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INTERNAL ORGANISATION AND DEPOSITION AT THE
IRON AGE TEMPLE ON HAYLING ISLAND

By ANTHONY KING and GRAHAME SOFFE

ABSTRACT

This paper discusses the Iron Age phase of the 'Celtic' and 
Romano-Celtic temple excavated on Hayling Island 
1976-81. A sub-division of the Iron Age features into two 
periods is proposed, the first comprising a square open-air 
enclosure set within an outer enclosure, dating to the mid 1st 
century BC. "the succeeding period, from the late 1st 
century BC to the conquest period, perhaps as late as c. AD 
70, saw the probable abandonment of the inner enclosure in 

favour of a sub-circular building of round-house form that 
was set on the eastern margin of the enclosure around a pit 
that had apparently formed an important focus from the 

foundation of the shrine. The artefactual assemblage is 
important for the coins and metalwork, and displays char-
acteristics that set it apart from assemblagesjrom settlement 
sites. The material was almost certainly deposited as a 
result of ritual activity in the temple enclosure. The zonation 
of the deposits within the enclosure was also noteworthy and 
probably significant in ritual terms, being predominantly 
located in the south-eastern sector of the outer enclosure. 

INTRODUCTION

The site at Hayling Island was first excavated at
the beginning of this century (Ely 1908), but at
that time the form and nature of non-classical
temples was poorly understood and the temple not
recognised for what it was. Lewis (1966), in his
review of evidence for temples in Roman Britain,
recorded the existence of the site as a possible
temple, but left the question of its function open
due to lack of detailed evidence. Interpretation of
the site remained in this uncertain state until
1975/6, when new aerial photographs of high
definition and clarity enabled the present authors
(together with the late R Downey) to suggest

tentatively that the form resembled a Romano-
Celtic temple, and to mount a campaign of
excavations (1976-82). It was immediately appar-
ent that Iron Age material underlay the Roman
phase, and structural details of an Iron Age shrine
gradually came to light in successive seasons.

The focus of this paper is on the Iron Age
phases. Details of the Roman phases and finds can
be found elsewhere (King & Soffe 1994a; 1994b)
and in the final report, which is in preparation.

THE IRON AGE TEMPLE AND ITS
PHASING

The first use of the site appears to have been in the
early/mid 1st century BC, and it continued up to
and beyond the Roman conquest, being replaced
by the large stone-built temple in the 60s/70s AD It
is apparent from analysis of the excavated features
that there was more than one structural phase,
although the nature of the fine brickearth subsoil
made it difficult to detect stratigraphic sequences
in some parts of the site, and in general there was
a dearth of intercut features.

In view of the absence of clear stratigraphic
indicators, the best approach to phasing the Iron
Age temple is to propose a developmental model,
which can subsequendy be checked against the
chronology as revealed by the artefactual evi-
dence. The model adopted here is that of an
increasing tendency to tectonisation, i.e. that relig-
ious structures early in the sequence are more
likely to have been open-air in nature, while later
structures will probably have been roofed. This is
the type of sequence demonstrated at Gournay-
sur-Aronde in Picardy (Brunaux et al 1985) and
hypothesized as a general sequence for many late
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Iron Age temple sites (King 1990). An additional
factor that is specific to Hayling is that the circular
structure (almost certainly a building) underlies
the Roman temple, which takes the former's plan
almost exacdy. This strongly implies that it was in
existence late in the sequence and still stood to
within a short time of the construction of the
Roman temple.

Using these parameters, it is possible to propose
the following general phases (N.B. phase 1 is
pre-Iron Age and not relevant to the present dis-
cussion) :-

Phase 2a 
Three main elements formed the focus of the
ritual ensemble (Fig. 1): an enclosure (c. 25 x 25 m)
with its entrance aligned to the east, an inner
enclosure, also with an eastern entrance, and a pit
set on the western margin of the inner enclosure.

