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and southerly major limits of moonrise and 
moonset (Ruggles, 1997). Not only were cer-
tain of these alignments only approximately 
accurate but Ruggles also considered that 
large megaliths were less satisfactory mark-
ers than sticks or slender posts for the bud-
ding prehistoric astronomer.

Stonehenge without Mycenae
During the 1960s and 1970s, Atkinson’s 
notion of Mycenaean influence was thor-
oughly discredited by Colin Renfrew (1968) 
who later developed a social evolutionary 
model of Stonehenge as the product of a con-
federation of chiefdoms at the Early Bronze 
Age apogee of Wessex’s evolution from tribal 
Early Neolithic farmers to Late Neolithic and 
Early Bronze chiefdoms (1973). By this point 
in time, however, the views of professional 
archaeologists had largely separated from 
those of numerous amateur enthusiasts pur-
suing alternative theories about earth and 
sky mysteries, ley lines, astrology and mega-
lithic yards, a split that remains today.

With the publication of the 20th-century 
excavations at Stonehenge (Cleal et al., 1995) 
came radiocarbon dates which demonstrated 
that its ditch and bank were dug at the begin-
ning of the 3rd millennium BC and that the 
sarsen circle was put up around 2500 BC. 
These new dates pushed Stonehenge back 
into the Late Neolithic, contemporary with 
Woodhenge (Fig. 4) and the other timber 
circles of Renfrew’s Late Neolithic chief-
dom phase. Speculation about Stonehenge’s 
purpose, while thriving on the ‘alternative 
scene’, was more muted among academics in 
the 1980s and 1990s. Many tended to agree 
with media archaeologist Julian Richards, in 
the wake of his Stonehenge Environs Project 
(1990), that Stonehenge was a temple of the 
sun, basically a modification of Stukeley’s 
idea without the druids.

Stonehenge for the ancestors
In 1998 I was lucky enough to be able to 
invite Ramilisonina, a Malagasy archaeolo-
gist, to Britain. We had worked together for 

Fig. 4: The Stonehenge landscape, showing prehistoric sites and topographic features in the 
environs of Stonehenge (drawing: Peter Dunn).
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Similarities

Stonehenge 
!

 - complex stone circle 
!
 - complex timber circle(s) 
!
 - avenue connecting the two 
!
!
!
 - henge: 3,000 - 2,600 BCE 
!
 - avenue: 2,480 - 2,280 BCE

Avebury 
!

 - complex stone circle(s) 
!
 - complex timber circle 
!
 - avenue connecting the two 
!
!
!
 - henge:  c. 2,800 - 2,700 BCE 
!
 - avenues: c. 2,400 BCE
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Time and Hunter-Gatherers
Blanchard bone plaque 

Aurigacian, c. 34,000 BP
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Lascaux cave 
Magdalenian, c. 16,000 BP
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≥ 10,000 BP !!
7,500 BP !!
5,000 BP !!
2,500 BP

Model 6
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Neolithic: Introduction of Farming
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Evidence for long-distance travelling at Stonehenge

Stonehenge

minimum  
100km

cattle bone 
evidence
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Stonehenge Processional Route

M Parker Pearson and Ramilisonina 
(1998) Stonehenge for the ancestors: 

the stones pass on the message. 
Antiquity 72 (276): 308-26.

318 M. PARKER PEARSON & RAMILISONINA 

FIGURE 7 .  Interpretation of the Late Neolithic to Early Bronze Age landscape around Stonehenge in 
phase 3. [Adapted from from Clenl et al. 1995:figures 21, 254-5, drawn by Colin Merrony.) 

at its margins which we may interpret as limi- 
nal zones between the landscape of the living 
and the landscape of the ancestors. The world 
of the ancestors was thus a physical domain, a 
place which, for over 500 years after the Late 
Neolithic, was separate from the places where 
the physical remains of the dead were put.l" It 
was also cut off from the domain of the living 

10 Whilst some of the Beaker burials around Stonehenge 
date to the later 3rd millennium RC, we have little idea 
about the placing of the rcmains of the dead during the 
time when Grooved Ware was in use. The associations with 
water raise the possibility that corpses, defleshed skeletons 

by a liminal circular zone containing the cor- 
poreal remains of the Early Bronze Age dead 
(Woodward & Woodward 1996). 

