:25 Sl)iridgend (151), nearly umVE.rSﬁ-ﬂY ﬂarteczlrlgede’fs being somewhat or
. AWr 2 g leS which were ) ¢
piece from .Mer yr been imported to  examp - their final form, half arc
both of which e aSSU‘EEd t(zhtazzw ematerﬁds from markedly plano—c:,onvex ]T: at silandinavian (302), two
Wales from regions W ereb dant. have tangs which  rather prob'lemanc. c;)r}e ous (74 & 153), one is frag:
o w}frﬁ(maditare :atlﬁzr th:;n flint or chert, a are typologically ambigu
are largely chalky cortex

i ible fake, according to
ke if the daggers themselves were mentary (163}, and one 1s a poss
hoice to make 1 ‘ .
;t;szﬁzefi in areas with widely available, large flint

the Norfolk county HER records (202). The surface
nodules.

i i t
treatment of British flint daggers 1;; equ?)liznurflcl)f;)rfgl,wbi\él
e
s ¢ elaborate. Only 14 daggers bav
i i identifiable preforms® for no
the paucity of identifiab . :
ﬂirge:iigger pr(I))duction and of scholarly interest m P

arallel or sub-parallel retouch on both fs}fes,c Z?lrtl']u?;n-
flint daggers on the
. 4 morphology, there is a generally o flake andxtﬁite arer;S ofgparallel or sub-paralid
their techn?ilog)f an hemi for these artefacts, While anothe; 15 ely one face. Several examples of unusual
agreed procuction S t examples retouch on on o form of the partially
lar and flat, mos tment exist in the form
they are mostly lenticular an ofile. with one face surface treatmern ¢ the daggers from
i B ’ blade faces of the dagg
show a slight plano-convexity in pr < dlightly ground and polished 20 Conderston
ing sl ded while the other 18 Sg3 ¥ lte (149) (Green er al. 1982),
being slightly more roun derives from the use of  Ystradfelite { be Litde Ouse at
g ves from the u f 1k 179),1: e Li
flatter T11<HS ngle Prisglr:riﬁiy \Velﬁ'l the slightly more Colll:nmolgl,'gred;{h(iw)?é c;\foifolk (203). g
large flakes as cagse ; f the flake Wilton bricge, > ber of flint
: I surface of the : t on a num
rounded_ = bemg1t}; d’?;ia b?:;ks were thinned Cortex remgmslsptfesffi?lt daggers for which the
et S flaking with a soft hammer, ~daggers. Of e dable, 46 (about 30%) have areas @
through shallow nl')l;ra;lr\rfle a ; f good platform with information is availa tfl,e " ttaee. For 37 of these, che
L i t o . » . ing on ) fhf
requiring the estab = Hr the entire original cortex remaint lised on or around the base of 5
the intent, it appears, to remove b few isolated area of cortex1s loca ised 0 the bladel
ich is only visible in a lew 150 1 en pieces have cortex on
flake surface which is on’y £ Higham dagger, only seven p f cortex present O/l
frshaped dagger rom TAE f those also have areas of cortex p i
examples (eg, the leaf-sh: . Humble 2011; and threco S area of cortex Ol
i Nor:til)larllzllpmﬂﬁh;ze in(lng.oi)t‘hern Furope, flint the tang c})lr k‘;ase. I};:n:f;toclizil, carefully ground aruif
of. Field 1983). Elsewhe strated to  or near the base ISORGEE! © as it can also
daggers produced on f}akt?s S?Vge Ef iﬂiietr{:_grllalank and polished. This ﬂgattern 1sa zfrgfgg;:s ?n ireulation Of
- int axes r
go through a phase of grin \aborate bifacial retouch ~found among + s penerally understood 38
create an even surfoce for €250 but there is the contnent where it is gen | o and ind
0 Nuﬂn 20063.; 2006b); u ; . chOiCC made by Skl].led napp | Al
(Callahan 2006; - ding phase in the production  conscious . & across the full wid
limited evidence for a grinding phase 10 from cating that a large flake strw the finisi®
itish fli d, the flinc dagger Iro le has been used to make N
of British flint daggers. That saics daggers a large nodule has beck 19778
- t (389), three daggc ) - . 2013a; Rudebeck 19778
N Stqgursey,tgoin;;iiemf (29)6, 322, & 328), obl"th (Frieman %l?;t?. a(iagger with cortex on 1;
from the Thames in Greater f Glastonbury, Somerset While not every I B eure, the extre mmely fil
i fr%rél) bOg; welsi?shaped probable dagger particularly refined in ma X
(386, 387, & 388), and a leal-
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example from a Beaker burial at Shorncote, Somerford notches on e

Keynes, Gloucestershire (147), which has a small area two, usually placed near the junction of blade and tang.
of cortex at both the base and the tip, might be an

Nearly all the flint daggers observed had tang edges
example of the sort of technical showmanship noted which were obviously somewhat blunted and roun-
elsewhere in Europe. ded, a pattern of edge wear which has clsewhere been
identified as being consistent with having been tightly
bound, likely with an organic material (Frieman
2012a; 2012¢). Green et al. (1982) noted a small area
of dark residue, no longer visible macroscopically, on
the hafting end of the leaf-shaped dagger from Ffair
Rhos, Tregaron, Ceredigion (150} which proved, on
microscopic analysis, to include very fine, organic,
cylindrical fibres thought to have been part of the
hafting. A similar dark residue or resin is visible on the
tang edges of the dagger found at Brandon Creek,
Southery, Norfolk (206) and on the tang faces of the
dagger from Trengwainton House, Madron, Cornwall

{392). Moreover, the flint dagger from Ystradfellte
hand-held tools. That said, in one case a flint daggerin  ( 149) famously bears traces of haft binding in the form

a Beaker burial at Thorpe Hall Brickfield, South- of criss-crossing brownish streaks or stains on the
church, Essex (284) was found adjacent to a darkened  faces between the edge notches at the junction of blade

area of soil interpreted as a javelin shaft (Pollitt 1930); and tang. (Cantrill 1898; Green et al. 1982, 497 & fig. 6)
however, the ultimate placement of the dagger itself,

near the hands of a crouched inhumation, perhaps
undermines this hypothesis. Nevertheless, a placement
in or near the hands was only recorded in two other
examples (Table 4).