• The outer enclosure was defined by a narrow
square-shaped slot that was widened at intervals
by semicircular post-holes. This only survived
well just to the south of the entrance where it
had not been destroyed by the phase 2b enclo-
sure ditch. In form, it was probably a fence of
upright posts with planking or wattles in be-
tween. There are indications that the enclosure
had a double or multiple boundary, as reflected
in the parallel traces of ditches for part of the
boundary.

• The inner enclosure was much better pre-
served, taking the form of a deep slot with
preserved plank impressions in places, and sub-
stantial square post-holes at the corners and at
intervals to support what must have been a 
plank-built fence. It was best preserved on its
southern and eastern sides, showing clear evi-
dence for an inturned entrance in the middle of
the eastern side. Because of later structures little
survived of the western side, except for a shal-
low beam slot to the north of the pit that
interrupted the alignment on this side. The
distance between the east and west sides of the
enclosure is 8.60 m, which may conform to 28
units of a module of 307 mm. This is close to
the modules of 310 mm at Manching and 304.2
mm at Mont Beuvray (Schubert & Schubert

1993; Schubert 1994), and may indicate use of a 
metrical unit in laying out the enclosure. Sub-
sidiary measurements of the inner enclosure
suggest that the module was used for some of
the details of the layout (further analysis of
which is proceeding). The inner enclosure was
also probably laid out so that the east-west to
north-south ratio was c. 4:5.

• The pit appears to have been an integral part of
this phase, since the entrances appear to have
been aligned on it, and the beam-slot referred to
above respects its position. It was c. 2.5 x 1.7 m,
and 0.65 m deep, but since the fill dates to phase
2b, it is possible that the pit could have been
smaller in phase 2a, but subsequendy enlarged.

• A few of the other interior features can be
tentatively assigned to this phase. Two post-
holes containing the charred remains of squared
posts were positioned c. 2.5 m to the east die the
pit. They are stratigraphically earlier than the
entrance post-holes of the phase 2b circular
structure, and may have formed an element that
defined the approach or surrounds of the pit.

The chronology of phase 2a is best established
from the stratified coins, since the pottery fabrics
and forms are undiagnostic in this respect. The
coins listed in Table 1 can all be dated to the
early-mid 1st century BC, up to the 30s BC, and
suggest that the phase can be placed in the mid 1st
century BC or a little later.

Phase 2b 

The elements that replace phase 2a use the same
outer enclosure, but the inner enclosure was de-
molished to make way for the circular structure
built around the central pit. The circular structure
is made up of an inner gully, 9.2 m in diameter,
with post-holes within it, presumably forming the
foundation of the walling, and an outer gully of
variable depth that appears to have served to drain
water away from the structure's foundations. Both
these features were better preserved on the south
side of the circle. On the east side, the gullies
terminated in post-holes forming the entrance into
the structure. This seems to have been a simple,
slightly projecting porch forming an entrance of c. 
2.8 m, although it should be noted that the con-
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Fig. 1 The Iron Age temple: layout and phasing
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Table 1 Coins and other selected finds from Phase 2a and 2b. The catalogue numbers refer to the
coin list in Briggs et al. 1993
A) Coins from Phase 2afeatures: none date from later than the middle third of the 1st cent. BC.
• cat. 1; sf 572; thin silver unit, S. Hants area, 70s-30s BC; A 63, post-hole
• cat. 25; sf 3457; plated silver unit, Wilts/Hants area, mid 1st cent. BC; EF 46, square enclosure
• cat. 35; sf 1683; plated 1/4 stater central/southern Britain, mid 1st cent. BC; Q,14, temenos enclosure
• cat. 115; sf 3374; Gallo-Belgic D 1/4 stater, first half 1st cent. BC; EF 36, square enclosure
• cat. 136; sf 3428; Armorican (Baiocasses) billon stater, 50s BC; FF 36, square enclosure
There is also a La Tene H/HI fibula, 1st cent. BC, sf 3388, from FF 2b, immediately over part of the square enclosure
wall.

