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The accidental discovery of a group of Romano-
British burials during the construction of the Alton
by-pass in 1969 led to the identification of a hitherto
unknown Roman small town, probably Vimdom
mentioned in the Antonine Itinerary. The site was
defined and investigated in a series of seasons of
fieldwork and excavation by the Farnham and Dis-
trict Museum Society between 1970 and 1973.
Further threats to the centre of the site led to larger
scale excavations in 1974 and 1976 followed by a
salvage operation during construction work in 1979,

Abstract

The present volume describes this work, provides
details of the structures and their dating and presents
a substantial series of reports on the pottery, small
objects, animal bones and coins found. These re-
ports provide the largest corpus of material yet
published from a Romano-British small town.

In a final chapter the excavations are assessed againsi
the background of Roman Britain and tentatve
conclusions drawn about the nature of the site, its
status and economy.
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Foreword

by Prof S S Frere

This report concerns a setl lement which owed s
existence to the attraction of a road-side site at a
river-crossing and which grew in importance when a
cecond road arrived to form a crossroads. In time the
place expanded to perhaps as much as 14 ha, and
part of it lying north of the crossroads received a
comparatively short-lived defensive circuit in earth-
work. These facts are sufficient to indicate the
local importance of the settlement and to show that it
belongs to @ class of Romano-British site of which we
still know very little, namely the so-called small
towns or larger rural nueleated villages of the pro-
vince,

Manv of these sites lie in areas which have been
heavily ploughed for centuries and today are liable to
the additional threat of building construction, Few
have been adequately excavated and, although some
have vielded revealing detail to the aerial camera,
many (including MNeatham) have proved unrespon-
sive 1o this form of examination. One reason for this
lack of response is the strong and long-lived tradition
of timber or half-timbered construction in Southern
Britain. At Neatham only two out of 24 buildings
examined were built of stone. Stone buildings nor-
mally show up better on aerial photographs and are
also far easier to trace and plan in excavation than are
timber ones. The fugitive and often irregular traces
of the latter can usually be recovered satisfactorily
only by large-scale open excavation, a method of
work which calls for greater financial resources and
greater technical skill than do the traditional
methods of trial-trenching and small-scale explora-
tion, and one, too, which is of very recent develop-
ment. Those facts perhaps explain our present ignor-
ance of the anatomy of such sites; the present report
is warmly to be welcomed for the light it throws on
one of them.

The authors deserve congratulanon not least for
their persistence with a site where the archaeology
was difficult and the results unspectacular, and for
their success in assembling in a single volume the
work of several successive excavators. The pro
gramme began in the days before the large-scale
expansion of so-called Rescue Archaeology in the
early 70s; and although, later on, the excavation de-
veloped with better financial backing, it continued -
like many similar endeavours — to be run on a
non-professional basis, and 1o lack the advantages of
a full-time team. Part-time or seasonal excavation
succeeds admirably when there are no pressures, but

in the context of ‘development’ it has drawbacks, In
these circumstances it is not surprising to read that
the directors became aware, during SUCCessive sea-
sons, of an increasing archacological proficiency and
that they came to realize their own carlier inade-
quacies. This admission emphasises their true
calibre: experience has to be gained but not all profit
from it.

Despite considerable plough-damage, the excavation
has thrown a good deal of light upon the develop-
ment of this settlement and upon its physical orga-
nisation. The latter aspect in particular has a wider
bearing upon Romano-British archaeology, for rural
road-side settlements form-a large class of site but
little really informative work has béen done on them,
Of the main feamures which often seem 10 be re-
sponsible for their genesis, four — an Iron Age
predecessor, an associated early fort, dependence on
a temple or on a station of the Public Post - lack
positive evidence at Neatham; the last, in view of the
small area later defended, is perhaps the most likely;
bt at present no installation is known and so no date
can be suggested for its establishment and the begin-
nings of the resulting settlement round it. We have,
therefore, 1o think more broadly in terms of general
economic causes — the growth of a local market-
centre called into being by the presence of roads and
by the distance along them from other local markets.

At Neatham the early respect for the wide zone
defined between the Silchester-Chichester road and
its side ditch, and the later existence, 40m back from
the road, of a ditch marking the rear of the building-
plots are both notable features, The depth of the
plots is broadly similar to others known elsewhere
{35m at Ware, 20m at Finchampstead and 40m at
Quenington); but at Neatham ditches at right-angles
separating individual properties were absent, and we
must presumably think in terms ol hedges or of
fences so shallowly based as to have lost all traces o
the plough. Notable also is the distribution of pits
and wells within the properties from which a possi-
ble plot-width of 25m is deducible.

We also find subsidiary streets though not forming
an orthogonal grid; this irregular pattern is a well-
known characteristic of minor scttlements. It is a
pity that more light could not be obtained on their
date of construction, for this might have offered
interesting evidence on a difficult problem: how was
development controlled in such settlements? Were
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sold to Incomers, or
land as each could
on¢ fime, or
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rlked out and then let or
e as much
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plots ma i
did the latter ;h_'un:r‘bi
afford? Was the lan ippcc AL O
successively, perhaps by an estate Icmn;.n il
there officials of the vicus with p 31|1n. g. g
These questions cannot al present be answered; Y
: as vielded more information ct

the ~avation h .
e and chronology of settle-

erminge the subdivision
;E:L?t;nh:w ﬁupr: for greater insights. HWWH{;E
Neatham there does appear {0 exist 4 cclru.m rr,:g::‘m

itv in plot-size and 2 _uminrmuy_nf aE;.an%'..ﬂr; 1:
with strip-buildings facing the street, c:f.l. ELILUF p.d
nied by its yard containing _wc]ls and cess-pits; an

these do perhaps imply a form _&_:I' organization, 11_:;1
control of development, morc uniform than might be

expected from the free play of economic forces.

This report is not merely a record _ul!' excavation; i
contains some valuable attempts 1o interpret the site
in its local and provincial context. The question
whether the site represents the ancient Vindomis, and
whether it therefore contained a mansio of the Public
Post, is perhaps best left unargued — among other
reasons because of the difficulty of explaining why a
route from Silchester to Winchester and the South-
west should divert south-eastwards via Neatham;
and because of the plain indication in the name itself
that Vindomis lay on the chalk. Yet facilities for
travellers might equally have been required on the
Silchester—Chichester road, so that the services
called into being by their provision might still be a
contributory factor in the growth of Roman Neath-
am. We must regret that few indications of such
facilities have vet been discovered in the ground.

That one of the causes of growing prosperity was
Neatham's function as a centre for the westward sale
of Farnham ware is plausible both on geographical
grounds and because the chronology fits; but the
local marketing of agricultural produce was un-
doubtedly another. The Farnham industry achieved
# more than local importance in Southeast Britain,
but the study of its chronology has been hampered
by absence in the vicinity of evidence from the deep
stratified levels so often usefully found in a city;
Silchester could provide the required detailed se-
quences, but unfortunately the main excavations
lh:_r_:: took place before the study of stratigraphy w:#
sufficiently advanced. The authors have u:mp-ll.wc;i
considerable ingenuity in constructing the htgin-
mings of a dated sequence from such evidence as
::i:‘:::i"_n provides; their work forms both a usefyl
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An interesting and as yet enigmatic feature of i,

is the delensive circuit enclosing only a small p.l_';.
the town north of the crossroads ang ;15_\|1'5r,:"_l.
operational for little more than half a cenpyry |:-
dating is confirmed, Neatham would seem 1 bl
o a sn_mll but growing number of minor st * :
short-lived earthwork defences erected in e 1,
second century, at the same time a5 othe '
settlements were receiving defences which - i
case — were permanently thereafier maintainsd 4
minor sites, even where the defences are not kygn
to be short-lived, the circuits often enclose fir b
than the full area inhabited at the time, and in b
respect they resemble many of the late third-ce
walled circuits of Gaul. It is legitimate to dedug
some special feature of an official character - s
a tax-collecting centre or a mansio of the Public P
— was being protected. This in turn implies gover
ment action, and forms part of the evidence fiy
interpreting the earthwork defences of late second
century Britain as the result of a central
rather than as a series of spontancous constriction
by local people. It has been suggested (Brigma v
1984, 63-74) that the prime cause was the militn
insecurity suffered by the province in the early ¥s0
the second century. Once the crisis had passed
of the circuits were allowed to become obsol
whether through inertia or because they wer 2
longer needed for their original purpose & B
established. The non-renewal after the lae (e
century of a large aisled building formerly withia 1%
defences at Neatham, and possibly therefore a8
ated with an official establishment, may peris
suggest the second alternative.

Richmond once wrate of the many-sidedness o 08
picture of the villages and small towns of Ror¥
Britain and of the need for better information. ™
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Chapter 1

Introduction

The excavation reported upon here began in Decem

ber 1969 and continued intermittently until 1976,
being finally resumed as a watching brief and rescue
excavation in 1979. The report was begun in 1971
and has undergone a series of major changes in the
process of writing. The preparation of the report has
suffered from the growth of the project from an
almost unfunded, small-scale operation undertaken
by part-time local enthusiasts to a large-scale piece of
work which would have benefitted from a full-time
team. To understand the nature of the excavations
reported upon it seems desirable to give a brief
history of the dig.

The site was first brought to the attention of the
Farnham and District Museum Society in 1969 by
Mr Jack Shepherd, and subsequent observation dur-
ing the construction of the Alton By-pass was
initiated by Mr Frank Usher. This feldwork
brought to light evidence of a considerable area of
Romano-British eccupation, and resulted in the dis-
covery of a small early Roman cemetery. This and
other of the features were examined In a rescue
excavation directed by Mr David Graham over the
winter of 1969/1970 (Area F). Despite the difficult
conditions and bad weather, a reasonable sample of
the destroyed area was investigated, although the
size of the task was really too great for any part-time
team. The By-pass excavation was followed by a
programme of fieldwork designed to define the limits
of the settlement. This programme included an
excavation in the area immediately adjacent to the
By-pass to the north (Area E), designed to investi-
gate a previously unploughed area, and the excava-
tion of a series of trial trenches across the site (Fig 2).
This work culminated in 1971-3 with the excavation
of two Areas (C and D) further to the north. These
were designed to investigate the nature of the site,
and resulted in the discovery of the mansio enclosure
in 1972. Whilst these excavations were being under-
taken by the Farnham and District Museum Society
under Mr Graham’s direction, another trench was
dug between the By-pass and River Wey by the
North-East Hampshire Archasological Society under
the direction of Mr Gordon Peake (Fig 37). These
excavations were completed in 1971, but are not
included in this report and have not vet been
written-up. They did not uncover any substantial
structures, and seem (o have been located in an area
alfected by the changing course of the River Wey.

Late in 1973, a substantial area in the centre of the
sertlement came under threat from housing develop-
ment. An application was made o the Department
of the Environment, and excavations organised
under their @gis, with Mr C R L Andersen acting as
supervisor. These extensive excavations (Area B),
which took place in 1974, were unfortunately located
in & heavily plough-damaged area where little surface
stratigraphy survived. Because of the depression in
the building industry, the site lay vacant after the
excavation, and in 1976 a further scason of excava-
tion was organised under the direction of Mr Martin
Millett (Area A). These excavations sampled the
edge of the threatened field, and were designed to
answer a series of questions which arose as a result of
the preparation of the report on the earlier excava-
tons. These questions were satisfactorily resolved,
and the site again lay vacant until building opera-
tions eventually began in the autumn of 1979, Dur-
ing the intervening period the site became the target
of metal detector users who not only scoured the
surface, but undertook their own comparatively
large scale ‘excavations’ (Childerhouse 1920). It is
clear that during this period very large quantities of
material were removed into private collections. One
individual ‘treasure hunter’ is known to have taken
at least 315 coins from the site himself. When
building work began in 1979, the Hampshire County
Museum Service were informed that a stone struc-
ture had been uncovered by the illicit excavators. A
rescue excavation was subsequently launched, under
the direction of Mr Martin Millett {Area B), and a
substantial part of a bath house excavated. This
work and the concurrent watching brief was ham-
pered by difficult weather conditions and constant
interference from some of the metal detector users.

The report we present is therefore less than perfect,
being the result of a series of diverse excavations.
Qur experience from the earliest excavations led o
our development as archacologists and now enables
us 1o see their inadequacies. We make no apologies
for these limitations which undoubtedly show in the
report. Without those carly, amateur efforts the site
would have gone unrecorded and unexcavated.

The report has been organised according to the
Arcas excavated, with the finds brought together at
the end. Summaries of the dating evidence for eich
Area are given in Tables at the relevant place in the
text. The Areas are presented with the most recently
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nce obtained in 1976 and

s irst. as the seque :
excavated first, as the seq used for the other Areas.

1974 forms the basis of that
The present report is in two parts, r..cx:_ u]t::i Il'li:;::
fiche. The text summarises the results of the exca 2
tions and presents the most important gm»ul?-;~
material. More detail is p_nrwdcd on tl'u.x_ tl_, :n
together with information of interest o Sp-'.:vl:,l._? ists
alone. To facilitate easy cross-reference []_'Lr: fic .:"_3 18
referred to throughout thus: M1/02, meaning mucro-
fiche 1, frame 2. The contents of the fiche are
further listed on frame 1 of each fiche, and on page
161-2 of this report.

The full site records and finds are r._icp-u::i:ud with Ifhe
Hampshire County Museum Service under the fol-
lowing accession numbers:

Al976.19; AL¥76.20

Arca A 1976 Excavation

Area Bi-iv 1974 Excavation  A1976.18

Area By 1979 Excavanon AlST9.12

Arca C 1972-3 Excavation A1976.14; AI976.15; A1976.16
Area D 1971 Excavation Al976.13

Arca E 1970 Excavation Al976.12

Area F By-pass Excavation A1976,11

The site records also contain a very much fuller
version of the present report, incorporating details
more appropriate for archive than publication,

The excavations have been the subject of a series of
interim reports which have appeared in the Farnham
and District Museum Society Newsletter. These
together with a popular account of the excavations
(Graham and Millett 1980) are listed in the bibliogra-
phy.,

The present report was submitted for publication in
1979. Delays in publication, together with the ne-
cessity of including an account of the 1979 excava-
tion (Area Bv) have resulted in some revision of the
text. The bulk of the report remains however, as
written in 1979, '
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Background

The site examined covers a large ares on the Roh
bank of the River Wey centred on SU 738412 o the
northeast of Alton in northeast Hampshire (Fig 1.1
is in the parish of Holybourne-cum-Neatham lying
on both sides of London Road, the former A3l with
the Farnham-Alton railway crossing its sotthern
part. In Roman Britain it lay at the junction of the
Roman road from Silchester (Calleva Amrebanm i
Chichester (Noviomagus Regnensium) with that
which ran from Winchester (Venta Belgarum) -
wards London (Simons 1981). Another road or track
ran from the settlement towards the Alice Holr
Forest where a major pottery industry existed in the
Roman period (Millert 1979; Lyne and Jeffenes
1979). This crossroads became a focus for the ares,

The settlement lies at the point where a dry valley
which runs southwards from the chalk escarpment of
Holybourne Down, joins the Wey valley (Fig 1

This valley, which now contains a small stream in its
lower reaches, is almost a kilometre wide, fat-
bottomed and filled with drift deposits mainly of
gravel and clay. It broadens where it joins the gravel
terrace on the northern bank of the River Wey. This
terrace, lying at about 100m OD slopes slightly
towards the river, but forms the level, 1.~.'|:]J~drdllr.-|.'d
platform on which most of the site was built. f'?'l'-'
cemetery and most of Area F oare located on the
riverward slope and edge of the floodplain.

Since the site lies in the northwestern corner of the
Weald it is in an area of geological contrast (Fig 31
The dip is generally northwesterly, although a slight
upwarping together with the cross-dip erosion of =
River Wey makes the outcrop of the Lower Cre
taceous exceptionally wide.

To the north of the site, the valley is bounded by the
chalk escarpment which, although not exceptionall
high, tends to form a natural boundary separating
the valley from the London Basin. To the south, o
outcrop of Upper Greensand forms the wide expanse
of the Binsted platform which falls steeply 3“'”..1\:
the Gault outcrop, and the heathlands of the Lowe!
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CHRONOLOGY AND SEQUENCE
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Fig 3. Geology of the area around Neatham.

Greensand bevond. The exceptionally rich agriculiu-
ral land here, and the good potting clays of the Gault
bevond, account in part for the apparent prosperity
of the area in the Roman period.

Before the present excavations a number of stray
finds had been made in the area (Fig 2) which led
Clarke (1959) to suggest that this was the site of a
mansio, and Rivet (1970) to propose that it was the
site of Vindomi mentioned in the Antonine Itnerary
below, 158).

Chronology and the Establishment of a
Sequence

Most reports on Romano-British sites assume an
already established time sequence within which the
stratigraphic sequence can be placed. In an attempt
to avoid this presupposition, our dating evidence is
examined first to establish a framework for the
report.

Enough work has been done (e Reece 1972 and
1974b) to show that the coin finds from Romano-
British sites show a pattern which 1s largely indepen-
dent of an individual site’s history. Within this
overall pattern two groups of sites have been iden-
tified: one, a town group, is typified by Winchester
and has approximately equal numbers of coins of the

Periods AD 259-294 and 330402; the other, a
country group, is typified by Cirencester and has
about three times as many coins of the Period AD
259-294 compared with those of the Period AD
330-402. MNeatham falls into the former group so it is
with this pattern that the coin finds are compared (o
establish the period of its occupation. For this
purpose the method advocated by Reece (1976) has
been used. The mean percentage value for each of
the periods of coinage (Reece 1972, 271) for the town
group is taken as the centre line for a graph (Fig 4)
and one standard deviation is shown as a dashed line
on either side of the mean. Sixty-six percent of the
walues of any typical group are likely to fall within
these lines, values outside being more likely to
deserve special explanation. The greatest advantage
of this method over that previously used (sg Recce
1975, 191} is that the significance of deviations is
shown.

The results (Fig 4) show that, with the exception of
Period XIIIb (AD 330-348), Neatham lies within
the expected deviation for sites of the town group.
Owverall the Neatham values lie below the mean
before Period X111b. The values for Periods X/XI
which do not fit this pattern are probably the result
of a scattered hoard (below, 6). After AD 330 the
pattern shows a tendency towards pesitive devia-
tions, although not in such a consistent way. If coin
loss can be taken to represent the intensity of
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of coinage used are:
[ up 1o AD 41
lla AD 41-54

[Ib 54-69 VI 193-222
11 65-%6 [Xa 222-238
IV 96-117 [Xb 238-259
V 117-138 X 259-275
VI 138161 XI 275-294

occupation on the site we can say that, untl the
fourth century, Neatham was occupied less inten-
sively than the rest of the town group. This was
followed by a burst of activity in the middle of the
fourth century and then a steady fall-off, so that
there is little significant deviation in the last periods
of occupation.

Against this general background of the site as a
whole, the same method has been used to examine
the different Areas excavated (Fig 5). Some will
object that the groups of coins are oo small to make
this sort of comparison valid. However, since the
method is only being used to present information
and facilitate more objective interprezation. this
objection seems unreasonable especially as the re-
sults presented here and those from elsewhere (Keay
1977} are consistent. :

Before interpreting the graphs it is worth pointing
out that the majority of the coins are from Areas A . B
and C, so the mean site value which forms the centre
line for all the graphs on Fig 5 is weighred towards
them. The coins from Area Bv are not included in
this analysis because of the problems of sample bias
brought about by the presence of metal detector
users. As these Areas are cloge together around the
central crossroads, the inter-Area COMPArisons are
also comparisons of the outlying Areas with the
centre. For the early Periods | up te VI: AD 138-161)
A, B and C differ from the others with n-;:;uﬂjunai
values above thlc mean, which do not ocq:urt else-
where, suggesting thar OCCUPALOn was concentrated

VIla 161-180
VIIb 180-193

Neatham coin finds from all Areas compared with Reece’s Towns mean (Reece 1976). The periods

XII 294-317

XIIla 317-330
XIIIb 330-348
XIV 3458-364
XVa 364378
ZVb 378-388
XVI 388-402

around the crossroads. From Perniod VI onwards,
Area I} tends to be above the mean. These coins
probably date 1o the period when the mansio was
built and occupied; this is probably why the coin loss
figures are higher here, so far north on the site. Up 1o
the end of Period X1 (AD 294) this pattern remains,
with less than average coin loss on Areas E and F,
and more on the Areas to the north. One major
anomaly occurs in Area D during Period X/XI (AD
259-294) when the coin loss falls well outside the
expected value. The most likely explanation is the
presence of a scattered hoard which remained unrec-
ognised during excavation. The site list suggests that
this hoard consisted of agbout 60 coins and was
deposited in the Period between ¢ AD 270 and 294 as
all regular coins up to the interruption in supply o
270 are well represented. The lack of barbarous
copies suggests a date close to 270, but may equally
be the result of selection for the hoard.

In order to reduce the impact of this hoard on the
Area D figures, the percentages for that Area have
been adjusted, as ar Richborough (Reece 1968
assurning that Periods X/XI lie on the site mean
(which has been recalculated to exclude it) and the
other Periods adjusted accordingly. Both the ad-
justed and original figures are shown on Fig 5 as the
collection of coins is so small without the hoard, the
other deviations become rather aberrant.

After Period XI, Areas E and F begin 1o show
posiive anomalies, suggesting that they were also
being occupied. The size of these later deviations 5
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Fig 5. Neatham coin qui; from individual Areas

compared with the site mean. Periods of coinage are
as for Fig 4.

obviously partly a result of the absence of earlier
coinage from these Areas, but it may also be affected
by a shift in the centre of occupation to the south,

AM D SEQUENCE 7

which is also suggesteéd by the increasing tendency
for Arcas A, B and C to fall more often below the
mean.

The coin evidence therefore gives us a framework
which suggests that the site began in a limited area
mear the crossroads but later expanded, and possibly
shifted towards the south. This evidence is summar-
ised in Fig 6. This gives a visual impression of the
growth of the site in terms of the coin finds

Within this pattern we need to be able to establish
which features in different Areas are contémpor-
ancous, Coing are of little use for this as they are
rarely common enough for accurate comparative
dating,

Pottery, however, is both ubigquitous and relatively
easy to deal with, The detailed evidence 1s presented
in the pottery report (below, 64). The basic concept
used is that the assemblages of pottery from features
imfilled at the same time will, in total, be more
similar than those [rom features whose infilling is
further apart in time. This ignores any functional
differences between the areas on the site {(Millett
1979b) but forms a convenient model for seriation
(for peneral discussion, Doran and Hodson 1975,
Z269-84; more specifically Crummy and Terry 1979).
The method used o compare assemblages has been
to take the largest groups of pottery from Areas A
and B (trenches 1-IV) and gquantify the degree of
simularity between cach pair of assemblages by calcu-
lating:

The number of rim types in common between the
pair

Total number of rim types in the pair of assemblages

This was calculated from a presence/absence matrix
using a Fortran Program (written by Dr [ Graham)
run on the IBM 360 computer at University College
London. The resulting matrix was reduced to two
dimensions using the MDSCAL Program on the
same machine. The resultng sequence, drawn from
the output and reduced to a linear form is given in
Fig 7. The only problem with this result is that
Structure 3 fell well outside, and to one side of, the
main series. This seems to be because the deposit
concerned (layer 118) was of first century date and
considerably earlier than the next feature in the
sequence (Well 7), so that it is as dissimilar to thar
feature as it 15 to later ones. It has been put at the
beginning of the sequence on the basis of this
interpretation.

The degree of similarity of the features: in the
seriation to all other features has also been assessed
in order to relate them to this sequence. This has
been done on a subjective basis as the groups were
often too small to use with MDSCAL. These subjec-
tave results are related to the seriated sequence in
Table 1.
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Fig 7. Results of the pottery seriation of the contents of the principal features from Areas A and B, showing

the chronological sequence.

['he results provide a good general sequence for the
infillings of the features. There are, however, some
points which must be considered when the results
are used, The groups include the total assemblages
from the features and, although the majority of the
pottery is likely to have been deposited within a
comparatively short period as a deliberate action, it
is clear that some of the pottery will be earlier
(residual) and some later (a result of sinkage and the
accumulation of rubbish in the resultant hollow)
The seriation thus gives the average or aggregale
position for the feature’s infilling in the sequence.
The reason for using this method was the difficulty
of distinguishing primary and secondary infilling,
and the necessity of obtaining a large enough group
for seriation. The problems caused by these factors
increase in the later period for two reasons: first the
earlier groups have been less contaminated by subsid-
ence since there seems to have been less activity in the
area and thus less rubbish 1o collect in the resultant
hollow. Secondly in the later period the rubbish
deposits contain more residual material which tends
to blur the pattern and increase the tail-off of types
Figs 53-62). Nevertheless, despite these inade-
quacies, the results seem to give a reasonable result
which perhaps justifics the method.