The living will have visited Stonehenge, no 
doubt, at certain moments to meet the ances- 
tors, to communicate directly with them. Yet, 
outside the moments of building, the monu- 
ment and its immediate surroundings were 

or crcmatcd bones were disposed of in  rivers (Richards 
1996). The encroachment into the ancestors' domain by 
round barrows may have happcned towards the end of the 
Early Bronze Age, judging hy the prescnce of a Collared 
Urn in the harrow immediately east of Stonehenge. 

Durrington Walls  :  Stonehenge 
                   wood  :  stone 
                   living  :  dead
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Winter Solstice 
sunset

8 hrs from 
sunrise to set

9.3 km route

average speed: 
1.2 km/h 

!
0.75 mph

Stonehenge Processional Route 2



Stonehenge and Avebury: Pilgrimage Complexes?

Stonehenge Processional Route 3



Stonehenge and Avebury: Pilgrimage Complexes?

Stonehenge as an instrument of social revolution

Lionel Sims, 2006. “The 
‘Solarization’ of the Moon: 
Manipulated Knowledge at 
Stonehenge.” Cambridge 
Archaeological Journal 16 (2).

Stonehenge at the crossroads 
between hunter-gatherer (lunar) 
and farmer (solar) cosmologies

Knowledge being manipulated by 
a (male) elite in order to effect a 
‘solarization of the moon’

Dual alignment, of sunset at 
Winter Solstice and dark moonset 
at minor Lunar Standstill occurs 
once every 19 years

Stonehenge Processional Route 4
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Avebury Processional Route320 M. PARKER PEARSON & RAMILISONINA 

FIGURE 8. A reconstruction of the parallel stone and timber monuments at Avebury and West Kennet. 
[Adapted from the drawing by Josh Pollard from Whittle 1997~1: figure 87.) 

about the interior of Avebury henge except that 
there is a dearth of pottery and animal bones 
that might be construed as feasting debris 
(Barclay et al. 1995: 113). Cunnington’s exten- 
sive excavations of the Sanctuary produced little 
more than 80 sherds of Grooved Ware and a 
small assemblage of animal bones, though Pol- 
lard advises that surface accumulations could 
have been substantial (1992: 22Z). The geometric 
arrangement of post-holes and standing stones 
at the Sanctuary raises the possibility that wood 
and stone may have been in contemporary use 
here although it might also have begun as a 
timber monument and finished as a stone one 
(Pollard 1992). If the former is the case then 
we have the possibility that the Sanctuary was 
constructed as a place where the worlds of the 
living and the dead coincided, perhaps where 
the physical remains of the Late Neolithic dead 
were put, possibly immediately northwest of 

the Sanctuary, prior to the initiate ancestors’ 
path up the avenue to Avebury.16 If the latter 
then the Sanctuary is one of a small number of 
sites where wooden monuments were replaced 
in stone during the Later Neolithic (Pollard 1992: 
218-19; Gibson 1994: 205). 

If stone constructions are far the dead as 
opposed to timber for the living, we can use 
this principle to begin to understand transfor- 
mations in the use of ceremonial sites over time. 
Timber structures which become ‘lithicized’ in 
later reworkings may be revealing in their ma- 

16 Burl (1979: 127) records an observation in 1678 by Dr 
Robert Toupe, the physician who sought out human bones 
to grind into medicinal powder, about human remains near 
the Sanctuary ‘. . . soe close by one another that scul toucheth 
scul . . . I really believe the whole plaine, on that even 
ground, is full of dead bodies’, and another by John Aubrey: 
‘About 80 yards from this monument, in  an exact plain 
round it, there were some years ago great quantities ofhuman 
bones and skeletons dug up.’ 

M Parker Pearson and 
Ramilisonina (1998)
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rising Last 
Crescent moon

L Sims (2009) Entering, and 
returning from, the underworld. 

JRAI 15: 386-408.
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Dark Moon

L Sims (2009) Entering, and 
returning from, the underworld. 

JRAI 15: 386-408.
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setting First 
Crescent moon

L Sims (2009) Entering, and 
returning from, the underworld. 
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Discussion

Were Stonehenge and Avebury part of the same complex?  
!
!
!