B) Coins from Phase 2b features: the latest are cat. 67 and 96, second quarter 1st cent. AD, both from features within
the circular building.
• cat. 22; sf 332; British QA plated stater, 50s/40s BC; E 66
• cat. 67; sf 269; 'A' minim, S. Hants, 30s AD; E 45
• cat. 72; sf 336; British O 1/4 stater, first half 1st cent. BC; E 74
• cat. 76; sf 1526; Durotriges early stater, late 1st cent. BC; K 60
• cat. 96; sf 551; Bodvoc plated stater, second quarter 1st cent. AD; A 49
• cat. 97; sf 3440; Dobunni plated AR unit, late 1st cent. BC/early 1st cent. AD; E 66
• cat. 108; sf 290; plated AV Corieltauvi, early 1st cent. AD; E 35b
• cat. 123; sf 299; Gallo-Belgic F (Suessiones) plated stater, 60s/50s BC; E 46
• cat. 126; sf 267; Belgic (Veliocasses?) potin, 100-60 BC; E 45
• cat. 133; sf 370; Coriosolites billon stater, 50s BC; E 46
• cat. 155; sf 3470; East Gaulish bronze inscribed EKHT, mid 1st cent. BC; WW 6 
• cat. 176; sf 3087; plated denarius C. Naevius Balbus, 79 BC; CC 55
• cat. 182; sf 541; plated denarius Julius Caesar, 49/48 BC; A 49
• cat. 187; sf 1177; plated denarius Petillius Capitolinus, 43 BC; K 49
• cat. 189; sf 554; plated denarius M. Antonius, 32/31 BC; A 49
C) Materialfrom the central pit E 39 (Phase 2a and 2b): mainly dress items and jewellery
• cat. 95; sf 410; plated AR unit, central/eastern Wiltshire, mid/late 1st cent. BC
• cat. 142; sf 408; Tete diabolique potin, first half 1st cent. BC
• sf 250; Ae clip/strap-end
• sf 268; Ae fragments
• sf 270; Ae spiral ring
• sf 272; fibula spring, Nauheim or derivative
• sf 3 07; Ae spiral ring
• sf 311; flint scraper
• sf340;Ae object (E 39a)
• sf 344; Ae bracelet (E 39a)

s miction of the Roman temple may have trun-
cated any eastward-projecting extension to the
entrance. In the interior of the structure, post-holes
were set out in a loosely shaped arc around the
south, west and north sides, and probably served
to support the roof.

T o all intents and purposes, this structure is a 

typical round-house, of the general type known
from many Iron Age sites in southern Britain.
Architecturally, nothing distinguishes it from a 
domestic structure, and it can best be considered
as a house for the deity, of a type that would have
been familiar to inhabitants of the region in a 
secular context. What served to differentiate it
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from a primarily domestic building, however, is
the central pit, which continued in use, and the
votive deposits, which also continued to be placed
in the courtyard around the structure (see below).

The outer boundary of the courtyard was also
reorganised in this phase, resulting in a deeper,
more clearly aligned ditch, particularly on the east,
south and west sides. The eastern entrance is of
some interest, since the ditch terminals are slighdy
incurved, and in the case of the southern terminal,
also significantly deeper than the ditch itself. Exca-
vation of this terminal indicated that it had a flat 
rectangular bottom (c. 0.80 x 0.40 m) that may in
fact not have been a sump, as might be expected,
but the bottom of a post- or stone-hole. The fill of
this feature consisted of a primary deposit that
lined the sides, in the manner of a post or stone
packing, and a secondary deposit (dated c. AD
50/60) that filled the central part of the feature.

