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Abstract 

This dissertation aims to compile a database of prehistoric textile tools from 

the Ceredigion, Carmarthenshire and Pembrokeshire areas of Wales, and to 

use that data to investigate any discernible patterns.   To date, no systematic 

investigation has been done on Welsh textile tools, and this study hopes to 

offer a starting point for a comprehensive survey.   Textile tools were 

researched, inspected and recorded quantitatively and photographically with 

provenance and chronology being noted where there was sufficient prime 

data.   Insufficient information was forthcoming to allow analyses and mapping 

of spatial or temporal patterning, but a record of textile tools stored at county 

museums was collated with notes made of decorative aspects and of raw 

materials used, particularly slate.   A typology was designed to reflect the 

textile tools encountered.   Further study should be made to research and 

record a Welsh nationwide database of textile tools.    
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Chapter 1 

Introduction 

The objective of this study was to investigate the archaeological record of 

textile production in prehistoric Wales, focussing on the south-western 

counties of Ceredigion, Carmarthenshire, and Pembrokeshire.   Concentrating 

on a defined area should have ensured a manageable but meaningful quantity 

of data for the space allowed in this dissertation. 

 

Wales has a rich heritage of prehistoric sites which have been excavated 

extensively, starting with antiquarians in the 18th and 19th centuries, and more 

recently by archaeological Trusts, universities, CADW and Comiswm Brenhinol 

Henebion Cymru (CBHC)/the Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical 

Monuments of Wales (RCAHMW).  There is a comprehensive oeuvre of 

publications about prehistoric sites in Wales, with many articles written by the 

19th century excavators appearing in the early editions of Archaeologia 

Cambrensis, and research reports and excavation reports being published by 

the various commissioning organisations more recently.   However, no 

systematic study of the archaeological evidence for textile production in 

prehistoric Wales appears to have been done, and it is hoped that this survey 

will act as a starting point for such a study.    

 

Aims of study and Research questions 
The aim of this dissertation was to compile a database of the archaeological 

evidence for textile production in prehistoric Wales, with specific reference to 

the material culture recorded in Ceredigion, Carmarthenshire, and 
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Pembrokeshire.   By gathering together this material, it should be possible to 

map the distribution of the textile tools found, using variable parameters to 

analyse the data.  The most abundant textile tool artefact encountered in the 

museum collections was spindle whorls, and a typology has been devised in 

order to classify these systematically.  Consolidating the data collected might 

reveal regional or chronological patterns which could then be situated within 

the broader context of the archaeological material culture. 

Questions to be answered are:  What assemblage of textile tools is there in the 

defined area?   What are the characteristics of these tools in terms of their 

stylistic and functional variability?   Are there any patterns evident from 

mapping the tools’ provenance, for example, from use of raw materials, 

typology, and decoration?   Do the tools provide any clues as to the nature of 

prehistoric society in Wales? 

 

Wales 
Prehistoric textile tools are present in Wales, although there appears to be a 

disconnect in the densities of artefacts encountered between sites in north 

and west Wales.   A frustration of this project was reading antiquarian 

accounts of excavations and sites and realising many artefacts must have been 

found which now appear lost.   Albert Way (1867: 249) writes of a stone whorl 

found in a hut-circle on Holyhead Mountain, saying it “is of a class of relics 

occurring constantly on all ancient sites” and Way recounts a contemporary 

stating that whorls are “frequently found in England”.  However, in contrast, 

Murphy et al (2011) describe west Wales as having numerous enclosed 

settlements but with few artefacts, describing low artefact densities which the 

authors ascribe to re-using items, choices of materials, and an aceramic 
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culture.   Way’s comments may apply generally to the United Kingdom, 

whereas Murphy’s are specific to west Wales.   In addition to these factors, the 

Welsh environmental conditions are not conducive to taphonomic 

preservation of objects.   Research has produced accounts of only four finds of 

textile fragments (see Appendix 3 for sites), with 

the largest and most spectacular piece coming 

from Llangorse Crannog.   This site is early 

medieval, and the material is a high status, 

particularly fine fabric with pieces embroidered or 

woven using a soumak brocading technique 

(Redknap & Lane 1994).   This fabric is from a later 

period than the focus of this dissertation; 

however, the quality of the piece shows the 

existence of technologically skilled textile workers who have the expertise and 

knowledge to produce such a fine, complex piece.   This is not something that 

happens overnight – there is a bedrock of skills and knowledge of tools, raw 

materials, processing, and techniques of spinning, weaving, and dyeing, which 

have developed over a long period and enable the production of such fine 

work. 

 

Four small fragments of a woven textile were found by G C Dunning (1943) 

when excavating a cairn on Mynydd Epynt in 1940.  These were examined by 

the Victoria & Albert Museum and were deduced to be possibly woollen but, 

because of the fabrics’ carbonised condition and the technology available at 

the time, no further analysis was forthcoming.   These pieces are listed in 

Savory’s (1980) Catalogue of Bronze Age collections but online searches have 

failed to find them on the National Museum of Wales’s portal.    

Figure 1 - Textile fragments from 
Llangorse Crannog - display at St Fagan's 
Museum.   (Photograph: K Davies 2020.) 
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Historiographical sources for this early period are rare.   Caesar’s Commentarii 

de Bello Gallico (1869: 5.14) describes the Britons from Kent as wearing skins 

and using woad to dye their skin blue, but one should consider the author’s 

motives before relying on his account.   Caesar may have wanted to represent 

the Britons as barbarians to justify his invasion (Lendering 2020).   The Welsh 

bardic oral tradition is recorded in medieval manuscripts and provides 

glimpses of an earlier lifestyle from stories told over many generations, but 

these have no definite chronology or exact provenance.   The Mabinogion 

(Davies 2007) mentions grey woollen hunting garb, golden brocaded silk, a red 

silk dress for Olwen, and pavilions and tents: this variety of fabrics and uses 

demonstrates a familiarity and commonplaceness that, again, does not appear 

overnight but is the product of a long period of evolution.    

 

What is certain is that spindle whorls and perforated objects that could be 

loom weights are present in museum collections and these provide material 

evidence of textile production in prehistoric Wales.   The difficulties 

encountered in researching prehistoric textiles and textile tools in Wales 

reinforces the need for a study of the material culture evidence and for a 

consolidated database.  

 
  

Figure 2 - Fragments of carbonised woven textile from Outer Burial, 
Mynydd Epynt.   (Photograph from Archaeologia Cambrensis 97 (1943) 

Plate XVI, page 182 - G C Dunning.) 
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Chapter 2 

Textiles and Tools in the Archaeological Record 

Historically, textiles and the tools used to produce them have received scant 

notice archaeologically, but their production would have formed a 

fundamental element of society in pre-industrial times. Textile production 

would have been a more time-consuming activity than pottery or agriculture, 

and analyses of prehistoric societal structures should take notice of this 

elemental occupation and its tools (Barber 1991).   A fragment of 3-ply cord 

made up of fibres with an S-twist plied with a Z-twist has been found in the 

Abri du Maras, France, in a Middle Palaeolithic context (dated using ESR and U-

Th methods to 52-41kya) (Hardy et al 2020), which helps substantiate Barber’s 

(1991) assertion that the textile industry is older than pottery, metallurgy, 

agriculture, and stock-breeding. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The process of twisting fibres formed the basis for making cords and ropes, 

nets, mats, bags, sails, shelter, and eventually clothing, and would have 

Figure 3 - SEM 
photograph of 3-ply cord 
from Abri du Maras.   Z- 
and S-twist effects 
shown in blown-up 
pictures.   (Photograph 
from Hardy et al 2020.) 



12 
1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 

 

become an important part of everyday life, making products which would be 

essential commodities used in society.   However, these are perishable objects, 

which only survive taphonomically under specific conditions.  Is it the paucity 

of evidence that led to this industry being overlooked previously?   When 

studying Greek or ancient Middle Eastern iconography, did antiquarians not 

question the textiles depicted and wonder who produced them and how?   

Textile production is an important topic which merits close attention, and its 

multidisciplinary analyses produce data which aid archaeological 

hermeneutics. 

 

Textiles and Fibres 
Evidence of early fibres and textiles is accumulating as technology becomes 

more sophisticated and sensitive, with the earliest fibres (prior to the cord at 

Abri du Maras) being found in Dzudzuana Cave, Georgia (Bar-Yosef et al 2011).  

Unit C (27-24ka cal BP) produced fibres of wild flax which were spun and dyed 

blue, pink and green (Kvavadze et al 2009).    Debate about the identification of 

the source plants highlights the need for highly sensitive instrumentation to 

analyse the plant bast remains.   Bar Yosef et al (2011) states “there are 

remains of knitted string”: it is unlikely to be knitted, as evidence for knitted 

items does not exist earlier than circa 1100 AD, with nålbindning (a looped 

technique using one perforated needle) preceding knitting in 300-500 AD 

(VAM 2020), so what is probably meant is knotted, which agrees with the 

photographic evidence.   The debate and technical terms illustrate the range of 

multidisciplinary skills and knowledge needed when analysing and interpreting 

textile finds. 
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Desert conditions are favourable for textile preservation, with the combination 

of aridity and salt inhibiting the bacteria that destroy organic fibres (Barber 

1991).   Evidence of woven linen has been 

found in a Neolithic settlement dating from 

circa 5000 BC in the Fayum in Egypt (UCL 

2003), and there is a great deal of evidence of 

fine linen woven textiles from funerary 

contexts (Hallmann 2015), Egyptian 

iconography, epigraphy, and textual remains, 

such as laundry lists (Vogelsang-Eastwood 

2000).  Excavations have uncovered Meroitic 

(300 BCE) cotton textile remains in Egypt at Qasr Ibrim (Yvanez and Wozniak 

2019).    

 

Historiography presents sources that provide clues as to the functions and role 

of textiles in ancient Mediterranean society.   For example, Homer’s The 

Odyssey (1900: Book 19) describes Penelope weaving and unravelling Laertes’ 

shroud, and relates the use of damask cloths, linen, and spare clothes.   The 

story of the weaving contest between Arachne and Minerva is told in Book 6 of 

Ovid’s Metamorphoses (1794).    

  

Figure 4 – Linen pleated tunic, tomb 13, Assiut, 
Egypt, circa 2000 BC, Louvre Museum E 12026.   
(Photograph : © Musée du Louvre/G. Poncet   
2020.) 
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In 2013 in the Neolithic site of Çatalhöyük, a 

piece of carbonised linen cloth was found in a 

burial context (F.7127) in Building 52 (Catalhoyuk 

2013, Gilligan 2018).   The salt mines in Hallstatt, 

Austria, have been worked since the Bronze Age, 

and excavations have produced a rich assemblage 

of textiles because of the preservation conditions 

provided by the salt (Grömer 2014).  Some of these 

textiles date from 1500-1200 BC and show 

exceptional qualities, being made of fine wool and 

of a high technological standard of weaving and 

hence spinning and showing evidence of dyeing 

(Grömer 2014).   Other excavations containing 

textiles are crannog sites in Switzerland, bog 

bodies from Denmark and Ireland, and, in Norway, 

climate change is melting glaciers and revealing Iron Age clothing (Vedeler and Bender 

Jørgensen 2013).   In 2006, and then in 2015, fragments of Bronze Age woven textiles were 

found at Must Farm (2015) in Cambridgeshire, and Must Farm’s post-excavation diaries 

(2019) discuss further Bronze Age finds of yarns and wound threads – exceptional finds in 

Britain’s challenging taphonomic environment. 

 

The existence of these cords, yarns and threads, textiles and items of clothing 

all signify societies with a sophisticated, skilful and knowledgeable mastery of 

textiles and their processing and manufacture. Although the archaeological 

record in Wales is scanty, the evidence from its surrounding regions infers the 

existence of a textile industry in Wales. 

 

Figure 5 - Linen cloth from burial F.7127, Building 
52, Çatalhöyük (2013).   (Photograph: Scott Haddow 
2013.) 
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Tools 
Preservation conditions vary within the Mediterranean basin, North Africa, and 

Europe, with widespread textile technology evident from the archaeological 

record comprising spindle whorls, loom 

weights, and, occasionally, spindles. 

However, this class of artefact can be 

difficult to identify - for example, a recent 

debate concerns Etruscan glass stirring rods 

and their possible use as distaffs (Barber 

and Caulfield 2015), and small round 

perforated objects have been variously 

classified as buttons, beads, conuli, and 

spindle whorls (Sabatini and Bergerbrant 2019), or clustered together 

taxonomically (Crewe 1998).   Textile tools would have been widespread and 

produced from everyday local raw materials, such as stone, wood, and clay, 

whereas beads tended to be decorative and made of more exotic materials 

(Barber 1991).   The perishability of the raw materials means material culture 

presents archaeologists with a distorted representation of the industry, and it 

is important to understand that what is evident is only part of the story. 

 

The study of textile tools is informative archaeologically: there are regional 

differences revealed by whorl position (Crewe 1998) and their morphology can 

be diagnostic, there is a causal relationship between morphology and material 

composition (Cameron 2002), and their functional analysis can suggest 

chronological and regional markers. 

  

Figure 6 - Tintinnabulum depicting textile tools, 
from Tomb 5 (630 BC cal), Military Arsenal 
Necropolis (Archaeological Museum of Bologna).   
(Photograph: Turfa 2012.) 
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Chapter 3 

Theoretical Perspectives 

Archaeological theory has been described as a toolbox (Harris and Cipolla 

2017), used to interpret and explain the artefacts and sites we excavate.   

Concentrating on one theory is too prescriptive and risks blinding oneself to 

alternative or wider interpretations, an outcome that is particularly likely when 

working with assumptions and inferences, with no challenge to bias, whether 

that bias be conscious or unconscious.   Therefore, it would seem logical to 

employ an array of archaeological theories in one’s toolbox, thus ensuring a 

receptive and responsive approach to the analysis of sites and material culture.   

This approach allows archaeology to stay vibrant, to encourage debate, and 

avoid monolithicism. 

 

Antiquarianism was the approach used by the 18th and 19th century excavators 

when exploring prehistoric Wales, using empirical methods to achieve their 

object of speaking “from facts not theory” (Hoare 1812 cited in Sweet 2008).   