Or competing complexes? 
!
!
!

Was astronomically-timed procession a key feature of both? 
!
!
!

Did Stonehenge materialize the sun, and Avebury the moon? 
!
!
!

Or did both sites encode sun and moon (and stars?)
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and southerly major limits of moonrise and 
moonset (Ruggles, 1997). Not only were cer-
tain of these alignments only approximately 
accurate but Ruggles also considered that 
large megaliths were less satisfactory mark-
ers than sticks or slender posts for the bud-
ding prehistoric astronomer.

Stonehenge without Mycenae
During the 1960s and 1970s, Atkinson’s 
notion of Mycenaean influence was thor-
oughly discredited by Colin Renfrew (1968) 
who later developed a social evolutionary 
model of Stonehenge as the product of a con-
federation of chiefdoms at the Early Bronze 
Age apogee of Wessex’s evolution from tribal 
Early Neolithic farmers to Late Neolithic and 
Early Bronze chiefdoms (1973). By this point 
in time, however, the views of professional 
archaeologists had largely separated from 
those of numerous amateur enthusiasts pur-
suing alternative theories about earth and 
sky mysteries, ley lines, astrology and mega-
lithic yards, a split that remains today.

With the publication of the 20th-century 
excavations at Stonehenge (Cleal et al., 1995) 
came radiocarbon dates which demonstrated 
that its ditch and bank were dug at the begin-
ning of the 3rd millennium BC and that the 
sarsen circle was put up around 2500 BC. 
These new dates pushed Stonehenge back 
into the Late Neolithic, contemporary with 
Woodhenge (Fig. 4) and the other timber 
circles of Renfrew’s Late Neolithic chief-
dom phase. Speculation about Stonehenge’s 
purpose, while thriving on the ‘alternative 
scene’, was more muted among academics in 
the 1980s and 1990s. Many tended to agree 
with media archaeologist Julian Richards, in 
the wake of his Stonehenge Environs Project 
(1990), that Stonehenge was a temple of the 
sun, basically a modification of Stukeley’s 
idea without the druids.

Stonehenge for the ancestors
In 1998 I was lucky enough to be able to 
invite Ramilisonina, a Malagasy archaeolo-
gist, to Britain. We had worked together for 

Fig. 4: The Stonehenge landscape, showing prehistoric sites and topographic features in the 
environs of Stonehenge (drawing: Peter Dunn).
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Red Lion !
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The Sanctuary
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Tour	
  Schedule 
8	
  am	
   Departure	
  from	
  Queen	
  Sq,	
  Bath 
9.30	
  am	
   Arrival	
  at	
  Stonehenge.	
  1	
  hour	
  to	
  see	
  the	
  visitor	
  centre	
  (in	
  comfort	
  facilities) 
10.30	
  am	
  	
  One	
  hour	
  walk	
  to,	
  and	
  visit,	
  stone	
  circle	
  
11.30	
  pm	
   Landscape	
  walk	
  or	
  relaxing	
  time	
  at	
  cafeteria	
  
12.30	
  pm	
  Both	
  groups	
  meet	
  at	
  Woodhenge	
  for	
  a	
  short	
  visit	
  
!
1	
  pm	
   Departure	
  to	
  Avebury	
  
2.15pm	
   Lunch	
  at	
  the	
  Red	
  Lion	
  pub	
  
3.30pm	
   Avebury	
  stone	
  circle	
  and	
  West	
  Kennet	
  Avenue 
4.30pm	
   Coach	
  to	
  West	
  Kennet	
  Long	
  Barrow	
  
4.50pm	
   Visit	
  West	
  Kennet	
  Long	
  Barrow	
  
6	
  pm	
   Departure	
  	
  
8	
  pm	
   Arrival	
  in	
  Bath 
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Lunch	
  at	
  the	
  Red	
  Lion 
!

2-­‐course	
  set	
  menu	
  £8.95	
  +	
  drinks	
  
!

small caesar salad or veg soup 
and 

veg chilli, beef chilli or Cheddar & Tewkesbury chicken breast 
!
!

Please let me have you choices by 5pm today!!! 
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