The sequence is only a pottery sequence and needs (o
be independently calibrated against the other evi-
dence. We have two basic sources of information for
this: the samian, which was not included in the
seriation; and the coins which are completely inde-
pendently dated. The former evidence 15 summar-
ised in Fig 8, which shows the number of samian
sherds which come from each of the seriated fea-
tures. The seven periods into which the samian has
been divided are broad and overlap, but give a
reasonable idea of the pattern for each feature. The
coin evidence 15 summarised in similar form (Fig 9).
The diagrams are essentially complementary, as the
earlier features produced few coins and the later ones
only residual samian. The quantity of residual sa-
mian is shown in Fig 52. Interpretation of the samian
diagram should be confined to the features earlier
than the mid-third century (Pit 12) when samian
ceased to be imported. These features show the
trend from top left to bottom right as expected if the
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Pit & e

well 5 IEs Lh

Fig 8. Histogram showing the numbers of samian
sherds of different date ranges from the seriated
features. The cross-hawched columns represent
sealed groups and the open columns indicate mater-
il from open deposits.

sequence is correct. This is masked o some extent
by supply factors causing a paucity in East Gaulish
wares, This late second and early third century
fall-off is also seen in the London area (Marsh 1981).
Bearing this in mind, the later features in the
sequence should be dated later than Fig 8 at first
SUEEesls.
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The coin evidence, summarised in Fig 9 is also
problematic, as a number of the coins are obviously
intrusive. This results from the nature of the soil on
the site which tends to shrink and crack so thar
objects such as coins can drop into earlier lavers
withour visible disturbance to the strata. Taking the
view that the coins are gencrally too scarce to permit
accurate dating before the middle of the third cen-
tury, only features later than Pit 12 are worthy of
consideration. The pattern after Pit 12 is reasonably
consistent with the expected trend from top left o

. . » i
bottom right. A careful assessment of both TJ"'J:,&
and samian evidence has been used to give the Gaies
on Table 1.

. el
The fact that some features, such ;;x_i’:l; 14 :31.1-:1 “hL..'ll
6, appear in the wrong position relative 10 “Lh_t.“ K
on Table 1 and Fig 9 illustrares the point Jh'i:.;'us
dating is not clear-cut for closely mm.,-mpuff;;:-_ an
features. This should warn against o0 Speciic
interpretation of the results.
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Table 1.

Date

Last guarter
hrst century

second quarter

second century

Third quarter

second century

I.ast quarter
second cent ury

Last quarter
second century
Last quarter
second: first
quarter third
century

Last second
early third
century
First half
third century
Mid third
CENTUrY

First half
third century
Mid third
CCNiury
*Late third
CENTUry

Mid third
century
Third quarter
third century
Late third
century

Mid fourth
century

Mid fourth
century
*Early fourth
century

Mid fourth

ceniury

Late fourth
ffth century

* The dates given in the left hand column are independent of the seriation and thus show some marginal
differences for the reasons quoted on page 9

The Chromology of the main features.

Other
[eatures

Seriated
features

Structure 3

Pit 1

Well 7

Pit 11

Pir 20

Pit §

Well 4

Pit

Ditch 2

Pit 17

Oven 1

Pit 5

Well 3

Well 2

Well 8

Pit 12

Pit 6

Pit 16

Well 1

Well 6

Pit 2

Pit 3

Pit 14

Pit

Pit 21

Well 5

CHRONOLOGY AND SEQUENCE

Pit 9

Pit 10-

Pit 13

Pir 15

18

Pt

Fit 22

Pit 23

Ditch 1

Diwch 3

Gulley 1

{Owven 6

The seriated features are shown on the left, with the dates assessed on the basis of the coins and samian. The
ather features have been placed subjectively on the basis of the similanty of their pottery assemblages: with
those in the seriated sequence. Oven 1 was given a date of ¢ AD 320 on the basis of thermoremnant-
magneism.
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Chapter 2

Description of the Areas

The excavations are described according to the Areas
excavated in the different years (Fig 2), beginning
with the 1976 season which provides us with the best
sequence. The descriptions are a summary by Mar-
tin Millett of earher drafts and notes provided by
David Graham (Areas C to F), and C R L Andersen
and Geofl Cole (Area B). The archive contains these
fuller drafts and notes.

Area A (directed by Martin Milletr)

These excavatons of 1976 were designed 1o answer
questions generated by the previous excavations
about a) the history of the end of the site, b) the
sequence in an area not plough-damaged, and c) the
possibility of the existence of an east—west road. The
excavaton consisted of three trenches (A, B and C)
together with four smaller trial trenches (Fig 100.

Period of Occupation

Close to the hedge, where ploughing had not dam-
aged the stratigraphy, about 300 mm of archaeolo-
gical deposits survived. The sequence here shows
three principal Periods of actvity which can also be
identified in the more plough-damaged area away
from the hedge. Only in trench C does the sequence
seem slightly more complex. Two major structural
events define these Periods (Fig 11). Firstly, be-
tween Periods I and II there was the construction of
an east-west road, which led to an alteration in the
layout of this part of the site. Sccondly, a large
expanse of gravel, which sealed the previous struc-
tures, was laid at the end of Period II. This again
indicates a major replanning of the ceéntre of the site.
The dating i1s summarised thus (see Table 2):

Peniod f. The pottery and coins suggest that
occupation began between ¢ AD 70 and 90 with the
period continuing to ¢ AD 100-125. Dich 1, the
ditch beside the Silchester—Chichester road, may be
an exception. The upper levels show that it was
backfilled in the earlv second century, but the
strategic importance of the road suggests that it may
have been built within a decade of the conguest of
AD 43,

Peniod If. The construction of the surface of the
cast—-west road found in excavation was contempor-
aneous with the building of Structure 7 (Fig 12b)

The construction levels of this building included an
unworn samian bowl of ¢ AD 100-125. The datng
for the end of the period is less clear. The gravel
sealing Period 1T was extensively parched and it was
not always possible to assess whether dating evidence
was well sealed. The bulk of the coins sealed within
the layer are late third century: a few are as late as
the mid fourth century. A late third century date for
the deposition of the gravel is supported by the
absence of late third century coins (common on the
site) from contexts in use in Period I1. The later
coins are thus seen as a result of subsequent paich-
ing, especially in areas where subsidence occurred.

Penod [II.  The use of the gravel and the construc-
tion of buildings on it dates mainly to the early
fourth century on the coin evidence, Nevertheless
the coin series continues to AD 388402, Early
medieval material was absént even in the areas where
the stratigraphy was best preserved.,

Description and Discussion of Periods

Period [, Fig 11 summarises the lavout of the
features of this period. The major feature was the
Silchester-Chichester road and its side ditch (Ditch
1} to the west. The road consisted of the surface of
the natural gravel with some larger flints rammed
into its surface. Ditch 1 (Fig 12a) was *V" shaped and
about 1.00 m deep with an infill which sugpests
deliberate backfilling. This contained little material,
although a coin and pottery amongst charcoal and
iron slag in the sinkage above (layer 33) show tha
filling was completed by the beginning of the second
century, West of this ditch were wo associated
groups of features, a group of post holes beneath the
later Structure 7 (Fig 13) and Gulley 1 (M2/3) which
ran between these and Ditch 1. The post holes are
not all demonstrably of Period 1, and the pattern is
too incomplete for interpretation. Gulley 1, which is
dated by a worn denarrus of Vitellius, is also difficult
to interpret although a funcuon as an eaves drip
seems possible (compare Structures 4 and 5).

On the eastern side of the road (trench C) 8 more
organised layvout is seen (Fig 11) with three struc-
tures facing the road, behind which was an open area
and Pit 1. Structures | and 2 survived only as shallow
slots (Fig 14; M2/4) although they were overlain by
the more complete remains of Structure 3 (Fig 14},
Structures | and 2 can be interpreted as sill beam
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structures standing on the ground surface, with the
surviving slots being foundations of the frontage.
Structure 3 (Fig 14) consisted of three structural
elements: a pair of beam slots at front (11%8) and rear
(166}, and a narrower slot with post holes set in it in
front of these. The main features are interpreted as
bedding trenches for principal supports, whilst the
post holes are seen as a veranda (compare Structure
21). The sections of the main slots (M2/4) show that
the building was deliberately demolished and the
beams lifted out. They showed signs of considerable
disturbance and contained demolition debris (eg
small find 141). The building type is comparable
with early Romano-British military structures and is
of the beam slot type found only in the first and
sccond centuries at Neatham (with the possible

RIS -
- #
& #

Area A: summary plan of the three major Periods. Supple represents gravelled areas.
¥ I [ P I E

exception of Structure 21). The more substantial
frontage [oundation for these three structures sug-
gests that the facades were designed 1o be impressive
fcompare Structures 4, 5, 7, 21

In the yard behind this line of buildings (Figs 11 and
14} was ‘a single shallow pit (Pit 1: M2/5). The
pottery 15 very similar to that from the demolition
levels of Structure 3 although there is no suggestion
of the pit’s function.

‘eriod If.  The main feature was the surface of the
sast—west road (Figs 11 and 12b, layer 66) which was
laid directly on the surface of the natural gravel with
the twrf removed. It was made of a substanual
cobbled surface (Fig 17). This road sealed some of
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A Secton of Ditch 1;

B Section of Structure 7, phase A (for location see Fig 16);
€ Section of Structure 7, phases C and D (for location see Fig 16).

the Period [ post holes (Fig 13) and itself continued
in use throughout the Period although becoming
covered with a build-up of earth (Fig 12b, layer 74).
Its construction resulted in a replanning of the
adjacent area. Instead of being orientated towards
the Silchester—Chichester road, buildings were subse-
quently aligned on both roads with a series of plots of
approximately equal size. It seems that this replan-
ning took place at the same time as the organised
layout was imposed on Area B (below, 27). In Area A
six structures were identified.

l’.}ﬂ the eastern side of the Silchester-Chichesier road
(Fig 15), Structures 4 and 5 faced onto that road,
although Structure 5 also fronted the new east—west

road. In a yard behind these was Well 3. S1ru{lurxl‘l4
(Fig 15) consisted of two parallel rows of post h;"’
forming a narrow strip building along the edge ol I. 4
Silchester—Chichester road. The road was parrof™"
by the encroachment of these structures. The P-IE;
holes were mostly paired and perhaps took 2 KFkh.
framed structure, although the post holes along l’I.L
street facade were deeper than those at the rear. Jr:
eaves drip ran along the frontage of the ﬂ*"']“"“',_
part. This, and some minor irregularities in the I .
pattern suggests that the building was not 3 'ﬁ:""
property; it may therefore represent a row Of 82 3F"
Structure § (Fig 15) was less simple in plan, Ptm.fr!.:
because the postholes and eaves drip wert ﬂ:':]:hal
than one phase, The most likely interpretation &
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Fig 14. Area A, trench C: plan of Structures of Period I,

the eaves drip (220) was contemporaneous with
Structure 4 and the post holes along the northern
frontage were of a later phase of the same building.
The post holes of Structure 4 produced the only
good dating evidence, three coins the latest of which
is of AD 194-201. It seems certain that Well 3
(M2/6) was constructed in this phase, and it was alsa
probably largely backfilled at the end of Period 11,
although like Well 1 its backfilling continued into
Period I11.

To the west of the Silchester—Chichester road the
excavation covered a smaller area, and consequently
the evidence is less easy to assess. It appears that
there were four structures facing onto the east—west
road separated from each other by vards (Fig 11)
The yards and structures were all of apprdxima )

: : | tely
the same size. Structure 6 consisted of only tl

iree

substantial post holes which may simply represent i
fence, although their nature, spacing and locauon
indicated a structure. Well 2 {Fig 20) was probably
constructed in this phase together with this stric-
ture. Structure 7, to the west (Fig 16), was the best
preserved so far excavated on the site. Four phases
could be identified which cover the whole of Penod
II (Figs 12b and c). Phase A was builr at the same
time as the east-west road (Fig 12b) and had cobbies
immediately to its east which were contemporaneits
with the road surface (Fig 16). The front of the
building consisted of a sill beam (82) set in a slot (Fig
12b). The sill beams at the sides of the building Wer®
however laid on the ground surface, and lapped 0V¢f
the beam in the front slot. Within this arca was a ¥
floor. At the rear, the roof seems to have beet
supported by two posts (40 and 53) although ue
stratigraphy in this area was disturbed and heF
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stratigraphic relationship to the front of the building
was destroyed. Down the castern side was a veranda
(compare structures 3 and 21), the roof of which was
supported by at least two posts (52 and 69). This
phase of the structure ended with a destruction by
fire for which there is no dating evidence. The phase
B structure was of different construction having a
facade of large post holes (42, 56 and 58 on Fig 16).
The rear was more ephemeral, and had been des-
troved by subsequent activity, as had the floor. This
change from sill beam to post hole construction was
paralleled in rench C (Figs 14 and 15). The change
from phase A 1o B also marked a slight change in the
alignment. The frontage was moved slightly back

and turned making it parallel to the general line of

the east—west road. This structure was replaced in

phase C by another post-built construction slightly
to the west of the phase B building. A corner post
and two intermediary wall posts were identified (Fig
16; 32, 39, 42a). Later disturbance had again re-
moved Aoor levels and the rear end of the building.
Both phases B and C lack dating evidence and were
sandwiched between the phase D levels and the
natural gravel (Fig 12c). The phase D structure
consisted of a single corner post (29) with the
remains of a clay floor (26) and sill beam (Fig 16).
This gave the structure a bipartite division with a
narrow front bay (a shop?) and a rear bay of uncer-
tain size. The building was destroved by fire (25) and
subsequently sealed by the Period [T gravel (17: Fig
I2c). The coarse pottery from the destruction layer
lone type 70, three type 72) suggests a date in the
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Photo: G Huxlev.

middle of the third century for the destruction: a
date consistent with that discussed above for Period
III gravel.

In the yard between Structures 6 and 7 was Well 1
(Fig 11} which seems certain to have been con-
structed and used at the same tume as the two
buildings. It was of the rectangular type common in
Area B (below, 27). The backfilling seems to have
begun at the same time as the gravelling-over of the
rest oo the Period 11 features but was clearly not
completed until inte Period 111 on the coin evidence.
From this it is clear that the gravel was not all laid in
a single short period, but was parched later.

To the west of Structure 7 in trench A (Fig 18) was
Structure 8. This consisted of a series of post holes,
including one (12) which was ¢ 94 mm deep sug-
gesting a major structural member. The small area
examined makes interpretation impossible. In the
yard between Structures 8§ and 9 was Oven 1 (Fig 18)
and pit 4 (M2/8). Both seem part of the same
complex as Structure § and it seems likely that the
charcoal in Pit 4 derives from Oven 1. The pit
produced a group of large sherds of pottery dating o
the late second or early third century. The oven itsell
was built of clay and had a stoke pit cut into the
gravel. The material in the stoke hole seems to derive
from the final firing, and except for a single tiny
sherd of New Forest ware which is probably intru-

sive, the vpes date o the middle of the third
century. The gravel over the oven had been dis-
turbed. Samples of the clay oven floor were taken for
thermoremnantmagnetic dating by Dr A J Clark of
the Ancient Monuments Laboratory, whose report
(MLV/3) concludes that the samples are consistent
with a date range of AD 110150 or AD 320-350,
The conflict of these dates with those suggested by
the coarse pottery remains unresolved (M1/3),
although it may be accounted for by a ulting of the
oven.

A gap separated Oven 1 from Structure 9, only the
edge of which was excavated. The remains of a sill
beam and the rubble spread from a wall were all that
could be identified.

Perpd [T, The gravel (17) which marked the begin-
ning of Period T presents several problems. The
first, that of its dating, has been discussed already
and arose from the failure to recognise the patching
of the gravel during the excavation. Secondly, the
gravel had been almost completely removed by
ploughing in trench C; and thirdly, except in trench
C where a post hole building dates to this period,
buildings of the Period were not identified. This mav
be because any buildings were of sill beam construc-
tion built on the surface of the gravel: such buildings
would have been destroved by the ploughing that
had reached the surface of the gravel except very
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close to the hedge. The gravel surface varied in
nature but this did not seem to reflect the position of
any buildings. The presence of the gravelling sug-
gests a considerable degree of organisation, and
power to override the existing property boundaries.

The main feature of this Period was a series of post
holes of Structure 11 (Fig 19). This had a facade of
large post holes, facing the east—west road, and a
post built side wall coincident with the cobbled
alleyway (165) to its east. A small sill beam (107) in
this wall is interpreted as a doorway. Patches of clay
from this area probably derive from the plough-
damaged floor. To its east was Structure 10 surviving
only near the hedge as a single post support (Fig 19;
compare Structure 19}, and 15 probably part of a wall
support. Between Structures 9 and 10 was a very
shallow pit (Pit 2, Fig 19; M29) which contained
fourth century pottery. Pit 3, located in trench B
(Fig 11; MZ/10), was unusual both in shape and
contents, as it contained an exceptional quantity of
pottery (3.3 kg in ¢ 0.4 m® of earth) all sherds of
which were wasters indistinguishable from Farnham
ware. The types present (Figs 53-62) suggest a
fourth century date, and the feature indicates pottery
manufacture on the site (note also a waster from Well
5) or at least a very close relationship berween
MNeatham and the Farnham potterv industrv. The
final feature attributable o Period III is a small
secondary pit cut through the gravel spread, into the

Area A, northern part of trench C; plan of features of Period 11

top of Well 2 (Fig 20; 79). This pit contained a
scattered hoard of 195 coins which appears to have
been deposited ¢ AD 390 (below page 98).

Trial Trenches IIf and I'V (Fig 10). Two trial
trenches were excavated by hand when it became
Clear that Ditch 2 (see Area B) did not continue into
Area A. Trench IV came down directly on the top of
Well 4 (M2/11). The pottery from this feature shows
that it was infilled in the late second/early third
century, shghtly earlier than the infill of Ditch 2
which was not located. Trench IIl located Pir 5
(M2/11) as well as the continuation of Ditch 2. Pit 5
cut I¥ich 2 and the pottery from its infill suggests a
date in the first half of the third century. From these
trenches it is clear that a) Ditch 2 ended or changed
direction between the two trial trenches and trench
A, and b) that another area of cess pits and wells like
those on Area B (Fig 21) were located here.

The Dating Evidence: Area A

Full details of all the coins and samian ware are
provided on fiche (M1/4-28). The summary in Table
2 includes only the stratified material, whilst Table 3
provides a synopsis of all the coins. Coin identifica-
rions are by Mr B A Merson, samian identifications
are by Joanna Bird, Full details of the coarse pottery
appear in Figs 533-62.
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Fig 20. Area A, trench B: section of Well 2, showing the secondary pit which contained the hoard of coin

Table 2. Summary of Area A dating.

Feature

Period 1
Ditch 1

Gulley 1
Structure

Structure
Structure

Lhd ol =i

Pit 1

Pertod 11
Structure 4

Structure 5
Structure 6
Structure 7
Phase A
Structure 8
Structure 9
Well 1

Well 2

Oven |

Pit 4
Period 11

(_IIJ'H'I.-'I:J_H"F:

no.
coins

Coin
evidence

UNWorn
AD 112-7
worn AD 69

latest
AD 194-201

latest
AD 364-378
latest
AD 270-273

Constantinian

no. of
SEMian
sherds

I |

Samian
evidence

Hadrianic—
early Antonine
Flavian

latest early—

mid 2nd
latest early
Eﬂl.i

latest late
Ind-mid 3rd

UnWOrn
AD 100-125

Coarse
pottery
evidence

late lst—
early Znd
late Ist-
early 2nd

late Ist

late 1si-
early 2nd

mid 3rd

mud 4th
late 3rd

mid 3rd
Jate Znd

[To



h contained the hoard of o8

Coarse
potery
evidence

late lst=
early 2nd
late 1st-
early 2nd

nine

late Ist
late Jst—

garly 2nd

ird

mid 3rd

]
N

mid 4th
late 3rd

mid 3rd
late 2nd

Table 2. Summary of Area A danng, continued.
Feature no. of Coin
coins evidence
Structure 10 -
Structure 11
Well 2 195 latest
secondary pit AD 388402
Well 3 7 latest
AD 388402
Pit 2 =
Pit 3 2 |arest
late 3rd
Unphased
Pit 5 2 latest
AD 270-273
Well 4 1 illegible

Table 3. Summary of

Period

|

IIa
Ik
111
IV

Vv

A |
Vlila
VIIb
V11l
IXa
IXh
X

X1
XII
X1lla
XIIIb
XIV
xVa
XVh
XVI

Torals

Excluded from the above: the hoard from Well
68. The coin hoard is discussed on page 98 below, and tabulated in Table 27.

Ird—4th century

the coms from Area A.

Date

27 BC-AD41
AD 41-54
AD 5469

AD 69-96

AD 96-117
AD 117-138
AD 138-161
AD 161-180
AD 180-193
AD 193-222
AD 222738
AD 238-259
AD 259-275 |
AD 275-294/6 J
AD 294/6-317
AD 317-230
AD 330-348
AD 348364
AD 364-378
AD 378-388
AD 388402

AR

Area B (directed by C R L Andersen,
G H Cole and Martin Millet)

This Area was excavated in 1974 when the threat (o
the field in the centre of the site first emerged. After
a geophysical survey by A ] Clark of the Ancient

Y o
bl

AREA A, DATING EVIDENCE: AREA B

no, of Samian Coarse
samian evidence potiery
sherds evidence
1 Residual =
2 Residual mid 3rd
- mid 4th
1 Residual mid 4th
1 mid 2nd carly—
mid 3rd
5 lare 2nd late Znd-
early: 3rd
AEl AE2 AE34 Total
~ - - |
e |
1 1 2
2 - - 2
| 2
1 - - |
2 = = 2
- ~ |
— - 92 92
- 1 - |
- - 4 4
= - 68 68
~ 2 27 29
22 #4
= - 1 1
- - 10 [{}]
f 5 224 239
95 coins: uncertain 1st=2nd century = 4; uncertain

Monuments Laboratory a strip was excavated across
the field, perpendicular to the Silchester-Chichester
road (Fig 10). The main excavation (trenches [-IV),
directed by Mr Andersen, was followed by part-time
work directed by Mr Cole which completed the
excavation of Pirs 14, 16 and Well 6, and examined




1
b
f
e |
| 5 11 ) |}
$ i, |
'~'r\'r:_ 1_1-'.!;'.'.1'.-5\1‘-' o M
i ENLARGED DETAIL R
| Bl o e o
Al o = £y - 15T 4
| : = ) D S5m ; ':\-TR' :_-"r. RE -1.
OVEMS l.:."L'l.": — o s (E} |
——— e . N N
S £ S S ) 7 =
il e e o \ o P
STRUCTURE 121 -r| 8 eig |, Soven
o [ B e o
fo STRUCTURE™S 1 || @ @ £ s ©
4 fvEMT . & " EJ | STRUCTURE 16 § e ¥ I
A 4 -] |'\\: FoENT Fg = B L |
r1% o ; el - -
Vol a ey Vlomns }1- PLOUGHED OUT r—-' : STRUCTURE 18
| S L= b4 Ne W i STRUCTURE 17
11e i e o — 8 |
& b |
?-iuw'? g
L
il AREA B
[ |
W
et
i- 10

L STRUCTURE 14

Area B, trenches 1-1V: overall plan

20

of excavation showing all features.

-

PP .5
U 2y

* r

k= ]

n ]
AR
L0 S
(I I
it Al

30m




A0m

20

- EE BN BN —

10

1

[ =]

I emomvrmt berer shisoss boia il esninrms,

swwiiie sl CeNemas o

Areamn e L-T%

PR

g, AR

part of trench 1. Subsequently, in 1979 a further
trench in this area (trench V) was excavated to
examine a bath-house uncovered during building
work. The results of this excavauon, and the watch-
ing brief which observed the development of the
whole of the field, are appended to this section
{below, 33).

The 1974 Excavation (Fig 21)

Chronology and Site Layout

The importance of this Area lies in its size, but as the
surface stratgraphy had been badly plough-
damaged, problems were encountered in estab-
lishing a sequence. This problem was increased by
the fact that the bulk of the pottery was local,
Farnham ware which was (in 1974) impossible to
date accurately. This made it necessary to establish a
sequence on the basis of the evidence of this site
alone. This was provided by the seriation (above, 7;
Table 1). The results of this can be interpreted in the
context of the sequence from Area A.

The earliest feature was the Silchester-Chichester
road which consisted of large flints rammed into the
surface of the natural gravel. The roadside ditch
(Dirch 1) was located ¢ 20m west of the road, and its
infill suggests deliberate backfilling. Little pottery
was recovered from it, and this is of little dating
value. The small quantity of material from the 18m
length cleared was of the first and early second
CEnturics.

The remainder of the features in the Area date to
after the middle of the second century, with the infill
of one feature (Well 7, M2/12) dating o ¢ AD
150-175 indicating that it was probably constructed
earlier in the second century. The layout of the
features shows evidence of planning at about the
same time as that of Period II in Area A. This layout
continued in operation until the early fifth century in
Area B (below, 33).