This object-orientated process is demonstrated in Hume’s 1863 book 

elucidating antiquities found in Cheshire, in which he describes spindle whorls 

at length.   Way (1867), in his article about Holyhead, cites Hume’s book as a 

source of information about “such relics of female industry”, and mentions a 

gynaecium, a Greek term referring to women’s space.   One spindle whorl does 

not a gynaecium make (with apologies to Aristotle), and this focus on 

orderliness and classification, and employing a concept from a different 

cultural milieu, epitomises the problem of being too prescriptive.   Way’s 

dismissive tone appears to discount spindle whorls having any importance or 

value, whereas other lithic artefacts are pored over in great detail, which 
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suggests a gender bias.   It is interesting to compare Way’s 1867 article with 

Baring Gould’s (1899, 1900), as the latter is meticulous in his recording of the 

objects found, whereas the former is more discursive and, perhaps, subjective.   

Therefore, this apparent bias is not repeated in Baring Gould’s excavation 

reports and the utility of these reports should not be discounted.    

 

However, it cannot be ignored that textile production was a highly gendered 

activity.   Although the tools used are not inherently gendered in themselves, 

Chapter 2 refers to the historiographical data, the iconography, and the 

funerary contexts which depict an activity performed by women.   Barber 

(1994) proposes the reason for this was the need for women to be socially 

productive whilst also breastfeeding young children:  the modus operandi of 

textile-making is easily interruptible which enables such work to be compatible 

with child-care.   This appears a pragmatic approach to maximise labour 

productivity for the whole community: tasks would be allocated according to 

ability, and only be gender specific where it is a gendered activity, such as 

breastfeeding.  This does not necessarily mean women’s activities were limited 

to these tasks forever: as child-rearing occupies only a proportion of a 

woman’s life, other activities would have been performed.   It is also possible 

that, by performing a task over a period of time, women developed skills that 

were recognised, valued, and desired in the community, and women then 

exploited those skills.  Women acquired a technical knowledge and displayed 

an inventiveness which would have been admired, and they took control of 

their skills’ agency.  Eventually, spinning and weaving would have had 

economic significance, ergo women would have contributed to the economy 

(Barber 1991).    It is important to avoid placing a modern interpretation on a 

community whose attitudes, activities, and lives were very different to our 
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own.   Modern value parameters differ from those of 19th century antiquarians, 

never mind prehistoric communities, and thus interpretative efforts must be 

mindful of this diversity.   All members of the community would have had a 

contribution to make which would be valued: our task is not to allow Victorian 

attitudes to women to cloud our analysis of prehistoric sites.    

 

It was hoped that the results of this dissertation would give clues as to the 

chaîne opératoire of Welsh textile production, but the available data did not 

allow this.   A neat string of evidence would have been very satisfying, 

demonstrating the existence of fibre plants such as nettle or flax, to the ability 

to process the fibre with spindle whorls, to the manufacture of textiles using 

vertical looms with loom weights.   However, no contiguous theories or 

conclusions were possible with the limited material remains and data 

available. 

 

The materiality of spindle whorls is intriguing and bears closer inspection.   

Brück (2019) discusses identity and alterity from a human-centred approach 

and posits that cloth would have been important in forming a social identity in 

Bronze Age Britain.   Was this importance shared with the tools of 

manufacture?   The Welsh spindle whorls in this dataset display a range of 

styles from very rough and crude, to neat and finely made.   A few are 

beautifully decorated.   One would expect the most beautifully decorated to be 

the most attractive, but this ignores their properties.   Some of the plain whorls 

have a pleasing weight and shape, intrinsic qualities that feel right in the palm.  

Our experience of the weight and shape of the whorl is a sense-event that 

gives us an understanding of its materiality (Harris and Cipolla 2017), aided by 

their tactility.    Whorls become very personal, with spinners having favourites 
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that suit their style of spinning.   The boundary between human and thing is 

blurred, as the whorl has an agentive capacity in offering the human a better 

outcome.    These whorls embody the person using them, with their material 

properties entrapping the operator.   Do we assume the whorl manufacturer 

and operator are the same person?   Is the whorl an entangling object, 

enmeshing the person who operates it with the person who manufactured it, 

and perhaps decorated it?   Such a small, utilitarian artefact prompts a lot of 

questions about object biography, materiality of object, object agency, and 

human-object entanglement – is this because it is a very personal, everyday 

item, bringing us closer to the tangible person whose object it was?   

Somehow, the very ordinariness of these items allows us to feel an affinity for 

their possessors, with a desire to understand their relationship with their 

whorls. 
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Chapter 4 

Methodology 

Data Collection 
 
Initial research was performed online, looking for sites relating specifically to 

prehistoric Wales.   The first site encountered was A Research Framework for 

the Archaeology of Wales (ARFAW) (2016), a site set up by archaeologists 

based throughout the UK.   The members of this group have formulated a 

research framework for the archaeology of Wales, considering key questions 

to be answered and evaluating past achievements.   Identified and listed on 

the site are key Welsh sites presented regionally for the following periods: 

Palaeolithic and Mesolithic, Neolithic and Early Bronze Age, Later Bronze Age 

and Iron Age, Roman, and Early Medieval.   These lists provided a starting point 

for research as they give a brief description of the excavation of each site.   

Concise details of artefacts found are given, as well as other archaeological 

evidence, authors’ details and dates for publications, and location of the 

excavation material culture.   A perusal of the lists for south west Wales 

showed no mention of textile tools in the archaeological assemblage described 

in the Neolithic and Early Bronze Age list (2015).   However, the Later Bronze 

Age and Iron Age list described six sites containing textile tools and one site 

containing textile remains (2003). 

 

Further details of these sites were found by investigating the list of authors 

and associated dates, with the reports of the older excavations being 

published in Archaeologia Cambrensis.   These reports were accessed through 

the National Library of Wales website (2020) and recounted useful details of 
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the excavations themselves, the material culture found, the spatial positioning 

of the artefacts, and other information about the sites.   In some instances, 

drawings were made of the spindle whorls which were comparable with the 

artefacts stored in the museums.   Another interesting aspect of reading the 

original published articles was to determine the approach of the authors to the 

artefacts discovered and described, and to assess the quality of the data 

reported and attributes recorded.   Library searches produced excavation 

reports and published articles for the more recent sites. 

 

Details of the sites listed are as follows: 

Table 1 - Site details extracted from ARFAW Later Bronze Age and Iron Age list (2003). 

Site Location of 
material culture 

Textile tools found Dates of 
publications 

Caer Cadwgan University of 
Wales, Lampeter 

Spindle whorl 1987, 1984-88, 
1994 

Llawhaden Pembrokeshire 
County Museum, 
Scolton Manor 

Decorated spindle 
whorls 

1998 

Clawdd-y-Milwyr 
(St David’s Head) 

Tenby Museum Decorated spindle 
whorls 

1899, 1978, 1999 

Cwmbrwyn National Museum 
of Wales 

Spindle whorls 1907, 1978 

Henllys Top Field Not recorded Loom weight, 
spindle whorl 

1986 

Moel Trigarn Tenby Museum Decorated spindle 
whorls 

1900, 1978, 1999 

Drawsdre Isaf 
Farm, Llanarthney 

Carmarthen 
Museum 

Textile remains  1893,1917, 1935, 
1976 

 
Having identified the location of these sets of artefacts, the next step was to 

contact the individual museums and request access to the collections.  In 

addition to the museums listed, visits were also made to Ceredigion Museum 

in Aberystwyth and Swansea Museum, both of which also contained textile 

tools in their archives. 
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Another potential source of information identified was the Dyfed 

Archaeological Trust.   The Trust was emailed with a request for any details 

they might have with regard to textile tools, such as spindle whorls, loom 

weights, combs, and textile fragments or impressions.   A Historic Environment 

Record search was performed which produced a list of find sites of spindle 

whorls mainly, with details of possible chronology, publications, and other 

information.   However, in the majority of cases, it was not possible to access 

the artefacts as there was insufficient information to identify their current 

location.   Their find sites were noted for insertion on the site distribution map. 

 

A further source of find site locations were Savory’s Guide Catalogues (1976, 

1980) published by the National Museum of Wales.   These catalogues provide 

a comprehensive list of the Bronze Age and Early Iron Age collections in the 

National Museum of Wales’s archives, detailing the material culture found 

with comprehensive descriptions of the items themselves, their find sites, 

measurements, raw materials, and related publications.   Although these are 

not up-to-date publications, nevertheless they contain extensive information 

about the Museum’s collections and provided a source of further data for 

mapping the distribution of artefacts. 

 

Contact was made with the excavators of the Caer Cadwgan site in Lampeter in 

order to gain access to the excavation finds. 

 

Other online searches were performed using UWTSD’s library database to try 

and identify further sources of information about prehistoric textile tools and 

Welsh archaeology, with limited success. 
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Recording 
 

Each museum visit was treated as a ‘recording event’, with a systematic 

protocol being followed.   A toolkit for recording details was needed, 

comprising photo scale, calipers, electronic weighing scale, camera, and 

magnifying glass.   A useful addition to the toolkit would be a portable light 

source, as it was discovered the lighting in museums can be very variable and 

having one’s own light would result in consistently clear photographs.   Where 

possible, a list of the textile tools in the museum’s archive was obtained and 

photographed.   Each textile tool was inspected individually, with photographs 

being taken of the upper (superior) and lower (inferior) 

surfaces and the lateral surface with a standard L-shape 

8cm photo scale for comparison.   Measurements were 

taken of diameter and height using calipers.   Where 

perforations were present, these were also measured 

using calipers.   Each item was weighed on an electronic 

scale.   Any unusual markings, 

such as possible use-wear or manufacturing wear, 

were photographed, and all decoration was recorded.   

For each artefact, detailed notes were made as to 

artefact location, museum accession number, artefact 

type (such as spindle whorl or loom weight), raw 

materials used, provenance, chronology, shape 

(typology), diameter, height, perforation size, weight, 

decoration, use-wear or other marks, and associated 

Figure 8 - Stone spindle whorl, 
Minchin Hole, possibly Roman.   
Swansea Museum Accession No. 
1959.11.49. (Photograph: K 
Davies 2020.) 

Figure 7 - Stone spindle whorl, 
Hut site 27 from Moel Trigarn 
Hillfort, Iron Age.   Tenby 
Museum Accession No. 
1983:2046-8.   Described and 
illustrated in Archaeologia 
Cambrensis 17: 207 (1900). 
(Photograph: K Davies 2020.) 
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publications.   These notes were incorporated in an Excel spreadsheet to 

enable future data analysis and interrogation. 

 

Typology 
A typology was devised using 

shape to delineate the 

categories and sub-categories 

of the spindle whorls.   This 

typology was used to aid the 

classification of the different 

whorls inspected and helped 

systematise checking for 

morphological variation. 

 

Archaeological typologies are analytical tools devised to demonstrate stylistic 

variation in material culture. 

 

By photographing, measuring, weighing, and recording the artefacts, and by 

devising a shape typology, it is hoped the data will display a standardised 

recording of attributes which can be used for comparative purposes, 

comparing the results of this data with textile tools from other sources in 

Wales or other regions of the UK or Europe. 

  

Figure 9 - Examples of Spindle 
Whorl Typology - primary and 
secondary classifications.   
(Drawing: K Davies 2020.) 
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Chapter 5 

Results 

Ninety-nine spindle whorls were examined, with four museums visited and 

access to excavation finds being provided for one site local to Lampeter.   A 

further thirty-one artefacts were examined at the same sites – these are 

tentatively identified as loom weights.   This caution highlights the conjectural 

aspect of some of the classification of this material culture – there is a small 

potential cross-over between the artefacts identified as spindle whorls and 

those as loom weights, and, in addition, some of the “loom weights” have 

unusual characteristics which lead one to question their categorization. 

Carmarthen Museum contained the greatest number of artefacts, with 39 

spindle whorls and 13 loom weights, with Tenby Museum following in the 

ranking, with 32 spindle whorls and 10 loom weights.   Next is Ceredigion 

Museum, with 17 spindle whorls and 6 loom weights, Swansea Museum had 7 

spindle whorls but no loom weights in store, and the Caer Cadwgan site 

produced 4 spindle whorls and 2 loom weights. 

 

The majority of the collections stored in the museums were artefacts whose 

only relationship was that of being locally found, although even this 

32
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Spindle Whorl Location
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Figure 11 - Spindle Whorl Numbers and Location.   
(Graph: K Davies 2020.) 

Figure 10 - Loom Weight Numbers and Location. 
(Graph: K Davies 2020.) 
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codification is not necessarily definite as a lot of the artefacts were of 

unknown provenance.   Tenby Museum profits from being the depository for 

the finds from two significant sites – the excavation at St David’s Head by 

Reverend Baring Gould et al (1899), with 18 artefacts stored in Tenby, and the 

excavation at Moel Trigarn Hillfort, also by Baring Gould et al (1900), with 16 

artefacts in Tenby.   Therefore, Tenby Museum and Caer Cadwgan had the best 

provenance for their objects, with collections showing a more coherent picture 

albeit with a lesser range, and Carmarthen Museum had the worst provenance 

as the majority of its artefacts were of unknown find location. 

 

The variation in data quality between museums continued in the recorded 

information available for the chronology of the artefacts, with almost half 

(45%) of the spindle whorls being of unknown date, and the majority of the 

remainder (38%) being identified as Iron Age.   There is a clear bias in the 

typology of the spindle whorls towards a cylindrical shape, with 70% being of 

Type IVb (cylindrical) with a convex edge, and 11% being Type IVa with a flat 

edge.   A further 6% were Type IIIa with an ellipsoidal shape. 
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Davies 2020.) 

Figure 12 - Spindle Whorl Typology.   (Graph: K 
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The overwhelming majority of raw materials used for the fabrication of the 

spindle whorls examined were from naturally occurring, local stone.   49% 

were stone, 28% sandstone, 7% slate, 6% shale, and 2% mudstone.   Four of 

the slate spindle whorls were from the St David’s Head excavation, with one 

from the Moel Trigarn site, one from Caer Cadwgan, and one from Cwmbrwyn 

and identified as of Roman-British date.   Many of the sandstone spindle 

whorls were found at the former three sites.   5% were made of 

terracotta/clay/pottery, and 2% were identified as bone with one labelled 

Roman from the Minchin Hole.    