The interpretation of this terminal favours the
notion that it contained an upright stone that
served as a marker for the entrance to the temple.
Support for this comes from the finding of large
rectangular sarsen boulders in the foundations of
the entrance porch to the Roman temple court-
yard, indicating that large stones were available
and indeed were not uncommon in the region, to
judge from the results of the survey of sarsen
stones in Hampshire (Gallup 1994). It is possible,
but unfortunately not provable, that the sarsen
boulders in the Roman foundations were derived
from the Iron Age phase, and had been deliber-
ately incorporated in the structure of the Roman
temple. An additional factor in favour of this
interpretation of the feature is that standing stones
are known to have been in use in the Iron Age,
principally in Gaul, for instance at Vieux-Poitiers
(Lejeune 1988, 70-82) and in Armorica (in prob-
able funerary contexts; Daire 8c Villard 1996). A 
Romano-Celtic temple constructed around a 
standing stone is known at Trigueres, Loiret
(Boutet de Monvel 1863; Home k King 1980,
482-3).

Dating of phase 2b is determined for the most
part by the coins (Table 1). The Iron Age coinage
shows an apparent gap in the early 1st century AD
(see below), and this may coincide with the change
from phase 2a to phase 2b. Indeed, it is possible
that the temple declined in use for a short period,

but following the construction of the circular
building in the early decades of the 1st century
AD, activity picked up and continued to the con-
struction of the Roman temple in the 60s AD. The
coin assemblage reflects this, with a higher per-
centage of coins from the decades leading up to the
Roman conquest. It is quite likely that Iron Age
coins continued to be deposited up to the time of
the construction of the Roman temple, and indeed
possibly beyond, to judge from the high percent-
age of late coinage from stratigraphy associated
with the Roman temple.

FINDS FROM THE IRON AGE TEMPLE

The objects deposited include a large number of
coins, mainly Celtic coins of the immediate area,
but also those of the peoples to the west and a 
significant number from Gaul, primarily from Ar-
morica and central/northern Gaul. There are also
some Roman republican coins, unusual for a Brit-
ish Iron Age site. Analysis of the coins (Briggs etal. 
1993, 35-41; Haselgrove 1987, 129-30) shows
that they are relatively early in date, the majority
being of the mid/late 1st century BC. and there
may have been a gap in the practice of coin
deposition in the early 1st century AD A signifi-
cant feature of the coin assemblage is the high
percentage of plated coins (78% of the gold and
46°/o of die silver coins). This is argued to be a 
deliberate element of depositional practice, and
appears to reflect the selection of plated coins for
deposition at the temple. Presumably these must
be irregular issues or coins deliberately manufac-
tured to save valuable precious metal. As such,
their symbolic value in the depositional context is
enhanced, at the expense of the interpretation that
they represent the destruction of wealth by its
neutralisation in a votive locus. As a rider to this,
Briggs et al. (1993, 44-5) have suggested that the
percentage of solid gold and silver coins may
originally have been higher, if these were selec-
tively positioned in or on the (phase 2b) temple
structure (together with other valuable votive of-
ferings). Their depositional history would
therefore have been different, and it is unlikely
that they would have been incorporated into the
excavated deposits.
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Fig. 2 An example of the objects deposited on the site: a vehicle fitting (prob. pan of a yoke), of a Gaulish type, with parallels
from Mont Beuvray (scale 1:1)

Other votive material from the site includes two
fragmentary 'currency bars', fibulae (a significant
number being of Nauheim type), shield binding,
iron spearheads, vehicle fittings and some frag-
mentary human remains. The horse and vehicle
equipment from phases 2a and 2b includes a 
three-link bridle-bit of cast bronze with bronze-
cased iron rein rings, datable to the 1st century