The planning is clearly shown on the western side of
the Silchester-Chichester road where two properties
are indicated. These shared a common rear bound-
ary (Ditch 2, Fig 21; M2/12), the infilling of which
dates to around the end of the second century.
Parallel and adjacent to this was a post built fence
(Structure 15, Fig 21). It is not clear whether this
was contemporaneous with the ditch, or whether it
continued for the whole length. Despite Ditch 2
going out of use by the beginning of the third
century there is little evidence for occupation spread-
ing beyond the line of the ditch (trench I1, Fig 21).
Between this boundary and the Silchester-
Chichester road (Fig 21) two groups of pits were
located (Figs 22, 23), together with Wells 5 and 6
Fig 27; M2/17) and a number of post holes and
ovens. The post hole structures were fragmentary
and difficult o interpret (Fig 21). The pnly near

AREA B, 1974 EXCAVATION
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complete structure was 13 which survived in a slight
hollow. Four broad phases could be identified:

i. Ovens 11, 12 and 15 predated the building;
1. Structure 13, post holes (65, 66, 75, 76, and
77) and a clay floor, were built;
i, Structure 13 was occupied (Features 31-5,
556 and 121};
iv. Collapse of structure 13 (plaster and daub).

Coins from phase i1l indicate an early fourth century
date and it is likely that the demolition debris from
Pit 21 (M2/16) including the painted wallplaster (Fig
99) derived from this building. The series of ovens
associated with this and the other structures are
generally impossible to interpret because they were
50 fragmentary although Owven 6 (Fig 24) survived in
a near complete condition and appears 1o have been
domestic,

Of most significance is the location of the pits and
wells, The pits, in two groups, were placed in tight
clusters at the rear of the properties (Figs 21, 22, 23).
Both these clusters began in the second century and
continted until the mid-fourth century. The indi-
vidual pits showed marked regularity with some
rectangular, twice as long as they were wide, and
wthers circular. Several reached below the present
wiater-table and were dug as wells, whilst others (and
the later phases of some of the wells) were lined and
used as cisterns. Before they were backfilled with
rubbish they seem to have been used as cess pits.
The regular spacing of these pit clusters is further
discussed below (153), It seems likely that these pits
represent successively the water supply, cess pits and
rubbish pits for individual properties. Wells 5 and 6
{(Fig 21) are likely to have served the same propertics
later in the fourth century.

Omn the eastern side of the Silchester-Chichester road
the pattern was altered by the presence of a side
street at an angle to the road (Fig 21). Its date was
not established but on the corner to the south was
Structure 17, built of substantial posts. On the
northern side of the side street was Gulley 2 (Fig 21)
which emptied into Pit 6 (Fig 21; M2/13). Behind
this gulley was a complex of post holes (Structure 18)
which represent several phases of the same building.
It seems probable that Gulley 2 was the eaves drip for
one phase of the structure. As this empted into Pit 6
it can be dated to the third quarter of the third
century,

The Pits and Wells

Complete descriprions of the pits and wells are
omitted, although available in the archive, but the
sectiion drawings are included on fiche (M2/12-17;
Figs 25 and 26). Certain regularities are discussed,
rogether with the special problems of Well 5.

it Group ! (Fig 22; M2/12-17; Piis 8 and 10 were
not drawn). The sequence is 11, 10, 8, 9, 12, 13
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Fig 24. Area B: detailed plan of Oven 6.

(Table 1) and runs from the mid second to the mid
fourth century. The rectangular pits were all shallow
cisterns and all are of third century date or later.

Pit Group 2 (Figs 23, 25 and 26; M2/12-16). The
sequence is Well 7, Pits 20, 17, 18, 16, 14, 15 and 21
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iii. Disuse and weathering with gravel falling in
(Pit 14, layer F; Pit 16, layer F);
iv. The relining of the pits at & shallower depth

for use as cisterns (Pit 14, layers H_—U; I_"it
16, laver E). Pit 16 had the remains of a
timber lining of this phase (Fig 26);

v. Use of the shallow cisterns

vi. Infilling of cistern with rubbish (Pit 14, layer
A; Pit 16, A-D).

The secondary use of these pits as cess pits is
convincingly demonstrated by the presence of a
wooden lavatory seat (Fig 91) from Pit 16 (layer G).

There were also a number of regularities in the finds
from these two pits which compare with the evidence
from Well 8. At the beginning and end of phase ii
were found a series of complete coarseware pots.
Both pits also produced a Rhenish motto beaker (Fig
41.3]1 and 32) whilst Well 8 produced a complete,
plain Rhenish beaker (Fig 51.33). In total Pit 14
produced eleven complete vessels, and Pit 16 nine-

DESCRIPTION OF AREAS

teen; both with an exceptional Number of -
jars which are unusual elsewhere gp h 0
Some features of the animal hone ag
also unusual, with a complete cock 5
16, cock bones from Pit 14, and 5 num -
bones from Pit 16, Although these facts Jxr ol dog
explained away individually, taken g, “‘“I:]d all b
parallels from elsewhere (Ross 1974 fg.r T With
explanation seems likely. It is sugg.:_.“,;_d 1h\ 3 _m’il
pit was dug below the water tahle an uﬂ_‘f":_‘-‘hur,i
made to the water deity (Ross 1974 46_';._“”-" way
similar offering was again made whm{ the “_:-, ar:_d i
turned foul and the function was 1o be th:[:.;{zﬂ

R Type 34
 site (Fig

Fig g
Semblagec Weps
keleton fr, Bi

Wells 5 and 6 are of similar date. ang show

structural sequences (Fig 27; M2y, Bm}&lm.:l-;_-
round and seem to have been lined ip 1h,¢;,'l,“tr_:
parts in order (o prevent the gravel s.urt'acl,: U}P.FF?
natural from falling in. Neither was excavated |,,:
bottom although the presence of several cnmz».;\r'.
vessels perhaps suggests similar rigal QSSILK'jE[iI.:l! i
for Pits 14 and 16. As they were deeper and ]I::r:

WELL5

Zm

Fig 27. Arss R, -
B £7. Arca B: section of Well 5

g @ limit of excavalion

and the Grubenigy; above jr.

il e i
e & purely

Te INE

Teim 99,
az i e
TE 7] mam
wandll on

Peeiog ten

s B, tremch

:-'E ﬂ.'mm
'.‘-"‘."'-'i'ﬂhlle
¥ ey by
% g b
LA Mﬂk

.ﬂ”':k"“:*“ﬂ;t
R
Tl %



LEAS

1 exceptional num
sual elsewhere on IEE::{-.E:
he animal bone assempj,
a complete cock skeleton | d
ym Pit 14, and a b
Although these facys cnuj;
idividually, taken [Dgftb!.r‘
where (Ross 1974, 45 .,1
likely. It is suggested th;;,,“.
the water table an uﬂmq
-~ deity (Ross 1974, 469, z
s again made when the -u.-;ln,
e function was to be chang

of similar date, and show o
es (Fig 27; M217). Boky
3 have been lined in therg
srevent the gravel surfaey
z in. Neither was excavaiag)
he presence of several am
rgests similar ritual associte
. As they were deeper anl)

@in_rrﬂ

AREA B, 1979 EXCAVATION 33

than these there is a possibility of a fall in the water
table. Both were infilled in the second hall of the
fourth or early fifth century, and the rubbish from
them shows that the site continued to be occupied,
although the absence of an alternative water supply
perhaps suggests decline.

Well 5 and Post-Roman Activity

The most important feature for our understanding of
the site in the post-Roman period was a Grubenhaus
which overlaid Well 5 (Figs 21 and 27). The post

Roman date is demonstrated by the fact that coins of
AD 388402 were recovered from laver B of Well 5,
but no coins at all were recovered from laver A,
despite its considerable volume. Layer A comprised
the fill of the slumped hollow above the well shafr
and the fill of the Grubenhaus f (which were not
differentiated in excavation). The coincidence of
their locations suggests that the builders of the
Grrubenhaus deliberately made use of the existing
hollow. The approximately square shape (4m sides)
had an extension to the east which is best interpreted
as an entrance. About 80 sherds of Early Medieval
hand-made pottery (Fig 68) were recovered from
laver A, including a stamped handle which suggests
a sixth/seventh century date. A bone pin beater (Fig
B8.441) also supports a late date (Cook 1978, 233).
The presence of a belt buckle (Fig 73.88; discussed
by Dr Clarke below, 106) in the laver in association
with this pottery 15 difficult to interpret, but is best
seen as purely coincidental.

The 1979 Excavation and Watching Brief

Work in 1979 concentrated first on recovering the
plan and sequence of the bath-house (Structure 27,
Fig 29) uncovered during building operations, and
secondly on watching the contractors’ drainage and
foundation trenches for major features (Fig 31).

Area B, trench V (Fig 28)

The excavation comprised an area 1lm by 9m
around the stone structure which had been exposed
by ‘treasure hunters’. Their hole had uncovered the
cold plunge bath, and had caused considerable dam-
age to it and the wall separating it from the frigidar-
um. Because of this damage, and the difficult condi-
tions on the site, it was possible to recover only an
outline sequence and approximare chronology. The
stratigraphic sequence (Fig 29) recovered was:

Period I. A group of Pits (24, 25 and 26) together
with a single post hole (Fig 29) were located in the
northern part of the area examined. These seemed 1o
lorm a complex similar to the Pit Groups identified
clsewhere on Area B (Fig 21). None of these pits was
fully excavated, but Pit 26 appears (o have been a
well (compare Well 7, Fig 21; M2/12). The pit fills
all dated to the late second-mid third century, with
Pit 24 being stratigraphically earlier than Pit 25

Penod 1. Perhaps whilst some of the Period 1 pits

were still open, Ditch 2 was cut on a north-south
alignment, slightly to their west, cutting post hole 1
(Fig 29). This ditch, which was also examined in
Area A (above, 23} and elsewhere in Area B (Fig 21),
where 1t was dated to the end of the second or the
beginning of the third century (Table 1), In these
Arcas it marked the western boundary of the settle-
ment at this stage, It is assumed that Ditch 2
continued further to the south, where it was des-
troved in Period I1la. The dating evidence for the
feature in this Area is poor, but not inconsistent with
that from elsewhere (Table 6).

Penod [[la. Sometime after the middle of the third
century the southern part of Ditch 2 was cut by the
construction trench for the massive flint and mortar
walls of the bath-house, Structure 27 (Section A-B,
M2/18; Table 6). This structure, the northern part of
which was examined, continued beneath the railway
to the south of the excavation. The construction of
Well 9 seems likely to have taken place in this phase,
although material from behind the well lining is no
later than the early third century (Table 6). Across
the northern edge of the trench a spread of coarse,
clean gravel, sealing the Period I pits, but respecting
the Period IT ditch, also seems to relate to this phase.
It is interpreted as a side street, running off the
Silchester-Chichester road (Fig 31) to service the
bath-suite and most likely constructed from material
derived from the substantial trench within which the
bath-house was built.

The part of Structure 27 excavated consisted of two
rooms, 2. 1m wide internally, with a combined inter-
nal length of 3.7m. The substantial walls were of
mortared, coursed flint, and varied in thickness,
although at the northern end each wall had founda-
tions approximately 0.95m deep (below the surface
of the gravel). The western wall, the outside of
which respected the line of the eastern edge of Ditch
2, was 0.5m thick, whilst the northern wall was
(0.68m across, and the eastern wall was irregular,
with a maximum breadth of 0.8m. The northern
room 15 interpreted as a cold plunge bath, and
measured Zm by Im (between the internal plaster
faces). It was approached by a step from the south,
formed by a quarter round plaster moulding (Fig
20). The wall separating the plunge from the room to
the south had been severely damaged by ‘treasure
hunters’, but the depth of the plunge bath beneath
the adjacent floor was 0.65m, with the op of the
plaster moulding being 350mm above the bath floor,
This floor had been made from tiles 250mm square,
which had been robbed in antiquity leaving only the
impressions in the mortar of the floor. The walls of
the plunge were thickly plastered in at least two
phases, the latest of which was painted pinkish-red.
This plaster was lifted by Mr ] Price of the AM
Laboratory and is now in store at Hampshire County
Museum Service. A plaster lined drainage pipe fed
out of the western wall of the bath-house, just above
the level of the ule floor.
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Fig 28. Area B, trench V: overall plan of the excavation. For section A-B see M2/18.

The room to the south was less well preserved but
may be interpreted as the frigidarium (cold room). It
was 2.1m wide and in excess of 1.9m long, with a
floor of tegulae which had been reused :

The whole structure had been constructed within a
deep foundation pit which extended bevond the
walls 1o the west and north (M2/18). This trench
remained open in its northern part, and was met by a
drainage gulley which ran away to the south-east
from the north-east corner of the building. The exact
function of this gulley, and the trench around the
northern wall of the building remains obscure as the
drainage pipe from the plunge bath discharged ar a
lower level than the base of the drainage gulley.

Period IITh, The drainage gulley and the gulley
around the northern wall of Structure 27 were
backfilled, probably early in the fourth century
{Table 6). Subsequently Pit 27 was cut immediarely
to the west of the north corner of the building 1o g

was carefully located to respect the western edge of
Ditch 2 (Fig 28) which seems to have been rectt
along the western wall of the bath-house during
Period III, after the backfilling of the drainage
gulley. The infill of the recut of this ditch is approx-
imately contemporaneous with that of Pit 27, and i
seems to deliberately perpetuate the line of the
Period II boundary.

Period IV. At some stage after the early fourth
century, the bath-house was demolished and some
of the rubble used to backfill the top of 1'-'"‘]:” 4
There is little dating evidence for thls_dumﬂ.tln.xm
(Table 6) but it is likely to have been in thf_lj-‘lj‘:f
fourth century. Subsequently, a line of post """?;
Was cut on a north-south alignment, ¢ 1.5m "; -
west of the line of the earlier boundary (Ditc _d 2
These post holes seem to perpetuate the bour fr:.é
marked by the earlier ditch, and may be the “I'"
fence line as Structure 15 clsewhere in Area B it
21). It is, again, undated, save that it is later than :
demolition of Structure 27, perhaps suggesing
later fourth—fifth century date.

Al
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Fig 29. Area B, trench V; phase plans of excavated features,




Fig 30
Photo: G Huxley

Discussion of the Bath-House (Structure 27

Structure 27 was located at the rear of the line of

properuics frontng the west side of the Silchester

Chichester road. Its scale and location suggest that it
was a private bath suite attached to the back of a
timber building on one of these propertics Fig 102).
I'he area occupied by this structure was unavailable
lor excavation in 1979, although it is clear from
observation of building work that no stone structure
stood in the area, and that there was a gap of at beast
4m between the eastern wall of Structure 27 and the
back of the timber building facing the street. The
location of the bath-house is discussed further below

151

A parallel to this arrangement, with a stone-built
bath-house adjacent to a timber building, is provided
by the site at Farnham (Lowther 1955, Fig 1) where
two Iree-standing, stone-buils bath-houses were ex.
cavated (if one accepts that the ‘house’ - Lowther

1955, Fig 2 - is better interpreted as a second
bath-house

Similar private baths are uncommon in Romano

British towns (Wacher 1975) and nearby silchester
scems to lack them entirely (Boon 1974

I'he layout of the Neatham structyre
assess, although its position in relati
suggests that we are likely 1o

IS5 Nl casy o
m o Ditch 2
be dealing with block
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Arca B, wrench V: photograph of the plunge bath of Structure 27 from the northeast, as excavared

plan, with the rooms ordered in series rather b

one with projecting apses ( Johnston 1978, 83) 2s seen
in some of the Hampshire villas. The closest parallel

scems to be with the [ree-standing  bath-house &
Binsted Wyck excavared in the nineteenth centun

and re-cxamined by Mr G H Cole in 1975

torthcoming). The internal width of the two blocks

k

s wdentical, and the rooms ran in series with apic
built into the thickness of the walls. It is poss
that the extra thickness of the eastern wall -.'! e
Neatham structure, together with its irregular
indicates the presence of such apses along that side
lurther to the south. The overall length of '!'-:_'*1 ck
structure, 1lm, would be consistent with the &
pected size of the Neatham building if the sugge
tions made about the site's lavout are correct (belos
151

I'he 1979 Watching Briel (Fig 31)

I'he watching brief was confined to a detased c
amination of major dranage and “‘“‘i'wfrf'
together with a MOre CUrsory cxamunation ™ \
loundations of some of the houses. The ’_‘WUI“,J"!-
presented in Fig 31. The principal conclusions I
Ing o the layout of the site (below, :"'l_- Fu
utilise this information. The dating r-"'"d"m.il :I.
numerous pits, wells and ditches "h'f:";", 1]
minimal, although features A, B and C (Fif :

produced coins (Table 6

e
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e
o
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interpretative plan see Fig 102.

Two particular features deserve special mention.
First, workmen on the site uncovered a group of
complete pots which seem, on the basis of their
verbal description, to have derived from a burial
similar to those found in Area F (below, 54). The
pots from this feature (Burial 6) were dispersed
amongst the workmen. A single flagon from the
group has recently come to light, and is described by
Mark Corney (M1/29) who suggests a date in the first
half of the second century AD for the burial. The
exact findspot is uncertain but it is known 1o be in
the area shown on Fig 31, an area which lies beyond
Iz]w carly third century boundary of the site (Ditch

The second important feature was a shallow pit of

Areas A and B: plan showing the features observed during building work in

1979, For

indeterminate shape, observed in a service trench.
This was probably a Grubenhaus and produced a
small quantity of hand-made vegetable tempered
pottery similar to that from the other Grubenhaus in
Area B (Fig 21; above 333, which lay ¢ 40m to the
northeast.

The Dating Evidence: Area B

Full details of the coins and samian are provided on
fiche (MI1/31-54). The summaries provided in
Tables 4 and 6 deal only with the stratufied material,
whilst Tables 5 and 7 give synopses of all the coins.
Those¢ from trench V are listed separately because of
the nature of that excavation, and the knowledge
that a large number of coins were removed by
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iX
yreasure hunters’' (above, 1). Full details of _t}“. - m“!“m'“i':"-' are by R A Merson and § | g L
NH tery from trenches -1V appears in Figs (trench V). Samian reports were Provided by | o, -
" L ¥ K B . — e s v i =
:ul.-lh" thll\[ g summary of the forms F1[|_-\|'I|.'i n Bird, with stamyj :dt,]’,jjh;,wm., :ﬁ!.' h R H.jr|' o= =
St e h Brenda Dickinson. The coarse pottery 6 Y 404
trench V is given in Table 6 ; Potiery from pp..
V was analysed by Jeremy Evans Tead
'-I“I'Tl
Table 4. Dating emdince Area B, trenches I-IV.
n
Feature no. of Coin no. of SAMmian Coare ,
CcoLns evidence samian evidence pottery _
Well § <
laver A 5 ressdual late 4th-sy
layer B 26 lates: - late 4th-5h ¢
AD 385402
Well 6 F |
laver A 21 latest AD | residual mid 4th
367375 ot £
JJ}.‘!.'I B 3 I-Ill‘\lx ."';l’ = = mud 4tk -
36737 ar
layers A-{ 7 latest AD 4 residual mid 4th
367375
Well 7 e
layer A | umdentifiable® 7 Hadrianic carly-
Antonine; mid 2nd
stamp Fig 47.3; i
A AD 110-130
Well 7 =1
laver B i latest carly
| : Hadranic mid 2nd ¢
ayers A-C - - i later 2nd carly L
Pit 6 mud Ind =L
layer A 2 latest post 1 nd late 3pd -
AD 348+ "M
layer B 1 AD 267-5 . late 3rd
layer ( 3 latest AD - 1 lata T o i
b 1aie 3rd -
- : AZR-402+
laver F _
Antonine late Ird
Pit 7 mid 3rd i d
Pit 8 - - late 3rd—4th "
layer A ; 4
Pit 9 4 Antonine late Ind 2
La'n'r A = -
4 later 2nd late 2nd-
Pir 10 . carly 3rd
Pit 11 = mid-late 2nd
layer A =
6 Antonine; late 2nd "
stamp Fig 47.4 =i
[Il. ]: J‘D l“‘-]"ll
layer A 1 ¥}
. AD 239 g .
3 Antonine- mid 3rd 1D
layer B - 1 mid 3rd
1 stamp Fig 47.1; mid 3rd '
laver D I AD 224 : later 2nd-3rd - .
o late 2nd- mid 3rd

.\'--:E - 5 mud 3rd ) ~ _ _ n\__\

- = i —_
OeEXt o 4 comn ds e e =T = — — _—
ate indicates that the coin is thought to be intrusive




EAS

s are by R A Merson g
reports were prux-idcgdbf ke
lentifications by B g H Yia

. I'he coarse pottery IDUTDI_\;:
! Jeremy Evans.
Coarse
pottery
evidence

late 4th-5i4
late 4th-5
mid 4th
mud 4th
mid 4th

= earlv-

. mid 2nd

ig 47.3;

-130
carly-

c mid 2nd

i early-
mid 2nd
late 3rd

late 3rd
late 3rd

late 3rd

L
|

late 3rd-4th
late 2nd

| late Znd-
early 3rd
mud-late
H late Znd
g 47.4
-170
]11|_|_1 3['&

C-
ig 47.1; mid 3rd
d-3rd

mid 3rd

| ey

INIrUsive.

Table 4. Dating evidence Area B, enches I-IV, confinned.

AREA B, DATING EVIDENCE

Feature no. of Coin
coing evidence
Pit 13
layer C -
laver ID -
Pir 14
layer A 14 latest AD
HE-304*
layer B 6 latest AD
335-341*
layer C 2 latest AD
270-3
layer D 2 latest AD
270-3
layer - -

layer

I
I
layer K -

Pit 15
layer D —~

Pit 16
laver A 9

layer B 3
layer C B
layer D 22
layer E -

Pit 17
layer A =

Pit 18
layer A =-
layer B

Pit 19
surface 2

Pit 20
layer C =
layer E

Pit 21
layer A 2

layer B =
layer D =

Oven 6
surface 3

Mote:  * next to a coin date indicates that the coin is thought to be intrusive.

latest AD
364—3TE*
latest

late 3rd
latest AD
335-337*
latest AD
341-8*

latest AD
330-7

latest AD
270-3

latest AD
38B—402*

no. of
samEan
sherds

)

Samian
evidence

late 2nd;
stamp Fig 47.2
AD 160-190
Antonine

late Znd-
mid 3rd

Antonine
Antonine
Antonine
onwards

late 2nd-
mid 3rd

late Ind
onwards

Znd

Stamp Fig 47.5
AD 180240
Antonine—

mid 3rd

Antonine
onwards

2nd
later 2nd

2nd
early-
mid 2nd

late 2nd-—
3rd
Antonine
late 2nd
-3rd

Coarse
pottery
evidence

late. 3rd-
early 4th

late 3rd—
early 4th

carly 4th
early 4th
early 4th
carly 4th
early 4th

carly 4th
carly 4th

earlv—mid
4th

late 3rd
late 3rd
late 3rd
late 3rd

late 3rd
early 3rd
late Znd-3rd
late 2nd-3rd
late 2nd
late 2nd
mid 4th
mid 4th

mud 4th

ird
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' g antinued e
ruble 4. Dating evidence Area B, menches I-IV, contim o
no. ol adlmian Coar
Featun no. of Con ey ol
- oouns evidence SlITHAT cVidence potlery ‘3::
sherds evidence
Hmhl 1 & Antonine nd -
INEENES " 13 late 2nd 'l
laver A - mid 3rd
Ditch 2 late 2nd g
carly 3pd
Table 5. Summary of the coins from Area B {excluding rench V g
Perod Date AR .‘I.‘I] -'l||||'-~I| AE3/4 T Lal =
R
I 27 BC-AD 41
Ila A 41-54
b AD 5469
111 AD 69-96 I
v AD 96117 l
V AD 117-138 I | 7
Vi AD 138-161 l | 2 :
Vila AD 161180 ! l —
VIIb AD 180-193 :
VIl AD 193-222
IXa AD 222-238 | I
IXb AD 238-259 2 1 i -
X AD 259-275 | . i
XI AD 275-29%4/6 ™ 9 i
Xn AD 294/6-317 ; 2 1
Xilla AD 317-330 ] 3 el
XIb AD 330-348 51
X1V AD 348-364 5 )
XVa AD 364378 15 i i
XVh A 378-388 :
XVl AD IRE-407 13 13 1}
' T4
Totals 3 g 3 733 144 e
Excluded from the above: uncertain 2nd century [ - .L_
uncertain 4th century 6 Sree oy
uncertun AE 52 e
Total 50 .
¥ -~
i
Table 6 Datng sondience Are 3 . " - o Y
R emdence Area B, trench V and the 1979 Watchmg-Bref g
Feature ,
“I‘I’j-n“’ ‘-“';3 no. of  Samian LCoarse pottery Loarse T
b 5 o 5 - P
evidence saman  evidence lorms present potiery T E
sherds evidence AD
Pit 24 - Al
. later £S5 67. 70. 79 late 2nd AD
Pit 25 _ Antonine ib
4 Antonine 23, 67, 70, 76, 79, late 2nd-3n / AD
Pit 26 i : 81 : B
26 Antonine; 18, 19, 22, 23, 25, lac Ind- ! AD
stamp, Fig 47.8, 29. 34, 35. 45, 52, mid 3rd :
AD 130-155 53, 55, 66, 67, 68, 4 b
0



2 AE34

ef.

arse pottery

ms present

67, 70, 79

67,

19, 22, 23,

4,

Bl P
T D

Coa s
potiery
C\'ldcnﬂ_-

2nd
2nd

late 2nd-
early 3rd

Total

Coarst
potiery
eviden®

i

T qate 18

e 0%
E_i.;i wl

o WA b

late 2o

AREA B, DATING EVIDENCE: AREA C

Table 6. Dating evdence Area B, mrench V' and the 1979 Warching-Bref, contined.
Feature no. of Coin no. of Samian Coarse pottery
coins evidence samian  evidence forms present
sherds

Pit 26 continued

Fir 27

Well 9
construction
backfill —

Ditch 2 |

Ditch 2 -
recut
Drainage
Crulley

L

Structure 27
foundation

Period IV

fence -

Warching

Briel

Fig 31}
Well A |
Well B 2

Pit C 1

Mote:

ADI138-161

LWOrm )

illegible

latest AD
138-161
{worn)

AD3BE402
AD330-341
and illegible
A 3524

informartion is not available,

Table 7.