Physical traces of hafting are visible on numerous
daggers, most famously in the form of notches on tang
edges which distinguish the British daggers from their
continental parallels. Yet, the notches are neither
present on the majority of daggers, nor are they uni-
form in their placement or production. About one-in
three have notches on their tang edges, but these can
“ary from deep indents pressure flaked from both faces
0 shallow depressions roughly punched from a single
face. Most of the time,

Mumbers with matching pairs on the two tang edges,

it about one in four daggers has at least onc
Mipaired notch. It is unclear whether these odd not-
~S were created during the original knapping
¥duence, or whether they were, in fact, a later addi-

W0, perhaps to secure a new or differently designed
W8I [n som

ach edge, the majority have just one or

To haft and to hold

Historically, there has been some question about
whether the British flint daggers were, in fact, daggers
{ie, tools hafted to be held in the hand) or spearheads
(ie, tools hafted on a long pole). Many of the older
museum records still list these pieces as spearheads, as
do many earlier papers on dagger finds, leading to
some of the typological confusion discussed above.
While no bafred examples have been uncovered,
excavation data, such as there is, and traces on the
daggers themselves, support their identification as

Very similar patterns of discolouration are present
on a handful of other flint daggers,’ suggesting that
this was not an unusual way of securing handle
binding. It seems likely that microscopic analysis
would reveal more daggers with similar binding traces,
particularly if it were directed at the heavily patinated
(and, thus, rather porous) chalk flint daggers (Fig. 4).
A further potential source of information on their
hafting comes in the form of small highly polished
facets found, generally along a single edge, at the
base of about one in six of the flint daggers examined
(Fig. 4). In some cases, these facets give the butt end a
sharply pointed shape, but not in all cases. The vast
majority are found on Class 2 and 3 flint daggers. It is

notches are present in even possible that this facer represents a smoothing of the

base edges to fit a pre-made haft of some sort;
although, equally, it could be a technological signifier
like the presence of cortex on a dagger’s base.
Several examples of hafted flint daggers have been
found in various parts of Europe. The most famous is,

of course, the small lanceolate flint dagger found in a
€ cases, edge indents previously identified bog in Wiepenkathen, Kreis Stade, Niedersachsen

have proven, on closer examination, to be  (Germany) which had its hilt wrapped in a woven
S tesult of post-depositional damage; and it seems cloth of wool and horse hair before being inserted into
He .that', were a dagger damaged in such a way a wooden handle and its blade inserted into a leather

3 5“11' I use, the damage might have been sheath which had two long leather straps, perhaps for
i “(_ed INto a new edge notch. While the most attaching it to a belt (Cassau 1935). Another well-
WEANEY notched daggers have as many as eight or nine  known example of a flint blade hafted as a dagger is

M niotches
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Alps and which was found
long, rectangu
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of hafting is known from Chara
where a flint dagger was recovere
(with a large round pommel) still att
with birch tar pitch and wrapped in a

hold the hafting together

1992). The presence of notche

terns of binding suggests
might be more credible

flint daggers. The Jong-tanged B

probably too large in pro
into split handles, such as was i
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11?1(1; the Charavine dagger and secured with resin

and cord.
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this evidence for tightly bound ;
e been necessary when using
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have suggested that some 0

a Beaker burial at Shorncote, Somerford
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still inserted into- a 8.9 mimn
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d with an ash haft where further

ached to one face
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hafting styles for British
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found in the Alps, but 1t
d to a wooden plate
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R Keynes, Gloucestershire — arrows

hed facet is visible along one tang edge near the base

British contexts were produced solely for deposi}tlion
f. Brooks 2005), most British examples dlc? 5 oov&;
evi-dence of resharpening and fr_equent handdmg. o
the ¢. 170 daggers which were elthe'r ohserved, orh ;
whic'h adequate imagery was avallab'le, ?1“2}? ss ;d
Jdefinite or probable signs of 1]::'sharpf:m}xllgc.1 th:t poin;
-+ dageer appears to have reache : ;
e aris reslfarpening would have been 1m$0:l
i i i lyses by Green et dk
i ¢ futile. Microscopic analy
i;bgg?_c)) and Grace (1990) indicate that at lfaast t::’lg
British flint daggers were regullarly placgd mtgistem
pulled out of leather sheaths. This ;}alat;:;rn is con
i ork carried out om Dutc nt i
‘gnhelgu van Gijn (2010a; 2010Db) w_ho suggested tha
they may have been stored in protectiv
being remove . .
wealth, status, or identity. Of the flint
observed in the coursc of the present res
blade faces of 47 show

opically visible wear, with _
s(ff 5’18 blade near the junction being somewha

fibrous cord to
1974; Mallet

earch, ©
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a leather sheath, the fact tlfr; :m i
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suggests it is a result of distinctive gestures of handling
and use. A similar pattern was observed on Scandi-
navian fishtail flint daggers and suggested to result
from a ‘chef’s knife’ grip high up on the hafted end
with fingers extending onto the blade for control of
fine movements (Frieman 2012¢, 69).

This wear pattern, combined with the evidence for
resharpening and, potentially, for rehafting, supports
the idea that, while some daggers may have been
produced for display or deposition, the majority also
served some sort of more physical function and, per-
haps, remained in circulation for a period of time after
their production. That they may have been carefully
protected in leather sheaths from which they were
regularly removed indicates that their integrity was
valued and carefully guarded. Some may even have
remained in circulation after major breakage.