BC. This bit, of Palk's 'double-jointed snaffle'
category (Palk 1984, DJ17), has its most notable
parallels from the Lady's Barrow and King's Bar-
row, Arras, Yorkshire (Stead 1979), Hengistbury
Head, Dorset (Palk 1987, 151-2), Otterbourne,
Hants (Denford 1993, 39-41) and elsewhere. The
last-mentioned site is only a short distance from
Hayling Island. A terret with knob decoration of
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Arras type (Leeds 1933, type I) was also found
and is probably of similar date. One of the more
remarkable objects found was a bronze yoke-ter-
minal with inlaid red enamel decoration on its
terminal knob (Fig. 2) It is without parallel in
Britain, but is almost identical to examples from
Mont-Beuvray (Goudineau & Peyre 1993,115-7).
There are several iron linen pins, paralleled at
Worthy Down, Hampshire (Dunning et aL 1929)
and Llyn Cerrig Bach, Anglesey (Fox 1946) and
two iron nave hoops of a type found in the
Yorkshire and Champagne vehicle burials (Stead
1979) and also at Llyn Cerrig Bach. A number of
bronze and iron rings from the site may also have
been horse or vehicle trappings, or from a war-
rior's equipment, as at Owslebury (Collis 1973),
but there is also the possibility that they are spe-
cially manufactured votive objects, such as has
been suggested for those from Uley temple, Alesia
and elsewhere (Bailey 8c Woodward 1993,135-40).

The martial equipment forms another impor-
tant category of deposit on the temple site, and is
also a characteristic of other Iron Age ritual sites in
Britain and Gaul (Woodward 1992, 66-7; Lejars
1996). It includes a group of iron socketed spear-
heads. Most of them resemble examples from the
hillforts of Hod Hill, Dorset (Brailsford 1962),
Maiden Casde, Dorset (Wheeler 1943) and Dane-
bury, Hants (Cunliffe 1984, 361-6). The other
significant weaponry find was of numerous frag-
ments of edge binding and terminal knobs for
shields, similar to that from Gournay (Brunaux k 
Rapin 1988, 223). Recent finds have clearly dem-
onstrated the purpose of this type of binding for
shields rather than sword scabbards (Stead 1991).
Three belt-hooks for baldrics were found, of
which one winged example is only the second of
its type to be found in Britain. The other example
comes from the Owslebury 'warrior' burial (Collis
1973), and both are probably continental imports.

Another significant class of find is the flintwork. 
Mosdy it consists of scrapers of Neolithic/Bronze
Age type which appear to have been deliberately
deposited with the other artefacts. There is no sign
that the site had pre-Iron Age activity that was
disturbed and redeposited. Also of probable sig-
nificance in this respect are a Neolithic polished
flint axe and a Mesolithic axe from the topsoil over
the temple. Although less well stratified, these can

probably be linked with the practice observed at
Romano-Celtic temple sites (e.g. St-Aubin-sur-
Gaillon, Eure: Poulain 1913; Home &. King 1980,
457-8) and elsewhere (Adkins & Adkins 1985;
Bradley 1986) of depositing axe-heads and other
much earlier artefacts. Of additional relevance in
this respect is the broken Middle Bronze Age
spearhead from the northern post-hole of the en-
trance to the phase 2b circular structure. It seems
likely that objects from earlier prehistory, perhaps
found casually during the Iron Age as a result of
activity that disturbed earlier material, were
brought to the temple as votive offerings.

The small assemblage of human bones from the
temple, consisting of parts of a cranium, a mandi-
ble and broken limb bones from one or more
young adults, obviously raises the vexed issue of
whether or not they represent human sacrifice,
due to the association of this practice with Celtic
religion in ancient literature and the finding of
apparent remains of victims at Gournay (Brunaux
etal. 1985) and Ribemont, Somme (Cadoux 1982).
The Hayling Island remains are too fragmentary
to contribute significandy to this debate, since no
forensic data were observable, nor were their de-
positional positions unusual or suggestive of sacri-
fice. There are two points to note: firsdy, the bones
are amongst the general assemblage of votive offer-
ings in the temple area and as such probably
represent votive offerings, and secondly, the scat-
tered and broken nature of the bones indicates
either the deposition of disarticulated (perhaps
quite old) bones as offerings, or the disturbance of
a burial or human corpse within the temple area.
Whether that burial resulted from a sacrifice is
entirely unknown. Unfortunately the number of
bones is too small to detect zonation of parts of the
body, as observed so dramatically at Ribemont.