M

early 3rd

late Znd-mid
ird; stamp
Fig 47.7,
AD 155-185

lare

Antonine

late
Antonine

Summary of coins from Area B, menck V. IXb

Thiz mcludes many from outside the excavanon area, X

collected from bullder's spoil heaps by “ireasure hunters”.
AR

Period Date

| 27 BC-AD 41 -
I AD 41-54 -
ITh AD 5469 -
I11 AD 69-96

IV AD 96-117 -
L AD 117-138 -
¥i AD 138-161 -
Vila AD 161-180 -
VIIb AD 180-193

VIII AD 193-222

IXa AD 222-238 -

AE

70,
76,
101,
M3i.6,
23,25
62, 64
77, 80

19, 23,

8

i

19, 23,

65, 66
71, 72

79, 90,

&4, 77

19; 23
61, 62
76, 71
81, 83
94, 10

19, 39

23,52
70, 73

AD

AD
Kl AD
Xl AD
XIlla AD
XIIIb AD
XV AD
XVa AD
XVh AD
xXVI AD

Total

M10
».31, 49,
, 06, 72,
y 106

31, 52,

24,°25;
. 67, 68,
.73, 76,

, 48, 51,
, 67, 70,
, 78, 79,
, 38, N,
1, 103

y 45, 77,

. i, 60,
5 10y 93,

238-259
259-275

275-294/6

294/6-317
317-330
330-3458
348364
364378
378388

388-402

71, 72,73, 74,
79, 82, 87, 90,
104, 105, Oxt.

51,
76,

61,
70,

e
fiy

91, 102, 103

54,
74,
80,
93,

103,

67,
98

Coarse
poliery
evidence

lare
3rd-4th

late 2nd
early 3rd
late 2nd-
carly 5th
early—

mid 3rd

late 2nd-
4th

early 3rd—
4th

mid 3rd

4th-5th

(@ indicates that only randomly collected marterial was recovered from the watching brief, so reliable

| 14
J

1

15

11

7

1

2

o

Excluded from the above are 29 unidentifiable coins.
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Area C: plan of trenches at layer 4, phase IV.

Fig 32.
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plan of renches al layer &, phase 1V,

MArew (51

i L.

Area C (1972-3 Excavauon of grid
sectors 517, 518, T18 and TI19,

directed by David Graham)

These trenches were excavated as part of the pro-
gramme to establish the nature and extent of the site.
The surface of grid sectors 517 and S18 was strip-
ped by mechanical excavator in 1972, revealing
gravel in trenches 517/, 518/A and 518/B (Fig 10).
This was thought at the time to represent the natural
gravel. To the south in trenches S18/C and 518D a
large ditch on an east-west alignment was encoun-
tered (Fig 33). In 1973 the area to the east of the
latter trenches was cleared (T18/C, T18D, TI19A
and TI1%B) revealing another large ditch parallel o
the first, but to the south. This excavation also
uncovered the ditch terminals where the Silchester—
Chichester road passed through the double ditches.
The surface stratugraphy over the whole area had
been badly disturbed by a series of evenly spaced
hop-pole holes up to Im deep and ¢ 600mm square
Figs 32 and 34). These are reported by local sources
to have been dug just before the 1914-18 war.

The stratigraphy in the ditches is shown in Fig 34,
and the sequence can be divided into the following
phases (for the dating evidence see Table 8):

Phase I. The two large ditches (¢ 7m wide by ¢ 2.5m
deep) were dug into the natural gravel. Early in
their lives, primary silting accumulated (layers 11
and 12). The only dating evidence from these de-
posits was coarse pottery, which suggests a date in
the late second or early third century for the silting,

Phase II. The ditches were recut and the Silchester—
Chichester road resurfaced (layer 10). The primary

AREA B, DATING EVIDENCE;

AREA C 43
fill of the recut (laver 9) contained material of the late
second to mud third century.

Phase [T1, The ditches were backfilled with rubbish.
probably as a deliberate act, as the deposit seems 10
have accumulated without any evidence of silting
{layers 5-8). This backfilling terminared in the third
quarter of the third century, as the bulk of the
pottery is of the mid third century, and there are
only a small number of coins which terminate with
issues of AD 270-3.

Period I'V. The dirch was sealed with a gravel layer
(4, Fig 32}, probably in the late third century. This
action was probably part of the same activity as the
levelling of the ditches in Phase III. The gravel
spread in Area A (above, 13) was of the same date,
and may have been part of the same programme of
levelling of the centre of the site.

Period V. The backfill of the ditches sunk as it
compacied, and the hollow that resulted was filled
with a thick, black, ashy layer. The material from
this layer (3) indicates that deposition continued into
the fifth century.

The ditches are thought to have had a defensive
function which is discussed below (Chapter 8). The
gravel found in trenches S17/D, S18/A and S18/B,
which was thought on excavation to have been
natural, must now be interpreted as the spread from
the bank which stood to the north of the ditches.
The scale of this bank remains unknown, although
subsequent heldwork has traced limits of the enclo-
sure (Fig 1013, which had an area of 2.5 ha. Within
the enclosure (Area I, below 46) the coin sequence

Fig 33,

= —

Area C: plan of the defensive ditches as excavated, phase L
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AREA C, DATING EVIDENCE 45
- Table 8. Dating emdence, Area C.
1'3;%" 1 Phase no. of Coin no. of Samian Coarse Coarse
:;:f layers coins  cvidence samian  evidence pottery pottery
| = sherds forms evidence
| 7# 3 present
B —_—
% I
\ = (11, 123 - = - 17, 49, 53, 66, 73, late. 2nd-
. | = 74, 76, 90, 112 early 3rd
! - | I
1 = (9, 10) L - 30 late 2nd— 22, 52, 76, 77 late 2nd-
A 44 mid 3rd mid 3rd
4 3 STAmps
= A |# Fig 47.9-10
| AD 155-190
£ |2 111
-,:- (5-8) 10 latest AD 43 later 2nd— 17, 19, 24, 25, 26, mud 3rd
" | o 270-3 (all mid 3rd 48, 49, 50, 52, 53,
"" ) from layer 3) 65,67, 71, 72,73,
" T4, 75, 76,77, 8O,
af 29, 90, 92, 93, 95,
7 ' 113, 114, 119, 121,
£ 1 126, 128, 129, 130,
| 132
v
(4) 21 latest AD 58 residual 15, 25, 49, 52, 13, mid-late
3BB—402* 75, 76, 77, 80, 90, 3rd
93, 96, 97, 113,
=1 114, 130
v
(3) 248 latest George 35 residual 10,17, 20, 26, 29, late 3rd-
1T 1807*; 51, 53, 55, 60, 63, 4th
=y latest Roman 71, 72, 74, 75, 76,
: AD 388-402 77,78, B0, 81, 90,
] 93, 96, 97, 113, 114,
| 115,118, 119, 127,
129
; Note: * indicates that the coin probably results from the disturbance caused by the digging of the hop-pole
g holes.

\ ; ’_‘-: Table 9. Summary of coins from Area C.
\ | % Period Dite AR AEl AE2 Ae34  Toul
: i i I 27 BC-AD 4] : g, 5 2
1 1 1 Ila AD 41-54 = & 1 . 1
- 4 ITb AD 54-69 = = = e 5
I AD 69-96 = = < i
v AD 96-117 _ 1 L I
Vv AD 117-138 = 2 = 2
VI AD 138161 = = 1 * 1
Vila AD 161-180 = - £ x
VIIb AD 180-193 = 1 : . I
VIII AD 193-222 ] 5 = I
[Xa AD 222-238 1 : - k I
IXb AD 238-259 - . = . .
X AD 259-275 2 g _ o o
XI AD 275-294/6 : : | / '

XII AD 294/6-317 - 15 | ?
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Table 9. Summary of coins from Area C, continued.

Period Date AR
T Xilla | AD 317-330 -
XIIb AD 330-348 =
XIV AD 348-364 =
XVa AD 364-378 =
XVb AD 378-388 =
XVI AD 388402 =
Totals 2

NEATHAM CHAPTER 2: DESCRIPTION OF AREAS

AEl AE2 Ae3/4 Total
=y " R ey

5 - 7 78

= 2 26 28

= - 15 15

= - 8 8

4 5 242 253

Excluded from the above Table are 41 unidentifiable coins.

shows a burst of activity in the middle of the second
century. If this can be correlated with the construc-
tion of the defended enclosure, it would be consis-
tent with a date for its construction in the m:unld half
of the second century AD. Further excavauon 15
required to clarify this chronology.

The Area C Dating Evidence

The dating evidence is summarised in Table § by
Phase. Full details of the coins and samian ware are
given on the fiche (M1/55-68). The coin identifica-
tions are by R A Merson, and the samian report by
Joanna Bird, with the stamps identified by B_ R
Hartley. The coarse pottery is described in relation
to the form typology given below (75).

Area D (1971 Excavation of Sector R9,
directed by David Graham)

This excavation, the furthest north on the site (Fig
2), was undertaken as part of the programme of work
to define the limits of the site. The topsoil was
removed by machine and stratified deposits were
revealed at a depth of 600mm (M2/18). The follow-
ing features were uncovered.

Structure 19 (Fig 35)

This was an aisled timber building on an east—west
alignment, the wall and aisle posts of which had been
supported on stone (clunch) post bases located ar ¢
4m centres. The interior was floored partly with
clay, and partly by packed flint. The total width of
the building was ¢ 9.5m with the aisles each of ¢ 3m.
The total length, which exceeded 18m, was not
ascertained by excavation but, as the Silchester—
Chichester Road stands about 20m to the east (Fig
101), it is probable that this building was set back
from the street (compare Structure 13, Fig 21).
Within the structure were the shadows of three beam
bases which partitioned off a room in the southern
aisle, Also in the southern aisle and contempor-
aneous with the clay floor was Oven 17 (Fig 35). This
oven was built of clunch blocks and tile, bonded
with clay. The feature was lifted and has now been

reconstructed in the garden of the Farnham
Museum,

A hearth (Fig 35) overlay the southern margin of
Structure 19. This consisted of a small burnt gre
with a short wall of clunch blocks to its soyp
surviving to only one course in height,

Structure 20 (Fig 35)

Only the edge of this structure was seen in excavs.
tion, but the method of construction was different 1o
that of the other structures excavated on the site. I
consisted of a beam slot aligned east—west, with g
post hole at its western end, packed around, like the
beam slot, with large flints. The dimensions and plan
of the building remain unknown, although the post
hole probably represents the building's north-west
COrner.

Well 8 (Fig 35)

The well was located in the courtvard between
Structures 19 and 20. It was excavated to a depth of ¢
3m and had originally been lined with chalk blocks,
which had collapsed. The sinkage cone above this
collapse had then been infilled with rubbish. The
lower part of the fill of this cone contained a series of
complete vessels, including a Rhenish beaker (Fig
51.33) and type 79 jars. This assemblage resembles
those from the wells on Area B (above, 31} and
probably represents a deliberate deposition (below,
159).

Dirch 3 (Fig 35)

This ditch, for which no section drawing is avatlable,
was not completely excavated, but ran along the
whole length of the excavation on a north-south
alignment (Fig 35). It underlay Structure 19, and ran
parallel with the Roman road. It may have been d
continuation of Ditch 1, seen both in Areas Aand B
(above, 27), although the line is not quite the same
If it was the same ditch, it seems to have been infilled
here at a later dare (Table 10).

Pit 22 (Fig 35) _
This pit, ¢ 1.8m in diameter, for which no sectiod
drawing is available, was sealed by the clay floor o
Structure 19. it was shallow, but its exact depth Wi
not recorded.
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Pit 23 (Fig 3%)

This pit, for which no section is available, occurred
in the north-east corner of the site on the line of
Ditch 3; it contained a sherd of pottery which joins
another from this ditch, It is best seen as part of the
same complex, if not the same feature.

Discussion

he site was never excavated to natural, so the
sequence is incomplete; in addition the dating evi-
dence is poor. However, the following sequence can
be suggested:

Phase i  Pit 22 and Ditch 3, together with Pit 23;

Phase ii Well 8, Oven 17 with Structures 19 and
20;

Phase iii Hearth.

The coin evidence for the calibration of this sCquUence
15 confused by the presence of a scattered hoard

(above, 6), but the overall pattern, without that
hoard, suggests thar occupation began in the middle
or late second century, when the mansio was built.
The samian evidence (Table 10) from Pits 22 and 23
of Phase i is consistent with this interpretation as it is
exclusively Antonine or later. As the clay floor of
Structure 19 was not completely removed, it is not
known whether there were structures associated with
these features.

Phase ii probably dates 1o the third céntury, and the
layour of the area suggests that Structures 19, 20 and
Well 8 were contemporaneous. The fill of Well 8
contained a series of coins (M1/73) which show tha
it was probably backfilled in the late third century
with the later coins intruding during the settlement
of the fill. This would be consistent with the coin
evidence from the whole site (summarised on Fig 6)
which suggests that the centre of the settlement was
shifting to the south during the fourth cenmury.
When Structure 19 collapsed, or was demolished, a
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hoard of about 60 coins, minted between ¢ _AI'! 270
and 294 was scattered on the clay floor. The nnl:.:
subseguent occupation, probably of fourth century
date, is represented by the hearth.

Area D Dating Evidence

The evidence is summarised in Table 10, with the

NEATHAM CHAPTER 2: DESCRIPTION OF AREAS

detailed evidence presented on the fiche (M1/7073

Only stratified material is listed in Table 19 whils
Table 11 lists all the coins found. Fora discussion “1;
the probable dispersed hoard from this Area, s
above, 6. Samian identifications are by Joanpa Bird
coin identifications by R A Merson and the ;‘HHI:tr':- j;
described in relaton to the form LYPOIOgY (bejoy,
753, where information 15 available, ;

Table 10, Dating evidence, Area D.
Feature no. of Coin no. of S.-n_miun Coarsc Coarse
coins  Evidence samian  evidence pottery pottery
sherds forms evidence
(T Mostly 6 late 2nd- 16, 54, 74, 76, 77, mid-
by B 4 mid 3rd 79, 84 late 3rd
latest post
AD 348*
Pit 22 - - 1 Antonine unknown late Znid-
mid third
Pit 23 1 = 6 late 2nd- unknown late Ind-
mid 3rd mid 3rd
Dirch 3 - - - - unknown late 2nd-
mid 3rd
Note: coin marked * is from the sinkage cone of the well.
Table 11, Summary of coins from Area DD,
Period Date AR AE1 AE2 AE3/4 Total
[ 27 BC-AD 41 - - - -
I1a AD 41-54 - = - =
IIb AD 54469 - - = =t =
I11 AD 69-96 = = = =
IV AD 96-117 - - - - =
Vv AD 117-138 - - - - =
Vi AD 138161 - 3 1 - 4
Vila AD 161-180 - ?1 - 1
VIib AD 180-193 - = = = <
VIII AD 193222 = - - = s
[Xa AD 222238 1 - — & 1
[Xb AD 238-259 - S - . -
X AD 259-275 = = -
X1 AD 275-294/6 8 = } 86 i
X1 AD 294/6-317 - ] 1 2
Xlla AD 317-330 = - - 1 1
X1Ib AD 330-348 - = - 7 2
XIV AD 348-364 = = & 3 3
XVa AD 3p4-378 - - 1 ]
AVb AD 378-388 — - - 2
XVl AD 388402 - — - 2 2
Totals ]
4 2 96 103

Excluded from the above Table are

five unidentifiable coins.
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Area E (Excavaton of Autumn 1970,
directed by David Graham)

These excavations consisted of a series of 3 ft wide
trenches excavated to ascertain the depth of stra-
tigraphy, and the degree to which this was likely to
be affected by ploughing. Most of the trenches (Fig
37) came down onto gravel, which probably repre-
sents the surface of the Silchester—Chichester road
and adjacent courtyards. Two structures were par-
nally examined.

The first of these consisted of a rubble spread,
perhaps from a collapsed wall, west of the
Silchester—Chichester road (Fig 37) in trench L. The
nature of the structure was not determined as it had
apparently been very disturbed by the construction
of the railway. The deposits in this area were shal-
low, up to ¢ 300mm, and had already been affected
by ploughing.

The second building, Structure 21, was located
facing onto the east side of the Silchester—Chichester
road (Fig 36) and in the same position, relative to the
road, as Structures 13 and 19. It was of timber
construction with a pair of parallel banks ¢ 5m apart,

forming bases for the sill beams of the side walls.
Quside the northern wall was a shallow depression
which formed an eaves drip gully for the building.
The trench was not wide enough to establish
whether a similar feature existed to the south of the
building. The slightly bow-shaped front wall of the
building was constructed from two beam slots set
into. the ground. These presumably formed a
threshold as well as a support for the front wall.
About 1.5m in front of the side walls two chalk
blocks had been placed on the ground to support
posts which probably represent a veranda (compare
Structures 3 and 7). The interior of the building was
floored with white clay, above which the deposits
were in excess of 600mm thick with a further 300mm
of humus and gravel above. This great depth, in
comparison with the other trenches of this area of the
site, seems to indicate that the hill slope had been
terraced to allow the building to be constructed. The
layer infilling this terrace, which covered Structure
21, seems to have been deposited in the later part of
the fourth century, as it contained coins dating up to
¢ AD 388402, The fact that this material was
dumped is indicated by the mixed date of the coins
and the pottery from it. If, as the coin evidence for
the Area suggests, this area was nol intensively
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Fig 36. Area E: plan of Structure 21 (trench FG).
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occupied until the third century, Structure 21 is
likely to date to this period or later. To the south of
this structure a gravelled area was uncovered. This
did not stretch as far as the By-pass ditch and was
thus a maximum of 15m wide (north—south). It was
cut by a shallow ditch ¢ 2m from the southern edge
of trench FC. The finds recovered again suggest a
later third or fourth century date.

To the north of Structure 21, trenches A, B, E and
G uncovered a gravel strip bounded to the south by a
narrow ditch (Ditch 4, Fig 37; M2/19) 1.2m wide by
(.7m deep. The gravel strip appears to have been a

Table 12. Summary of coms from Area E.

Period Date AR
I 27 BC-AD 41

1la AD 41-54 -
Ik AD 5469 =
1 AD 69-96 |
IV AD 956-117 -
v AD 117-138

VI AD 138-161 -
Vila AD 161-180 -
Viib AD 180-193 -
VIII AD 193-222 2
[Xa AD 222-238 1
IXh AD 238-259 -
x AD 259-275 =
Xl AD 275-294/6 =
XII AD 294/6-317 -
XIlla AD 317-330 -
X1b AD 330-348 -
XIV AD 348-3564 -
XVa AD 364378 -
XVh AD 378-388

XVl AD 388402 -
Totals 4

AREA E, DATING EVIDENCE; AREA F 31

road running from the Silchester—-Chichester road
towards the ford at Haw Bridge, and onto the
Fooman potteries in the Alice Holt forest (Fig 1). The
projected course of this road would have passed to
the north of the cemetery (sce Area F, below).
This would make sense in relation to other known
Romano-British cemeteries which are often at road-
sides. The only problem raised by this road is that
Structure 26, observed in the ditch of the By-pass
lies on its projected course. This problem probably
results from inaccuracies in the plotting of the
position of Structure 26 which was undertaken
under very difficult conditions.

AE]l AE2 AE3/4 Total

|
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P
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Excluded from the above Table are three unidentifiable coins.

The Area E Dating Evidence

The only dating evidence available from this Area is
the coins, as the pottery cannot be related to specific
features. The coins cannot be directly associated
with the structures, but are listed on fiche by trench
and layer (M1/74-79). The whole assemblage of
coins is listed in Table 12,

Area F (1969-1970 excavations on the
course of the Alton By-Pass directed by
David Graham)

I'hese excavations were undertaken in rescue condi-

tons after the construction of the By-pass had
begun. A small cemetery, five structures and three
other features were examined (Fig 37). These un-
doubtedly represent only a tiny fraction of the
archacology destroyed. The cemetery was explored
as thoroughly as possible and it seems likely thag all
the surviving graves were recovered. The same
cannot be said of the remainder of the features, so
the report can only summarise a fraction of the total
archacology. The features examined are described
and this is followed by fuller discussion of the
cemetery,

Structure 22 (Fig 38)
The remains of this stone-built structure were ex-
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Fig 38. Area F: plan of Structure 22. For section A-B see M2/19.

amined after they had been uncovered by earth-
moving operations. The [EMAINIng masonry con-
sisted of a chalk faced wall, the core of which was
filled with mortar, clay and rubble, The main wall,
¢ 4m long and ¢ 0.9m wide, had a narrower cross
wall (¢ 0.6m) at its northern end, which was also
faced at either end, indicating the presence of door
openings. On the western side another narrow side
wall, about the same width, had been robbed {Fig
38), and to the south another broader, tumbled wall
was located running off to the east. The only evi-
dence for flooring came from the west section (sec-
tion A-B, M2/19) where a sand and clay floor (layer
3b) was uncovered.

The coins from this area, one of which came from
the layer sealing the robber trench (2a), date to the
muddle of the fourth century, perhaps suggesting
that the building had been abandoned by this time.
The lack of stratified material and the fragmentary

nature of the structure make further comment im.
possible,

Structure 23 (Fig 39) . : :
This structure was the most extensively E}Emll-'-‘d i
the excavation, although the whole building was nol
uncovered.

It had been built mainly of timber, as zi]mwn by 'f;‘
series of tile post supports (compare htrut‘[_uf'-‘_r] 4
Area D). In the northern part of the area looung
for a chalk block wall were uncovered. They I'"J_t‘;
ably represented a low retaining wall, ar PL':']LGFT&
sleeper wall for a timber superstructure. _I he 1hi:1'-'t
ing was unmortared and certainly could not ihi
risen to any height. One of the stones in 5
structure seemed to have been a crude f'ﬂ“‘“"lt:_-l‘l‘h
umn {¢ 610mm long and ¢ 250mm in dli{ﬂ“-‘“f‘l [ur'-:
a slight taper). The only other structural [“ o
examined was a small tile-built wall which J“tj‘:;-;:r
ated a piece of shaped chalk in two sections, Wwith 38
overlapping, flanged joint (Fig 39

e ]mujia:l.'
The structure produced large quantities “Erﬂ"jl‘ for the
rubbish, in particular, but was most notablé

i
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Fig 39. Area F: plan of Structure 23.

evidence of bronze working which included slag,
crucible fragments and droplets of metal. This mate-
rial was found in ash laver which overlay each of the
floor levels (M2/20).

T'he sequence was:

Pre-occupation. Peart laver (12) overlaving the natu-
ral gravel.

Phase I. Gravel spread (11) with a clay floor on top
10} which was covered by occupation (9)
and ash (8

Phase [I. Tile foor (7).

Phase III. Clay floor (6) overlain by occupation
soil (5) and (5h).

Phase IV. Ditches 5 and 6 with contemporary
occupation (4).

Phase V. Clay floor (3) overlain by occupation and

ash (2).

The dating of this sequence is virtually impossible
owing to the confusion of stratigraphy during the
excavation. The coin list suggests that the occupa-
tion was probably confined 1o the third and fourth
centuries, This would be consistent with the evi-
dence for the whole of Area F outlined above (Fig 6).

structure 24 (Fig 40)

This structure was incompletely examined and only
one low flint sleeper wall was excavated. South of
this wall was a small clay and chalk oven {Uven 18,
Fig 40,
gravelled courtyard. A clay floor (4),
structure with the gravelled vard.

linked the

For sections see M2/20,

and bevond this was a large expanse of

The yard surfaces (Fig 40) also appeared in the river
bank, and it seems likely that they formed a large
area beside the bridge or ford for the Silchester—
Chichester road, which must have been slightly o
the west (Fig 37). The area had been resurfaced
several times, and the coin evidence suggests that
these surfaces were laid in the third and fourth
centuries. In the limited area uncovered (Fig 40) a
comparatively large number (84) of coins wére reco-
vered: the majority (53) were 50 tny and corroded
that they were illegible. These coins probably repre-
sent a scattered hoard but, as the majority are
illegable, they do not affect the overall coin Agures
for Area F in the way that the hoard from Area D
does (Fig 3).