FLINT DAGGER DEPOSITION AND ASSOCIATIONS

In much of northern Europe, flint daggers are tradi-
tionally discussed as quintessential funerary objects,
particularly associated with the Beaker burial rite; and
Britain is no exception (cf. Needham 2005;
forthcoming). However, while flint daggers are cer-
tainly found in funerary contexts in Britain, their find
locations are certainly more heterogeneous than that.
Clearly, the identification of find locations is rendered
more difficult by the large numbers of single finds or
daggers for which no find location is available. Of the
393 examples catalogued here, 155 have no known
context whatsoever. A further 80 are simply single
finds with no further information except, in some
cases, the vear of recovery. Of the 158 daggers
remaining, 56 are single finds with some information
q‘bout their recovery. This information might be as
iimited as a note that the object was recovered during
lieldwalking or from the surface of a field in the South
Downs, but at least some guarantee is available that
these 56 daggers definitely were found more or less
Where their HER or museum catalogue records state.
lﬁowever, in examining the available HER records,
HRecomes clear that a number of these so-called single
s were, in fact, recovered from what appear to be
W“Paﬂfm or settlement contexts, in proximity to
il sites o, potentially, from disturbed burials
:_ﬂ’l'ble 3). For example, three fragmented examples from
7 T‘EStef College Brinsbury Campus, Pulborough,
o Sussex (355, 356, & 357) formed part of a large
WS scatter recovered in systematic fieldwalking
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which includes over 70 barbed-and-tanged arrowheads
recovered from a single field. Also of interest is the
example from Little OQulsham, Feltwell, Norfolk (193)
which has been suggested to derive from a flint pro-
cessing area, although any direct link to contemporary
knapping practices is speculative at best. This latter
case might merit further investigation as dagger pro-
duction sites are still unknown. Moreover, two
examples from Norfolk (195 & 204) were found on
burnt mounds, in one case with pot boilers, a quern,
and flint tools of many periods, including barbed-and-
tanged arrowheads. Burnt mounds - controversial
sites apparently for heating water as part of cooking,
brewing, steam production, or other industrial activ-
ities (eg, Ripper et al. 2012, 199-200) — are typically
dated to the Middle or Late Bronze Age but, in
Norfolk, a number of burnt mounds have yielded
Beaker dates and material (eg, Bates & Wiltshire
1992; Crowson 2004}, so an association between flint
daggers and other East Anglian burnt mounds would
not be surprising. Potential ritual deposits of flint
daggers - sometimes singly, sometimes with other
objects — include both the deposition of flint daggers in
proximity to more or less contemporary monuments,
such as Arbor Low henge and stone circle (114), as
well as examples apparently deposited with flint or
stone axes. One of these finds, the flint dagger and two
flint axes recovered from Ramsgate, Kent (288), might
represent a votive deposit or hoard, but should be
treated as a case apart as all three pieces appear to be
Scandinavian in origin and likely date to after 2000 B
(see plate in Hicks 1878). Largely based on their
associated finds, a further eight daggers were found in
contexts which might be disturbed burials or depositions
linked to funerary activities.

Certainly, funerary contexts are the best known find
spots for flint daggers in the British Isles, and some
funerary contexts with flint daggers are strikingly rich.
As noted above, in general, the funerary associations
are consistent with the flint daggers forming part of
the Beaker funerary package which is characterised by
single inhumation burials with grave goods (Table 4).
In fact, there is a striking consistency within the
funerary rites in which these objects were used. The
vast majority of interments with flint daggers are sin-
gle, adult males, all tightly crouched on their left sides
(Needham forthcoming). Of the six contexts in which
flint daggers were found with the remains of more
than one individual, half of these include sub-adult
remains which are not associated with the flint dagger.
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TABLE 5: FLINT DAGGERS RECOVERED ALONE,

SOCIETY

BUT WHICH MIGHT DERIVE FROM DISTURBED SITES

Context

Find location

Andle Stone, Stanton Moor, Derb_yshi.re
Arbor Low, Youlgreave, Derbyshire
Frapsham, Breckland, Norfolk