The animal bones from the Iron Age phases are
of some interest in that they show an almost
complete lack of catde bones, with only a handful
of specimens being noted, mainly from zones out-
side the temple enclosure. Sheep and pig bones
formed the large mammal assemblage, with sheep
predominating in terms of the number of frag-
ments (sheep 59%, pig 41°/o, n = 2395). This degree
of selectivity in the assemblage is also seen at other
religious sites, such as Uley where goat and sheep
are predominant (Levitan 1993), and is usually
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assumed to be a result of selection of animals for
sacrifice according to precepts that were particular
to the cult being worshipped. For Hayling Island,
sheep and pig were apparendy the two species
regarded as worthy of forming votive offerings.

The parts of the carcass represented was also a 
noteworthy feature: for sheep, upper limb bones
and mandibles were most common, while horn-
cores and phalanges were rare (the latter being an
absolute lack since the sieving programme did not
reveal a higher percentage); for pig, mandibles and
maxillas were most common, followed by upper
limb bones, while lower extremities were rare. In
terms of purely dietary considerations, this repre-
sents the better-quality meat, together with parts of
the crania which were not necessarily highly fa-
voured. It is possible that the better cuts of meat
were offered as sacrifices to the deity, as well as
parts of the skulls. The poorer cuts of meat were
probably consumed by those making the offerings
and the remains disposed of elsewhere. The lack
of horns is not easy to explain, but certainly
represents a significant degree of selectivity in
depositional practice.

DEPOSITION PRACTICE AND ZONATION

Deposition within the site was primarily within the
outer courtyard area, and showed a marked bias
towards the south-eastern sector, i.e. on the left-
hand side as worshippers came within the
entrance of the temple area (Fig. 3). This was very
probably the result of the ritual used for disposing
of votive offerings. It must, however, be acknow-
ledged that the northern part of the enclosure
appears to have been truncated stratigraphically
during the construction of the Roman temple,
probably in an attempt to level the ground surface.
This has resulted in some of the features being
relatively shallow on the north side of the phase 2b
circular structure and in the enclosure area to its
north. Having taken this into account, it still seems
to be the case that the bias of deposition to the
south-east sector is a real phenomenon of Iron Age
practice, since enough of the stratigraphy survived
over the whole of the Iron Age temple area to
demonstrate this.

Several classes of artefact show this zonation.

The coins (Fig. 3A) tend to be clustered near the
entrance to the outer enclosure, between the outer
and phase 2a inner enclosures and in features
associated with the phase 2b circular structure.
Amongst these are a couple of Roman republican
coins from the circular structure (but otherwise no
Roman coins in this phase within the enclosure as
a whole) and a 'hoard' of four coins of the Car-
nutes and two of the Aulerci Eburovices (all dated
to mid 1st century BC) found together in a deposit
within the south-east corner of the inner phase 2a
enclosure (Briggs etal.1993, cat. nos 143-8).

Fibulae, items of personal adornment and other
bronze objects such as rings and edge binding (Fig.
3B) are located in approximately the same zones
as the coins, except in the case of the phase 2b
circular structure, where they tend to be found in
the central pit rather than the circular gullies. The
pit yielded pieces of bracelet, rings, fibulae, parts of
a mirror and other dress items, which is probably
a depositional bias of deliberate votive signifi-
cance, relevant in particular to the period when the
pit was infilled towards the end of phase 2b.
Another concentration of bronze finds consisted of
fibulae located adjacent to a mudstone block to the
west of the south entrance terminal.

The iron work (Fig. 3C) clearly demonstrates
that the south-east part of the outer enclosure,
particularly on its eastern margin, was considered
a focus for deposition. The great majority of the
iron objects are small unidentifiable fragments, but
also of significance are nails (associated probably
with wooden artefacts now decayed) and the
spear-heads and knives mentioned above. There
were also two broken pieces of 'currency bar' from
Iron Age levels. Miscellaneous finds are plotted in
Fig. 3D. Of note is the human bone, which is
located adjacent to the south-east and south-west
corners of the outer enclosure and also in the
main south-eastern deposition zone within the
enclosure.