Structure 25 (Fig 37)

This was observed dunng construction and no ex-
cavauon was possible. The remains of a tle floor
with a robber trench were observed. The coins
suggest occupation in the third—fourth centuries.

Structure 26 (Fig 37)

This structure was only observed, and thus its exact
position is uncertain. Two parallel walls of mortar
bonded chalk were seen in the drainage trench along
the northern side of the Bv-pass. They were at
right-angles to the By-pass and set about 5Sm apart,
Mo dating evidence was recovered.

Miscellaneous Features

I'he contractor's cutting along the north edge of the
By-pass also sectioned three ditches along its length
(M2i22).
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Fig 40. Area F: plan of Structure 24 and adjacent features. For sections see M2/21.

Feature 1. A very wide, shallow ditch, decper at the
western end. A little fourth century pottery was
found in the primary silt, although the feature may
be post-Roman.

Feature 2. A deep ditch or pit the depth of which was
not ascertained, but which had a mass of large stone
blocks towards the base. It was overlain by a deep
layer of gravel; undated.

Feature 3. A narrow ditch filled with oyster shells.
The location (Fig 37) suggests that it may have been
the roadside ditch (Ditch 1) seen in Areas A and B.

i

AREA F

RIAL S ¥ BURLA

— B — —

Fig 41. Area F: plan of cemetery. For

The Cemetery (Fig 41)

The cemetery area was initially discovered when s
contractor’s ditch cut through Burial 1, exposing 3
mass of pottery. Subsequent excavation revealed
four more cremation burials and two inhumations
The whole area was overlain by about 30mm of
clayey silt and 200mm of black earth, which cop-
tained a scatter of later Roman occupation material,
The burials are first described in order of their
discovery, and this is followed by a discussion of
their interpretation.

Burnial 1 (Fig 42)
The pit, which was ¢ 300mm deep and which had 2

location see Fig 37.
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Table 13. The contents of Bunal [.

Form Vessels Total
1 5%, 31, 41=, 43* 4
z 4> 1

53, 54+ 2
4 52 I
6 35, 56* 2
7 : 2
8 ‘g O [ | /S B [ P LA L

| L B o e 1 b i e L

20% 33k 35k 30 47 44% 40= S5e 25

bi*
2 8% 13 2
13 S I
36 TEAN (4 5k 0, 37N, AR, 5K, 14

46%, 40a% S]e_ G0*. G1*, 62%*
38 | L 3
EE| 4w 1
64 43 1

110 58 1

12] 43a |

Others I (Hagon type?); 16 (typer); 40 (dish 4

typed); 46 (notl recovered®

T'otal 65

Note:  * indicates vessels which were very friable and had

clearly been underfired, whether as special, low-quality
lunerary ware or simply as wasfers.

Table 14. The comtents of Burial 2.

Form

13
14
15
32
34
35
36
37
£
G
100
111
1200
Others:

Toual

Mote:

Vessels Total
28*, 30 2
Lo 2], 22 3
4* 1
7o i i B T T L T T
275, A2, 033% JoR. 7R 4G 15
2% 1
41 1
39, 45 ry
k] 1
20 1
10=, 47 2
Gy 7% 13, 16%, 265 31" b
25, 36%, 46 3
17 |
1% 1
43 1
40 1
14, 23 2
1B (urn type?); 34 (not recovered®); 4
38 (not recovered®); 42 (dish tvpe?)
45
* indicages vessels which were very friable and had

clearly been underfired, whether as special, low-gquality

funerary ware or simply ‘as wasters.
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Fig 43. Area F: plan of Burial 2.

diameter of ¢ 1.2m, was partially destroyed by a
contractor’s trench. The sides sloped gently down-
wards to a flat bottom. The pottery wessels which
survived were all placed on the floor of this pit. The
urn and part of the assemblage had been destroved
by the machine trench, although fragments of cre-
mated bone were found nearby on a contractor’s

dump. The contents of the grave are summarised in
Table 13,

The vessel forms used refer o the typology pre-
sented below (75), and the vessel numbers to the
grave plan (Fig 42).

Burial 2 (Fig 43)

The pit, which was approximately circular and had a
depth of ¢ 0. 1m and a diameter of ¢ 1.8m, had an urn
]!lacc_d near its centre with the other vessels around
1h.‘: circumference, divided into two main groups. As
with Burial 1 there was a scatter of charcoal, nails
and bones in the centre of the pit. Although nearly
all the pots were open forms, of bowls and dishes,
most had been broken in sity probably by the weight
ql the earth above. As the pit was so shallow, it is
likely that it was covered by a small mound, or was

marked in some way. The contents of the burial are
summarised in Table 14.

The vessel forms used refer to the typology pre-
sented in the pottery report (below, 3k and the
vessel numbers to the grave plan (Fig 43).

Burial 3 (Fig 44) : o
This pit, which was probably originally circular, had
been partially destroyed soon after iniﬂrmt‘”[-_?hf
surviving part of the pit was semi-circular with 4
diameter of ¢ 1.5m and was about 0.2lm J"':P'
There was no sign of any urn or cremated h':"c
which are presumed to have been in the part of ¢
pit which was destroyed in antiquity. The f‘u"'_"'“lr"z_
grave goods were grouped around the u|rcum1v::l'=:?::
of the pit. Oyster and mussel shells were “L"t"“_:]“l;
between the pots. The contents are Summanse
Table 15.

The coarse ware vessel forms refer 10 LP"‘\ [!'.Pf]h[ﬁ
presented in the pottery report (below, 73), 817
vessel numbers to the grave plan (Fig “rd ﬂ:J
samian vessel identifications are by Joanna BI{ ther
the stamp identifications by B R Hartley. For Iif
details see below, 66.
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Table 15, The contents of Burial 3. See Note, Table

14.

Forms
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Fig 44,

Vessels

1]
)

1

3% 4% 5% T oot recovered

6. Dech &7, barbotine leaves, Les

Martres-de-Veyre, early second

Century

Fragments of small Dr 42 dish

with handles, unstamped, Les

Martres-de-Veyre, early second

century

9. Small Dr 42 dish with handles,
stamped by Donnaucus of Les
Martres-de-Vevre, ¢ AD 100-120
(Fig 47.4)

11. Dr 42 dish with handles (both
now missing) stamped by Don-
naucus of Les Martres-de-Veyre,
¢ AD 100-120 (Fig 47.3)

12, Dr 42 dish with handles, stamped
by Donnaucus of Les Martres-de-
Veyre, ¢ AD 100-120 (Fig 47.2)

13, Dr 42 cup with handles, stamped
by Billicedo of Les Martres-de-
Veyre, ¢ AD 100-120 (Fig 47.5)

14, Dr 42 cup with handles, stamped
by Billicedo of Les Martres-de-
Veyre ¢ AD 100-120 (Fig 47.6)
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Area F: plan of Bunal 3.

AREA F, CEMETERY

Table 16. The contents of Burial 4.

The coarse ware vessel forms refer to the typology

Towal  presented in the pottery repart (below, 759, and the
vessel numbers to the grave plan (Fig 45). The
j brooch and braceler are discussed further in the
1 small finds catalogue (below, 101-103),
1
4 Forms Vessela/objects Taoal
1 8 ib 1
] 7 1
14 4 1
1 40 5 |
43 6 1
65 8a 1
122 3a 1
123 ib ]
| others: 1. Flagon, Fig 50.27 1
1. Flagon, Fig 50,28 1
3¢, jar ftype I
| Total 11
1 Brooch, bronze, mid first century 1
{Fig 70.1)
Bracelet, bronze (Fig 70.5) 1
Pair of shoes, iron studs 1
! Wooden casket, iron nails at corners 1
1
14
=
E/
2 |
.r":’}-_.\'\
|I | o
\ .‘_.-' 1 Y
10 ( /I
\ ==
o # o
: R
by
i R Y
l'\_ i
Im |
1 I 1
I - |
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Fig 45. Area F: plan of Burial 4.
Burial 4 (Fig 45) The vessels in Pit A were in a jumbled mass mixed

This grave was smaller than the others, rectangular
(800mm by 610mm), 300mm deep and had a flat
bottom. The grave goods were placed in three
groups. On the northern side of the pit the cremared
bone had been placed on a wooden box (¢ 380mm by
160mm) the sides of which could be identified by the
position of the nails (Fig 45). To its south a series of
seven pots were placed across the centre of the pit.
The pottery was of higher quality than that from the
other graves and included rwo buff flagons (1 and 2)
of non-local origin (Fig 50.27-28). To the south of
these vessels were 3 pair of shoes (230mm long)
which survived as rusted iron studs in the clay, on
top of which were a brooch and bracelet (Fig 70.1
and 5). Mr Hull considered that the brooch dated to
the mid first century (below, 101). The contents of
the grave are summarised in Table 16.

Burial 5 (Fig 48)

This grave was divided into two subsidiary pits each
of which had its own urn and grave goods. The
overall pit was semi-circular with i maximum dia-
meter of ¢ 2.15m and a depth of 0.25m,

with a number of iron nails, brackets and ash which
indicate a wooden structure, perhaps a box.

The burial as a whole contained several m‘JI'l'J'-!'-'_-ii
pots, samian vessels as Burial 3, a buff flagon as in
Burial 4 and a vessel (Fig 50.26) with Gallo-Belgic
affinities. The grave contents are summarised in
Table 17.

The Inhumations (Fig 41) I "
Adjacent to Burial 3 two skeletons were found side
by side, head to foot in a shallow grave. The pil FI:E
L.73m long by 1.00m wide and 0.3m JEEP"“ "
northerly skeleton (Inhumarion ) was male, - :"';
vears old, and had his head 1o the east; the -‘l’”[h"r:]
one (Inhumation IT) was female, 20-23 years, aiL
was buried with her head to the west. The bones 5
both were badly broken and the right leg ““nn“Ti,
tion II was completely missing. There were no %ﬂhald
goods and the impression was lhﬂl_[h'-‘_h‘ﬂm’_ dif-
been buried unceremoniously. Dating 15 thus E
ficult, although the layer associated with Ehull:: :4'1-;‘
sealed this grave indicating it was earlier [.:1: 0
mid second century, For the skeletons sec !
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Table 17. The contents of Burial 5.

The vessel forms used refer 1o the typology presented in the pottery report (below, 75)

numbers to the grave plan (Fig 46). The samian identifications
B R Hartley. For the Gallo-Belgic bowl sce Valery Righy's

Forms

15

19
12

45

i)

69

70

100

120

124

125

Gallo-Belgic bowl
(Fig 50.26)
Flagon (type ?
Fig 50.30)

Urn (type?)
Samian

Dr 1831

Dr 3R

Dr 15310

Dr 1831R

Dr 36

-[II.IHjJ

Other:

Nl.:lh;'x_

M51 and M52 are two groups of broken vessels (‘miscellaneous fragments”) shown as ‘pot sherds’ in two

Vessels
Pit A

12, MS1/C,
M31/D, MS1/E
10, MS1/A

8, 13
9

MS1/B
MSL/F

11

14 (stamped by
Silvinus i,
AD 130-160,
Fig 48.21)

7 Central Gaulish,
I'rajan-Hadrianic

Iron brackers
¢ casket

positions in Fig 46,
T indicates a samian vessel repaired with rivets.
indicates a heavily burnt vessel,

(@ this Dr 15/31 has a quarter round moulding (Stanfield 1929, Fig 7. 35; Oswald and Pryce 1920, pl xli no

43),

Pit B

17, 18, 19, 20,
MS52/A

MSZE

MS2/B
MS52/C

21 (stamped by
Cucalus of Lezoux,
AD 140-160,

Fig 48.200F

AREA F, CEMETERY

Main pit

A

&b

15

1 {stamped by
Cintusmus of
Lezoux, AD 140-160,
Fig 47.17)

2 (stamped by
Lollius of Central
Graul, AD 135-165,
Fig 48.18)1

4 (illegible stamp)™}

! , and the vessel
are by Joanna Bird and the stamp readings by
report (below, 72).

Total

e e b e P P e R S
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Discussion

These seven burials form a small cemetery which
dates 10 the first and second centuries AD. The
linear arrangement perhaps suggests that a Sequence
of burials belonging to a family or other such group
is represented. Three of them have externally dated
objects:

Burial 3. Samian dated to ¢ AD 100-120;

Burial 4. Brooch dated to the mid-first century
AD;

Burial 5. Samian dated to ¢ AD 130-165,

In an attempt to relate these burials to the others in a
sequence a seriation was attempted using the same
method as attempted for the main sequence (Chaprer
1). The resulting sequence was: Burial 2, Burial 1.
Burial 4, Bunal 5, with Burial 3 completely sepa-
rated as a result of the absence of coarse wares. This
sequence is consistent with a more subjective assess-
ment. The earliest burials, 1 and 2, were significant-
Iy different to the others with an absence of non-local
artefacts. Burial 4 probably dates to the third or last
quarter of the first century — as the Aagons are later
than the brooch (compare Cunliffe 1971, Types 109
and 297, with Fig 50.27-28). The samian evidence
suggests that Burials 3 and 5 followed in the second
century. The earliest burials are more difficult 1o
date. If earlier than Burial 4, they are likely to be
mid first century. Vessel types 8, 12, and 13 show
influence from Gallo-Belgic types (compare Righy
1973, Fig 4) which are unlikely to have been com-
mon in this area untl a decade or so after the
conquest. On this evidence it seems likely that they
date to between ¢ AD 50 and 75. Such a chronologic-
al framework would allow the cemetery to be a
lamily one covering the century or so after the
invasion.

The burials themselves show similarities to each
other which may result from ritual or beliefs. The
most consistent element is the presence of a pair of
flagons in all but Burial 5. Each burial, including the

AREA F, CEMETERY;

DATING EVIDENCE 61

two pits of Burial 5, contained a patir of jars (with the
exception of Burial 1 which was incomplete, and
missing its urn). The vessel forms in the burials are
summarised in Table 18.

This Table also shows the contents of another burial
group from ‘Neatham' in the collections of Hamp-
shire County Museum Service (Accession no ACC
316/2 1-12). This group is apparently later than the
others, perhaps late second century, and was prob-
ably found south of the river, although its exact
findspot is unknown. The suggested rital function
of the pair of flagons is accentuated in this group by
the fact that they are miniature (ecach only 80mm
tall).

These burial groups form part of a larger group in
this area of Hampshire, which will be discussed in a
forthcoming paper (Millett forthcoming, b).

In the present context we need note only two points.
First, the earliest two Burials (1 and 2} contained
numerous vessels, and represent a rite which is an
unusual, regional characteristic. It is noteworthy
that a high proportion of these vessels were poorly
fired and may have been either wasters of specially
manufactured funerary vessels. This pattern has also
been wbserved at Chichester (Down and Rule 1971)
although, in that instance, the graves contained
fewer vessels. The Chichester cemetery also provides
parallels for specific grave layouts, with their type 2a
similar to Neatham Burial 3, and their 2d like Pit B
of Burial 5,

The Area F Dating Evidence

The only available dating evidence for the Area F
leatures consists of the coins, none of which can be
readily associated with stratified contexts, and the
samian vessels from the graves. The latter have been
listed in the appropriate grave description. The coins
are summarised in Table 19 and a full list appears on
the fiche (M1/79).

Table 8. Summary of vessel tvpes within grave gToups.

Type unknown Dishes Bowls Jars Lids

Burial 1

2 40 19
Burial 2 2 26 14
Burial 3 4 6 -
Burial 4 = 3 2
Burial 5 - 15 8
‘Neatham' . 2 3

Flagons Beakers Total
1 | 2 - 65
2 2 2 - 48
2 - 2 14
s 2 2 11
5 3 I 1 33
1 5 2 - 13
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Table 19. Summary of coins from Area .
Period Dare AR AE] AE2 AE3/4 Total
I 27 BC-AD 41 - : _ ——
1la AD 41-54 i, = = : -
ITh AD 5469 - = = 7 -
III AD 6996 = %, = £ -
A AD 96-117 L : 2 - -
Vv AD 117-138 B . . ~ =
VI AD 138-16] | 1 = he '2
Vila AD 161-180 - = 2 it
VIIb AD 180-193 : = = 2 =
VIII AD 193-222 - = = - = .
IXa AD 222-238 . 5 N i - e
[Xb AD 238-259 = = E _ .
x AD 259-275 - = i l gk
XI AD 275-294/6 : = =0 29 24
XIT AD 294/6-317 - 1 - 1 -
XIlla AD 317-330 - - = 3 = -
XIIIb AD 330-348 2 3 . 5 2 -;fl;‘ﬂ:":
XIV AD 348-364 = = 3 Z : 28 g
XVa AD 364-378 E - = 14 14 e
XVb AD 378-388 = = = - T
XVI AD 388-402 - _ . 9 9 prm—y
T e iy e chew
Totals 1 = ] o 5 i
: ! %4 ST
———— el sl
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Chapter 3

The Pottery

by Martin Millett

with contributions by Joanna Bird, Jeremy Evans, M W C Hassall, Julian Munby,
Dr A ] Parker, Valery Rigby and Jane Timby

The excavations produced large quantities of portery
from an area not previously well provided with
stratified and dated groups. As the site lies only a few
kilometres from the major coarse pottery production
centre in the Alice Holt Forest and around Farnham
Fig 1) these groups of pottery are of importance in
establishing the chronology of that industry. This
report is confined to the description and limited
discussion of the pottery within the context of the
independently established chronology. Further con-
sideration of its implications for our understanding
of the Farnham industry is published elsewhere
Milletr 1979a).

The scheme of this report rests on the twin division
first between local and non-local fabrics. and second-
ly between coarse and fine wares. The wares so
defined are discussed in separate sections which are
referred to the chronology and methodology de-
scribed in Chapter 1 (above, 7). This approach is
entirely dependent on an internally consistent pat-
tern established on the basis of the local coarse
wares, calibrated using the samian ware and coins.
The supply pattern of non-local wares can thus be
traced independently of their own dating.

With such a vast quantity of material from stratified
groups and surface deposits it has been impossible to
present all the information on all the pottery. The
approach chosen has been an analytical one, dividing
and classifying in order to present the evidence. All
the information on the contents of the MAjor groups
has been presented in Tables and Figures so that the
stratified groups can be reconstructed. Full informa-
ton on this, and the unstratified material from the
carly excavations, is kept with the site archive at
Hampshire County Museums Service.

Until the 1974 excavations, much of the pollery was
discarded after on-site sorting. Because of this bias in
the evidence, and the salvage conditions of the
cirliest excavations on the site, the bulk of this
Potiery report is concerned with the material from
Areas A and B. Where material of importance came

from the other Areas it is mentioned, but the

evidence from earlier excavations is so incomplete
that significant conclusions cannot be drawn. The
exceptions are for the samian ware from Areas C and
D, and the full assemblages from burial groups
(Area F).

The Fine Wares

The Samian ware by Joanna Bird with a
report on the stamps by B R Hartley
and Brenda Dickinson

The samian ware is summarised in the dating evi-
dence sections after the descriptions of each Area
(Tables 2, 4, 6, 8 and 10} and full lists are provided
on fiche (below, 161}, The stamps and other pieces
of interest, illustrated in Figs 47 and 48, are discus-
sed below. The quantity found in each of the seriated
groups is shown in Fig 52 and Table 20.

The Decorated Samian

Full details of the decorated samian are given on
fiche (page 161). Here only the sherds showing
diagnostic features are described.

Area A

Structure 7, phase A

Dr 37 in the stybe attnbuted 1o Donnancus of Les Martres-de-
Veyre. He used the iwo warriors (Oswald 1936, 197 and 208:
Stanficld and Simpson 1958, pl 49.579), the borse and nider
(Oswald 1936, 251; Stanfield and Simpson 1958, pl 44.502); and
the deer [Oswald 1936, 1704; Stanficld and Simpson 1958, pl
44.502); the bear is probably Oswald (1936) 1627, the other
animal may be @ lion or panther. The tier of ormaments is shown
on Stanfield and Simpson {1938) pl 48567, with the rosettes and
beaded borders; the band of narrow beads and circles 15 shown an
their pl 48.571, the narrow beads and wreath on their pl 48,562,
the tripte motif on their pl 46,533 and the foliage on pl 46.529. A
simalar arrangement of bead rows and arrows 15 seen on pl 49
The ovole is smudged buor probably thar on pl 47.355. The
footring 1s unworn, ¢ AD [00-125

Srructure 7, phase A
Dy 37, South Gaulish., The coarse wavy lines (used 3¢ saliire and
divider) and rendrils are charactenstically Flavian. ¢ AD 7595,

Perniods 111 occupation (Laver 23).
Dr 30 in the sryle of the *Potter of the Rosette' of Les Martres-de-
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P = presence where no quantificd information is available (703,

The figures for the more common fabrics are shown graphically on Fig 52.
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atructure 3
Well 7
Pit 11
Pir 20
Pit 8
Well 4
Birch 2
Pir 17
Oven 1
Pit 5
Well 3
Well 2
Pit 12
Pit 6
Pit 16
Well 1
Well 6
Pit 14
Pit 21
Vell 5

e

9.653 kg
11.524 kg
3.161 kg
5.854 kg
2480 kg
10195 kg
19.973 kg
5.854 kg
2.980 kg
4.379 kg
8.076 ke
6.132 kg
10.830 kg
13.919 kg
33.958 kg
8.397 kg
53.625 ke
27.452 kg
4.975 kg
$6.022 kg
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56.022 kg

- Well 5

1.8

.o

8.8

u.l

All figures are correct w 0.1% and are proportions, by weight, of the total assemblage from the

= presence where no quantified informartion is available (70)

P

The hgares for the more common fabrics are shown graphically on Fig 52,

Vesre. The ovolo and fine beads are shown on Stanficld and
Simpson (1958) pl 26 323, the boar (Oswald 1936, 1678) on their
ol 20,255, and the rosette is probably that on their pl 22.276. He
frequently used the panther (Oswald 1936, 1396; Stanfield and
Simpson 1958, pl 23, 182 and 291; pl 25.314 and 316; pl 26.322;
[errisse 1968, pl 19,388) and the foliage monif (eg Stanfield and
Simpson 1958, pl 21.261, 262 and 265}, ¢ AD 100-125,

Pervods 11 occupatson (Layer 6)

D 37, Central Gaulish. The fabric and decoration suggest thar
this is the work of the Sacer-Attanus group at Lezoux. The
broken folizge may be a similar armungement o Stanfield and
Simpson (1958) pl 82.5 or 7. The animal is not certainly identi-
fiable. ¢ AD 125-150

Well 3 |
[ 30 proba
work of Doeccus, who regularly made this form
Antonane

v, Central Gaulish: the square beads suggest the

Mid-late

P 8 (A

Dr 37 in the style of Ioenalis of Les Martres-de-Veyre. The vine
wroll is shown on Stanfield and Simpson (1958) pl 41.477 and the
fime beads and circle on their pl 35,413, ¢ AD 100-125.

Pir 1% (B).

Dr 37 in the sivie of SamesCettus of Les Matres-de-Veyre
Stanfield and Simpson (1958) pl 142. 17 shows all the motifs and
may be from the same mould. ¢ AD 135-165

Interface of Pits 20 and 21.

D 37, The ovolo is Cinnamus ovolo 3, shared by several Central
Craulesh potters. ¢ AD 150-180 (joins on o anather from the
surface of Ditch 1),

D 37, Central Gaulish, with a fragment of decoration. Hadrianic
Pit 21 (Surface),

Dr 37. Unusually small and badly moubded. Mr Hartley considers
that this is one of the late second century products of the Lezoux
factory. None of the motifs or figure types is clearly identifiable, ¢
ADY 170-200 {Fig 47.6).

Pit 26 {Layer 33)

D 37, Central Gaulish. The surviving details are very fragmen-
lary, but apparently include a double-beaded panel border,
recalling the work of Docilis. & AD 130-160

Ditch 1 (Surface

D 37, Central Gaulish, Gorgon bead, probably Oswald (1936)
tvpe 1293, in a small double medallion. The blobby rosette and
the folmge motfs in the next panel suggest the work of Cinnamus
(Stnfield and Simpson 1958, pl 159.33; pl 160.42). ¢ AD
150-180. Joins on to ovolo from interface of Pits 20021

Oven 2 (Surface),
D Central Gaulish. The figure s probably Oswald (1936)
Antonine,

structure 13 (A)
sed vessel (Oswald and Pryce 1920, pl 79), with barbotine
decoration, East Gaulish. Later second-mid third century.

Trench 11 (Surface).