111
114
169

Single

Kelvedon, Essex

Ramsgate [West
Qatlands Farm,

277
288
342

?Funerary
140
141
170

Cliff], Kent
Weybridge, Surrey

Bedfordshire

Dunstable,
Allenby Road, Dunstable et

Allenby Road, Dunstable,
Tottenhill, West Norfolk

Fakenham Magna, 5t Edmundsbury,

Suffolk
Suffolk

212

Timworth, St Edmundsbury,

1
B Brantham Hall Farm, Brantham,

240

290 Ringlemere, Kent

Trengwainton House, Madron, Penwith,

392
Cornwall
?Qccupation

54 Kitching Farm, Stanley, Wakefield,

W. Yorkshire

Cote Hill Farm, Kirkby-cum—Osgodby, West
Lindsey, Lincolnshire

Cote Hill Farm, Kirkby—cum—Osgodby, West
Lindsey, Lincolnshire

Cote Hill ’Farm, Kickby-cum-Osgodby, West
Lindsey, Lincolnshire

Heath Farm, Londenthorpe & Harrowby
Without, South Kesteven, Lincolnshire

Little Oulsham, Feltwell, Norfolk

82
83
84
91

Curtis Field 5, Felewell, Norfolk .
V(":’lliitle Dyke Farm, Hockwold cum Wilton,

Norfolk
Mildenhall, Forest Heath, Suffolk

North Fen, Sutcon Gault, Cambridgeshire

Chichester College Brinsbury Campus,
Pulborough, W. Sussex

Chichester College Brinsbury Campus,
Pulborough, W. Sussex

Chichester College Brinsbury Campus,
Pulborough, W. Sussex

Surface

Suffolk  Found in pitin

enclosure

Possibly associated wi_th 2
Possibly associated with 2 beakers

Yound with perforated ax

of burial
flint scraper
not i situ

Found with
ditch

Single find during tree-clearing,

later

Found in same feld as number

arrowheads

Single find nr Andle Stone
find nr megalithic circle
find nr Bronze Age ring-

beakers

amongst others -

Found in large flint scatter

Found in large flint scatter

Found in large flint scatter

Found in large flint scatter

Found while ploughing perhaps

processing

Single find on a

Found on bu

of many periods,
find in find s
animal bone, Bronze Age P
within mixed period

Single

Single find
Found durin

_and-tanged arrowhea -
Lok angivalking with many other flints, W<

d arrowheads .
alking with many other flints, 10¢

$ -

Found during field

barbed-an

Found during fieldw:
parbed-and-tanged arrowhead

burnt mound
rnt mound with po

g fieldwalking with

d-tange

ditch & undated ditched

Possibly found with 4 polished axes

Found with 2 flint axes

Surface find in same field as perforated stone hammer

& another flint dagger
&c another flint dagger

chead in gravel pit: poss. remains

gravel quarry with decorated beaker sherds,

& bronze ring
Found with beaker in field

Found nr beaker burials but not associated with any bones,

burnt debris in upper fill of henge or barrow

beaker sherd recovered

of flints, inc. axes &
no clear association.

in area once used for flin

t boilers, quern, flint tool!

barbed & tanged arrowheads '
catter, including worked & burnt fii
ottery sherds

occupation layer
many other flints, 1n¢

ds

flint daggers in reasonably marginal
d with cremation burials. Both of these
| in that one dagger {(127)
with the cremation before

Two apparent

areas were foun
depositions are unusua
appeats to have been burnt

being depo

while the other (63}
rather than a dagger (

sited In a
might

& Noble 2009).
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cinerary urn (Smith 1919, 18
be a plano-conveX j
of. Barnes 1982, no. 71; My#
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TABLE 6: FREQUENCY OF ASSOCIATION BETWEEN FLINT
DAGGERS & VARIOUS OTHER NOTABLE OBJECT TYPES
IN FUNERARY CONTEXTS

Qbject type
Flint flakeftool
Arrowhead
Knife
Ceramic material
Beaker ceramics
Ornarnentation
Jet button(s) or other ornament
Ground stone object
Cushion stone
Battle axe
Iron Pyrite
Bonelantler spatula

Freguency

In discussing the flint daggers from funerary con-
texts, it is important tc note common associations
between them and other object types in order to better
understand the rites and context in which funerary
deposition of a flint dagger was deemed appropriate
{Table 6). As Needham (2005, 201) notes, British flint
dlaggers are strongly associated with Beakers, in dis-
tinction to contemporary burials with metal daggers.
Just under half of the 43 flint daggers recovered from
tunerary contexts were found with Beaker pots or
~berds. A further 21 funerary contexts see them asso-
viated with flint flakes and tools, most common among
fhem‘ﬂi‘nt knives and arrowheads. Other common
sssociations include ground stone tools, such as axes
thattle-axes and other ground axes), cushion stones
and sponge fingers. ’

Bolne‘or antler spatulae are a particularly notable
stociation in light of their rarity: while less than
Wt dozen complete examples have been recovered
WBuncan 2005), ar least eight derive from five funerary
-:_'l?__lhrexts.alongside flint daggers, a pattern of associa-
I'?gnﬁ*iwlimh supports Olsen’s (in Harding & Olsen
=" 04) suggestion that they might have been
.!tre flaking tools (cf. Harding 2011Db). Six daggers

: ulsq found associated with lumps of iron pyrite
. hatite, often placed in proximity with or touch-
e ang;F’ leavir}g _djstinct red-brown stains on

i 1s association might be linked to fire
gpll:: (cf. Stapert & Johansen 1999} or to the
-Aliﬁ of pyrotec‘:hnology, including metal-
kT Cf>11_1gh metal is almost unknown in burial
. Ll daggers — the only exception being
SWEENC, possibly from a chisel, in Garton Slack B
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152, Yorkshire (41) — the presence of cushion stones,
sponge fingers, and boar’s tusks, all objects sometimes
associated with metalworking (Fitzpatrick 2009;
2011, 221-2}, in burials that also contain flint daggers
suggests that the daggers, and perhaps also elaborate
flint knapping, fell into the same technological sphere.
Ornaments in a variety of materials are also fre-
guently encountered in association with flint daggers
in funerary contexts. Jet buttons are the most common
association, being found in nine of the 14 burial
contexts where ornamentation was present, and are
often suggested to be deposited as part of a garment or
shroud or as the fastener for an organic pouch
_(Czebreszuk 2004; Shepherd 1973; 2009). However,
in several of these burials, the buttons may not have
been attached to any organic material at all, being part
pf piles of objects at the feet of the individuals buried
in barrow 1, Irthlingborough and barrow 6, West
Cotton, both excavated as part of the Raunds Area
Project (131 & 132) (Harding & Healy 2007), and
positioned at the tip of a dagger placed at the hand
of the interred individual at Acklam Wold B 124,
Ryedale, North Yorkshire (37) (Mortimer 1905; Smith
1919, 10-11). Three burials which contained flint
daggers also included bone pins which may have been
clothing or hair ornaments, but could also have been
used as pressure flaking tools (Duncan 2005). Jet
pulley-rings and beads were found in four burials, in
two cases alongside V-perforated buttons; and an
amber ring was recovered from barrow 1 at Irthling-
borough (131) in the same compact pile as the flint
dagger, five V-perforated jet buttons with different
quantities of wear, three cattle rib spatulae, a boar’s
tusk, a slate ‘sponge finger’, a polished stone bracer
which had broken and was refashioned into a second
‘sponge finger’, an elongated chalk object, a possibly
upﬁnished triangular arrowhead, two flint knives, two
flint scrapers, a retouched flint flake, a partial core,
and five unretouched flint flakes (Davis & Payne 1993;
Foxon 2011). While this burial is extremely well-
furnished, all of the burials in which flint daggers are
found alongside ornaments have vielded a number of
artefacts which probably tell us less about the actual
possessions and life or wealth of the interred indivi-
dual and more about the sorts of material appropriate
to remove from circulation and place with the
deceased at the time of burial (Briick 2006; 2009;
Frieman 2012b; Woodward 2002).
The final notable find context from which flint
daggers are recovered are rivers, particularly the Thames.
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Of the 53 daggers found in wet contexts, 43 were
tound during dredging activities, in dried up river
channels or on the banks of rivers and streams. The
ten remaining daggers were largely recovered from
bogs, but two were found in reservoirs. Clearly,
the antiquity of the watery find contexts cannot be
guaranteed in these cases. The 43 river finds are par-
ticularly interesting as they have a distinct geographic
distribution, being found almost universally in the
south-east of England. The dagger from an old channel
of the Trent at Staythorpe, Newark, Nottinghamshire
(93) is the most northerly river find, while that
recovered in dredgings from the Severn at Diglis Basin,
Worcester, Worcestershire {137) is the most westerly.
In fact, 33 of the flint daggers found in rivers were
found in the Thames, mostly in Greater London,
but one was found as far up the river as Henley,
Oxfordshire (146) (Frieman 2013b). In this context, it
is worth noting that six of the eight recorded finds of
apparently Early Bronze Age, bone daggers come from
che Thames as well {ApSimon 1954-5; Gerloff 1975,
175-6; Smith 1920, 13).