Another significant deposition practice on the
site was that many of the artefacts were deliber-
ately broken or bent, including several of the coins
(Briggs et al. 1993, 2-3), and in addition, spear-
heads were often reused or sub-standard. The
action of breaking or bending artefacts can be
interpreted as indicating that the objects were
'killed' in an act of dedication to the deity by
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Fig. 3A Deposition of objects within the temple: coins Fig. 3B Deposition of objects within the temple: bronze
objects
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Fig. 3C Deposition of objects within the temple: iron objects.
D other categories

Fig. 3D Deposition of objects within the temple: other
categories
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rendering them useless (Webster 1986, 132).
Whether or not this is the most appropriate expla-
nation, it is clear that the high concentration of
artefacts of many different classes indicates that
objects, vessels and animals were brought to the
site, 'sacrificed' in some form to the deity, and the
physical remains left as votive offerings. These
offerings appear to have been regarded as invio-
late (as reflected in Caesar's reference (BG VI,13)
to the heaps of spoils in the territory of the Car-
nutes), and were left in and around specific
locations in the temple enclosure, to be disturbed
and redeposited again and again in subsequent
acts of votive deposition.

CONCLUSIONS

There are significant links with Gaul during the
Roman phase, particularly in the architectural
form of the temple, which has its best parallels in
the large circular temples of western Gaul, such as
the Tour de Vesone, Pdrigueux. It is most likely
that these cross-Channel links originated in the
Iron Age. The temple shows many points in com-
mon with Gournay and other northern French
temples, in terms of the overall sequence, and was
probably constructed as a result of the so-called
Belgic influence on Britain in the first century BC.
In this respect, it is pertinent to mention the
reference by Caesar [BG VTII,48; Frontinus, Strat. 
11,13,11) to the flight of Commius to Britain in c. 
50 BC, and the geographical location of this event
by Hawkes (1977, 184, map 12) in the Chiches-
ter/Portsmouth area. In addition, Cunliffe (1991,
108-10) makes a case for the Belgae attested in the
Winchester area in the Roman period to be a 
genuine reflection of a pre-Roman situation. Thus,
there is a possible context for the importation of
religious ideas, including those concerning temple
construction, alongside political and other influ-
ences flowing into central southern Britain during
the Late Iron Age. The phase 2a temple was
probably set up at this time and indeed indicates a 
more continental style in its constructional meth-
ods than the succeeding phase 2b structures.

The establishment of the phase 2a temple ap-
pears to have been on a new site, and it is not
possible to be certain as to why this location was

chosen. There are some clues: the site is on an
island, a factor mentioned by ancient authors as
significant (Strabo IV,4,6; Pomponius Mela 111,6,8;
Tacitus Ann. XTV,30; Webster 1995,451); it is on
the highest point of the northern part of the island
and would have been clearly visible from the
mainland (assuming that the surrounding areas
had been cleared of woodland, as seems likely);
and it is close to the presumed oppidum centred
on the Chichester/Fishbourne area (Bedwin 1984,
50-1). It is therefore in a privileged location rela-
tive to both the physical geography of the region and
the presumed tribal locus of power at that time.

The votive material from the site, especially the
martial equipment and vehicle remains, has paral-
lels in the pre-Roman phases of some of the
western Gallic temples, as well as Gournay. This
can be linked with the existence of a Roman
inscription at the temple of Allonnes, Sarthe, to
suggest that Hayling in the Iron Age was dedi-
cated to a Celtic Mars-type deity (Downey et al. 
1980,300). This line of argument, advanced at the
time of the excavation of the temple, can be
supplemented by more recent discoveries and sug-
gestions. These focus upon the excavation of a 
high-status burial at Folly Lane, St Albans, that
was succeeded by a Romano-Celtic temple (Niblett
1992). This sequence, combined with evidence
from other sites, can be used to suggest that there
were Iron Age temples (and their Romano-Celtic
successors) dedicated to ancestral cults or to chthonic
deities linked to hero/ancestor worship, forming a 
significant feature of the religious life of the period
(King 8c Soffe 1994b, 34; Forcey 1998).