Dr 37, The dog (Ludowici o of 1948, TI41) and toothed
medallion (K33) were shared by several Rheinzabern potters.
Antonine—early third ceniury,

lrench IV {Surface)

Dr 37, The cogeed crcle (Ludowici & al 1948, 0138) was
regularly used by Reginus | of Rheinzabern, and in a similar ¢ircle
on Ludowici’s (1948) tafel 17.11. Probably Antonine

FINE WARES, SAMIAN 65

Feature 102 (Surface)

D 37, Central Guulish. Spiky roserie in beaded panel, ¢ AD
101 300,

L' matrarfied

Dr 37 in the style of Paternus 11 of Lezoux. He regularly used this
ovedo (Seanfield and Simpson 1958, pl 107,26, which also shows
the beadrow and smaller rosette). The larger rosette is shown on
their pl 104, 4, the larger leaf on pl 107.26 in a similar scroll and
the smaller leal on pl 108.37. ¢ AD 160-190,

Area C. Lavers refer 1o the defences

Layer 3,

Trench TI1RD

|:_h 37, Central Gaulish. Heavily burnt. Hadrianic—carly Anto-
nine,

Trench TIWE

Dr 37, Central or Exst Gaulish, later second-mid third centurny
Dr 37, Central Gaulish. The ovalo s probably a smudged
impresspon of one of the nng-tongued ovolo used by several
Leroux potters. Antonine :

Laver 4
Trench SIR/C
Dr 37, probably Rhbecinzabern: straight corded border. Later

second—early thind century

Trench TI&C

Dir 37, Central Gaulish, with part of a triton or sea-horse in &
medallion. Hadrmanic-early Antonine,

Dr 37, Central Gaulish, burnt. The ovalo i damaged but may be
one attributed o Donnaucus of Les Martres-de-Veyre (Stanfield
and Simpsan 1958, pl 47.549, with a similar border). Trajanic-
Hadrians
[rench T/18/D>

Small D 37. The ovolo s one anributed o Doanavcus of Les
Martres-de-Veyre (Stanfield and Simpson 1958, pl 48.567); the
cupid has no parallel i Oswald (19363, bur it is shown on a
Donnaucus style bowl (Terrsde 1968, pl 33,2625 ¢ AD 100-12%
Dr 37 with circles used as owvolo: loenalis-Donnaucus of Les
Martres-de-Veyre regularly used these circles a3 borders (Stanfield
and Simpson 1958, pl 35.413; pl 46.537). ¢ AD 100-125

Dr 37, badly burnt and abraded, Central Gaulish. Figure (com-
pare Oswald 1936, 451-3) in medallion. Hadrianic—early Anto-
[11F178

Trench TIWEH

D 37, Central Gaulish, Ovolo too damaged 1o identify. Antonine.

Layer 5.

Trench S18C

Dr 37, Central Gaulish. Scrollery in the stvle of the Cinnamus
group at Lezoux (compare Stanficld and Simpson 1958, pl
162.60-21. ¢ AD 150180,

Trench TIED

Dy 30, Cenrral Gaulish, partially burnt. Donnavcus used a similsr
saltire and rosette (Stanfickd and Simpson 1958, pl 46,534); the
figure is not identifiable, ¢ ADC 100-125,

Trench TIWB

Dr 30 with the small ovolo, beads, deer (OQswald 1936, 17681 and
fohiage wsed on a bowl attributed to Donnaucus of Les Martres.
de-Veyre (Stanfield and Simpson 1958, pl 47.538). ¢ AD 100-125
Dr 37, East Gaulish, later second-early third: century

Layer §.
Trench TIWA
Dr 37, South Gaulish, Basal wreath of S-gadroons. ¢ AD 75-95

Area [}

Trench B, Laver 3.
D 37, Ceniral Gaulish. Narrow beads. The figure is probably a
bear. Anzodine

Trench I3, Layer 3

D¢ 37, Central Gaulish, Herm, Oswald (1936) 711, The trestment
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of the arcades 15 similar 1o that of the 'Large 5 Poater’ {Stanfield §.  Pit26(33)Dr:3] H“‘I“I'FLI IMAATAACIF. Die b, Malligieyg: 3
and Simpson 1958, pl 76. 33 Hudrianic o carly .."'urllllzill'lL' Lezouxt. ¢ ALY 130=155 il
D¢ 37, with Cinnamus’ ovialo 2 and beaded border Stanfield and
Simpson 1938, pl 159.27 AD 150-170 Area {
9, Trench T |."*l ."'.. layer 3, Dr 38 stamped SA [BITNT. M D
Th, Sabinus vid of Lezoux™, ¢ ALY 155190, Burnr: |oinE -sz-.:j T

Area F n Trench S18C layer 10. [1&
Guulish, late second-mud third 0. Trench TIEC layer 10,

Dr 33, stamped INIM, Conirat
Gaulish, probably: Antonine e gt

Structure 25, Lud Tg. East
century

11. Trench TIS8D layer 3; Dr 38 probabiy, stamped VM
- . o Central Gaulish, Antonine )
T'he Samian Stamps by B R Hartley and et B

Brenda Dickinson (Figs 47-48) Ariir R
12. Bunal 3, small Dr 42 dish with handles. stamped DN
NAVC F. Die 5a, Donnaucas of Les Martres-de-Veyres ¢ AD

Areg A
[Mich 1 (331 Dr 1821, Central Gaulish, The stanep 5 unidenti- 100=1.20

— 8 >

fabkle, Hadrianic—early Antonine
13, Bunal 3, Dr 42 dish with handles (both now missing': s{aeny
Area B as 12 o
1. Pit 12 (B) Dr 33, probably East Gaulish. Sturmped [/ 15
illiterate. Later second or early third cenmury AL 14. Burial 3, Dr 42 dish with handles: stamp as 12
L
2. Pit 13 (C) Dr 33, stamped IVSTIMA. Die 22, Tustus i of 15, Burial 3, Dr 42 cup with handles, stamped BLIIICT) '
Lerouc®,. ¢ AD 160-190 retrograde). Die 6a, Billicedo of Les Martres-de-Vevre*, - AD \
100-120. \p
3. Well 7 {A) Dr 1831, stamped REGINVS.F. Die 2a, Reginus .
i of Les Martres-de-Veyre*, ¢ AD 110-130. 16. Burial 3, Dr 42 cup with handles: stamp as 15 ':
t. Pac 1l A) Dr 1831w 31, stamped REBVERI[ O], Die 4a Burial 5, I3 31, stamped CINTIVSIMF. Die 4a, Cintusmas
Reburrus o of Lezoux®, ¢ AD 145-170 iof Lezouxt, ¢ ADY 140-160
5. Pit 16 (D) Dr 31, stamped VICTORIN[VSFE]. Die 3a, I8, Burial 5, Dr 1831R, sramped LOLLIM. Die 23, Lollius of
Viciorinus o of Rheinzabernt, ¢ AD 180=240 Lezoux®, ¢ AD 135-165. Heavily repaired with rivers ]
Ditch 2 (30) Dr 31, stamped CA[TIANIM]. Die 4d, Catianus . 19, Burial 5, Dr 1831R, samped MI:CO. Un entified: Cen-
o of Lezouxt, ¢ AD 155=]85 tral Gauolish. Hadranic or early Anfonine. Burnt and Beavily
riverted
nside footring on exterior 9 ;'f"-‘:_:‘u:\;-: 1
T . o IV ETIRA)
1\}.-_ :'.J'r__'. u :-:' I'{ % / ik
III_;::._ \/ |
\ 7 E ) - . ;
{ — |
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Fig 47. Pottery: samian s L H'ﬁ!&
i T ¥: 8 1 stamps and decorated samian (1-17), Sc . at 1:2 %‘
i (1-17}. Scale 1:1 except 6 at l:2. :
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Fig 4%,

Pottery: samian stamps, amphora stamp,
1:1; 21

vessel) — 26 at 1:2.

2. Burial 5, Dr 1831R. stamped CVEALIM. Die
of Lezoux®, ¢ AD 140-1640, Riveted

2f, Cucalus

T 15731, stamped . SILVINLM. Die 2a, Silvinus

€5 Martres-de-Veyret, ¢ AD 130-164 For this form see
, pl 43,43, and Stani

ebd 1929, Fig 7.5

wakd and Pryee 1920

¢ been found at the kiln-site

Summary

"-illlluunl sdmian ware has been recovered from
Neatham 1o allow comments o be made
'-":-IIL<.-'rI||I'|i, the date of the settlement. According o
¢ samian evidence, the occupation of the site did
L '-r'~1|rtll|rLL until the Flavian period, and almost
rtainly during the latter half; afier thar, the patiern
samian use followed that normal for Romano-

S0Mme

FINE WARES. SAMIAN

raffii and face pots (18-26). Scales, 18-21 (stamp) at

British towns in continuous occupation {Marsh
1981}, with a peak in the mid-Antonine period and a
sharp fall during the early third century. ,

The South Gaulish wares are virtually all of Flavian
or Flavian-Trajanic date, and with the exception of
one fragment of Dr 1517, there is a complete
absence of pre- or early Flavian forms, including Dr
29. There are only two decorated sherds, both of Dr
37 and dated ¢ AD 7595, and no stamps. Apart
from the Dr 15/17, idennfiable forms are limited 10
Curle 11 and Dr 18, 27 and 37.

There was & rapid rise in the amount of samian
during the early second century, with a relatively
high proportion of stamped and decorated vessels
from the Trajanic kilns at Les Martres-de-Veyre, Of
the six plain stamps, five (two of Billicedo and three
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of Donnaucus) came from Burial 3, where they are
all on Dr 42 cups or dishes; the sixth stamp is of
Reginus ii. In addition to the stamps of Donnaucus,
there are seven decorated bowls in the ‘Donnaucus!
loenalis® style; the only other attributable bowl of
this date is of the ‘Rosette’ potter. Later, Hadrianic-
early Antonine, potters of this factory are rare: there
is a plain stamp of Silvinus iii and a decorated bowl
by Certus.

The bulk of the Central Gaulish material comes from
Lezoux, and is of Hadrianic-Antonine date. There
are single plain stamps of Cintusmus i, Cucalus,
Lollius, Malliacus and Reburrus ii, and, of the later
potters, Catianus ii, Tustus 1 and Sabinus viil. [.IH]}‘
of the decorated Lezoux pottery is attributable: it
includes four sherds in the style of the Cinnamus
group, and single bowls of Sacer-Attanus, Doeccus-
Casurius, and Paternus 11, with single sherds perhaps
to be attributed to Docilis and the ‘Large-5' potter.
Of particular note is a small 37 which is probably one
of the latest Lezoux pieces 1o be exported, and may
date from the end of the second century. The most
common form is Dr 31, followed by Dr 33 and 37,
late forms {Dr 45, Walters 79 and 80) are present but
not in quantity.

The East Gaulish material probably all came from
Rheinzabern and takes the Neatham samian into the
third century. It consists mainly of forms Dr 31, 33,
i6 and 37, but includes a small amount of late forms
such as Dr 32 and 40 and Ludowici Tg, four
decorated sherds, including one attributed 1o Regin-
us I, two stamps, one of Victorinus i1 and the other
illiterate, and sherds of barbotine decorated closed
forms.

I'he proporuons of the wares are given below, based
on a possible maximum of 395 identfiable vessels.
The stamps and decorated sherds are insufficient by
themselves for valid analysis.

South Gawl  Cemtral Gawl  Central or East Gaul  East Gonl
29 (T.3%) 215 (54.4% 69 (17.5%) 82 (20.7%)

The New Forest Ware

With the publication of Dr Fulford's corpus of New
Forest ware types it is unnecessary to reproduce
drawings of the various types represented on the site.
All references are to the corpus (Fulford 1975a). The
quantitics of the fabric from the seriated features are
shown in Fig 52 and Table 20 and the limited
number of illustrated types is shown on Fig 49

(1=7}.

Catalogue

1. Globular flagon with white slip decoration of FULFORD
TYPE 1/10 or 12. From Well 5, laver A, Suggesting a latle
lourth—early filth century dave, consistent with Fulford's dare

1. Closed form, probably flagon, with ar least one decorative
matil consisting of concentric grooves and white slip (Fig 49.1),
From Pit 14, layer A and Pit 16, layer C

lome vessel ) sugpesting a
late third—carly fourth century date, i

3. FULFORD TYPE I1. From Well 3, laver 158, of mid third
cenmury date. Probably. intrusive, a5 Fulford 5 -
00-370, which is consistent with another EXamp
defences (Area C) layer 3.

4. FULFORD TYPE 27. Examples from: A

Peri

I pccupation (Twa examplesk;, Well 1, layer 64 (bwo ex M:IT,;_I_:J
and laver 75 (two examples). Area B = P 6, layer A und tayer C
Pit 12, layer € P'iv 14 layer A (w ith rusticared decora
indentations); Pit 16, laver D) (three examples), L

non between
vers G and E-|
[hese suggest & range from the late third century onwards
consistent with Fulford's dating

5. FULFORD TYPE 30. Plain examples from Arca A - Period
Il sccupation in trénch B {probably intrusive); Arca B - W
layers: A and By Well 6, layers A and B; also with rouletied
decaration from Well 5, layer A (two examples) and laver B: and
with burnished decoration (Fig 42.67 rom %Well 5, law and B
{two examples). These all =uggest a mid o late fourth century date
consistent with Fulford's evidence

6. FULFORD TYPE 33 varianl - a very large example (Fig
49,3} from Well 6, lavers A and B Mid fourth century dare
consistent with Fulford

7. FULFORD TYPE 35.1 from Pit 6, laver D), last quarter of
the third century: carlicr than that of ¢ ALY 320-350 sugpessed by

Fulford

. FULFORD TYPE 35.2 from Well 6, laver A, mid fourth
century date, consistent with Fulford's evidence

9. FULFORD TYPE 47. From Well 6, laver A, and Pit 6, layer
A, Consistent with Fulford's date of ¢ AD 260-330 if the exampi
from Well 6 is residual

1, FULFORD TYPE 52, with stabbed decoration, fro
16; layer C. The late third century date is earlier than Fulfos
¢ AD 320-350

1. FULFORD TYPE
the Hoor of Strocture 19 (Area 1)) and anoth Fig 49.4) wit
stabbed decoration from the defences (Area C) laver 3. Both late
third-fourth century, consistent with Fulford's evidence

12. - FULFORD TYPE 55, from Well 6, laver A, consistent with
Fulford's date of ¢ AD 345-380

13.  FULFORD TYPE 63, fram laver 3 of the defences (A
which is consistent with Fulford's dating of ¢ AD 280 onwards

14. FULFORD TYPE 73, with roselle stamping, from Well 6
layer A, This is entirely consistent with Fulford's ¢ AD 345-180

15. FULFORD TYPE 75, represented by two adjoining sherds
from Well 2, lavers 100 and 101, This stggests 3 mad thind
century date ar varance with the date of ¢ AD 345-280 stated by
Fulfard, The sherds may have been deposited when the hoard was
buried

16. FULFORD TYPE 89, from Well 8, suggesting a 0
[_“5“ third century dase which is within Fulford’s range of ¢ AD
270400 (Fig 49.7). Another example from Well 2, Tayer 101
suggests a mic-third century date, which is a little 1oo early for t
range

17.  Bag beaker with rusticared decoration divided into '-'-'1':"_-J|
panels by siabbed decoration (Fig 49.5), Type uncerizin Ibe
context, from Pit 16, laver A, suggests a bate third century date

Discussion
New Forest ware was important amongst the Fine
Wares on this site (Fig 52 and Table 20), represent-
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ing around 3% of the total pottery in the fourth
century with a peak nearer 5% in the late third

century. This is more than half the total amount of

fine ware for most of the period although there is a
suggestion that the Oxfordshire wares were becom-
,,,{1.111..u'c important during the fourth century (be-
i._.:.-. An interesting feature of the pattern shown
on Fig 52 is that the New Forest ware occurs a little
earlier than normally expected (Fulford 1975a),

All the sherds of New Forest ware occurring in
contexts dated before ¢ AD 270 can probably be seen
as intrusive material. There is thus no strong evi-
dence to contradict Fulford's conclusions on the
beginning of the industry. The only possible excep
pon is the group from Pit 12, which is dated to the
middle of the third century, but even this comes
from a layer which outcrops on the surface and may
thus be contaminated.

The Oxfordshire Wares (Figs 42.20 and
49.8-9)

Dr Young's study (1977) of the Oxfordshire industry
makes 10 possible to identify and date most of the
types found. The dates he provides are compared
with those provided by Neatham. The quantities of
L :'EIII.:-:d\-E]IFI'.' ware in the seriated features are sumimna-
rised in Table 20 and Fig 52

alogue

l. A face-

d on plaque which was probably finished with a
top’, offset above the rim of the fagon 1 which it was
applied. O the left 15 the upper end of an offser where the mask
e rim flange was smeared over. The face has full
ge lips, a wedge-shaped nose and eves formed of 2 daot
twoe curved lines; these features are worn. The pattern of
the collfure s simple; the hair at the sides being drawn back, that
< temples drawn back towards the middle and ar the centre
m the middle. All the lines probably represent
wa lines at the upper lefi, and the outer pairs of
al V-shaped parting are cross-harched, This could
epresent some 007 of accessory. Al the lower lefi

% a circular depression, probably caused when the face was
applied

ol as one of a sub-group to a series, recently
described, of face flagons from the Chifordshire potteries (Munby
1 The series is assoctated with a find from a probable kiln site
at Toot Baldon in Ofordshire by their similarity in fabric, facial
teatures and coiffure. This example has the same fabric, colour,
Setaration 1l features and plagque mounting as examples in the
‘Baldon series although the coiffure is much simpler, Two from
Cirencester Corinium  Museum: B1341, C211), and one from
Salzman 1909, pl B) can be closely associated with this
't since they all have identical coiffure and cross-hatching
* OB the upper left and central parting

o few Untfordshire face flagons 1o be found in a dated
L, but agrees with the hamuted evidence available thar they

were probably produced in the late fourth century.

L. Flag
Well 5, laver

o YOUNG TYPE C13.1, dated AD 350400+ from
A, dated here 1o the kate fourth 1o early fifth century

 Tall necked beaker, YOUNG TYPE C23 dated AD 270

FINE WARES

Lo

100+, Two e xamples from Period 10T occupation in trench
Arca A) and Well 5, layer B. Botk suggest a fourth centiry dage

4. Dish with thick rim decorated with white slip, YOUNG
I'YPE C47.2 dated AD 20400+ from Pit 16, lavers B-C I'he
cOniexl suggests o late third oentury date

5. Dish YOUNG TYPE C48 dited AD 270400+ from Well 5.
layer B. The context suggests a late fourth 1o fifth century dare.

b. I_Zl:.xlj. withs upturned lip 1o fange, and white slip decoration
\_f NG TYPE C49 dated AD 2404004 from Well 6, laver A
The context suppests o mid Iourth century date

Dish YOUNG TYPE C45 dated AD 270400+ . Examgles
from (Arca A} Well 1, laver 64, and Pericd 10111 CCCUpation in
trench G5 (Ares B) rwo from Well 6, lavers A and B, These
cxampies suggest 4 wide date range from the late third century
onwards

8. Several varieties of bowl similar 1o YOUNG I'YPE C64 and
CT1 dated AD 300400 Examples from Well 5. laver B with
roubetted decoration; Well 6, fay two examples, with cardan
half way down the walll; Well 6, lavers A-B {with cordon and
rosette stamp decoration ). Thes examples suggest a mid fourth o
early fifth century date.

9. Several varieties of bowl similar to YOUNG TYPE Ci& dated
AD 300400+ decorated with rouletting From (Area C) layer 3:
Arca B) Well 3, tiver B; Pir 14, layer A; and YWell 5, laver A and
B. These examples suggest a fourth to early fifih cenmury date

10.  Bowl as YOUNG TYPE C75 dared AD 325400+ Exam-
ples from Area A Well 1, layer 34; Well 2, laver 79. Area B with
roubetted decoration, from Well 5, laver A (two ¢ xampd
Well 6, layer A; undecorated, from W A; with roserte

p. from Well 5, layer A. These show a wide range from the
late third to furth century, although the majority of the sherds
came from late fourth to Gfth century deposits

5. laye

1. YOUNG TYFE C5] dated AD 240400+, three varieties
a) C31.2: examples from Piv 4, layer 11; Pt 16, laver A and Taver
I Pit 14, laver [; and laver 4 of the defences (A C).

b) Compare rim of C52.2; examples from Well 6, layer B; Well
5, layer B; and Well 6, laver A

c) Compare rim of C5 examples from Well &, layer B, Well
5, layer A; and defences {Area C) layer 3

These contexts suggest a late third to fourth cenmury date with the
cxception of the example from Pit 4, which dates 1o the late
second - mid shird cenmury,

1. YOUNG TYPE P24 dated AD 2404004, from’ Arca (
laver 3, of the defences. Context suggests a date post ¢ AD 270

13, Small cups in Oxfordshire parchment ware Fig 49.8 and 9
Fhe two examples are from: Area E, trench FC unstratified (8):
apd Area C layer 3 of the defences (%), The tvpe i3 ot illustrared
by Young bat it is in the Oufordshire Parchment ware fabric and
decorated with brown ochre. The limited dating evidence suggests
a dare post AD 270

Discussion

Although not as important as the New Forest wares,
the Oxfordshire poftery was an important compo-
nent of the fine ware assemblage in the late third and
fourth centuries (Table 200, For most of the period it
represented an average of just under 5% of the rotal
pottery on the site. It appeared before ¢ AD 250 in
Pit 4, and continued as an important element, ar
about the same percentage, into the ffth century. In
comparison with the New Forest wares it became
more important as they declined slightly in the later
period. Examples in features earlier than Pit 12 can
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Fig 49. Pottery: fine wares 1-17. Scale 1:4.

be explained as accidental intrusions, and form an
insignificant element in the assemblages.

Local Red Fine Ware

A detailed examination of the fabrics of the red
colour coated wares confirmed the presence of
another group of fine wares. These were distinet
from the Oxfordshire wares although very similar to
them in their micaceous, red colour coated surfaces.
The fabric was inferior in guality having been fired
to a lower temperature, and being more crumbly and
sandy. An examination of the tempering sand under
a hand lens shows it to be similar o the local,
Farnham, coarse wares. Preliminary petrological
comparison of this fabric with Farnham ware and
Oxfordshire ware carried out by Miss Jane Timby
showed that it is close to Farnham, and different
from the Oxfordshire ware. Samples were subjected
o MNeutron Activation Analysis by Jeremy Evans.
who has shown that it is not chemically the same as
Farnham ware. The conclusion seems to be that local
kilns were producing fine wares, as two slightly
L:h”.l_'[l_'lﬂ sub-groups can be identified within the
fabric:
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Fig 50. Pottery hne wares 18-30. Scale 1:4 except for stamp on 26 at 1:2.
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the site which bears the graffito *ABCDE" (Hruawmea
mcorrectly printed as *Brunsed™).

Pevesney ware (Fulford 1973)

A single sherd of this fabric (Fig 50.22), identified by
Dr Fulford, has come from the site, from layer 3 of
the defences (Area C). This suggests a late third-
fourth century date consistent with the dating else-
where.

Other Miscellaneous Wares (Fig 50)

23, Large flagon, parchment ware with fairly coarse, mult-
coloured sand temiper. Brown ochre painted deécoration. 1t is
different in fabric o both the Oxfordshire and Mew Forest
parchment wares. From Pir 13 Javers B-C dating to the |z
third—fourth century

24, Two sherds of same coarse vessel in orange hand-made ware
tempered with fine sand and grog. The exterior and rim have been
timmed with a knife. One sherd came from Stroctuere 3 (118

A the oiher (fros
samie vessel] wos re [ 7 "he natiere of the vessel i
ohscure but it obviously dares (o the [irst century and may be a salt

the

CORGINET

25, Small flagon, red colonr coated ware, sand tempered. Tt has
been highly fired muaking it resemble New Forest weare and is
highly burnished, and decorated with a slightly vellow slip. It may
be Mew Forest ware, although the tvpe is not known from there
From Well 6, layer B, indicating a mid fourth century dane




26, Deep bowl from Burial 5. Valey Righy wriles

A bowl with, at the centre of its base, a single impression of 8
potter’s mark which is bess rendered as “VIVIXIIALP The fabric
has a pink sandy core with some red grog, 4 thin coeam cortex and
dark cream burnished surfaces sparscly streaked with red from
the grog grits. There is a lightly incised double groove on the
exterior just above the base. The bowl was well made and
carcfully finished

Coarse ware vessels stamped with the maker's name «or mark are
fairly common in Britain bt it s anusual for these stamps (o
occur on deep bowls, normally they occur on shallow platters,
dishes and more rarely cups which imitate samian or Crallo-Belgic
forms. At present no other stamps with the same name have been
found although the arrangement of “X* and V' motifs separated
by vertical sirokes is common in the second half of the frst
century and carly second cenmury AD and is not confined to
pottery from any particular region. This stamp is unusually small
in size for its type.