 

The majority (65%) of the spindle whorls were undecorated.   14% had scratch 

marks made on their surfaces or edges, and 7% had concentric circles incised 

into their surfaces.   5% had heavy lines inscribed on their surfaces.   There was 

a stylistic similarity in the decoration between two of these lined whorls found 

at St David’s Head but with one being made of slate and the other of 

sandstone.   Another whorl had decoration reminiscent of a spider’s web, 
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another had a roughly etched design, and another showed what appears to be 

an attempt at a crude pattern being made but, if so, with a possible error. 

Having the opportunity to handle objects allowed measurements to be taken, 

and it was found that the diameters of the spindle whorls ranged between 25-

63mm.   Heights varied from 2.5-22mm, with weights spanning 4-51g.   Inner 

perforations were also measured, showing a broad range of 3-16mm.   The 

graphs on this and the following page display the measurement results, placed 

in order of diameter size, and appear to show no discernible pattern of weight 

or size, but instead a broad, and seemingly random, range.  
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Figure 16 - 'Spider's web' decoration on 
broken spindle whorl.   Carmarthen 
Museum, Accession No. A1976/1325.   
(Photograph: K Davies 2019.) 

Figure 17 - Patterned spindle whorl.   
Carmarthen Museum, Accession No. 
A1975/4733.   (Photograph: K Davies 
2019.) 

Figure 18 - Spindle Whorl Range of Diameter Measurement.   (Graph: K Davies 2020.) 
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The graphs presenting comparisons of weight and diameter, and diameter and 

height, also show no obvious discernible pattern within the spindle whorl 

assemblage.    
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The same lack of discernible pattern applies when calculating the Moment of 

Inertia of the whorls, which is an index used to address technical variability, 

and is a useful indicator of performance.   This variability is a product of spindle 

whorl function and cultural preferences – it becomes diagnostic when there is 

a consistent choice (Sackett 1977).   The whorl acts as a flywheel on the spindle 

shaft, with its mass prolonging rotation and increasing tension, and a large 

Moment of Inertia ratio indicates more efficient mass to radius dimensions.    

Applying this calculation to the measurements resulted in ratios extending 

from 450 to 18,502, displaying another very broad range.    In addition, the 

reliability of this ratio as a measure is hampered by the problem of breakages, 

with a number of spindle whorls being incomplete because of fracturing in 

half, shattering, or chipping. 

 

A similar picture emerges when applying the same principles of analysis to the 

artefacts identified as loom weights.   Insufficient data recording, lack of 

discernible pattern, and incomplete artefacts all contributed to muddy any 

interpretation possible.   55% (17) of loom weights were of unknown 
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chronology, with 39% (12) being identified as Iron Age.   Only one loom weight 

was made of clay – a fine teardrop shaped, white clay, Roman artefact of 

unknown provenance.   45% (14) were made of stone, 26% (8) of shale, and 

16% (5) of slate.   Once more, the overwhelming majority of the 

 
Figure 25 - Loom Weight Chronology.   (Graph: K Davies 
2020.) 

artefacts were made from locally sourced raw materials. 

 

The weights of the finds ranged from a very light 5g, which was a finely made, 

triangular shaped, perforated piece of plain slate from the excavation at St 

David’s Head, to a beautifully shaped, very black, large, lenticular perforated 

stone of 519g with an illegible provenance written on the artefact, and 

unknown chronology.   No obvious pattern was discernible from the graph 
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displaying height and weight and the same proviso applies as with the spindle 

whorls, in that caution is needed in interpreting the data as there will be a 

problem of measurement bias because of breakage and incompleteness. 

For full details of the artefacts examined, please see Appendix 1. 
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Chapter 6 

Discussion 

A number of problems were encountered in gathering the data needed to 

achieve the aims and objectives of this dissertation.  It became apparent that, 

in general, prehistoric textile tools do not inspire interest, either in modern-

day museum curators, or in antiquarians reporting on their excavations.   

Museums had different data recording protocols and there was uncertainty 

about the classification of artefacts. 

 

Not all collections were accessible. Three county museums were contacted, 

resulting in a favourable response from Carmarthen and Ceredigion but a less 

promising one from Pembrokeshire, based at Scolton Manor - initially the 

existence of textile tools at Scolton Manor was denied; when it was pointed 

out that the museum was recorded as being the repository of the Llawhaden 

excavation which contained decorated spindle whorls (ARFAW 2003), there 

was a reluctant acceptance that they did have the artefacts in store but that 

they had not been catalogued, and it would be inconvenient to arrange a visit 

within the suggested time-scale.   Two out of the four museums visited kept 

their spindle whorls in store, with one displaying 50% of their collection, and 

another displaying 15%.    The latter museum had put on a larger display in the 

past, as their whorls were stored with the original information board, from 

which provenance was extracted. This lack of presentation is disappointing but 

is probably explained by lack of exhibition space, curator’s indifference to this 

type of artefact, and desire to promote artefacts with more appeal or glamour.  

When investigating the artefacts in store, one might expect there to be a 

correlation between the number of spindle whorls and the number of loom 
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weights located at each museum, but this is not supported by the evidence.   

This surmise might be true if a collection were site-specific, or a 

comprehensive display of artefacts were found in a defined area, providing a 

possible representation of what activities were undertaken in that area.   

Tenby Museum does have site-specific artefacts, being the location of the 

archives for two important sites - St David’s Head and Moel Trigarn, containing 

an interesting collection of spindle whorls and possible loom weights; 

however, the other museums are the locations for a random collection of 

artefacts which cannot be shown to have any association or coherence.    

Therefore, no correlation is observed.   Obviously, the artefacts from the 

excavation at Caer Cadwgan are assessed as a discrete site. 

 

Mr Way (1867:249) discloses the prevalent attitude towards what antiquarians 

considered women’s artefacts by stating spindle whorls suggest ‘the 

gynaecium or resort of the mistress of the cyttiau’, possibly being ‘relics of 

female industry’ (a phrase mentioned twice) (1867:250).   On the same page, 

he suggests that many of these artefacts were actually dress fastenings, using 

Mexico as a source for the theory; examples found in North Wales do not 

present any ‘remarkable variation in their size or fashion’ (1867:250) and 

generate no further comment.   It is frustrating to think how many of these 

whorls may have been lost because of collector bias – perhaps their very 

abundance led to their being neglected. 
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Recording and Handling 
Three of the museums visited were maintained by the local authority – 

Carmarthen, Ceredigion and Swansea – with Tenby Museum (2020) being the 

only independent museum, run as a charity, and with a background of interest 

in local history from the museum’s inception in 1878. There was no 

consistency between the four museums with their artefactual recording 

protocols or handling procedures.   One museum used a manual pre-printed 

card index system with very detailed records for each artefact; the other three 

had printouts of computer-generated records from either databases or 

spreadsheets containing limited, and sometimes inaccurate, information about 

their collections.   Gloves were provided at two museums, and two different 

museums requested a signed access statement.   Three museums supervised 

access, and one museum allowed unfettered access to the collection and 

nearby display cabinets.   Although a card index system is old fashioned, it does 

work and is simple to maintain and use, and its questions prompt a 

comprehensive  record; the data stored in different formats on computers is 

probably more quickly accessible but is only as good as the data input 

(although that is true of any collection of information).   Is the data available at 

the museums an example of the limitations of the initial program set up?  

Were the right questions asked to produce an effective database? Without 

Figure 29 - Example of recto side of card index 
record, Tenby Museum.   (Photograph: K 
Davies 2019.) 

Figure 30 - Example of verso side of card index 
record, Tenby Museum.   (Photograph: K 
Davies 2019.) 
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adequate planning for a database, the data can be worthless.   As an example, 

one museum had ‘prehistoric’ input for the chronology for each artefact, with 

no further expansion or exegesis.   These computer records did all produce an 

accession number and a name for the artefact – however, the other 

information supplied varied in quality, quantity, and usefulness.   One museum 

had no data about provenance or chronology, another had provenance but no 

chronology.   Where chronology had been recorded in another museum, there 

was a suspiciously large number of artefacts from the ‘Iron Age’, but, on 

investigation, 78% of these were from identifiable sites with a known 

chronology, so their dating appears more reliable. As county museums, the 

bulk of their collections are donations, so it is unsurprising that there is no 

coherence of collection policy.   Lack of funding also impacts on their 

collections, storage, and data recording facilities.  This experience does show, 

however, how a simple standardisation in terms of recording information 

about our cultural heritage archives would assist future researchers and 

ensure consistency across the industry.   The different handling and access 

procedures also suggest a lack of homogeneity, as well as a disconcerting 

insignificance attached to the artefacts, and highlight the need for a coherent 

policy throughout the field. 

 

These examples of lack of standardisation meant the failure of the aim of 

plotting patterns of distribution using chronology and provenance as data 

mapping tools, as there was insufficient data available to do this with any 

meaningful result.   Where enough information was available, the low numbers 

meant the sample size was too small to produce anything worthwhile. 
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Classification 
The sheer size of museum collections results in another problem encountered, 

which is that of uncertain classification.   Artefacts in museums will display 

evidence of bias, whether it be collection bias, excavation bias, donation bias, 

or curator bias.   This is because a decision was made to collect an item, to 

excavate a site, to donate an artefact, or to select something to put on display.  

The curator then has the problem of classifying the artefact, an action which 

reveals the diligence of the museum staff in presenting a truthful and 

comprehensive interpretation.  Where there are a lot of artefacts, there is the 

temptation to gloss over, say, chronology, as in the ‘prehistoric’ example 

above, or to surmise as to the classification. Here, the artefacts recorded as 

spindle whorls seem to follow the expected norm exhibited by prehistoric 

whorls found in other countries.   However, the items identified as loom 

weights were less persuasive.     The features that link these artefacts are the 

fact that they are perforated, and their overall size and weight.   The three 

excavation sites – St David’s Head, Moel Trigarn, and Caer Cadwgan – all 

produced spindle whorls and heavy perforated weights, not necessarily in the 

same excavation context, but the association of items could suggest textile 

production on the sites and the existence of vertical looms using loom weights.   

At St David’s Head, the weights varied from large, heavy, rough circular stones 

to fine, light pieces of slate or shale with triangular shapes and flat sides.   The 

range of sizes and weights is troubling as one would expect consistency where 

a loom is concerned.   If these artefacts are loom weights, their variability 

suggests several differently weighted looms.   There just does not seem to be 

enough loom weights of a consistent size and weight to justify the assumption 

that they are textile tools.  In addition, there was no conformity as to the 

context in which they were found on the site, or in their manufacture.   Moel 
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Trigarn produced a few rough stone discs with large perforations and a square 

shaped piece of slate.   At Caer Cadwgan, the two pieces identified as loom 

weights were very rough, crude pieces of sandstone with large perforations.   

The remaining museum artefacts were perforated stones, again with no 

common shape or consistent features, apart from being perforated and of a 

mass that could be conceived as for a loom weight.   Four perforated pieces 

had more than one perforation, prompting the question as to their use.   Were 

they merely practice pieces, giving an opportunity to refine the technique of 

drilling the perforations in shale, which appears to break or shatter easily?   

Nowhere did there seem to be sufficient weights in one spot to suggest the 

existence of a loom.   Is this a problem of taphonomy? Or is this just an 

example of excavation bias?   Nor is there a consistent style, or size, or weight.   

In prehistoric archaeology, there is no real certainty, only a balance of 

probabilities, and there does not appear to be enough evidence in these 

examples to tip the balance towards a definition of loom weights. 

 

Spindle Whorls 
On inspection, the spindle whorls demonstrated a broad and interesting 

morphology.    

Chronology and Typology 

In Crewe’s 1998 study of Bronze Age Cypriot spindle whorls, she was able to 

compare the whorl typology at different stages of Cypriot chronology, showing 

a marked preference for conical or biconical shapes, with only a few examples 

of cylindrical or discoid styles.   In contrast, this small Welsh sample does 

display a conspicuous inclination towards typology classes IVa and IVb, being a 

cylindrical shape with a. a flat edge or b. a convex edge.   Out of 99 samples, 11 
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were IVa and 70 were IVb.   However, the limited, and ambivalent, 

chronological data constrains analysis.    36 spindle whorls were classified as 

Iron Age and 45 were Unknown.   Out of the Iron Age whorls, 3 were class IIIa, 

8 were IVa, 24 IVb, and 1 IVc.   Therefore, 92% of the Iron Age whorls were of 

cylindrical shape, of varying thicknesses and weights.   Looking more closely at 

the provenance of these whorls, 4 came from Caer Cadwgan, with 3 being class 

IVa and 1 IVb.   As class IVa is a more straightforward form, it could be 

interpreted as a cruder, earlier shape.   The typology encountered at the St 

David’s Head and Moel Trigarn sites is similar, with the presence of classes IIIa, 

IVa, IVb, and IVc being recorded.   Both sites had small numbers of IVa and 

larger numbers of IVb; the IVb style is more shaped and aesthetically pleasing 

than IVa so might be considered a next step in the evolution of the spindle 

whorl chaîne opératoire. The chronology for finds from these three excavations 

is firmer than for the artefacts from other sites so there is some confidence 

available in analysing their material culture and its typology.    

 

Decoration 

Of interest are the spindle whorls with decorative elements found at St David’s 

Head and Moel Trigarn.   The former site produced 11 whorls, with 3 being 

decorated.   One was class IVa, made of sandstone, and decorated relatively 

crudely with scratch-marks on the top, base, and edge of the whorl.   Two were 

class IVb, made of sandstone and slate respectively, with lines incised in the 

top to produce a definite decorative pattern.   This sandstone whorl seems to 

have a more rudimentary pattern compared to the slate whorl, although there 

is some similarity in the design.   Technically, the slate whorl would be harder 
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to process, being a firmer surface with a greater inclination to shatter, whereas 

the sandstone would be relatively easy to incise and shape because of the 

properties of the raw material itself.   The central perforation in the slate whorl 

can be seen to have been made using a circular tool and producing a much 

larger point of ingress than that evidenced in the sandstone whorls.   Is this an 

example of technological development in the use of raw materials?   It would 

be interesting to see where else in Wales are slate whorls found?   The design 

on all three whorls suggests movement, and would have added an interesting 

element of aesthetics, especially when spun.    It is intriguing to consider the 

diverse visual effects produced on spinning the whorls with different designs, 

and, again, with more reliable chronology and provenance, it would have been 

fascinating to analyse the data to see if there was a prevalent motif or style.   