While the high number of finds in the Thames no
doubt reflects the long history of dredging and the
presence of collectors in Greater London for whom
interesting antiquities would be retained, it likely
also reflects a distinct set of prehistoric practices and
beliefs. Later prehistory saw a Jong tradition deposi-
tional activity focused on the Thames and its tributaries
(Bradley 1979; 1990; York 2002); and, while the
best known practices date to the middle of the 2nd
millennium and later, they clearly originate in the
Neolithic (Edmonds 1995, 150; Lamdin-Whymark
2008). The nature of these depositional practices 1s
unclear, although usually assumed to be ritual in
nature. The recovery of human skulls dated from the
Neolithic to the Iron Age suggests a funerary aspect to
these deposition activities (Bradley & Gordon 1988).
During the later 3rd and earlier 2nd millennia BC
material frequently encountered in dry-land funerary
contexts, such as Beaker pottery, human bone, metal
daggers, and stone battle-axes, appears to have been
preferentially deposited in the Thames (Lamdin-
Whymark 2008, 34); and this pattern can be seen to
extend even further into the past, echoing Neolithic
practices of deposition of complete objects, often those
with mortuary associations, in the river (ibid., 45).

If the deposition of flint daggers in riverine contexts
does, in fact, form part of funerary rituals, or
even a separate funerary act, then the clear regional

differences in flint dagger burial and river deposition
locales becomes quite interesting. In fact, while there is
an overlap between the areas in which these two
activities were carried out, a clear regional distinction
is visible, with flint daggers from rivers coming from
south-east England and East Anglia — the flint dagger
heartland — and flint dagger burials largely found on
the periphery of this area (Fig. 5). It is possible that
this distribution pattern derives from two different sets
of funerary rites with different regional distributions;
but, as flint daggers were just one object type occa-
sionally deposited in a more ot less uniform set of
funerary practices, the regional patterning observed
might well also reflect contrasting ideas of the value,
function or use of flint daggers themselves.

A potential parallel is the contrast between burials
with flint daggers and contemporary burials with
metal daggers. While these do not have separate dis-
tribution regions, Needham (forthcoming) has sug-
gested that the use of flint daggers, and their common
associations, in funerary contexts derived from an
attempt by aspiring clites to access status while
maintaining an identity distinct from elites buried with
metal daggers. While Needham links distinction in
burial practice to shifting relationships between com-
munities and individuals within Britain, given the
particular set of materials and contexts frequently
associated with British flint daggers — not to mention
their morphological characteristics — patterns of con-
tact and communication, and possibly alliances,
between British populations and their neighbours
across the North Sea must be explored.

THE ORIGIN AND SIGNIFICANCE OF BRITISH FLINT
DAGGERS

No obvious British precursor exists for flint dagger®
and it is deeply unlikely, verging on impossible, tha'
their form originated in the British Isles despite a lont
tradition of flint mining and knapping. Edmond:
(1995, 1034} notes that, during the 3rd millenniuf’
5C, a distinct division in flint-knapping techniques a0
procedures becomes evident: quotidian flint-knappind
shows a decrcase in specialisation and uniformit!
while a number of highly specialised, and widell
shared, chaines opératoires were developed for MmOt
elaborate flint tools. These fine flint objects, iIlClu"Tf
ing, for example, Seamer axes (Manby 1979) &
discoidal knives {Clark 1929; Gardiner 2008), 25
frequently found deposited in contexts which I8
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ritual activities linked to Grooved Ware (Edmonds
1995, 105; Healy 2012). In fact, Gardiner (2008) has
noted that the poorly understood discoidal knives, like
flint daggers, have a distinctly south-eastern English
distribution with additional areas of concentrated
deposition in Eastern Yorkshire and the Peak District,
suggesting that future research might focus on possible
links between the two artefact types. In Beaker comn-
texts, barbed-and-tanged arrowheads are probably the
best known of the fine lithic tools produced in the later
3rd millennium BC (Green 1980). Despite being 2
new form, and one with clear continental affinities
{Edmonds 1995, 162-3), these show obvious links to
Late Neolithic British fintworking techniques, parti-
cularly in the use of pressure flaking to produce par-
allel oblique retouch on the surfaces of some (cf. Butler
2005, 158-63). Similar pressure flaking is also found
on some plano-convex Knives, another key late 3rd
millennium sc flint tool, associated with burials with
Food Vessels and Collared Urns (Clark 1932a).