The bowl form, with its very wide, over-rolled rim is mare bul can
be paralleled ar Winchester where a pair, in white ware also, were
found in the Muns' Walk Burial in 1961. The pair had been made
by the potter whose semi-literate stamps are best rendered
ATTIVIX, and they had been stamped with the same die. The
only other known stamp of this potter was found in Gloucester, on
the base of a red cup. On the Continent, two similar bowls, alsoin
white ware, have been found in first century AD contexis: the first
in Grave F at Coblenz-Meuendorf (Giinther 1901, 73} is probably
Claudio-Meronian; the second from a cemetery ar Andernich
(Focnen 1880, 152) 15 sasd to be Neronian

White Ware Flagons

A small though significant group of vessels from the
site are four Aagons (Fig 50.27-30) in creamy white
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sand-tempercd ware which are well-made and finely
finished. The four examples are: i

27. Burial 4, vessel |

28, Burnal 4, vessel 2.

29, Area A, Period I occupaton in wrench B
30, Borial 5, vessel 16

Mo 27 has close similanties with type 109 from Fishboumse
(Cunliffe 1971 2 Fig 94) where the type was owst commion be 3
AD 75 and was not found after the Trajanic period. 28 alw has oo
parallels ar Fishbourne (Cunliffe 1971 2 type 120, Fig 95) bu this
is only datable brosdly to pre-ALY 75, The evidence therefore
indicates that this ware was being supplied 1o the site in the firs
century, possibly before ¢ AD V5. A number of other sherds of
this fabric have becn recovered (Table 20) from the following
contexts (number in brackeis is the number of sherds):

Srrocrure 3 (90 Pic 1 CEy e 8 (2% Pir 17 (1 Pit 5.01%; Pie 615
and Well I {1k
These confirm the carly date suggested by parallels with Fisk.

bourne, 3 is probably from the Brockley Hill kilns and the same
source s possible for some of the other sherds

Rhenish Ware (Fig 51)

Fhenish ware (as defined by Brewster 1972) was not
commen on the site (see Table 20) but three com-
plete vessels have been found in similar contexis
(above, 32, In addition sherds from several other
vessels have also been recovered:

i1, A momo beaker which reads “VI[TVILA" (Brtomrg § 258,

32
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Fig 51. Pottery: fine wares and crucibles 31-39, Scale 1:4.
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I these vessels came from: Ditch 2 (1% Pic 1
12 (2); Well 3(1); and Pir 3 Numbers in
the number of sherds

Rhenish ware 1s usually considered 1o be one of the
hne wares imported during the early third century
when samian ware was declining, and as a side-line
to 1ts import.. The Neatham dating evidence is of
nterest in this context, for although the earliest
ence of the fabric is in the late second or early
third century, the bulk of the material, including the
complete vessels, came from contexts around the end
of the third century. Mrs E Harris has kindly

d out that such dating is consistent with much
- more recent continental evidence.,

OCCU

Nene Valley Ware

Nene Valley (and possibly Colchester) products only
app s stray sherds in the assemblages on this site,
Fragments from two vessels are illustrated

14 i =

o 1 the same hunt cup, in the form
{ Structure 1

33, (Fig5

13, layer

dai

@% come from: Diteh 2

1% Pin 17 (13; Pic 5 (2); Well 2
21 Pit 16 (1% Well 1 (2

These sherds suggest supply in the third century,
suncentrated on the period around ¢ AD 250 and the
labric thus presumably took advantage of the gap in
supply between the end of samian production and

e Widespread distribution of Oxfordshire and New

rorest wares, Ir is comparatively insignificant in the

erall pattern (Table 20

I'he Coarse Wares
The Crucibles
Fragmenis ol crucibles have been recovered from
contexts all over the site. All have been
CXamined by Mr Biek. whao Teports that they were all

COARSE

WARES 75
used for copper/bronze working. The main gr wp
came trom the floor of Structure 23, A group of the
ms and bases from this siructy
3l (36-39,

24 (1243,

54 re 15 shown on Fig
Che only other rim came from Structure
and 15 the same form as 38,

The Amphorae by Dr A J Parker
L. Well &, lavers A~C. Rim 0 hght bulll sand tempered ware

I'he wpe i common, and this example could be
pparently early rather than late Resbdual

1. Callender
1965) 1579, dated 10 ¢ AD 160-210, and this date 15 supparted by
hods made since that date, Residual

r (. Bim in buff ware with sand ten

& ne rom k5 smooth. Mot a Medie
P British origin. Date uncertain
late thard—early fourth century

r B. Body sherd i orangey bulf ware with fine
perted Driressel 20 of Baetican origin

ith fine sand

ndled jug’ ¢

angey bufl w

ercial amphora, but a ‘two k

rea C). Body shierd in baff ware with fine
Iy Bactican

Arca C). Body sherd of n Diressel
N sand empenng. Certunly Baetican

axufd

9.  Defences, laver 5 (Area (
ware with sand temperning, Ccer
appears to have been reused as a pestle

Bactican

I a D
ainly

10.  Defences, laver 8 {Area ), Lip
ware with 2 fine sand tempering. Ce

century  Baelic

in produd

I'he Mortaria
Oxfordshire products (Types from Young 1977
White Wares

YOUNG TYPE M3.7 doted AD 140200, single example
from Area E, late third to fourth century contexn

ed A 2

1 Area F

2, YOUNG TYPE M22.9 dat
Well 5, laver A I
Xt 15 late four

. YOUMNG TYPE M
irface of Well 6; Well
e AT

5, YOUNG TYPE MI7.2 dated AL 240-300, Examples from
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Defences (Area O laver 1 and Structure 19 occupation [Twa
examples) both consistent with late third 1o md fourth century
date

6. YOUMNG TYPE M17.4 dated AD 240-300, Scveral examples
from: Well 6, laver A; Well 6, lavers A-C; Pit 16, layer A and
Defences (Area ) laver 3. The contexts are consistent with a late
third 10 fourth century date

Compare YOUNG TYPE 19.2 dated AD 240-300. A single
crample from Well 6, layers A-C, which saggests a mid fourth
century date

8. Compare YOUNG TYPE 17 dated AD 240-300. From: Pit
. laver A; Pit 13, layer D; Pir 14, layer D; Pir 16, layer A; Pit
Baver I it 20, laver B: and Strocture 13, swurface (wo
l.'x.l:ll;-h'\ 1. These confexts suggest 3 mud third o é&rly fourth
century date

9. YOUNG TYPE 12 dated AD 180-240. Examples from
Defences (Area C) layer 11 and Well 5, laver A. The former
suggests a late second century date whilst the laner s late fourth
o fifth century

Bed Wares

1, YOUNG TYPE C938 dated AD 350400+ . From: Defences,
laver 3 (Area C); Well 5, laver A; Well 5, laver B: Well &, surface;
Well &, layer B; Well 6, lavers A-C; Pit 12, layer B; and Pit 15,
layer (. These contexts suggest a late third 1o carly fifth century
[1 =148

1. YOUNG TYPE C100 dated AD 300-400+, Defienices (Ares
C) layer 3; Well 1, laver 64; Well &, surface; Well 6, lavers A-C;
Well 6, laver B. These contexts suggest a late third to mid fourth
century date

There are also several red colour costed vessels as 5 above
YOUNG TYPE MI7). They came from: the surface of Area B
two examples; Well 5, laver A; and Pit 14, laver A, These
examples came from late third 1o fGfth century contexts

New Forest Products ( Tvpes refer to Fulford 1975a)

White B'ares

12. FULFORD TYPE 105. Single example from Pix 12, laver
A, which suggests a mid third century date. This is probably
consistent with Fulford's evidence

13. FULFORD TYPE 106, several examples from: Pit 6, laver
D; Pit &, layer A; Pit 12, layer A; Pit 14, laver E; Pit 16, layer A;
and the surface of Structure 19, These contexts su EEest o mpd
sccond to early fourth century date, which is earlicr than Fulford
SUgRests

14. FULFORD TYPE 106.6, from the Defences, laver 11,
which suggests an early third century date, thus earlier than
Fulford's date

15.  Similar o FULFORD TYPE 102, but there is o close
parallel. From the surface of Structure 13, mid third century or
later

6. A type withour direct paraliel in FULFORD. although
similar o TYPE 102. Two examples from Area A Period 111
secupation (trench B) and Well 8. They suggest 3 first to late third
century date

17. FULFORD TYPE 102, from Pit 13, laver C, which dates 1o
the middle of the third century,
Red Wares

18, FULFORD TYPE 78. From the surface of Structure 13,
suggesting a late third cenmry date,

The percentages of these two mortaria fabrics are
given in Table 20 and Fig 52, and reinforce the

conclusions about the wares drawn on the basis of
the fine wares. However, the Oxfordshire MOrtaria
are marginally more common than the remainder qf
the products (below, 897,

Black Burnished Ware (Dorset origin)

Only small quantities of this fabric occurred on the
site despite its ubiquity over much of the res of the
country. Apart from a single example as Farrar
(1973} 4 from layer 11 of the Defences (Area C), gnls
body sherds occur. The example mentioned cam,
from an early third century context. These b
sherds (Table 20) represent only a tiny Proportion
the total assemblage and are of mid third 1o mid
fourth century date.

The Farnham (Alice Holt) Wares

The predominance of these wares can be seen op
Table 20, which shows that they vary from 86% 15
99.5% of the assemblage during the occupation of
the site, Because of the importance of these groups in
dating the products of the industry, the material is
considered in a separate article (Milletr 1979), Hepe
only the evidence will bé presented and the sequence
established. A total of 134 types have been defined
within the stratified groups and these are all illus.
trated in Figs 54-67. The occurrence of these within
the groups 15 shown in Figs 53-62.

The method for defining the types has been 3
generalising one: atlempting to group similar rims
together in large enough assemblages to allow cross
dating between fearures, Note that the rim iz the
characteristic used and thus variation in body shape
may occur within the same tvpe. In cases where
relatively wide variation is apparent these are shown
by illustrating a number of variants. The types
illustrated should be self-explanatorv, so their de
seription is unnecessary, The origins of some of the
types is, however, discussed.

The fabrics produced by the Farnham industry may
be divided into three broad groups:

Early Fabric (a
Lrey ware which tends 1o be [
Grecnsand with grains up to 1 mm

colour; tempensd with Lower
The rolled quar sand
Eratns are mainly colourless or transluecent, The fabric is oot
restricted o early types as it also occurs in thick walled Lier
vessels, such as Slorage jars,

Mam Fabre (&

As a but more variety in colour and a rendency for the sand
temper to be finer with most grains between 0.1 mm and 0.5 mm
Many of the vessels are black or white slipped, and burnished. Tn
these cases there are invariably concentrations of Muscovite
white mica) in the surface

Thlford fabric (c )
The fabric produced a1 the Overwey kilns (Clark 1950) amd
distinct from the main fabric in that it is wsually Light grey or
vellowish with a coarser temper which almost invanably protrudes
through the surface making it rough. It is most common in e
B0 and 81 where the exteriors are often rilled, This may be Fabric
D from Porichester Castle (Fulford 1975k, 299-301
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The relative importance of these varieties of fabric in
= 19
the seriated features is shown below, Table 24.

These figures suggest that fabric a was essentially
early, common only up to the early third century.
Fabric b was common throughout, although n
appears to show a slight decline in Well S {carly fifth
century), and fabric ¢ appears late. With the cxcep
tion of Well 1, where it came only from the top
lavers, it was only common after ¢ AD 320, that s,
in Wells 6, 5 and Pit 21. This would be consistent
with the evidence from other sites examimed.

Table 22
as a percentage of all pottery from the fearwres
Structure  Well Pir Pit
3 7 20 8
Fabric a 7.8 4.7 -
Fabric b £9.0 90.0  95.0 97.0
Fabric ¢ - - -
Table 22 continued.
Well Well Pit Pit
3 2 12 6
Fabric a 0.7 - = N
Fabric b 93.0 93.0 86.0 88.0
Fabric ¢ 18 0.8 ~ i

Bowls (Types 32-63, Figs 55-59)
Gallo-Belgic influence is also shown by the bowls
especially types 33 and 34). Types 41, 46 and 55
scem o be influenced h} other Roman 1ypes, poss-
ibly military, and Types 35-39 are similar to [ron
ge Types (eg Cunliffe 1974, Fig A6). Black Bur-
nished types also appear to have been copied (Types
51-34).

An example of a type 51 bowl from layer B of Pit 12
bears the following graffito cut after firing:
MATVGIIA] (Fig 48.24; see Britanmia 6 286.10),

Mr M W C Hassall comments that the final letter
may be an "N’ although it is best rendered Mamgena,
a celtic name (the ‘i’ being a cursive “¢"). The
context suggests a mid third century dare.

Jars and Storage Jars (Types 64-%8 and 8999, Figs
59-65)

Tt

dishes and |
Irc

ss¢ show the same variety of influences as the
rowls. An especially close parallel with an
n Age vessel is shown by types 65 and 69 which
are almost identical with an Iron Age vessel from
Asham, Sussex (Cunliffe 1974, Fig A 29.8). Of
particular note is type 79 (lower example) which is

Dishes 'J'..-p,\-,‘ 1-31, Figs 54-55)

Early rypes are similar to and presumably influenpgy
by (rallo-Belgic l-.-p-.'nutm!;mn types 6,8, 13, and 14
with Rigby 1973, Fig 4). The later types seem 1,
have been influenced by the Black Burnished ingy;
try with type 17 becoming  predominant in the
second century. Some of the later types {such g
types 30 and 31) are claborately decorated with
burnishing.

The relative importance of the three Farnham (Alice Holt) ware fabrics in the seriated features, thotim

Pit Well  Dirch Pit Oven Pit
B 4 2 17 | g

= 1.9 1.0 7.6
0.0 97.0 0610 95.0 9.0 £5.0

Pit Well Well Fin Pit Well
16 1 6 14 21 5
~ 1.1 - R - =

93.0 9.0 82.0 O4.0 85.0 83.0
0.3 0.2 4.1 - 12 6.8

decorated by white slip on top of a black burnish
These vessels were common in several of the features
above, 32) and most are decorated with motils. in
this way. Type 73 appears to be a predecessor, and
IVpe &4 & SUCCessor

A base of a jar of uncertain type, in fabric b, bearing
a graffito was found by treasure hunters during
buillding work on the site in 1979, It was Lmdh
brought to our attention by Mr M Lyne. The
graffito, cur alter fir ing reads (F ig 48.25; see Britan-
ma 12 384-5, Fig 26): BO

NORP

Mr M W C Hassall comments thar it can probably be
expanded 1o BO/NO R(ENP{UBLICAE NATO):
‘born for the good of the stae’. a phr_'u,u_' which
occurs on milestones (eg RIB 2308 and 2314) and
elsewhere on bases (eg RIB 289 and 930). A mile-
stone of Julian from Verona (CIL V 8035 uses the
same abbreviation, omitting NATO. The graffito is

perhaps copied off a milestone as a writing lesson,

Beakers (Types 100-107, Figs 65-66)
These are not common on the site and appear 1o be
an unimportant element in the industry’s produc-
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Other Coarse Wares

Several other fabrics, which are apparently local
the zite (Table 20) although they

have come
pever comstituted a major element 1 the ass ige

I'wo vessels are lustrated (Fig

s made in very fine, micaceous, sand

137. A fagon rim in buff, sand tempered ware
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Late Roman Grog Tempered Ware

I b «d by Fulford (1975b, fabric A
made and has a comparatively wide distribu

thon Hampshire (Fulford 1975b, Fig 156). It

ppeired in the later thurd century (Fig 52 and Table

1)) and was generally only & minor component in the

ourth

ry. »cveral examples are shown on Fig 68

age although it rose o § in the m

Uccupation in area of Structure 13
irface in Area D
Y. Pt 14, laver F

aung from this site oo ms that from Pornt
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Post Roman hand made wares

IS Wore relalively uncomiman, GoCurrng
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jnr rd . [ the total assemb-
CiE INahl i }
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came [rom the
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cveral fabrics

pered with hne sand conlaimng
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2. Well §, laver A
3. Well 5, layer A
' Surface in Arca B

Well 5, laver A

O Well 5, laver A
Well 5, laver A\

B. Well 5, laver A

9. Well §, laver A
10 Well 5. laver A
11 Well 7, laver A
cenlury mmirusion

1. Defences, laver 3

probably thirteenth-fifteenth

I'he handle of 9 bears two deeply impressed

smilar to those found on sixth—seventh
Anglo-Saxon vessels although such handles are not
COIMIMIon

Vegeiable-tempered. Containing a sigr
i
|

T

o sand. a e sand lempered - i
surface bears the marks of chaff, The only vessel rim
15 12, from Pt 7. which contamed exclusively this
potiery, which 15 probably Early Medieval. Body
sherds of sumilar vessels also came from

Crrubenbaus (Well

(rrog empered od wrk g chalk. 20 and 2] are th

only types in this fabnc and again appear to be Early
Modieval

20 Well 5, laver A
21. Well 6, layers AL

Flint Tempered Ware
A small guantity of brown ware with sharp, coarse
flint. Only body sherds have been recovered. The
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fabric occurred only in Structure 3, of the first
g.';:nlur:-'. which suggests that it may be Iron Age.
ul?.lt :‘lﬂrliﬂ,[r;ﬂ] {EF::HII St ]L‘r)hn'n Hiil. nearby is !i-.tl‘]'[!llill'._
."r1.1'.s|.-.l.|m B'-‘ Pl E.‘EE 1:I'ﬂdll1_un (Hants County
I » Basingstoke). The origin of these sherds,
Aowever, remains uncertain.

Discussion (see Table 20 and Fig 52)

1:::;4&"‘?—‘; can be identificd in pottery supply at
200 thc-m' 'l‘ﬁf_-' are an early period (up to £ AD
the Berin F'fﬂ century up to ¢ AD 275; and finally
i D-cnu-;ir}’m cAD 275 o thc. fifth century. In the
main ficds up to ¢ AD 200, Well 4) there were two
Wares mj"“]"ifl“ in the assemblage: the Farnham
Ihu:n:;.,. the samian wares. In additioh to these

ere small quantities of other wares such as the

‘white ware” flagons. This period is when the site was
comparatively small and had only limited trade
connections. This is shown by the small quantities of
samian (which never exceeded 4.5% of the assemb-
lage), and the fine wares (which never exceeded 5.0%
of the total assemblage). These are small proportions
in comparison with many other sites in the early
period. The assemblage thus seems to reflect the
site’s size and comtacts.

In the second period which ran from ¢ AD 200 to 275
{fup to Well 2), the total quantity of fine wares
remained low, although there was diversification in
supply with Nene Valley, Rhenish ware, and Local
Red wares becoming small, although significant, ele-
ments in the assemblage. The coarse wares remained
dominated by the Farnham wares although Black
Burnished ware did appear in small quantities. This
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‘r“"“;'“n_ﬁdltl mn in the assemblage was probably the
L\'.Tll;.f n.:,m;; factors, ].-”u'.f.[‘ the site was beginning (o
i ; _ﬂ"_- 1 L"h-l.ml.' time as the _I-::miu:;m pottery
Sy was expanding to supply its wares to a large
':rf" of the South-east (Milletr 1979a; Lyne and
_JI"'i"I"'_”‘-"‘ 1979). This would have given local people
~_~'-vhlultu & wider range of pottery. Secondly the
!h:rdizu:::“:-t-’?;m.l ware was 1icu.'|min,g_in the early
|3!d£lu|';z|_[||n_:r: lernng greater oppertunities for other
T 'c. J;J\Eaku over the fine ware market.
v L"'L'l._“.:] !ﬁml-ht ene Valley wares in the assemb-
Hab I'n'u:mrj!j in small quantities, shows how one

d Clurer was exploming this advantage.

B

xl,‘.l?:_.lzlr-'.m‘j.!%““d is that from ¢ AD 275 into the fifth
i - 15 penod shows a very different pattern
frtg :“:rl"'f'{ periods with a wider diversity of fabrics

urces further afield. The fine wares were

the ¢

dominated by the New Forest and Oxfordshire
products, whilst Nene Valley ware, Rhenish ware,
Local Red ware and Pevensey ware are occasionally
represented. These fabrics show the increasingly
diversified contacts of the site which are also demon-
strated by the very wide distribution of Farnham
wares at this period. The coarse pottery also shows
an increasing variety with mortaria always present
for the first time, and late Roman grog tempered
ware a frequent component. Despite these changes
the rotal percentage of fine wares remained compara-
tvely low at around 5% of the total assemblage
throughout the fourth century (although it rose to
9.7% in the late third century). When compared
with other contem poraneous sites such as Poriches-
ter. where the total of the fine wares is about 20% of
the total assemblage (Fulford 1975b; Fig 141, 76
178), it becomes important to explain the differ-
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ences. Three factors of importance should be
dered

LONAl-

|.  Neatham was near, and thus dominated by. 3
mapor coarse ware producing centre:
2. Porichester was near the coast, and within easy
reach of a major fine ware producing centre:
3, Portchester was probably a militar

sile,
whereas Neatham was cssent

ally civilian

Before the relative importance of these factors can be
assessed o will be necessary 1o collect much more
information on this aspect of pottery assemblages
However, there is further evidence for the distance
lactor i the Neatham evidence. This 15 avatlable in
the percentages of New Forest and Unxfordshire
ware. The evidence in Table 20 umply shows thar
the New Forest wares are marginally MOOe LW PoOrLant
than the Oxfordshire wares As the site is 67 km
Irom the Oxfordshire kilns, and 56 km from the

New Forest kilns the distance factor would appear o
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explun the results adequately (Hodder and Fulford
1975}, However, the make-up of the assemblages of
the two types of pottery is different, The New Fores
wares on the site are dominated by the “stoncware
tvpes, such as Fulford's tvpe 27 (Fulford 1975

The parchment wares and red slipped wares from
these kilns are uncommon, whilst they are the most

common (Uxfordshire types represented. A simuler

difference shows up in the mortaria which are
dominated by the Oxfordshire products. Although o
Is

¥

difhcult 1o draw conclusions about the relanve

-
Quality of the various wares it seems that where the
Uxfordshire wares were

supenor o Quabty, they
predominated, but where there was no Oxfordshire
I¥pe, or it was inferior in quality, the New Forest
wares were the more important. This suggests that
the two supplic

s were nod in direct comg
wore complementary
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. the m:!-'- t]::mr-aram':: dgl_a available. The MNeatham wvessels is a chronological development in the usage ::f_
A simu :JI "ff'ht‘fl'l classified according 1o a series of function- pottery in Roman Britain, as a part of the process ol
which i h“_m“g“““ proposed elsewhere (Millett 1979b).  Romanisation which may reflect changes in cocking
Ithough ® v cture (Fig 69) is somewhat uneven with and cating habits. Against this background certain
e relal .-,I;"m_””'“ from the overall pattern which may result  features may be picked out as unusual, Pits 17, 20
where B¢ M;“ small sample size, or from functional variation  and Oven 1 stand out because of their small sample
ity e .'\n 5 the site. Certain points are however clear. The  sizes, but Well 6 has a smaller proportion of dj-‘:h"'i‘
xfordshi® i'u[:w”“'n" of storage jars in the assemblages remain  and jars, and a larger proportion of bowls than might
ew Fore! i h';_’:.]'t through time, whilst dishes and jars appear  be expected at this period d‘:SP_l“-' the fact that over
rgests et the teline slightly in importance in time. In contrast 100 vessels were counted. This may suggest that
qition B - Mortaria, beakers, flagons and bowls become there was some particular function taking place in
:-l-,,:: Ij"]‘“ﬂunl in the later assemblages. The same  this area of the site. Collection of more such data for
T.|;,~r.n“".h"‘“"’|”ﬁiﬁll trends are also shown on other  comparison is required before the interpretation of
h ot * (Millett 1979b, Fig 13 - note that the figures  such anomalies is possible.
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required. Secondly
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This group was
the Crruberhau and the R
British pottery [rom it

can therefore be seen as
residual. This is supported by the fact that the
verage sherd size for pottery from layer B was rwice
that for laver A »condly the whole
tamned a larger than usual pereentage
labric of Farnham ware (6.8

feature con-
of the Tilford
al the sl assem-
blage). If we look only at laver B. whi h is less likels
to be residual than laver A the percentage rises 1o
10.5% of the assernblage. The increase in the relative
quantity of this fabric is also seen on other carly
century assemblages in the Sou
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-cast (Millert 1979,
I'wo explanations can be offered for this
phenomenon

I. that there was an increase in production of the
lilford fabric towards the end of the period

2. that the fabric continued to be produced for
longer than the other Fa s albow
ing it o

At present no choice can be
alternatuve explanations
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Chapter 4

The Coins

by R A

This discussion is divided into two parts, with the
first considering the site finds, and the second, the
hoard from Arca A, Well 2.

The coins are listed on fiche (M1/8-79) and summa-
rised in Tables 3, 5, 7, 9, 11, 12 and 19 following the
descriptions of each Area. All coins, including the
posi-Roman and unstratified, have been included.
Initial cleaning and conservation, and preliminary
listing of the coins from Areas B to F was undertaken
by Mr Peter May. The coin lists present full descrip-
tions because of the difficulties in attributing poorly
preserved coins specific catalogue numbers. Dr
Simon Keay kindly prepared the list from the 1979
excavations {Area B, trench V).