In contrast to St David’s Head, only one spindle whorl had decoration at Moel 

Trigarn, but this was exceptional.   It is made of stone, class IVc, meaning it  

 

Figure 32 - St David's Head 
Type IVa sandstone spindle 
whorl, Tenby Museum 
Accession No. 
TENBM:1983:2051-7.   
(Photograph: K Davies 2019.) 

Figure 31 - - St David's Head 
Type IVb sandstone spindle 
whorl, Tenby Museum Accession 
No. TENBM:1983:2051-4.   
(Photograph: K Davies 2019.) 

Figure 33 - - St David's Head 
Type IVb slate spindle whorl, 
Tenby Museum Accession 
No. TENBM:2050-8.   
(Photograph: K Davies 
2019.) 

Figure 34 - Decorated spindle whorl from Moel Trigarn.   Tenby Museum - Accession Number:  
TENBM:1983:2046-8.  (Photographs: K. Davies.   2019) 

Figure 35 - Decorated spindle whorl from Moel Trigarn.   
Tenby Museum - Accession Number:  
TENBM:1983:2046-8.  (Photographs: K. Davies.   2019) 
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has a groove around the mid-line on its edge.   It is the only whorl in the 

dataset with a mid-line groove.   Its decoration consists of an outer concentric 

ring on the top and base, with spots arranged evenly around the perforation, 

top and base, and a few spots randomly distributed on the top and base.   Also, 

on the top face, are spots arranged evenly around the outer ring, which in 

addition has the remnants of a white line impressed in its deepest point.   This 

white line motif is repeated in the deepest part of the mid-line groove.   None 

of this decoration would have had an effect on the technical performance of 

the whorl, so its impact is purely aesthetic, making an everyday, utilitarian 

object into a very personal item, easily identifiable and displaying a pleasing 

beauty.    As another example of the blasé attitude of antiquarians, this whorl 

was described as ‘an ornamented spindle-whorl’ by Baring Gould et al 

(1900:207), with no more elaboration, although it did merit an illustration. 

Overall, 65% of the whorls had no decoration, and 14% had scratches on the 

surfaces which may have been decoration or a result of manipulation.   Other 

motifs evident are incised lines, as in the examples above, concentric circles, 

pits or spots, and patterns of blank and hatched areas.   Looking at this 

assemblage as a whole, one could position the spindle whorls in a row 

displaying stylistic change – starting with perforated pebbles with no evidence 

of adaptation, progressing to shaped stones of varying sizes and materials, to 

stones shaped nicely with a satisfying weight, to very finely shaped, small 

whorls using specific raw materials.   This exercise shows a pleasing aesthetic 

progression, but it cannot be interpreted as proof of technological 

advancement because the only evidence is visual – there is no corroboration, 
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whether chronological, spatial, temporal, or contextual, and therefore no 

conclusions may be drawn. 

The following two spindle whorls are an example of why care should be taken 

in making assumptions about technological progression.   Both whorls were 

found at the Caer Cadwgan site, albeit in different contexts.   They are both 

Figure 37 - Spindle whorl 
displaying different stages of 
refinement: stone whorl 
showing drill marks, no other 
obvious modification, 
Ceredigion Museum Accession 
No. 1983.28/2066.   
(Photograph:  K. Davies 2019.) 

Figure 38 - Spindle whorl 
displaying different stages of 
refinement: sandstone whorl, 
finely shaped and drilled, 
Ceredigion Museum Accession 
No. 1984.172.1/2354.   
(Photograph:  K. Davies 2019.) 

Figure 39 - Spindle whorl displaying different stages of 
refinement: bone whorl, very finely shaped and 
decorated, Swansea Museum Accession No. 
SM1959.11.29.   (Photograph:  K. Davies 2020.) 

Figure 36 - Spindle whorl displaying 
different stages of refinement: 
pebble whorl, perforated but shape 
unmodified  with a circle pecked into 
the pebble, presumably as a 
decorative motif - this is repeated on 
the base, Carmarthen Museum 
Accession No. A1980/0041.   
(Photograph:  K. Davies 2020.) 

Figure 42 - Stone spindle whorl from 
Caer Cadwgan, reference no. 499.   
(Photograph:  K. Davies 2019.) 

Figure 43 - Stone 
spindle whorl from 
Caer Cadwgan, 
reference no. 499.   
(Photograph:  K. 
Davies 2019.) 

Figure 41 - Sandstone spindle whorl 
from Caer Cadwgan, reference no. 
610.   (Photograph:  K. Davies 2019.) 

Figure 40 - 
Sandstone spindle 
whorl from Caer 
Cadwgan, reference 
no. 610.   
(Photograph:  K. 
Davies 2019.) 
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classified as Iron Age.   The first was found in context 28, is made of a hard 

stone, with rough surfaces and an hourglass perforation.   The perforation 

demonstrates the hardness of the stone since the grinding action to produce 

the perforation is visible from the circular marks.   There are decorative scratch 

marks on the edge of the whorl.   The second was found in context 328, and is 

made of a smooth, red sandstone.   Scratches are visible on part of the upper 

surface, but these do not appear to be decorative.   It is less circular and has a 

straight perforation which is slightly off-centre.   Are these latter irregularities 

caused by wear and tear on a soft stone, thus giving us an example of a well-

used whorl?   Are the scratches evidence of use wear?   Are the differences 

between these two whorls caused by the raw materials used?   Or are they an 

example of progression from a rough stone object to a more worked 

sandstone item?   Was the choice of raw materials an experiential decision?   

Does the desire to decorate a utilitarian object imply a more nuanced 

aesthetic?   Without the context and site chronology, one might have 

interpreted the stone whorl as being an earlier, less technologically advanced 

version of the sandstone whorl.   However, the differences between them 

could be caused by many factors, not just technical progress.   As is manifest, 

more questions are raised than answered when analysing the evidence of 

these spindle whorls, and it is important not to make assumptions based on 

one’s own biases when attempting to make sense of the assemblage. 
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Before leaving the topic of decoration, a mention should be made of another 

exceptional whorl with an unusual appearance.   This spindle whorl is  

 

recorded as being from north Ceredigion with prehistoric chronology, is made from 

stone and is class IVb.   It is nicely made with a drilled central perforation.   What 

makes it exceptional are the four smaller perforated holes arranged around the 

central perforation.   These are arranged in the four corners of a square or possibly a 

diamond.   Extensive research online has failed to produce evidence of a similar 

spindle whorl.   Are the smaller holes purely decorative?   Or could they be 

utilitarian?   Similar to a weaving card on an inkle loom?   This latter question might 

be unlikely because of the object’s weight – 24g – but it could be a possibility.   

Again, more questions are raised than answered, especially with the limited data as 

to provenance or chronology, but this is an interesting, and seemingly a unique, 

whorl. 

 

Raw Materials 

Over 90% of the fabric used to make these Welsh spindle whorls was local 

stone, with stone or sandstone making up 77% of the total.   An unusual raw 

material was slate, comprising 7% of the sample.  Online research does not 

prompt further examples of slate whorls, which prompts the question, are 

these a specifically Welsh artefact, using abundant local materials?   Or is this 

another example of insufficient data?    Spindle whorls made of 

Figure 44 and Figure 45 - Stone spindle whorl with 
central perforation and four smaller holes made in a 
square or possibly diamond shape, scratch marks on 
edge as possible decoration.   CM060 Ceredigion 
Museum (on loan from Carmarthen Museum).   
(Photographs:  K. Davies 2019.) 
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terracotta/clay/pottery only make up 5% of this sample, which appears to be 

an unusually low number.   Clay spindle whorls made up 97% of Crewe’s 1998 

Cypriot assemblage, whereas stone was 2.5%, which is obviously a very 

different ratio to these Welsh figures.   One cause may be taphonomic 

conditions, with the drier Cypriot environment being more favourable to 

pottery preservation than the typically damp Welsh climate.   Baring Gould 

(1899) particularly mentions the paucity of pottery remains at the St David’s 

Head excavation, and this dearth is repeated at Moel Trigarn (Baring Gould et 

al 1900), so it seems possible that clay or pottery spindle whorls may not have 

survived.   However, if taphonomic conditions were the only factor affecting 

preservation, why is there not a greater number of stone whorls in Cyprus, as 

both clay and stone would survive?   Crewe’s 1998 figures imply stone whorls 

are present in Cyprus in low numbers, compared to the Welsh ratio, but hers is 

a specific sample of Bronze Age whorls.   Bernard Knapp (2013) mentions the 

existence in Cyprus of numerous whorls and other perforated discs made of 

stone and therefore, although Crewe’s figures are helpful in prompting 

questions about taphonomic effects, a straight comparison between her 

figures and these Welsh results ignores their very individual contexts and is 

less meaningful.  There are a few examples of bone whorls (2%) which are 

possibly Roman and very finely made.   This scarcity may also be attributed to 

taphonomic conditions, with bone artefacts deteriorating in acid soils (Baxter 

2004).    

 

Quantification 
Excel was used to record the information amassed, thus enabling data 

manipulation to produce graphs allowing analysis for any patterns evident 

from the figures, and a selection of these graphs are illustrated in Chapter 5.   
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Graphs were compared when ordered by diameter, by known chronology, and 

by typology, but no obvious patterns were apparent.   With such incomplete 

data on chronology and provenance, no meaningful conclusions may be drawn 

anyway.   What can be said is there was a broad range of measurements for 

every variable, with no obvious pattern discernible with regard to known sites 

or chronology, or even typology.   There is no correlative effect when 

comparing weight and diameter, or diameter and height.   The Moment of 

Inertia Ratio calculation increases with diameter, as would be expected, but 

the scatter gram is too diffuse to suggest any intentional reductive 

manufacture of whorls to improve their technical performance.  There are 

outliers on each graph, and one would need a much larger sample with more 

comprehensive data to allow for a nuanced and more credible interpretation.   

A further problem with interpretation based on measurements is the presence 

of broken and incomplete artefacts, which affect the graphical results because 

of their weighting in such a small sample size.   Having a larger base population 

would moderate this effect.    
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Chapter 7 

Conclusion 

The principal aim of this dissertation was to compile a database documenting 

the archaeological record which provides evidence of textile production in 

prehistoric Wales in Ceredigion, Carmarthenshire, and Pembrokeshire.   This 

has been achieved through visits to County museums, an independent 

museum, and contact with an excavation director.   However, the background 

information about their collections was not standardised in the museums, 

which meant there was insufficient data to interrogate in order to analyse the 

material for chronological or spatial markers.   This is disappointing, as it was 

hoped the analysis of these markers might have provided clues for artefact 

mapping, leading to the consideration of ideas of dispersal, population 

movement, trade and exchange, and transmission of ideas, helping our 

knowledge of the nature of prehistoric Welsh communities – perhaps an overly 

optimistic and ambitious aspiration, in retrospect.   Nevertheless, the 

quantitative and photographic data gathered does provide a basis for a 

systematic study of textile tools throughout Wales and also shows it is possible 

to assess the characteristics of the tools, and record and analyse their stylistic 

and functional attributes.    

 

A typology has been created which allows typological analyses and 

comparisons between the basic kinds of whorl, quantifying the technological 

differences between types.   Functional variability has been investigated, and 

technological measurements have been made and recorded.   This data 

provides a foundation for a national, as opposed to a regional, database, 

should further study of Welsh prehistoric textile tools be undertaken.   
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Problems concerning taphonomy are discussed in Chapter 6, and the lack of 

evidence, or disconnect between different parts of Wales, is discussed in 

Chapter 2.   These are problems which may be solved with larger sample sizes 

produced by focussing on a bigger area.   Stylistic individuality, whether it be 

through raw materials, shape, size, or decoration showed biases of shape and 

raw materials, but regional inferences could not be drawn because of 

inadequate data.   Exceptional decorative effects were visible, and the 

existence of slate whorls is unusual. 

  

Brück (2019) suggests the significance of metal in Bronze Age Britain has been 

overplayed, with textiles and their production having implications of economic, 

social, and symbolic importance.   These conceptual categories provide topics 

for future examination.    

 

Future Research? 
In spite of the problems with lack of background information, this study 

contains interesting content and more questions have been raised than 

answered.   A much more comprehensive and wide-reaching Welsh regional 

database of the archaeological record of textile tools should be compiled.   A 

larger sample size will allow more nuanced and sophisticated analyses and 

interpretations of the results, which I am sure will be of value.   Inspection of 

antiquarian excavation reports appearing in early issues of Archaeologia 

Cambrensis are useful sources of information about types of tools found and 

their provenance and allows an extra layer of context to be applied.   An 

interesting study might be to research, record and compare several excavation 

sites for which there are articles in Archaeologia Cambrensis, with analyses of 
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the material record and the excavators themselves.   An investigation focussing 

on the use of slate for textile tools would be informative, particularly as they 

appear to be specifically Welsh and they tend to be decorated very 

distinctively.   The different styles of decoration raise questions as to utility, 

object agency, and identity, theoretical concepts which do not appear to have 

been applied to this stylistic topic.    

 

My literature review gave me the aspiration to study Welsh spindle whorls, 

having read Lindy Crewe’s very comprehensive book about Spindle Whorls of 

Bronze Age Cyprus, and it would be a fitting future outcome for a study to be 

produced which achieved the same for Welsh spindle whorls as Crewe’s did for 

Cypriot spindle whorls. 
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1 

APPENDIX 1 – Textile Tools: Inspected and Recorded 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2702 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Neolithic A 

Provenance Clegyr Boia 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, smooth 

Shape IIIa 

Diameter (mm) 35 x 37 

Thickness (mm) 14 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6, outer 10, 
hourglass 

Weight (g) 25 

Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes Williams 1943 
excavation? (Welsh 
Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. 
N P Figgis. 1999) 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2702 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Neolithic A 

Provenance Clegyr Boia 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, rough 

Shape IVa  

Diameter (mm) 41 x 42 

Thickness (mm) 9 thickest, 6 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6, outer 9 

Weight (g) 22 

Decoration Scratched lines 

Publications  

Notes Williams 1943 
excavation? (Welsh 
Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. 
N P Figgis. 1999) 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2702 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Neolithic A 

Provenance Clegyr Boia 

Context/Date  

Material Red sandstone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 36 x 36.5 

Thickness (mm) 17 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5, outer 8 

Weight (g) 34 

Decoration None. Nicely 
shaped. 