A lack of recent comprehensive syntheses inevitably
hampers our ability to place British flint daggers
into their local technological context; but the large
numbers and types of knives being produced and
deposited, frequently in ritual and funerary CONEEXts,

should not be ignored. Other than plano-convex
knives, various ovoid knife forms are known from
around the PBritish Isles in the 3rd millennium. For
some bifacially worked implements ‘not
elongated enough to be speatheads, or sharp enough 20
to be knives’ (Radley 1970a, 132), appear to have
Grooved Ware associations — most famously being
found in large numbers with several Seamer axcs and
tens of other flint objects near Holgate in York (ibid.}
are a possible early form. Somewhat more recent
ovate knives have been found in hoards as well as in Pressigny in
production contexts around Grimes Graves, Norfolk
we find very fine

doubled-edged blades, such as those found in the

example,

(Robins 2002). Additionally,

sAmesbury Archer’ burial (Flarding 2011a, 94),

might well have been hafted as daggers, like the blade
found with the remains of the Similaun Man (Spindler

1994).

A number of very fine, ovoid knives - dubbed
foliate knives {sensu Ballin 2011b, 450) — were also
identified in the course of this survey, often typologi-
cally misidentified as flint daggers {see, for instance,
Table 1). These foliate knives are arguably part of the
same continuum of flintworking as the flint daggers,
but are slightly more recent, are usually smaller, have

no distinction between a blade and hafting parts, and
often show use-wear, including gloss, on diagonally
opposing edges, as f the too! were rotated in the hand
during use. These knives do appear to bave similar
functions to flint daggers within the ritual sphere, as
the example found with a multiple cremation burial in
a Collard Urn from Barrow 5 at Raunds demonstrates
(Harding & Healy 2007, 1415 2011, fig. $S3.1).
It is more than likely that, with further research, a
aumber of Class 4 flint daggers, particularly those
identified from photographs and drawings rather than
direct observation of the original object, might be
reclassified as foliate knives. The, now lost, bifacial
dagger or knife found in soil making up a Bell Barrow
at Heatherwood Hospital, Ascot, Berkshire {(338)
(Bradley & Keith-Lucas 1975) might, in fact, be one
such example (R. Bradley, pers. comm.).

Flint daggers from elsewhere and elsewhen

Flint daggers are not in any way unique to Britain; but
the British flint daggers — by dint of their small num-
bers and short period of use — have largely been left
out of the debates about flint dagger production
and use in later prehistoric continental Europe. In fact,
flint daggers have been found in European contexis
from Iraly to Norway and several varieties appeat
to have circulated widely within regional exchange
and communication networks
04; Delcourt-Viaeminck et

Giemann 2003; Steiniger

et al. 2004). These

and up the North Sea coasts to Denmark, Germ

Delcourt-Viaeminck et 4L 1991; Honegger &

smaller imitations in local and northern Frenc
(Siemann 2003; Zimmermann 2007), were 5
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(Delcourt-Vlaeminck
al. 1991; Honegger
2002; Honegger & de Montmollin 20103 Kithn 197%
Lomborg 1973; Mallet 8 Ramseyer 1991; Mottes 2001
2010; Strahm 1961-196%;
Seruve 1955). Long, plano-convex blades, hafted as
daggers, produced primarily from flint from Grand:
the Massif Central (France) begal
circulating in the very late 4th millennium and reached
a floruit in the first half the 3rd (Thuel 2004; Maller
Grand-Pressigny daggers werd
which made through a specialised reduction process {Mallei:
& Ramseyer 1991; Mallet et al. 2004 Millet-Richard
1994) and circulated as blanks and finished dagged
via the major French rivers to PBrittany and Switzertald

ans

and the Netherlands {cf. Delcourt-Vlaeminck 2008

Montmollin 2010; Lomborg 1973; Siemantt 200
Vander Linden 2012; van der Waals 1991). They, 38
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in a variety of contexts, most no
i : tably al i
Dutch Single Grave Culture burials (\Ln (O}I}SSIdE o
142; 2010b). 2010
In the second half of th i
Int _ e 3rd millennium
;lggllv}an flint dagger industry also develop,e; (S;ani
; Forssander 1936; Lomborg 1973; Miillf:r

sgie;nt vi;(i)trhm ;:::ff Beaker) pottery (Vander Linden 2012
_ erences}. From about 23 :
iz)mcel(:late Scandinavian flint daggers alsoog Cil i
: 911;; i:lmtexts (Beuker & Drenth 2006; ]glI()Jearlrrlem

). In contrast to the plano-convex F;'ench da;

1902). In contrast to the G ; gers, these flat and bifaci
e Grand-Pressigny blade dag- found depositedanaln‘i)ciicf}lclgiu?orlk ed’ Sz o
ively in wet locales

gel‘ 5 g El and blfacla“y WO ket nt |Ia ers awa settlement ¥ 1! { !”I“ .
S the la[ (5 flat gg y fl() € I Tl CONCEXIs (Va[l ll“ a,

produced in Danish and Swedi

ish contexts a

e hee ade mrefore tiaﬂy o e pfealt-r ;?: 2010b), a practice which echoes the watery deposit'
10N

odul i i i
nodules of mined flint. While the flint daggers pro- centuri
- T1Es.