This interpretation, specifically related to Hay-
ling, has been taken furthest by Dr John Creighton
(pers. comm.; forthcoming), drawing on the evi-
dence of coin imagery as well as the archaeological
data. Phase 2a can be linked with Commius,
possibly as his ancestral shrine or even his own
mausoleum/cenotaph. Phase 2b can be linked with
Verica who revived the site as an ancestral shrine
and cult of Commius, in order to legitimate his
reign. The succeeding Roman building (phases 3 
and 4) was a reinforcement of this cult by
Cogidubnus. This interpretation is an important
development in the placing of the Hayling Island
site in its political and cultural context. It can be
reconciled with the purely religious attribution of
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the cult to a Mars-type Celtic deity by the proposal
of a linkage between the deity and the Comraian
dynasty (i.e. it was the dynastic/tribal god). This
would make the votive material suggestive of a 
celtic Mars also part of religious activity at the site
associated with ancestral/chthonic aspects of the
dynasty. Such a link would be entirely in keeping
with the attributes of tribal protection, warriors
and death that are associated with the celtic Mars
(Thevenot 1968, 53-6; Green 1986,103-10).

Whatever the actual dedication of the temple,
its architecture is clearly designed to enhance the
differentiation of the sacred site from the sur-
rounding area (cf Webster 1995), and as such the
outer enclosure formed the most significant ele-
ment of the complex and may have formed the
nemeton in celtic parlance (Piggott 1978). The inner
enclosure appears to have served primarily as an
additional form of differentiation within the enclo-
sure, cutting off what was probably the main ritual
area from the rest of the temple. The pit seems to
have been the focus. Deposition, on the other
hand, was carried out in specific zones of the site,
notably on the south side, i.e. the left-hand side for
worshippers approaching the temple and its focus
from the entrance on the east side. This zonation
may perhaps be linked with allusions by Posei-
donius (quoted in Athenaeus IV,152D) to Celts
paying respect to the gods by turning to the right
(Webster 1995, 460), apparendy indicating a spa-
tially significant element to ritual practice, that
perhaps also had its counterparts in everyday life
(Fitzpatrick 1994). If Poseidonius is taken literally,
it could be that sacrificial actions took place on the
right-hand (northerly) side of the enclosure, whilst
the deposition of the votive remains took place on
the left-hand side. Clearly the act of deposition
was important during the making of votive offer-
ings, and for Hayling Island (but not all Iron Age
temples, e.g. Gournay) the locus of these actions

was mainly in a particular south-easterly zone within
the enclosure. Interestingly, a south-easterly concen-
tration of artefacts was also detected within the
large 7th-5th century BC round-house at Dunston
Park, Berkshire (Fitzpatrick 1994). The organisa-
tion of space on both domestic and ritual sites in
central southern Britain may have had similar
symbolic referants through much of the Iron Age,
and as such, is worthy of detailed further investi-
gation to elaborate on this hypothesis.

The phase 2b temple saw a change in the
physical appearance of the site, but the use of
space seems to have remained the same, namely
an outer enclosure where depositional activity
took place, an inner circular enclosure, probably
roofed, and a central pit. The significant change
was the probable round-house-like building that
replaced the inner enclosure. As discussed above,
this resembles a domestic structure in plan, and as
such, can be regarded as a 'house' for the deity.
The motivation for this phase of apparent tectoni-
sation is not entirely clear: was it a dim reflection
of the Graeco-Roman practice of building temples
for the gods (Brunaux 1988, 32; King 1990, 223),
or a 'domestication' of the deity arising out of local
cultural changes and preferences, or merely the
desire to build a shelter for valuable votive offer-
ings that needed to be placed near the ritual focus?
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