Publications  

Notes Williams 1943 
excavation? (Welsh 
Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. 
N P Figgis. 1999) 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2855 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance cottage garden, 
East Trewent 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 35 x 35 

Thickness (mm) 12 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

9, straight 

Weight (g) 22 

Decoration Highly decorated, 
lines 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. 
N P Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2028 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Early Iron Age 

Provenance Nab Head, St 
Brides, Pembs. 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape IVa 

Diameter (mm) 41 x 41 

Thickness (mm) 8, 7 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7, 8 

Weight (g) 20 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 
1913 & Arch 
Cambrensis 1933 
p.229 (described 
p.232) 

Notes Excavated Romilly 
Allen/Lord 
Kensington 1885-7. 
Chipping Floor site. 
A31.3 in Leach’s 
notebook 1052. 
Leach 1933 Stone 
implements etc. 
(Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. 
N P Figgis. 1999) 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2873 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Linney, 
Castlemartin 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, rough 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 46 x 46 

Thickness (mm) 17, 9 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7, outer 11  

Weight (g) 41 

Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes Mathias 1926 
(Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales.  
N P Figgis. 1999) 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2050-2 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl - broken 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 3 

Material Stone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 36 x 24 

Thickness (mm) 7 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

11  

Weight (g) 9 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2050-6 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Loom weight? 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 3 

Material Slate 

Shape Oval? possibly thicker 
before? 

Diameter (mm) 57 x 48 

Thickness (mm) 6 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

12  

Weight (g) 23 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2050-11 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Worked slate 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 2 

Material Slate 

Shape Circular, flat 

Diameter (mm) 67 x 70 

Thickness (mm) 9 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

None  

Weight (g) 70 

Decoration Striations? Glacial 
marking? 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2050-10 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Worked slate 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 4 

Material Slate 

Shape Oval, flat 

Diameter (mm) 51 x 58 

Thickness (mm) 9 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

Incomplete 

Weight (g) 44 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2050-9 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Loom weight? 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Rock Shelter F 

Material Stone, light & shiny 

Shape Rounded upturned 
triangle, flat 

Diameter (mm) 35 top, 22 base, 49 
longest 

Thickness (mm) 5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5 

Weight (g) 13 

Decoration Striations? Glacial 
markings? 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2050-4 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Perforated weight? 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 4 

Material Stone 

Shape Circular, flat 

Diameter (mm) 59 x 55 

Thickness (mm) 12 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

Inner 8 x 8, outer: base 
14 x 14, upper 16 

Weight (g) 57 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2050-3 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Loom weight? 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 4 

Material Slate 

Shape Rounded triangle? 

Diameter (mm) 19 top, 26 base, 42 
longest 

Thickness (mm) 4 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

3 

Weight (g) 5 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2050-5 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Perforated slate 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Rock Shelter D 

Material Slate 

Shape Rounded rectangle? 

Diameter (mm) 24 top, 36 base, 29 
longest 

Thickness (mm) 4 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

4 

Weight (g) 5 

Decoration Incised front and back 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2050-1 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Slate weight? 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Rock shelter C 

Material Slate 

Shape Rounded square, flat 

Diameter (mm) 56 x 51 

Thickness (mm) 8, 6 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

14 x 10 

Weight (g) 40 

Decoration Striations. Usewear? 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2050-8 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 5 p115 

Material Slate 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 43 x 44 

Thickness (mm) 4 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6, upper outer 10 

Weight (g) 15 

Decoration Top heavily incised 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2051-7 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 3 

Material Yellow sandstone 

Shape IVa 

Diameter (mm) 35 x 34 

Thickness (mm) 14 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 straight 

Weight (g) 28 

Decoration Incised top, base & 
edge 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N 
P Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2051-9 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 1 (p110) 

Material Sandstone 

Shape IVa 

Diameter (mm) 42 x 42 

Thickness (mm) 18 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7 straight 

Weight (g) 43 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2051-2 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 1 Fig. 1 

Material Sandstone, brown/red, 
burnt? 

Shape IVa 

Diameter (mm) 44 x 42 

Thickness (mm) 16 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5, outer 9 x 8  

Weight (g) 51 

Decoration Scratches on edge? 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2051-8 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Trench 1 p118 

Material Sandstone 

Shape IIIa 

Diameter (mm) 42 x 42 

Thickness (mm) 13 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

4, 8 

Weight (g) 25 

Decoration Scratches on top and 
edge, usewear on base? 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2051-1 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Trench 3 p119 

Material Sandstone, red 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 33 x 34 

Thickness (mm) 20 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5, 8 

Weight (g) 32 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2051-6 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 3 p112 

Material Sandstone, brown 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 42 x 42 

Thickness (mm) 13 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7, 12 

Weight (g) 25 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
 

23 

 

  

Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2051-10 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Hut Circle 4 p114 

Material Sandstone, brown 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 43 x 44 

Thickness (mm) 18, 16 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6, 8, 9 off-centre 

Weight (g) 47 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2051-4 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance St David’s Head/ 
Clawdd y Milwyr 

Context/Date Rock Shelter C p.120 

Material Sandstone, brown 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 39 x 36 

Thickness (mm) 14 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7 straight 

Weight (g) 30 

Decoration Highly decorated, 
incised lines, top & base 

Publications Arch Cambrensis XVI 
Fifth Series: 105-131. 
April 1899 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2044 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Stone disc 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 27 

Material Stone 

Shape Circular, flat, rough 

Diameter (mm) 72 x 64 

Thickness (mm) 14, 9 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

9 inner, 13, incomplete 

Weight (g) 87 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2045 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Stone disc, broken 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 25 

Material Stone 

Shape Square? flat, rough 

Diameter (mm) 79 x 63 

Thickness (mm) 13 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

15 

Weight (g) 80 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-8 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 27 

Material Stone 

Shape IVc 

Diameter (mm) 41 x 40 

Thickness (mm) 14 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7 x 7 

Weight (g) 20 

Decoration Highly decorated, spots 
& lines 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900. 
Described/illustrated p 
207 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-3 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 21 

Material Baked clay 

Shape IIIa 

Diameter (mm) 32 x 26 

Thickness (mm) 18 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

4 

Weight (g) 13 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900. 
Described pp 204-205 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-13 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 21 

Material Sandstone? smooth 
pink 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 37 x 35 

Thickness (mm) 22, 18 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5 inner, 10 outer 

Weight (g) 28 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut Site 20 

Material Sandstone, red 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 33 x 31 

Thickness (mm) 13 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

4 

Weight (g) 23 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-1 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl, 
shattered? burnt? 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 21 

Material Sandstone, red 

Shape IIIa 

Diameter (mm) 40 x 39 

Thickness (mm) 15, 13 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 

Weight (g) 27 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900. 
Described pp 204-205. 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-2 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 21 

Material Stone 

Shape IVa 

Diameter (mm) 43 x 36 

Thickness (mm) 12, 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5 x 4, outer top 15, base 
9 x 8  

Weight (g) 22 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900. 
Described pp 204-205 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-4 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 21 

Material Stone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 39 x 37 

Thickness (mm) 13 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5 x 4, outer 8 x 7  

Weight (g) 23 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900. 
Described pp 204-205 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-7 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 21 

Material Sandstone? red, rough 
or rough, sandy clay? 
Broken, burnt? 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 43 x 38 

Thickness (mm) 20 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5 x 7, outer 12 x 12  

Weight (g) 43 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900. 
Described pp 204-205 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-10 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut Site 27 

Material Sandstone, smooth 
Broken 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 37 x 24 

Thickness (mm) 16 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7  

Weight (g) 20 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900. 
Mentioned p 203. 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-11 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut Site 20 

Material Stone 

Shape IVa, natural shape 

Diameter (mm) 28 x 39 

Thickness (mm) 12 x 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5 x 5, outer: upper 10 x 
10, base 9 x 8 

Weight (g) 13 

Decoration Incised?  

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900. 
Mentioned p 203. 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-6 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl? 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 21 

Material Slate 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 53 x 53 

Thickness (mm) 14 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

16 inner, 21 outer   

Weight (g) 40 

Decoration Incised lines 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900. 
Described pp 204-205, 
illustrated p 204 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-5 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 1 

Material Sandstone, red, smooth 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 39 x 40 

Thickness (mm) 18 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8   

Weight (g) 43 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900. 
Described/illustrated p 
201 

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2046-12 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 21 

Material Sandstone, pale 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 35 x 37 

Thickness (mm) 19.5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5, 7 

Weight (g) 25 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900.  

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2539 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Perforated stone 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Moel Trigarn Hillfort 

Context/Date Hut site 21 

Material Stone 

Shape ? broken, too incomplete 

Diameter (mm) 80 x 47 

Thickness (mm) 15 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

20 

Weight (g) 48 

Decoration None 

Publications Arch Cambrensis 17: 
189-211 1900.  

Notes https://www.archaeoleg. 
org.uk/areasouthwest. 
html (Later BA & IA), 
Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County and local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:2265 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Romano British 

Provenance Trelissey Farm, Amroth 

Context/Date Trelissey 99 

Material Stone, pink, smooth 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 36 x 36 

Thickness (mm) 12 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 straight 

Weight (g) 18 

Decoration None 

Publications Thomas & Walker, 
Excavations at 
Trelissey, Pembs. 1950-
1. Bulletin of the Board 
of Celtic Studies Vol 18 
pt 3 Nov 1959 p.302 

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:1983:5046 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Loom weight 

Period Roman 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Clay, white, heavy 

Shape  Teardrop shape, 
perforation at top 

Diameter (mm) 57 widest, 18 top, 29 
base, 97 length 

Thickness (mm) 47, 25 top, 43 base 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

12 

Weight (g) 257 

Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

TENBM:2001:152a 

Location Tenby Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Terracotta, brick-like,red 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 55 x 52 

Thickness (mm) 11, 7 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8 

Weight (g) 30 

Decoration Scratches on base? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

327 

Location Dr Barry Burnham 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 

Context/Date Trench A, context 30 

Material Slate, dark grey, rough 

Shape IVa 

Diameter (mm) 31 widest, 27 

Thickness (mm) 3 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

4, 3, drill marks evident 
around perforation 

Weight (g) 4 

Decoration None 

Publications The Caer Cadwgan 
Project Interim Report 
1986; Archaeology in 
Wales 27, 1987, p. 35; 
Current Archaeology 
109, April 1988, p. 51-
54; Archaeology in 
Wales 30, 1990, p. 44. 

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

499 

Location Dr Barry Burnham 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 

Context/Date Context 28 

Material Stone, brown 

Shape IVa 

Diameter (mm) 30 x 27 

Thickness (mm) 7 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

3 inner, 8 outer, slightly 
off centre, perforated 
both sides 

Weight (g) 10 

Decoration Edge dark with striations 
incised 

Publications The Caer Cadwgan 
Project Interim Report 
1986; Archaeology in 
Wales 27, 1987, p. 35; 
Current Archaeology 
109, April 1988, p. 51-
54; Archaeology in 
Wales 30, 1990, p. 44; 

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

599 

Location Dr Barry Burnham 

Description Loom weight 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 

Context/Date Trench B, context 310 

Material Sandstone, red, rough 

Shape Roughly triangular 

Diameter (mm) 112 x 87 

Thickness (mm) 29, 26, 14 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

23, 28, perforated from 
one side 

Weight (g) 311 

Decoration None 

Publications The Caer Cadwgan 
Project Interim Report 
1986; Archaeology in 
Wales 27, 1987, p. 35; 
Current Archaeology 
109, April 1988, p. 51-
54; Archaeology in 
Wales 30, 1990, p. 44; 

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

610 

Location Dr Barry Burnham 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 

Context/Date Context 328 

Material Sandstone, red 

Shape IIIa/IVa 

Diameter (mm) 40 x 38 

Thickness (mm) 17, 14 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7, straight but off centre 

Weight (g) 39 

Decoration Striations on top? 

Publications The Caer Cadwgan 
Project Interim Report 
1986; Archaeology in 
Wales 27, 1987, p. 35; 
Current Archaeology 
109, April 1988, p. 51-
54; Archaeology in 
Wales 30, 1990, p. 44; 

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

621 

Location Dr Barry Burnham 

Description Loom weight 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 

Context/Date Hut No 2 

Material Sandstone, red, rough 

Shape Square, broken  

Diameter (mm) 62 x 54 

Thickness (mm) 15, 10 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

22 

Weight (g) 39 

Decoration None 

Publications The Caer Cadwgan 
Project Interim Report 
1986; Archaeology in 
Wales 27, 1987, p. 35; 
Current Archaeology 
109, April 1988, p. 51-
54; Archaeology in 
Wales 30, 1990, p. 44; 

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

556 

Location Dr Barry Burnham 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 

Context/Date Soil pit C 

Material Sandstone, yellow, 
coarse 

Shape  IVb 

Diameter (mm) 35 x 21 

Thickness (mm) 9 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6, incomplete from 1 
side 

Weight (g) 10 

Decoration None 

Publications The Caer Cadwgan 
Project Interim Report 
1986; Archaeology in 
Wales 27, 1987, p. 35; 
Current Archaeology 
109, April 1988, p. 51-
54; Archaeology in 
Wales 30, 1990, p. 44; 

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

SM1959.11.49 

Location Swansea Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Roman? 

Provenance Minchin Hole 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, porous, shiny 

Shape Va 

Diameter (mm) 40 base, 25 upper 

Thickness (mm) 13 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7 straight 

Weight (g) 18 

Decoration 2 very fine concentric 
circles upper & lower 
cone, single circle upper 
edge and on outer & 
inner on base plus 2 
central circles on base 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

SM1959.11.50 

Location Swansea Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Roman? 

Provenance Minchin Hole 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, porous 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 31 

Thickness (mm) 14 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8 upper, 9 base 

Weight (g) 14 

Decoration Upper small circles with 
central dot, 2 rows 

Publications  

Notes  



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
 

52 

 

 

  

Reference 
Number/Accession 

SM1959.11.48 

Location Swansea Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Roman? 

Provenance Minchin Hole 

Context/Date  

Material Bone? 