duced in Scandinavia to i
ok a variety of subtly di
forms, and certainl ied i Rahiated different It is entirel i
and sire, a sub-gros; ;aé}esem (lluahty of manufacture perhaps ;rcfeejvapzsf&t]ﬁz that some British flint daggers,
daggers appear to have been;iozi%;;?g tfli1nefly made south-eastern England r;lfifg (il_a§5 i)’l daggzrs from
sphere, particularly to accom e funerary  Scandinavia; and futur iginally produced in
: : leaburizl ; and future raw material .
with archery equi pany male burials along focus on thi h nateria analyses might
2007; 2008). lgft elzﬂfnzto?)rédgg)agésh ?eakers (Samaw  idEmined B lislagl:l;f;im;f. fertaml% Kiihn (1979) has
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Ffieman 2012a; 2012¢). Both thf: (l pel TOOO; 2004; precedent or para1,1e1 Yete f‘]:jonn;cuon is not without
hilted flint dagger varieties circul ; neeonate and the in datable British con'text PRy C-IO not appear
(Frieman 2012¢, 74—s) ated widely in Europe linked spread of Beaker r;“:ltl'l ?fter (t;lhe initial, Dutch-
In fact, the lance(;l d are a 1 aterials and practices — th
3 at . ater, and . &y
e variety looks like the Beaker :atssc:mblagt:se iS:c? :Ei);l;fflils:ﬂﬂle, adfl trion to
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O e . ological connection t i i
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millenni ivi

mosilr;nlilrllmu,l pef)p}:‘fl living in Britain seemed to be

‘ sular in their technologi i
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» developing unique material culture and mI:Jnu—

of Scandinavi i i
dinavian flint axes circulating in the previous

British Beakers, Briti
, British daggers and y ;
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increasing numbet of ways to signal status and identity
within & highly competitive, if somewhat fragmented,
social context.
Yet, widening our perspective to include the

broader European context of this series of insular
developments gives a slightly different picture. Even
while the British Beaker package was becoming more
regionalised, and perhaps more overtly British, flint
daggers and other continental object types,
baitle-axes, various types of which had also been in
circulation on the mnear continent since the 4th
millennium {Bakker 1979; Zapotocky 1992), were
quickly adopted and deployed in the ritual sphere. It
begins to appear that the adoption of flint daggers,
and more explicitly, daggers which appear to be
morphologically and, at least in the south-east, func-
tionally patterned after the Scandinavian daggers
circulating in the Netherlands, was part of a conscious
attempt to call back to the Dutch connection which
was so fundamental to the early adoption of the
Beaker package in Britain.

In this lighs, flint daggers within British assemblages
might indicate an attempt to affiliate oneself or one’s
community with a specifically continental ancestral
Beaker identity, as distinct from the more regional
British versions which were emerging. The regional
distinction between river finds and burial finds might
indicate a time lag in the adoption of flint daggers,
with the former retaining their Dutch associations
while the latter, deposited further away, began
accruing more locally significant meanings. However,
it might also indicate nuances within this specific
ancestral Beaker identity, conforming nicely 10 the
idea that Britain after 2250 cal BC was becoming
strongly regionalised, not just in burial practice, but
also in personal or corporate identity (Needham 2005;
forthcoming}.

It is obvious that flint daggers found in British
contexts form part of the wider European trend to
produce, use, display and discard lithic daggers.
While, in Europe, this trend lasted from the late 4th
into the 2nd millennium, in Britain it was only a brief
phase in the later part of the 3rd millennium. Flint
daggers have been argued to form part of a larger
circulation network in which a specific ‘dagger idea’
was particularly valued {sensu Vandkilde 2001, 337;
see also Heyd 2007; Vandkilde 2005, 17). Within this
conceptual framework, daggers made from metal,
from lithics, and from other raw materials, such as
bone, have been argued to imply distinct and distinctly

new ideas about individual prestige and status, specific
gendered identities and access to new ways of carrying
out and thinking about technology. While daggers

appear to have had no uniform physical function, the
choice to wear and display a dagger on one’s person
seems to have been on indicator of their participation
in the large-scale contact networks which relied on the
adoption of standardised and specialised production
notably  processes (Frieman 2012a). Flint daggers, in combin-

ing a very traditional technology and raw material
with a new form and novel, frequently specialised,
production processes Were able to act as ‘boundary
objects’, tangible expressions of people’s engagement
in shared value-systems (ibid.; Frieman 2012ch
British flint daggers conform nicely to this pattern.
While their form is novel, there was already a long
tradition of expert bifacial knapping in Britain in the
3rd millennium BC (Edmonds 1995); although, until
further technological studies are carried out, 2 direct
continuity of knapping practice cannot be proved.
Moreover, the treatment of 2 number of British flint
daggers indicates that they were seen as part of this
tradition, despite their novel form. For example, the
surface grinding visible on three flint daggers (149,
179, & 203) is also found in the production and fin-
ishing of discoidal knives (Clark 1929). Moreover,
patterns of citual usage of fine flint tools are also
retained as can be seen in the deposition of flint dag-
gers near ritual sites, such as Arbor Low (114) or the
henge or barrow at Ringlemere, Kent (290). A some-
what contentious, but possibly key example is the
apparent flint dagger from cairn 2 at Biggar Common
(20). Although identified as 2 knife in the excavation
report (Finlayson in Johnston 1997), morphologicallys
-1 fits the criteria used above to define and identify flinf
daggers, being 117 mm long, fully bifacially worked
and having a Jouble-edged blade end distinct from the
fat-based tang end. It was found under the cairn, 10!
associated with any obvious funerary remains bu
deposited alongside a Seamer axe, a distinctly Lat
Neolithic object frequently found with other classi
Late Neolithic types of finely made flints. This asso”
ciation has led some to reject the possibility that thik
piece is a flint dagger; however, it fits the same pattert
as the daggers noted Jbove which combine aspect® &
the Late Neolithic understanding of special flint 100
with the new object type. Furthermore, in a pen®
noted for its use of curated and heirloom materia1§ .
ritnal contexts (eg, Woodward 2002), it is posslh "
that the axe with which this putative dagger W
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British and Irish Early Bronze Age has been largely 7Catalogue numbers: 41, 54, 147, 150, 205, 319, & 389.
disregarded since Clark wrote many of the seminal The Trengwaintcu Housc flint dagger (392) bears a hor-
izontal band of gloss near its widest point which may be the

result of similar binding.
8This interpretation directly contradicts that of Lomborg