Shape Vc 

Diameter (mm) 36 base 

Thickness (mm) 19 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

10 upper, 10 base, 
hourglass 

Weight (g) 11 

Decoration Possible downward 
scratch marks on lower 
edge, usewear on top of 
cone? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

SM1959.11.57 

Location Swansea Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 35 

Thickness (mm) 7 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8 upper, 7 base 

Weight (g) 14 

Decoration Rough upper inner and 
outer circle, outer only 
on base, spokes on 
base? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

SM1959.11.29 

Location Swansea Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Bone 

Shape VIb 

Diameter (mm) 28 widest 

Thickness (mm) 15 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8 straight 

Weight (g) 9 

Decoration 6 circles upper, 3 base, 
possible usewear on 
base 

Publications  

Notes  



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
 

55 

 

  

Reference 
Number/Accession 

SM1959.11.58 

Location Swansea Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, dark red, fine, or 
sandstone layers 

Shape Vc 

Diameter (mm) 35 base, 26 upper 

Thickness (mm) 10 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7 

Weight (g) 10 

Decoration Catalogue says 
decorated? usewear on 
base 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

SM2005.24.1 

Location Swansea Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age? 

Provenance Llanmadoc 

Context/Date Bulwarks/defences 
excavation Llanmadoc 
1957 

Material Sandstone, brown, not 
clay 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 33 

Thickness (mm) 17 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 upper, 8 base 

Weight (g) 21 

Decoration None 

Publications Bulletin of Board of 
Celtic Studies Vol XXI 
Part 1 November 1964 

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1977.78.11/1008 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Prehistoric 

Provenance Gorsgoch 

Context/Date  

Material Mudstone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 45 x 45 

Thickness (mm) 7  

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5 x 5 upper, 6 x 4 lower 
circular scratchmarks on 
upper side, rougher and 
more marked on base  

Weight (g) 27 

Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1981.61.1/1663 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Prehistoric 

Provenance Lampeter 

Context/Date  

Material Sandstone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 29 x 30 

Thickness (mm) 12 & 9, 8 & 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 x 7  

Weight (g) 14 

Decoration Lines incised on upper – 
dark colouration 
deliberate? 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1983.84.28/2066 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Prehistoric 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape IVb  

Diameter (mm) 39 x 43 

Thickness (mm) 6 & 3 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

outer 11 x 12 upper, 
lower 11 x 10, 5 x 5 
inner. Circular grooves 
both sides 

Weight (g) 21 

Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1984.146.1/2328 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Prehistoric 

Provenance Cae’r pwll, Llangwyryfon 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 36 x 39 

Thickness (mm) 12 & 10 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

upper 10 x 10, lower 10 
x 11 

Weight (g) 31 

Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1984.172.1/2354 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Prehistoric 

Provenance Llandovery 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, red, sandstone? 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 34 x 34 

Thickness (mm) 11 & 10 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

upper 10 x 8, lower 8 x 9 
inner 6 x 6 

Weight (g) 21 

Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1984.172.2/2354 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Prehistoric 

Provenance Llandovery 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, red, sandstone? 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 22 x 22 top, 25 x 25 
base 

Thickness (mm) 13 & 11 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

upper 7 x 8, lower 9 x 9 
inner 5 x 5 

Weight (g) 12 

Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1987.177.1/3313 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Prehistoric 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Sandstone, shattered 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 30 x 30 

Thickness (mm) 12, 6 inner edge 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

outer 13 x 13, inner 4 x 
4 

Weight (g) 11 

Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1991.16.1/4293 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Prehistoric 

Provenance Cwmystwyth 

Context/Date  

Material Mudstone 

Shape IVb  

Diameter (mm) 29 x 29 top, 29 x 28 
base 

Thickness (mm) 9 & 9 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

outer upper 7 x 7, lower 
9 x 10, inner 7 x 7 

Weight (g) 16 

Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1995.92.1/5121 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Prehistoric 

Provenance Tanyglogau, 
Llangwyrfon 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape IVb  

Diameter (mm) 26 x 26 base 

Thickness (mm) 11 & 10 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

10 x 10 

Weight (g) 15 

Decoration Scratches on base, 
grooves on top – 
usewear? 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1998.42.1a/5398 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Medieval 

Provenance Aberystwyth Castle 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape VIc 

Diameter (mm) 34 x 35, 28 x 30 base 

Thickness (mm) 15 overall, 6 at broadest 
point 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

upper 7 x 8, lower 10 x 
10, tapers, slightly oval 

Weight (g) 27 

Decoration 3 concentric rings on 
upper part 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1998.42.1b/5398 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Medieval 

Provenance Aberystwyth Castle 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape VIc 

Diameter (mm) 35 x 35, 29 x 30 base 

Thickness (mm) 19 overall, 10 at 
broadest point 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

upper 9 x 10, lower 9 x 
10, slightly oval 

Weight (g) 28 

Decoration Upper divided into 8 – 4 
hatched, 4 plain 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1998.42.1c/5398 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Medieval 

Provenance Aberystwyth Castle 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape VIb 

Diameter (mm) 35 x 35, 21 x 20 base 

Thickness (mm) 15 overall, 9 at broadest 
point 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

9 x 9 

Weight (g) 30 (including modern 
spindle shaft) 

 Decoration 1 concentric ring just 
above thickest part 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

2002.54.1/5896 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Prehistoric 

Provenance Gaerwen Hillfort, 
between New Quay and 
Llangrannog 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, reddish 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 28 x 30 

Thickness (mm) 6 thickest, 3 thinnest 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

outer 9 x 10, inner 6 x 7 

Weight (g) 10 

 Decoration scratched surface 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

2002.54.2/5896 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Prehistoric 

Provenance Gaerwen Hillfort, 
between New Quay and 
Llangrannog 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape IVa 

Diameter (mm) 38 x 38 

Thickness (mm) 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

upper 10 x 11, lower 10 
x 10, straight 

Weight (g) 21 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
 

71 

 
 
  

Reference 
Number/Accession 

CM060 

Location Ceredigion Museum (on 
loan from Carmarthen 
Museum) 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period ? Prehistoric 

Provenance N. Ceredigion 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 44 x 45 

Thickness (mm) 5 thickest, 3 thinnest 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

outer 10 x 10, inner 6 x 
6 

Weight (g) 24 

 Decoration 4 small holes at corners 
of a square, scratch 
marks on edge? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

ABR10/003 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Roman 

Provenance Abermagwr Roman villa 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, pale grey stone? 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 32 x 39 

Thickness (mm) 4 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

4 

Weight (g) 9 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

ABR11/011 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Roman 

Provenance Abermagwr Roman villa 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, pale grey, 
chipped  

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 29 x 30 

Thickness (mm) 3 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

9 x 6 rectangular shape 

Weight (g) 4 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1983.84.29/2066 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Perforated stone  

Period Prehistoric 

Provenance Town Library collection, 
Ceredigion 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, hard, granite-like  

Shape Triangular, flat, bottom 
RH corner damaged 

Diameter (mm) 108 x 86 

Thickness (mm) 12 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

11 x 12 

Weight (g) 184 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1985.254.1/2766 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Perforated stone  

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Penlas, Rhydyfelin, 
Llanbadarn y Creuddyn 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape Circular, originally flat, 
‘bump’ marks? 

Diameter (mm) 109 x 102 

Thickness (mm) 19 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

upper outer 33 x 31 
inner 16 x 14, lower 
outer 34 x 26 inner 10 x 
11 

Weight (g) 326 

 Decoration “bumped” edge, 
usewear scratches? 

Publications  

Notes Welsh Prehistory 
Catalogue of 
Accessions in the 
County & local 
museums of Wales. N P 
Figgis. 1999 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1987.179.1/3315 (DEN 
45) 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Perforated oval stone  

Period Prehistoric 

Provenance Clwydian range 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, hard 

Shape Oval, flat, more pointed 
at one end 

Diameter (mm) 89 x 111 

Thickness (mm) 28 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

upper outer 46 x 43 
inner 20 x 21, lower 
outer 44 x 44 inner 20 x 
21 

Weight (g) 460 

 Decoration 2 scratch marks at 
upper end?  red 
colouration on stone 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

T74/CA45 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Perforated stone  

Period Prehistoric 

Provenance Gartheli, Llwyn-y-Groes 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape Rounded triangle, flat 

Diameter (mm) 112.5 x 101 

Thickness (mm) 25 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

outer 44 x 45, inner 30 x 
30 

Weight (g) 271 

 Decoration Scratches on side, 
bump marks – usewear? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

1977.68.3 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Perforated stone  

Period Prehistoric 

Provenance Teifiside 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, hard 

Shape Oval, flat, side piece 
broken off? 

Diameter (mm) 74 x 55 

Thickness (mm) 19 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

outer 22 x 22, inner 7 x 
8 

Weight (g) 109 

 Decoration Bump marks top edge 
and base ?  

Publications  

Notes Arch Cambrensis 7th 
Series Vol 5 1925 p.205 
Teifiside discoveries 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

2003.92.1/6091 

Location Ceredigion Museum 

Description Perforated stone  

Period Prehistoric 

Provenance Llanfarain 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, hard 

Shape Circle, flat, doughnut 

Diameter (mm) 72 x 69 

Thickness (mm) 21 thickest 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

outer 28 x 28, inner 10 x 
10 

Weight (g) 161 

 Decoration None  

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1340 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 40 x 34 

Thickness (mm) 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 inner, 13 outer, formed 
from both sides 

Weight (g) 20 

 Decoration Possible circular 
scratches on upper – 
decoration? Worn, 
chipped? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1980/0040 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Sandstone, smooth 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 41 x 40 

Thickness (mm) 15 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7 inner, 10 outer, formed 
from both sides 

Weight (g) 43 

 Decoration Circle incised around 
edge upper and lower, 
scratch on edge 
discontinuous. Blue 
paint?? on base?? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1980/0046 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, rough 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 37 x 35 

Thickness (mm) 7 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7  

Weight (g) 14 

 Decoration Light stone, scratches 
on edge, worn 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1704 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 32 x 33 

Thickness (mm) 5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5 inner, 6 outer, formed 
from both sides  

Weight (g) 10 

 Decoration None – finely made 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1980/0041 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Iron age 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Pebble (stone) 

Shape IVb, natural stone shape 

Diameter (mm) 28 x 22 

Thickness (mm) 9 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

4 inner, outer 10 x 10 
base 10 x 7  

Weight (g) 9 

 Decoration Circular line pitted into 
upper very roughly, 
possible circle on base 

Publications  

Notes Perforation “pitted” 
rather than drilled ? 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/0844 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl - broken 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Laugharne Shell 
Mounds 

Context/Date  

Material Sandstone, red, smooth 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 41 x 25 

Thickness (mm) 7 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7 inner, outer 9, formed 
from both sides 

Weight (g) 12 

 Decoration Upper scratched with 
lines – wear or 
decoration? 

Publications  

Notes Arch Cambrensis 1909 
pp 433-472 - article 
about Laugharne Shell 
Mounds but no mention 
of this spindle whorl 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1299 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, hard 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 32 x 32 

Thickness (mm) 13 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 inner, outer 9, 
hourglass 

Weight (g) 23 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1262 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl - chipped 

Period Romano-British 

Provenance Cwmbrwyn 

Context/Date  

Material Slate, chipped 

Shape IVa 

Diameter (mm) 45 x 45 

Thickness (mm) 2.5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

4, off-centre 

Weight (g) 8 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes Arch Cambrensis 24 
1907 pp 175-209 Ward 
(illustrated p. 203, fig. 
18) 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/2090 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl - chipped 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Pottery, terracotta 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 38 x 33 

Thickness (mm) 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8 straight 

Weight (g) 13 

 Decoration None, pink, slightly 
coarse but not rough, 
nicely shaped 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1263 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl  

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, smooth, heavy 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 40 x 41 

Thickness (mm) 11 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8 straight 

Weight (g) 31 

 Decoration None, rounded edges, 
smooth mink colour with 
mica sparkles, nice 
shape and feel 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1323 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl  

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 34 x 34 

Thickness (mm) 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8, 8 x 5 upper & lower 
outer, drilled roughly 
from both sides 

Weight (g) 18 

 Decoration None, dark stone, 
scratches on edge – 
polishing? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1322 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl – broken 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, red-brown 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 30 x 23 

Thickness (mm) 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 inner, 12 outer upper, 
10 outer lower, 
hourglass 

Weight (g) 10 

 Decoration None, broken edge 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1327 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl - chipped 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, smooth, grey, 
heavy 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 37 x 37 

Thickness (mm) 11.5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7 inner, 10 outer, 
straight top to base?  

Weight (g) 28 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1975/4731 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl  

Period Unknown 

Provenance Llanwrtyd 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, smooth, dark 
grey 

Shape IIIa 

Diameter (mm) 38 x 35 

Thickness (mm) 7.5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7 inner, 9 outer, 
hourglass 

Weight (g) 16 

 Decoration None, but scratched, 
use wear scratches on 
upper? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/2602 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl - 
unfinished  

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material “black burnished ware”, 
burnt, very fine pottery 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 33 x 19 

Thickness (mm) 7 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 - unfinished 

Weight (g) 5 

 Decoration None. Smooth on upper, 
rough edge, roughish 
base 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1318 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl  

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material stone, light coloured, 
smooth, shiny 

Shape VIc 

Diameter (mm) 28 x 27 

Thickness (mm) 13 tallest, 10 lowest 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8 inner, 10 outer upper, 
perforated from above? 

Weight (g) 13 

 Decoration None. Finely shaped. 
Use wear groove on 
base? Nice shiny stone. 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1325 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl - broken  

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material stone, brown, smooth, 
shiny 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 32 x 18 

Thickness (mm) 10 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8, perforated from 
above? 

Weight (g) 9 

 Decoration Horizontal & vertical 
incised lines around 
edge, use wear groove 
on base – hard to see 
but tangible 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1980/0301 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl  

Period AD100 

Provenance Bryncowin Farm, 
Llangynog  

Context/Date Site C, Layer 220 
(burning layer) 

Material Shale, gray, smooth 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 44 x 44 

Thickness (mm) 8 thickest, 6 thinnest 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

3 (tiny), from upper? 
Hourglass, off-centre but 
possible because worn 

Weight (g) 24 

 Decoration Scratches on edge as if 
decorated 

Publications Carmarthenshire 
Antiquary Vol XI 1975, 
Avent – described pp. 
34/5, illustrated p. 53 

Notes Natural shale from hill 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1980/0302 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl  

Period AD100 

Provenance Bryncowin Farm, 
Llangynog 

Context/Date Site C, Layer 220 
(burning layer) 

Material gray polished shale 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 38 x 38 

Thickness (mm) 7 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5 inner, 6 outer, 
hourglass 

Weight (g) 18 

 Decoration None. Scratches upper 
and lower from 
polishing? Slight 
scratches on edge 

Publications Carmarthenshire 
Antiquary Vol XI 1975, 
Avent – described pp. 
34/5, illustrated p. 53 

Notes Natural shale from hill 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1990/0428.1 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl  

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, smooth 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 30 x 30 

Thickness (mm) 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 inner, 8 outer, straight 

Weight (g) 11 

 Decoration Spots on upper. Smooth 
undecorated curved 
base 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1990/0428.2 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl  

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, smooth 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 37 x 38 

Thickness (mm) 11.5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

Inner 6 upper 7 lower, 
outer 7 upper 8 lower  

Weight (g) 27 

 Decoration None. Dark colouring 
top and base? 
Taphonomic effect? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1990/0428.3 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl - chipped 

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Sandstone, red, smooth 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 34 x 34 

Thickness (mm) 6 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

10 inner, 11 outer, large 
perforation from both 
sides 

Weight (g) 11 

 Decoration Scratches on upper & 
base, edge marked with 
vertical striations 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1315 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl  

Period Roman? 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Potsherd? Terracotta? 
pink 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 41 x 41 

Thickness (mm) 12 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8 inner, 12 outer, large 
perforation, hourglass 

Weight (g) 25 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1326 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl  

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone pebble, smooth, 
green tinge, natural line 
inclusion 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 26 x 29 

Thickness (mm) 5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7.5 upper, 6.5 lower, 
straight 

Weight (g) 7 

 Decoration None.   Pebble has nice 
natural markings x 2 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1474 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl - broken  

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, grey, rough, 
granular 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 41 x 35 

Thickness (mm) 9 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7, straight 

Weight (g) 13 

 Decoration None.   Muddy. 

Publications  

Notes Very flat edge – as if 
shaped 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1975/4733 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl   

Period Unknown 

Provenance Blaen-y-Waun Farm, 
Cyfoeth-y-Brenin 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, dark brown 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 30 x 30 

Thickness (mm) 9 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7, straight 

Weight (g) 14 

 Decoration Incised lines on top, 
base and edge, circle 

Publications  

Notes Ingrained pink dust? 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1975/4732 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl   

Period Unknown 

Provenance Bed of River Maed  

Context/Date  

Material Stone, heavy 

Shape IIIa 

Diameter (mm) 38 x 41 

Thickness (mm) 13 middle, 6 edge 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

7 inner, 9 x 8 outer, 
slightly waisted, 
generally straight 

Weight (g) 31 

 Decoration None, smooth, pink dust 
on edge 

Publications  

Notes Maed OE meaning 
meadow 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1980/42 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl   

Period Iron Age 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Sandstone, red 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 40 x 40 

Thickness (mm) 12  

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

4 inner, 10 outer, 
hourglass 

Weight (g) 31 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1317 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl   

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Sandstone, light? 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 31 x 32 

Thickness (mm) 12  

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

10, large, straight 

Weight (g) 20 

 Decoration Unfinished circular pits 
on upper 

Publications  

Notes Possible usewear 
groove on base 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1980/43 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl??? 
loomweight?   

Period Unknown 

Provenance Ffynonpotor? October 
1925  [Ffynonbedr ?] 

Context/Date  

Material Mudstone 

Shape Rough circle, flat, thick 

Diameter (mm) 61 x 63 

Thickness (mm) 11  

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

12 inner, 16 x 18 outer, 
waisted, drillmarks  

Weight (g) 72 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1975/4413 (50.4035) 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loomweight? - 
unfinished.  

Period Romano-British ? 

Provenance ploughed up, Cae-tri-
charnel 

Context/Date  

Material Stone pebble/cobble 

Shape Circular, flat, thick, 
natural stone 

Diameter (mm) 54.5 x 52 

Thickness (mm) 23 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6, incomplete on/from 
both sides  

Weight (g) 98 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1316  

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl- 
unfinished.    

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone pebble, smooth, 
fine grain 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 46 x 42 

Thickness (mm) 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

3 inner. 7 x 6 outer 
upper only, unfinished 

Weight (g) 29 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1980/44  

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Stone disc – decorated? 
Possibly intended 
spindle whorl    

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, hard 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 35 x 35 

Thickness (mm) 7 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

None 

Weight (g) 16 

 Decoration Striations on upper and 
edge? 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/3569  

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl? Broken 
edge    

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, layered, light, 
brown (thought it was 
wood) 

Shape VIb, worn 

Diameter (mm) 45 x 41 

Thickness (mm) 9 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

SQUARE – 14 x 14 

Weight (g) 16 

 Decoration Circular incisions around 
upper and base edges 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1751 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight? 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, pale grey, shiny 

Shape Circular, flat, thin 

Diameter (mm) 70 x 71.5 

Thickness (mm) 5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

17 x 10, rectangular, off-
centre 

Weight (g) 44 

 Decoration None. Possible use 
wear scratches/grooves 
on upper edge 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1975/4687 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone pebble, natural 
granular/pockmarked 

Shape IVb, natural stone shape 

Diameter (mm) 43 x 29 

Thickness (mm) 19 thickest, 11 thinnest 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

10 x 8, from both sides, 
concave within, off-
centre 

Weight (g) 33 

 Decoration None. Natural 
granulation 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1982/11 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Late Iron Age 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Sandstone, yellow 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 43 x 43 

Thickness (mm) 13 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

5 inner, 8 outer, from 
both sides, slight 
waisting 

Weight (g) 31 

 Decoration Worn on surfaces but 
evidence of decoration 
remaining 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1320 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, hard 

Shape IVb 

Diameter (mm) 36 x 35 

Thickness (mm) 12 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8 inner, 10 outer, from 
one side mainly, slightly 
waisted 

Weight (g) 23 

 Decoration None 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/2628a 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl – 
unfinished and broken 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, grey 

Shape Vc 

Diameter (mm) 41 x 29 

Thickness (mm) 10 thickest, 7.5 thinnest 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6 inner, 10 outer, aslant 
from one side 

Weight (g) 15 

 Decoration None. 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/2628b 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight?  Broken 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, grey, shiny 

Shape Fragmentary, angular, 
thin 

Diameter (mm) 21 x 36 

Thickness (mm) 6 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

6  

Weight (g) 6 

 Decoration None.  Fragmentary 

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/2628c 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight?  Broken 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, grey, shiny 

Shape Fragmentary, probably 
circular, thin 

Diameter (mm) 87.5 x 46 

Thickness (mm) 7.5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

10 inner, 25 outer 

Weight (g) 56 

 Decoration None.  Fragmentary 

Publications  

Notes  



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
 

121 

 
 
  

Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/2628d 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Spindle whorl? 
Rudimentary, 
incomplete 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, grey, shiny 

Shape Circular, flat, thin 

Diameter (mm) 63 x 59 

Thickness (mm) 5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

None, but dip 6 across, 
off-centre 

Weight (g) 36 

 Decoration None.   

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1703 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Slate disc 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Slate, grey 

Shape Circular, flat edges, 
slightly conical, thin 

Diameter (mm) 43 x 44 

Thickness (mm) 4.5 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

None 

Weight (g) 17 

 Decoration Striations on base and 
around edge – shaping 
marks?   

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/2088 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Slate/shale disc 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Slate or shale, grey 

Shape Circular, flat edges, 
slightly conical, thin 

Diameter (mm) 54 x 53 

Thickness (mm) 4 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

None 

Weight (g) 20 

 Decoration None   

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/2089 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight? 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Slate, grey 

Shape Probably circular, thin, 
fragmentary 

Diameter (mm) 78 x 82 

Thickness (mm) 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

9 inner, 11 outer, from 
both sides? 

Weight (g) 68 

 Decoration None   

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1980/45 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight? Broken 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, heavy 

Shape Circular, flat 

Diameter (mm) 76 x 77 

Thickness (mm) 13 thickest, 4 thinnest 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

8 inner, 21 outer 

Weight (g) 100 

 Decoration None   

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1292 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight? Broken 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, pale grey, shiny 

Shape Oval, flat 

Diameter (mm) 77 x 72 

Thickness (mm) 10 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

14, from both sides 

Weight (g) 99 

 Decoration None   

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/2257.a 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight? Broken 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, grey, shiny 

Shape Fragmentary, flat, thin 

Diameter (mm) 68 x 39 

Thickness (mm) 6 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

2 perforations, both 4 

Weight (g) 25 

 Decoration None   

Publications  

Notes Practice for drilling? 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/2257.b 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight? Broken 

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, grey, shiny 

Shape Circular probably, but 
fragmentary 

Diameter (mm) 73 x 47.5 

Thickness (mm) 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

9 x 6 inner, 14 x 10 
outer, from one side 

Weight (g) 48 

 Decoration None   

Publications  

Notes  
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1473.a 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight?  

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, grey, shiny 

Shape Fragmentary 

Diameter (mm) 58 x 61 

Thickness (mm) 6 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

2 perforations - 4 x 14 
rectangular, from 1 side; 
circular on edge 11 
inner, 15 outer 

Weight (g) 35 

 Decoration None   

Publications  

Notes Practice for drilling? 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1976/1473.b 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight?  

Period Unknown 

Provenance Unknown 

Context/Date  

Material Shale, grey, shiny 

Shape Fragmentary 

Diameter (mm) 91 x 40 

Thickness (mm) 8 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

2 perforations -12 x 8 
rectangular, from 1 side; 
3 on side 

Weight (g) 46 

 Decoration None   

Publications  

Notes Practice for drilling? 
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Reference 
Number/Accession 

A1980/70 

Location Carmarthen Museum 

Description Loom weight  

Period Unknown 

Provenance South De ? 

Context/Date  

Material Stone, black, smooth 

Shape Circular, lenticular, flat, 
thick 

Diameter (mm) 150 x 140 

Thickness (mm) 14 

Perforation diameter 
(mm) 

21 inner, 30 outer, from 
both sides 

Weight (g) 519 

 Decoration Scratches on one side – 
from smoothing?   

Publications  

Notes  
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APPENDIX 2 – Textile Tools List: Inspected and Recorded 
 
 
Tenby Museum 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Neolithic A Clegyr Boia, St David’s 
2 Spindle whorl Neolithic A Clegyr Boia, St David’s 
3 Spindle whorl Neolithic A Clegyr Boia, St David’s 
4 Spindle whorl Iron Age East Trewent 
5 Spindle whorl early Iron Age Nab Head, St Brides, 

Pemb 
6 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
7 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
8 Loom weight Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
9 Loom weight? Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
10 Spindle whorl? Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
11 Loom weight Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
12 Perforated weight Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
13 Loom weight? Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
14 Perforated slate Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
15 Loom weight? Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
16 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
17 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
18 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
19 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
20 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
21 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
22 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
23 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
24 Spindle whorl Iron Age St David’s Head, Pemb 
25 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
26 Perforated disc Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
27 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
28 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
29 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
30 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
31 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
32 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
33 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
34 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
35 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
36 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
37 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
38 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
39 Spindle whorl Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
40 Perforated stone Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort 
41 Spindle whorl Romano British Trelissey Farm, Amroth 
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42 Loom weight Roman Unknown 
43 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 

 
Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Iron Age Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 
2 Spindle whorl Iron Age Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 
3 Loom weight? Iron Age Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 
4 Spindle whorl Iron Age Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 
5 Loom weight? Iron Age Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 
6 Spindle whorl Iron Age Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 

 
Swansea Museum 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Roman Minchin Hole 
2 Spindle whorl Roman Minchin Hole 
3 Spindle whorl Roman Minchin Hole 
4 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
5 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
6 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
7 Spindle whorl Iron Age Llanmadoc 

 
Ceredigion Museum 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Gorsgoch 
2 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Lampeter 
3 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Unknown 
4 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Cae’r Pwll, Llangwyryfon 
5 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Llandovery 
6 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Llandovery 
7 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Unknown 
8 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Cwmystwyth 
9 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Tanyglogau, Llangwyrfon 
10 Spindle whorl Medieval Aberystwyth Castle 
11 Spindle whorl Medieval Aberystwyth Castle 
12 Spindle whorl Medieval Aberystwyth Castle 
13 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Gaerwen Hillfort 
14 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Gaerwen Hillfort 
15 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? N. Ceredigion 
16 Spindle whorl Roman Abermagwr Roman villa 
17 Spindle whorl Roman Abermagwr Roman villa 
18 Loom weight? Unknown Unknown 
19 Loom weight? Iron Age Penlas, Rhydyfelin, Llanbadarn 
20 Loom weight? Prehistoric? Clwydian range 
21 Loom weight? Prehistoric? Gartheli, Llwyn-y-Groes 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
 

134 

22 Loom weight? Prehistoric? Teifiside 
23 Loom weight? Prehistoric? Llanfarain 

 
 
 
 
Carmarthen Museum 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
2 Spindle whorl Iron Age Unknown 
3 Spindle whorl Iron Age Unknown 
4 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
5 Spindle whorl Iron Age Unknown 
6 Spindle whorl Unknown Laugharne Shell Mounds 
7 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
8 Spindle whorl Romano British Cwmbrwyn 
9 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
10 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
11 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
12 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
13 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
14 Spindle whorl Unknown Llanwrtyd 
15 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
16 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
17 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
18 Spindle whorl AD100 Bryncowin Farm, 

Llangynog 
19 Spindle whorl AD100 Bryncowin Farm, 

Llangynog 
20 Spindle whorl Iron Age Unknown 
21 Spindle whorl Iron Age Unknown 
22 Spindle whorl Iron Age Unknown 
23 Spindle whorl Roman? Unknown 
24 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
25 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
26 Spindle whorl Unknown Blaen-y-Waun Farm, Cyfoeth-y-Brenin 

27 Spindle whorl Unknown Bed of River Maed 
28 Spindle whorl Iron Age Unknown 
29 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
30 ? Loom weight/whorl Unknown Ffynonpotor/Ffynonbedr? 
31 ? Loom weight/whorl Romano British Cae-tri-charnel 
32 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
33 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
34 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
35 ? Loom weight/whorl Unknown Unknown 
36 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
37 Spindle whorl Late Iron Age Unknown 
38 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
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39 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
40 Loom weight? Unknown Unknown 
41 Loom weight? Unknown Unknown 
42 Spindle whorl Unknown Unknown 
43 Slate/shale disc Unknown Unknown 
44 Slate/shale disc Unknown Unknown 
45 Loom weight? Unknown Unknown 
46 Loom weight? Unknown Unknown 
47 Loom weight? Unknown Unknown 
48 Loom weight? Unknown Unknown 
49 Loom weight? Unknown Unknown 
50 Loom weight? Unknown Unknown 
51 Loom weight? Unknown Unknown 
52 Loom weight? Unknown South De? Deas? 
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APPENDIX 3 – Textile Tools/Artefacts Recorded in Printed Sources 
 