(1973, 91-2) who identified British daggers as the prototype
for Scandinavian ones based on an erroneous understanding
of the chronological development in the two regions. Based
on the available radiocarbon dates, it appears much more
likely that lanceolate flint daggers were produced in southern
Scandinavia several generations before they were manu-

factured in Britain.

descriptive and typochronological papers in the 1920s.
Yet, as recent research around Europe shows, lithic
technology in the 3rd and 2nd millennia BC was neither
subordinate to nor marginalised by metallurgy. In fact,
the networks which allowed metal and metal tech-
nology to circulate were first established by people
travelling great distances to access polished axes, flint
daggers, and ground-stone battle-axes. This re-
evaluation of the British flint daggers should not be
caken as the definitive statement onl their typology,
technology, function, of significance; rather, it is
hoped, this paper will reopen and reinvigorate dis-
cussions about British lithic industries of the 3rd and
20d millennia e and their significance to wider societal

and technological trends.
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Endnotes
1gpecific flint daggers mentioned in the text will be identified

by recorded find location followed by their emboldened
Blakelaw, Linton,

catalogue number in parentheses, ¢g,
Berwickshire, Scottish Borders (22).
“The mean tang length:total length ratio of complete and
near complete daggers from British and Irish contexts is 467
with a standard deviation of 072, meaning that the lower
bound of the distribution at 2 sigma is .324. There are
sufficiently few daggers with shorter than normal tangs that
setting the cut off point between long- and short-tanged
daggers at the slightly larger .333 is not problemmatic.
30f particular note is a flat, bifacially knapped 130 mm long
‘elongated javelin’ found in an Early Neolithic Court Tomb
in Behy, Co. Mayo which bears a striking resemblance to
some of these short-tanged daggers (N. Carlin, pers. comm.
see also Driscoll 2010; Warren et al. 2009}
45 nother apparent lithic dagger made from a material othet
than fling, in this case pitchstone, has also been recovere
from Arran, North Ayrshire but is not included in the pre-
sent study (A. Saville, pers. comim.)
5The dagger from Lockeridge, West Ovetton, Wiltshire
{378)is described by Smith (1919, 14) as having a single pair
of notches; but the dagger itself was not able to be examined
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bekannt sind, und er untersucht im Detail, welche Entscheidungen getroffen wurden bei der Wahl der
Niederlegungsorte, nicht nur in Grabkontexten, sondern auch in trockenen Béden und insbesondere in
Feuchtboden oder Gewissern. Schlielich schligt dieser Beitrag eine Sequenz fiir die Entwicklung der britischen
Flintdolche vor, die sie technologisch und morphologisch mit lanzenspitzenférmigen Dolchen aus Skandinavien
verbindet, die in den Niederlanden in Umlauf waren. Es wird dic Schlussfolgerung gezogen, dass Bewohner
Stidostbritanniens wissentlich diese niederlindische Verbindung hochspielten um eine spezifische Herkunftsi-
dentitit zu betonen, die sie mit Gemeinschaften auf der anderen Seite des Armelkanals direkt verkniipfen sollte.

RESUMEN
Cuchillos de doble filo: revisando los pusiales de silex britinicos (e irlandeses), por Catherine J. Frieman
Los puilales de silex son una categoria de artefactos bien conocida y estudiada con detalle, propia de la Europa

occidental de finales del Neolitico hasta los primeros usos del metal. Estén ampliamente relacionados con la
adopcién de los objetos de metal y la metalur

gia —en muchos casos se describen como copias de los cuchillos de
metal. En Gran Bretafa, se han recu

perado varios cientos de puiiales de silex en una gran variedad de contextos,
entre los cuales las mejor conocidas son un

pufiado de ricas inhumaciones campaniformes individuales. Los
pufiales de silex britanicos fueron un tema de gran interés para los primeros arqueolégos y han sido objeto de
numerosas publicaciones desde principios del siglo XX, destacando la influyente tipocronologia y catalogacién
de W.F. Grimes en 1931. Sin embargo, adn transcurridos 80 afios de evolucién de nuestro conocimiento sobre el
Bronce Inicial britanico, los enterramientos campaniformes, los pufiales de silex europeos, y la tecnologia litica
en general, apenas se ha vuelto a prestar atencién a los puiiales de silex britinicos. Este articulo propone una
nueva clasificacién de los pufiales britanicos, distinguiendo entre aquéllos que probablemente fueron producidos
en Gran Bretafia y los traidos desde el continente. Se analiza la chaine opératoire de estos punales basindose en
su forma final ya que no se conocen sus dreas de produccién y se examinan con detalle las decisiones tomadas
para su depdsito, no sélo en contextos funerarios, sino también en otros de tierra firme ¥, sobre todo, en
contextos himedos. Por dltimo, se propone una secuencia de desarrollo para los pufiales de silex britdnicos que
los vincula tecnolégica y morfolégicamente a los puiiales lanceolados escandinavos que circulan en los Paises
Bajos. Esto sugiere que los grupos del sureste de Inglaterra intencionadamente resaltaron esta conexién
holandesa con la finalidad de fortalecer una identidad ancestral especifica que les vinculaba directamente con
estas comunidades a través del Canal.