Dyfed Archaeological Trust – Historic Environment Record (12.09.2019) 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Bronze Age Brownslade Burrows, Castlemartin 

2 Decorated Spindle whorl Iron Age? Carn Alw, Eglwyswrw 
3 Spindle whorl Iron Age? Cwm-yr-Eglwys, Dinas Cross 
4 Spindle whorl Prehistoric? Llansawel 
5 Spindle whorls Iron Age? Cae Meini, Cynwyl Gaeo 
6 Spindle whorl Iron Age Cil-Coed, Meidrim 
7 Spindle whorls Iron Age? St David’s Church Field, Solva 
8 Spindle whorl Neolithic Lower Solva, Solva 
9 Spindle whorl Iron Age? Snailton Farm, Dale 
10 Spindle whorls Iron Age Black Point Rath, The Havens 
11 Spindle whorl Unknown Prendergast, Haverfordwest 
12 Spindle whorl Iron Age? Pen y Graig, Trelech 
13 Spindle whorl Iron Age? Pen y Graig, Trelech a’r Betws 
14 Spindle whorls Iron Age Pen Dinas Hillfort, Aberystwyth 
15 Loom weights Iron Age Pen Dinas Hillfort, Aberystwyth 
16 Spindle whorl Prehistoric Ty Gwyn, Porth-mawr 
17 Spindle whorl Iron Age? Dale Point, Dale 
18 Loom weight Iron Age? Ffosgoy Farm, Lledrod 
19 Spindle whorl Iron Age? Llandovery 
20 Spindle whorl Iron Age? Cwm-Gwaun-Hendy, Llanfynydd 
21 Spindle whorl Iron Age? Hen Blas, Ystrad Meurig 
22 Spindle whorl Iron Age? Bellevue, Llanilar 
23 Spindle whorl Bronze Age Broomhill Farm, Dale 
24 Spindle whorl Bronze Age Teifiside 
25 Spindle whorl Prehistoric Dale 
26 Spindle whorl Unknown Llandyssul 
27 Spindle whorl Prehistoric Llwynffynnon-Uchaf, 

Llangeler 
28 Spindle whorl Unknown Penrhiw Beili, Trelech 
29 Spindle whorl Roman Nanna’s Cave, Caldey Island 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Guide Catalogue of the Bronze Age Collections, National Museum of Wales 
1980 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Netting rule Bronze Age Llandow, Glam. 
2 Bone needle Bronze Age Tredunnock, Mon. 
3 Bone needle Bronze Age Lesser Garth Cave, Radyr, 

Glam. 
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4 Bone weaving comb Bronze Age Lesser Garth Cave, Radyr, 
Glam. 

5 Bone weaving comb Bronze Age Ogof-yr-esgym Cave, Glyntawe, 
Breck. 

6 Biconical bead Bronze Age Ynis Hir Farm, Llanfihangel Nant 
Bran, Mynydd Epynt, Breck. 

7 Pottery bead Bronze Age Ynis Hir Farm, Llanfihangel Nant 
Bran, Mynydd Epynt, Breck. 

8 Woven cloth, woollen? Bronze Age Ynis Hir Farm, Llanfihangel Nant 
Bran, Mynydd Epynt, Breck. 

9 Cord impressions, pottery 
decoration 

Bronze Age Maindy Camp, Ystradyfodwg, 
Glam 

10 Cloth or leather 
fringe 

Bronze Age Bryn-yr-ellyllon, Mold, Flints. 

11 Cord impressions, pottery 
decoration 

Bronze Age Ystrad-fawr Farm, Llangwm, 
Denb. 

12 Cord impressions, pottery 
decoration 

Bronze Age Holywell Golf Links, Brynford, 
Flints. 

13 Conical button Bronze Age Candleston Castle, Merthyr Mawr, 
Glam. 

14 Conical buttons Bronze Age Ysgwennant, Llansilin, Denb. 
15 Perforated discs Bronze Age Ysgwennant, Llansilin, Denb. 
16 Spindle whorl Bronze Age Penderyn-Brecon Road, Breck. 
17 Netting rule Bronze Age Sutton, Llandow, Glam. 
18 Cord impressions, pottery Bronze Age South Hill, Talbenny, 

Pemb. 
19 Cord impressions, pottery 

decoration 
Bronze Age Burrows Well, Merthyr Mawr 

Warren, Glam. 
20 Cord impressions, pottery 

decoration 
Bronze Age Twyn-bryn-glas, Cwm Cadlan, 

Penderyn, Breck. 
21 Cord impressions, pottery 

decoration 
Bronze Age Braich-llwyd Barrow, 

Penmaenmawr, Caern. 

22 Cord impressions, pottery  Bronze Age Ty’n-y-pwll, Llanddyfnan, Ang. 
23 Cord impressions, pottery Bronze Age Roman site, Holt, Denb. 
24 Cord impressions, pottery 

decoration 
Bronze Age Barrow I, Cross Hands, Llanboidy, 

Carm. 

25 Cord impressions, pottery 
decoration 

Bronze Age Pwll Swil, Merthyr Mawr Warren, 
Glam. 

26 Cord impressions, pottery 
decoration 

Bronze Age Mount Pleasant Farm, Nottage, 
Glam. 

27 Cord impressions, pottery 
decoration 

Bronze Age Braich-llwyd Barrow, 
Penmaenmawr, Caern. 

28 Cord impressions, pottery 
decoration 

Bronze Age Pen Allt-mawr, Llanfihangel Cwm-
du, Breck. 

29 Cord impressions, pottery 
decoration 

Bronze Age Marlborough Grange Farm, 
Llanblethian, Glam. 

30 Cord impressions, pottery 
decoration 

Bronze Age Pendre, Letterston, Pemb. 

31 Cord impressions, pottery 
decoration 

Bronze Age Sant-y-nyll, St Brides-super-Ely, 
Glam. 

 
Guide Catalogue of the Early Iron Age Collections, National Museum of 
Wales 1976 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Pen-y-garreg, Rhayader, 

Rad. 
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2 Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Llandderfel, Mer. 
3 Decorated Spindle whorls Early Iron Age Solva, Pemb. 
4 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Brynderw Farm, Llawr-y-betws, 

Llandderfel, Mer. 
5 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Hendre Gadredd, Pentrefelin, 

Treflys, Caern. 
6 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Bryn Road, Aberystwyth, Lower 

Vaenor, Cards. 
7 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Teifiside 
8 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Llanfair Waterdine, Salop 
9 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Cors-y-gedol cromlech, 

Llanddwywe-is-y-graig, Mer. 
10 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Mound, Coed Allt y Tywod, Whitford, 

Flints. 
11 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Ffridd Maes-mawr, Llanwrin, Mont. 

12 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Far Hall Farm, Llanddewi 
Ystradenni, Rad. 

13 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age St Harmon, Rad. 
14 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Brwynen, Hirnant, Mont. 
15 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Aberconway School, Conway, 

Caern. 
16 Spindle whorls Early Iron Age Worms Head, Rhossili, Glam. 
17 Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Merthyr Mawr warren, Glam. 
18 Spindle whorls Early Iron Age Sudbrook, Portskewett, Mon. 
19 Spindle whorls Early Iron Age Mynydd Bychan, Llysworney, Glam. 

20 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Caerau, Henllan, Cards. 
21 Spindle whorls Early Iron Age Dinorben Hillfort, Abergele, Denb. 

22 Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Dinorben Hillfort, Abergele, Denb. 
23 Decorated Spindle whorls Early Iron Age Dinorben Hillfort, Abergele, Denb. 
24 Spindle whorls Early Iron Age Dinorben Hillfort, Abergele, Denb. 
25 Loom weight? Early Iron Age Dinorben Hillfort, Abergele, Denb. 
26 Decorated Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Dinorben Hillfort, Abergele, Denb. 
27 Spindle whorl Early Iron Age Coygan Camp, Laugharne, Carm. 

28 Decorated Spindle whorls Early Iron Age Walesland Rath, Lambstone, Pemb. 

 
Key Sites, South West Wales (22.12.2003) Late Bronze Age and Iron Age – 
Research Framework for the Archaeology of Wales 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Iron Age Caer Cadwgan - inspected 
2 Decorated Spindle whorls  Llawhaden group in Scolton Manor, 

Pembs – unable to access 
3 Decorated Spindle whorls  Clawdd-y-Milwyr (St David’s Head), 

in Tenby Museum – inspected. 
4 Spindle whorls Iron Age Cwmbrwyn, in National Museum 

Wales. 
5 Spindle whorl/loom 

weight 
 Henllys Top Field 

6 Decorated Spindle whorls Iron Age Moel Trigarn in Tenby Museum – 
inspected. 

7 Textile remains (found 
1797) 

 Cae-dan-y-cwarran, Drawsdre Isaf 
Farm, Llanarthney 
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Archaeologia Cambrensis XVI Fifth series: 105-131 (April 1899).   
Exploration of the Stone Camp on St David’s Head. 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorls, some 

decorated 
Iron Age Clawdd-y-Milwyr (St David’s Head), 

in Tenby Museum – inspected. 

2 Slate discs Iron Age Clawdd-y-Milwyr (St David’s Head), 
in Tenby Museum – inspected. 

3 Loom weight? Iron Age Clawdd-y-Milwyr (St David’s Head), 
in Tenby Museum – inspected. 

 
Archaeologia Cambrensis 17: 189-211 (1900).   Exploration of Moel Trigarn. 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorls, some 

decorated 
Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort, in Tenby 

Museum – inspected. 

2 Slate discs Iron Age Moel Trigarn Hillfort, in Tenby 
Museum – inspected. 

 
Archaeologia Cambrensis 24: 175-212 (1907).   Roman remains at 
Cwmbrwyn, Carmarthenshire. 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorls Romano British Cwmbrwyn, one in Carmarthen 

Museum – inspected. 
 
Archaeologia Cambrensis 6th series Vol 13: 391-432 (1913).   Stone 
implements from soil-drifts and chipping-floors, etc, in South Pembroke.  
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Scrapers Mesolithic? Found at numerous sites. 
2 Bone needle Bronze Age? Frainslake Mill, Brownslade & 

Linney Burrows. 
 
Archaeologia Cambrensis 6th series Vol 14: 247-270 (1914).   Exploration of 
Neolithic station near Gwaenysgor, Flintshire.  
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Neolithic Gwaenysgor, Flintshire 

 
Archaeologia Cambrensis 6th series Vol 15: 157-210 (1915).   Flint chipping-
floors in South-west Pembrokeshire.  
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Bored stones Unknown Found at numerous sites. 

Discussion as to purpose – size 
and weight variable, hourglass 
perforation, conclusion was 
“shaft-smoother” – why not 
whorls or loomweights? 

2 Spindle whorl Unknown Pickeridge 
3 Perforated stone, small Unknown Dale 
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4 Spindle whorl Unknown Snailton 
5 Scrapers Unknown Found at numerous sites. 
6 Spindle whorls Neolithic Black Point Camp, Haroldston 

West 
 
 
Archaeologia Cambrensis 88: 229-236 (1933).   Stone implements from the 
Nab Head, St Bride’s, Pembrokeshire.  
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Stone rings Neolithic? Nab Head, St Bride’s 
2 Spindle whorl Neolithic? Nab Head, St Bride’s, in Tenby 

Museum - inspected 
3 Perforated discs, small Neolithic? Nab Head, St Bride’s – 130 

found, clothing decoration? 
4 Perforated disc, small Neolithic? Freshwater East Bay 

 
Coygan Camp.   A Prehistoric, Romano-British and Dark Age Settlement in 
Carmarthenshire. Cambrian Archaeological Association 1967.   
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Leather working tool Unknown Coygan Camp, Carm. 
2 Spindle whorl 200BC Coygan Camp, Carm. 
3 Spindle whorls 270-300AD Coygan Camp, Carm. 

 
Caer Cadwgan, Cellan 1988-9.  St David’s University College, Lampeter.   
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Iron Age Caer Cadwgan, Cellan – 

inspected at UWTSD 
 
Llangorse Crannog.  Archaeology in Wales 30, 1990.   
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Woven cloth 

fragments 
916AD Llangorse Crannog, Llangorse 

Lake 

2 Bone comb 916AD Llangorse Crannog, Llangorse 
Lake 

 
Llawhaden, Dyfed Excavations on a group of small defended enclosures, 
1980-4. BAR British Series 275 1998.   
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorls, 

decorated 
2BC – 1AD Woodside, Llawhaden, Dyfed, 

stored at Scolton Manor. 
2 Spindle whorls, 

decorated 
2BC – 1AD Drim, Llawhaden, Dyfed, stored 

at Scolton Manor. 
3 Spindle whorls, 

decorated 
2AD Dan-y-Coed, Llawhaden, Dyfed, 

stored at Scolton Manor. 
 
 



1703046@student.uwtsd.ac.uk 
 

141 

Archaeologia Cambrensis 148: 86-145.  (1999)  Iron Age Promontory Fort to 
Medieval Castle?  Excavations at Great Castle Head, Dale, Pembrokeshire, 
1999.  
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Iron Age Gully (134) in Area 1, Great 

Castle Head, Dale 
 
Survey and Excavations at Henllys Top Field and Cwm Gloyne Enclosures. 
Studia Celtica XXXV: 89-108. 2001. 
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Loom weight Romano-British Henllys Top Field 
2 Spindle whorl Iron Age Henllys Top Field 
3 Spindle whorl Iron Age Cwm Gloyne 2 

 
Archaeologia Cambrensis 164: 37-56.  (2015)  Survey and excavation of 
multi-period sites at Crugiau Cemmaes, Nevern, Pembrokeshire, 2009-13.  
 
No. Description Period Provenance 
1 Spindle whorl Iron Age Trench 6, Crugiau 

Cemmaes 
2 Spindle whorl Iron Age Trench 6, Crugiau 

Cemmaes 
3 Loom weight Iron Age Trench 6, Crugiau 

Cemmaes 
4 Spindle whorl Iron Age Trench 6, Crugiau 

Cemmaes 
5 Spindle whorl Iron age Trench 6 ditch fill, Crugiau 

Cemmaes 
 

 