1,066 Roman coins from the excavations are summa-
rised in Table 23, which does not include either the
195 coins from the hoard, or 251 uncertain or
modern coins. Before examining these figures in any
detail it would be helpful to put the total into
perspective.

Even if most of the coins from the site were to be
recovered the total amount in monetary terms would
be relatively insignificant. Dividing the list arbitrari-
ly by centuries, there is a total sum of less than four
demarnt from the first century, and approximately
seven demarii from the second. The sums for the
third and fourth centuries are more difficult to
quantfy. For the period AD 193-260 there are
ipproximately twelve demarfi (counting an antoni-
franus as two denarn, and ignnring possible non-
panty between base metal, plated and silver denarii).
I '-W-Illl_ be argued that raking into account the
j'_’ﬁ?gru-.m-{; debasement of the denarius between the
irst century and AD 260, the sums of four, seven
ind twelve demari are not very different in terms of
?!l""”f content or purchasing power, and any varia-
-\';lm 15 due to chance. The coins of the period AD
.;mL:jf-'fmmnrgsn:! similar sums. Up to AD 364
s mi:u i:umdu.u.-d a fixed proportion of silver
ibtentions, :rr[l:.j_ur W0 per cent) \u-h_n_'h was -.'I|:.-1rl_'_-' an
s, :uldt ; “-:.UT- to the alloy. After AD 364 silver
g ]EL&I}{L' A .m _!'m.lrth Century source gives a
194, 217 mjunz;lu_mlns to t_';d-;.,'h.gul,d coin :Ru_'wu
o betwe ]r!-mr. 2} which wulh the gold:silver
R \_'11|'; .ll -L]'II.‘H' and 1:1% gives at least 100

from the \ ltlr _tfl.l.h silver one. Ihus the 48 comns
€ site which date to AD 388402 are equiva-

Merson

lent to about half a silver coin. It is apparent that
despite the wide variation from CEntury to century in
terms of numbers of coins recovered, the total value
of the coins in terms of silver varied very litte. In
terms of gold all the coins probably amount to the
equivalent of less than two aurei or soldi, underlining
the fact that the finds represent no more than a very
small residue of the currency of Roman Neatham,

This may be explained by multiplving our totals by
50 to produce a very rough estimate for the coin
losses from the whole site, and attempting to present
this in terms of prices and incomes. Unfortunately
there is little such information relating to Roman
Britain, the only example known to me being in
Duncan-Jones (1974, 126) so it is necessary to use
other sources such as army pay (Webster 1969,
256-260). The basic pay of a legionary in the first
century was 225 demarii per annum. Domitian in-
creased it to 300 denarnt and it remained at that level
until the reign of Seprimius Severus, but it is not
known how much was actually in coin, rather than
being deducted for various expenses, or recorded in
an account in the soldier's name. The troops would
have received some coin for incidental purchases,
perhaps an absolute minimum of one demarius per
legionary per payday. A total site loss figure of some
100 aurett or 2500 denarni from some 350 or so years
can therefore be seen to represent an average of
seven denarii per vear for the occupation of the site; a
tiny proportion of the pay of even one legionary.
Expressed in these terms the total value of the site
finds can begin to be seen in dim perspective.

Returning to the overall summary for the site in
Tahle 23, it is clear that the picture is very similar to
that from other civilian sites in Roman Britain
{above, 5; Fig 4. Although by comparison with
neighbouring towns a few more first and second
century coins might have been expected, there are
sufficient early coins to support the view that the site
was continuously occupied throughout the Romano-
British period. Radiate and other copies are included
in the tables as being contemporancous with their
prototypes (eg radiates AD 259-296, and fallen
horseman copies AD 348-364). It is not clear how
extensive the third and fourth century copying was,
but it looks as though the imitations were produced
during the troughs in the supply of coins from Eh:'
continent and were therefore filling a local need. The
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suggestion that the radiate copies weére a currency
which was discarded as worthless following a period
of rapid inflation 15 not borne out by the compara-
tively small quantities of these coins found on _th:-‘
site. Expressed in terms of value or purchasing
power there is no indication that losses are dispro-
portionate to those from any other period.

A comparison with other settlements is more likely
to be informative than a simple examination of the
figures for Neatham alone. Only in this way will any
deviation from the normal currency pattern stand
out (above, 5).

Table 25 shows the figures for Winchester and
Chichester compiled in the same format as those for
Neatham. The Winchester figures were published by
Recce (1972), and the Chichester figures are based
on the information in Winbolt (1935), Down and
Rule {1971} and Down (1974). The number of coins
from Chichester is surprisingly small.

The figures from Winchester are very similar to
those from Neatham except for a noticeably larger
percentage of coins of AD 364-378 at Neatham, and
of the period AD 338402 at Winchester. The
difference between Winchester and MNeatham in
Period XIV probably arises from the fact that the

Table 23. Summary of the comns from all Areas.

Period Date AR AEl
I 27 BC-AD 41 1 -
Ila AD 41-54 -
ITh AD 5469 | -
111 AD 69-96 1 1
IV AD 9%6-117 - 3
vV AD 117-138 3
Vi AD 138-161 2 (1]
Vila AD 161-180 - 3
Vilb AD 180-193 - 3
VIII AD 193222 4

IXa AD 222-238 4 -
IXh AD 238-259 2

X AD 259275 |

X1 AD 275-295/6 | i
X1 AD 294/6-317 = 1
Xlila AD 317-330 = 2
XIIb AD 330-348 - -
XIv AD 3458-364 i =
XVa AD 364-378 - *
Vb AD 364-378 - -
XVl AD 388402 —
Torals 15 21

Excluded from above: Hoard from Well 2
AE uncertain and modermn

Coins from 1971 trial trenches

Neatham coins are tabulated by size (AE 3/4) whilst
Reece has gone by the denominations copied (AF 7,
although this poeint remains to be confirmed g

The figures for Chichester are more difficul; ¢,
interpret and more information is needed. The figure
of 119 coins from seven sites seems very low, ang
there is an almost complete absence of Theodosian
IS5Ues, 4 matter for comment in an ares “‘hich1 it is
claimed, remained a Romanised enclave ungl 'u.'g_'J.[
into the fifth century (Welch 1971). The problem ;.
complicated by the fact that the coin sequences an
most Sussex villa sites are said to end around AD 37
(Cunliffe 1973, chapter 6.

The figures for Silchester presented in Table 24 gre
based on a list Kindly made available by Dr Reece.
As the list was compiled some years ago, the exgq
division between the periods and denominations is
lacking, so the coins have been arranged by reign as
near to the scheme as possible. With all their faults,
and the possibility of contamination or the presence
of dispersed hoards, the breakdown of these figures
shows little significant difference from those for
Neatham. The coinage prior to 260 is present in
greater proportion compared with Neatham, SUg-
gesting a difference in the nature and history of the
WO SITES,

AE2 AE3/4 total

percent

= = 1 0.09
1 1 0.09
= = 1 0.09
] - 3 0.28
1 - 4 0.37

1 - 6 0.62
5 13 1.21
o g 3 0.28
E - 3 0.28
4 0.47

- - 4 0.37
! - 3 0.28
= 444 444 41.65
3 6 10 0.93
= 22 2 2.06
- 270 270 25.37
-+ 94 103 9,66
3 120 120 1125
- 3 3 0.28
- 48 48 4.50
17 1012 1066 100.00

= 195 coins
= 276 coins
4 coins

y WY
24, Supmniar

e

o D
~=5 27
! Al
s Al
I Al
i Al
f Al
i Al
Vila ;::
Vilb :
Vil Al
[Xa Al
Iih Al
¢ Al
" Al
i Al
(omstantine I

{illa Al
411 Al
IIbEY

XV Al
A Al
Vb Al
1V AL

Excladed: Ancient B

Tabie 25, Swmmary of

VINCHESTER

Fermd I
I 27 BC
[l AD -
Il AD
i{] AD ¢
; AD 5
W AD |
Vi AD |
i AD 1
|

e AD |
% AD |
Iih AD 2
K AD 2
b AD 2
Xl AD 27
il "a"nf 29
ity AD _1_|
Xy AD 3:

AD 34
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.09
0.0
0.0%
(.28
0.3
0.6
1.21
(.28
0.28

SUMMARIES OF COINS FROM ALL AREAS

e 74, Summary of the Stlchester comn finds,
Tabeg £%. :

Period Date Numbers
| 27 BC-AD 41 L_'l'] (including 9 republican)
1l AD 41-54 57 (Claudius)
b AD 54469 22 (Mero)
1 AD 69-96 151 (Civil war to Domitian’
v AD 96-117 87 (Nerva and Trajan)
\ AD 117-13%8 87 (Hadran and Sabina)
Vi AD 138-161 113 (Antoninus Pius and Faustina senior)
Vila AD 16]1-180 87 (M Aurelius and Faustina junior)
Vilb AD 180-193 35 (including Lucilla and Ci ispina)
VI AD 193-222 80
IXa AD 222-238 48
Xh AD 238-259 21
X AD 259-275 | 2386 (including all 200 Gallienus, 30 “Tetrici’ and 657
XI AD 275-296 |  radiates
X1 AD 296-317 40
Constantine | 301
¥1la AD 317-330 42 (Crispus)
XIITh AD 330-348 1113 {including Constantinian, 526)
XIMEY 150 (Constans and Constantius I1)
v Al 348-364 86
XVa AD 364-378 820
Vb AD 378-388 8 (Magnus Maximus and Fl. Victor)
XVI AD 388402 397
6351

Excluded: Ancient British = 16.

Table 25 Summary of the cotns from Winchester and Chichester.

WINCHESTER

Period Date AR AEI AE2  AE34
I 27 BC-AD 41 1 - - =
lla AD 41-54 L o 5

I AD 54-69 2 2 =
LI AD 69-96 I : 10

4 AD 96-117 ; 1 -
AD 117-138 = 5 5

VI AD 138-161 1 2 2 -
Vlla AD 161-180 1 5 |

b AD 180-193 £ g .
o AD 193-222 2 5 ! =
e AD 222-238 2 - -
- AD 233259 2 . . -
::l AD .E}:'-)—E?ﬁ | = ! 374
il AD 275-294/6 |

_:E[“ AD 294/6-317 = 13 =
T 3 AD 317-330 = - 24
},\-].Ill.h AD 330-348 = - lod

AD 348-364

Toral

=] LA D e e B LY

P o I

L

P
b L

160

0.31
0.90
0.35
2.38
1.37
1.37
1.78
1.37
0.55
1.26
0.76

0.33

37.57
0.63
4.64
0.66

17.52
5.51
1.35

12,91
013
6.25

percent

0.13
.63
(.25
1.39
0.13
1.26
0.63
0.88
(.00

Percentage




Perod I Yare AR AEI
XVa AD 34378 1

Vb A 37E-3ER

XVl AD IRR-402

Totals 13

Excluded: unknown number

Table 25 Summmary of the

CHICHESTER

Period Date AR AE]
| 27 BC-AD 41
Ila AD 4]-54
b AD S4-69
11 AD 69-94 |
v AD %-117 1 !
\ AD 117-138 .
il | AD 138-161
Vila AD 16]1-180 |
Vilb AD 180-193
Vil AD 193222 | 1
IXa AD 222.238
IXb AD 238-259
X AD 259275
X1 AD 275-294/6
X1l AD ¥46-317
XIlla AD 317-330
XIIb AD 330-348
X1y AD 345-164
XVa AD 364-378 ;.
Vb AD 37B-388
xVi AD 38E-402
4 f

Excluded Ancient Briush I
AR denarius |

AE 34th century 5

AV Solidus s |

8

The Hoard from Well 2 (Fig 20: for list see
Ml1/21]

Although the 195 coins recovered represent all or
most of those surviving in the pit, it is umpossi ble 1o
determine whether or not this is the whaole of the
onginal hoard. The uncontained nature of the find
means that it may include one or two stravs. as it
possably represents only the residue left behing when
a much larger hoard was recovered. If 1}
oot the complete hoards

A I COMNS are
ire ey representative and

do the coins represent a cross-se tion of the currency

NEATHAM CHAFTER 4: 1

coins Ffrom Winchester and Chichoster, contmued

NS

gs A0 them. A

[ -
= 1d ! i by Rocex
AE2 Al Total Dt b poards
L . ri
i sing four hina
33 t i} '-"'ﬂf;‘q AD lhh]
< 5 0.563 -k i # hl“ d‘h-
: fper 1
61 61 0 “m__:,un hoard con
AD 150 153,
¥ 679 792 99,98 bnubiicae type of

« it is differcnt
urds caved D Re
w363 are all large
o of M0 showing U
|'-l'- gifficult 1o point
¥ fhe four ‘ahnor
y prma Chrownsci
yTi-388, but M

AE2 AE3/4 Fotal Percent D
tsemhall (N umiomal
| l 0.84
2 2 1.68
1 1 .54
] ] S 04 Tk 3. Comparis
2 | 6% " |
1 : 383 =
I ] 0.84 Reriod Y
0.84
.10
2 |68 pre-270
10, ) Tk I‘..".'.r::v:
0 ) .“h-l]:‘
- 100
6 6 30.25 .48
| | 0.84 HL U
i b £ TR
44 i4 16.97 JTh- 384
i : 147 ST
G = 6.7] Sman
l | 0.%4
1 I 0 5
il |
2 o7 '] R

in circulation in the early 390s? The presence of the
oldest (pre AD 330) coins in only
the pit serves as an indication of the
involved in attempting to answer these questions
Lompanson with other hoards of similar date g
gests that the hoard could easily be both comphese
and representalive

the upper part

probien

F'wenty-two late fourth century bronze coin hoards
from Roman Britain : Reece
1974a); these range 0 size from under M o 08
4000 coins, but 17 of the 22 hoards have under 600

are summansed by




. io them. A ‘normal’ 'I'hm:dm_i.L_n hoard iz
S |_1mt‘i'-' Reece (1974a) and his definition includes
JI:ImF| » 77 hoards summarised. Like Neatham, the
ddin Tnur hoards contain a maximum of 10% of
mlm.lnl.?ﬁ.alj 388, suggesting a date of deposition
s I,?.'r‘:hi“ date. It should be pointed out that the
:tl::!r:a1:1 hoard contains five large bronzes of the
neriod AD 350-353, and no small coins of the Spes
I-‘F.tu blicae tvpe of AD 356-361, and in these re-
ok iI( is different from even the four ‘abnormal’
‘P{:}:;., cited by Reece. The five bronzes of AD
I;:;E_g.(;\_l. are all large L'uins._in f;nq-s:l_ mm_li{jun with
ane of Iwo showing traces of the original silver wash.
It is difficult to point to a similar huur_:.l 1o N-_‘.‘Hh.:l.m.
Of the four ‘abnormal’ hoards I..m!r.- I,:Ln_gmrt.l
Numismarte Chromicle 1906) has 439% of '[ht: coins of
AD 378-388, but Meatham has none; \'(-uj_'lc and
Redenhall (Numsmatic Chromicle 1946) contain large

lable 26, Comparison of Wiveliscombe and Neatham
Hoards

Perod Wiveliscombe Meatham
pr:.‘—:?u - - | “._',-'-':!"u
Gallic Empire 10 0.9% ¥ 3.6%
2710-317 - - 2 1.0%
317-330 3 0.3% 1 0.5%
330-348 74 6.5% 21 10.8%
B304 2 5. 4% 34 17.4%
34-378 B0  76.0% 121 62.0%
378-38% 17 1.5% - =
385402 78 6.9% 3 1.5%
incertain 29 2.5% 5 2.5%
Totals 1139 195

HOARD FROM WELL 2

Toral

w9

percentages of coins of the period AD 330-364, and
the Gallic Empire respectively; leaving only Wivelis-
combe similar in composition, although not in size,
to Neatham. A brief account of the 1139 coins was
published by Hill (1946), and it is compared with
Neatham in Table 28,

The composition of the Wiveliscombe hoard is simi-
lar to Neatham in the long period covered by the
carly coins, and the dominance of coins of the
Valentinianic period. However, there are no coins of
the period AD 378-38% from Neatham whilst Wive-
liscombe has 17 | 1.5%). MNeatham also has only 3
coins (1.5%) of the period AD 388402, compared
with the 78 coins (6.9%) from Wiveliscombe. All the
evidence therefore points to the Neatham hoard
having been deposited very early in the Theodosian
period, perhaps ¢ AD 390,

Table 27. Summary of the hoard from Well 2.

Period Number of Percentage of
Coins total
(AE 3/4 {10 nearest
unless stated) 0.1%)
pre-253 1(AE 2) 0.5
253270 - =
Gallic Empire 7 i6
270-294 l 0.5
British Empire - -
294307 - -
307-317 1 0.5
317-330 | 0.5
330348 7 3.6
348-350 2 1.0
350-353 S5{AE 2) 26
353360 2 1.0
Fallen horseman
copies 16 8.2
Magnetian copies 9 4.6
364-378 121 62.0
375-388 = =
388402 3 {.5
4th century 4 2.0
Uncertain 1 0.5
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Chapter 5

The Small Finds

by Mark Redknap

with contributions by Dr Giles Clarke,
Dr D Peacock, John Shepherd,

The small finds from cach Area were examined at the
end of that excavation, and preliminary reports
I'hru_:\sl'l,'d h:\. Mr G H Cole. The bulk of the present
report has been compiled and produced by Mr M
Redknap using Mr Coles’ drawings for objects from
Areas D 1o F. Additional drawings have been pre-
pared by Miles Ellis (wallplaster), Simon Jones {Area
B, trench V finds), Martin Millett {Leather) and
Jane Timby (stonework). Mr V Snetterton-Lewis
also compiled descriptions of the objects from the
197% excavations (Area B, trench V).

The catalogue is presented by material, and grouped
by Area. The object numbers are also used in the
trations. In the catalogue the contexr is given at
the end of the description, together with the likely
date of deposition (all dates are AD).

The Objects of Bronze
The Brooches
The late Mr M R Hull, MA. FSA. writes:

l. A rather large T-shaped bronze brooch with
mnged pin. The rather long crosshar is almost
.. ] .WL_[h several vertical mouldings on a flattened
.| surface. Tt_m hole for the axis-pin may have
N‘IL:I:.r.IJ.”T:j:“ ]:ﬂll._i in a saw-cut and hammered over,
B Semi-circular behind and hollowed down
:I:1'!|::,I|:-:”(E]|: 2.1.\:11;:“ cenl r:al. rih:_inl.'.'.u'dr; the toe are
S cross-mouldings. The cawch plate is
"mpke with one round hole,

Li‘:lg':lmikl?hls _ltni:.]un‘_ilj_ my l.:z-.'p-uricu-_-u_. 'I'h;_: long
ring hrmthjngrq pin 15 ]‘Jrnlubl_y.' derived from a
Pe can be ;:.u[ ":-I same description, and a proto-
&cession nu:nhc;“- -;Iin rhc. British Museum (no
0ng crosshar lm;_d“ Do provenance) with similar
Eroup of ml!Ll‘l.]an‘ 5:]3‘T|:'lfi!~_alnd a somewhat similar
et modidngs at the ot A proble s posd
“ntral ang tw ¢ almost cylindrical bow, with one
il type, 1 marginal ribs. This is of the Polden

» but the Dolphin type also often has a long

, l.}r Martin Henig, the late Mr M R Hull,
V' Snetterton-Lewis and Dr Jane Timby

ornamental crossbar: among these is a hinged Dal-
phin from Richborough (Cunliffe 1968, brooch 26).

:I_']u' hollow face of the bow is difficult to parallel.
There are a few known with hollow, simple, rounded
fluting: from York, Lincoln, Cirencester, Leicestor
and Stratford-on-Avon, But these are all Polden Hill
types with short or comparatively short crosshar
(and all spring). These are two hinged variants of the
Dolphin type in which the bows are decply grooved
with V-shaped grooves but our example is a wide,
shallow V-groove with a central rib.

Whether our brooch is derived from Polden Hill, or
Daolphin type, this fact, combined with the long
crossbar and the round hole in the catchplate, would
date it to the mid first century.

Arca F, Burial 4 (later first century).

2. A Nauheim derivative brooch of iron with a
spring of three turns, narrow far bow and short, flat
catchplate to which the bow drops in a smooth
curve. This brooch belongs to a group distinguished
by the profile of the foot, with parallels from West
Lavington, Upper Upham, Ashdown (Berks),
Armsley, Stockton, Cirencester, Cold Kitchen Hill,
Caistor-by-Norwich, Bussel Down and Silchester.
The distribution seems to be pretty general, but
concentrates on Wiltshire to some extent.

Area F, Structure 23, surface (third—fourth century).

3, One of the very small and varied forms of the
Hod Hill series in bronze. The head is ryvpical in Hod
Hill form: below it, on the bow, is an oval boss
between two roughly knurled mouldings. 1 know
nothing really like it although there are one or two
{unpublished) of the same class. The date is prob-
ably Claudian-Neronian, certainly pre-Flavian.

Area F. Structure 23, surface (third—fourth century’.

4. Bronze plate brooch. Around the rim are ten
rounded lugs; the centre of the disc is now empty,
but may have held a stud or enamel; 1t 1s nurn:-und_l:d
by two enamel rings, the inner rather narrow \'-"Ilh
red enamel, the outer wider with blue enamel. The
pin was sprung on i single Iug.
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Bronze objects from Arcas E and F
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These prooches are not at all common and never
woped the size of this example. The pattern is
;M“”‘, gither an open star, or a circle of round spots
_oanected by festoons, in each case the enamel is in
o colours. A similar example comes from Kate's
Cabin, Thistleton. It is not clear wi'_ta: may have
occupied the Jarger space: a large boss is most likely.
[ cam quote [wWo Cxanu:l.llﬁ _“‘hl:t‘:.‘ these survive and
e conical, one from Kidlington ilIu_ntcr and Kirk
954, Fig 26.10), the other from Corbridge, but
these are on disc brooches of other types. Date
unknown. :

Area F, Structure 24, unstratified (third—fourth cen-

[y

5 Bracelet of wire twisted in part and with flat twisted wire
wiral decoration. Found clipped to brooch 1, above, Probably
mid 1o late first cenury AD.

ires F, Burial 4 (later first century),

i Braceber of wire, twisted in part. From laver above road
urfsce Area E, trench A (third-fourth cenmury). Not illustrated

Plasn finger ring from below the clay foor of Structure 23,
hres F (third—fourth cenmury), Not illustrated

i Simple fnger ring with incised vertical lines. Unsiranfied, area
o Structure 25, Area F (third-fourth century

5. Ring setting with green glass inset. Above Hoor of Structure
21, Area E (third-fourth century),

Broewe chisel with a short tang, possibly used for decorative
working, Below clay floor of Structure 23, Area F
fourth century

Smafl bronze fitting. Unstratified, Area F, near Structure 25
ourth century).

sted with decorated hemispherical head, slot in square
shaft, and a globular head. Unstratified, Area F, near
tare 24 (third-fourth century)

R*‘CU-'IH'!J]H fitting with chamfered ends and top, with slot
. Unsiratified, Area F, area of Structure 26 (third

'5-'"-"?5‘-'_["4‘-'-‘ with loop at top, perpendicular to the surface
® hamness mount. Area E, trench L (third—fourth

" o 'ur‘:.'

15

Sl

Bronze figurine broken off at waist, with worn
spension hole between crooked arm and head, and
a4 . x| a
< mm deep slot from the shoulder to the waist on

e left hand side.

Dr Martin Henig writes:

tg;ﬁ{um"r '}_I a bronze figurine, male figure. The
& s “ftlh I-..'I.I'.I the head, and the l¢||r by the side.
g r%"d f']_thll'_-' to the right. The figurine
"_"”‘J'-'f;:ﬁsw-cn ut sufficient of the face with its
il.'|_h-|_-1-|_r.|:‘: of t?}’:’“_"- and the simplified striated
the opinion 'Ih'k hair, remains to ulluw. us to hazard
YeSion of the At ‘”“b i5 no import. It is probably a
M8y ot rnui:h'r'ri.il-kmm'n L}jcmn Appollo, and we
Y0¢ from 3 1 more at:#.r'":unphﬁhcd renderings of the
1967 ap > —utch terp (Zadoks-Josephus, Jitta et al

h Louvigils (Faider- eytmans 1957, 35

BRONZE OBJECTS

103

and pl 13.58: not g funerary genius as stated) and

Vriani, Yugoslavia (Popovie
3 sl: \OpoviC er al 1969, 87.7 ;
:':]L'-u: },xa“n;[;[;; ug the Bibliothéque Naaiuna;f:.ﬂa:ﬁ
nela 3, 31.109) and i e (1976
eialgt in Boucher (1976, 131

1:'.El_;"-:lyrlrg;:n of the type was a Praxitelean statue,
ich was used both for representations of Apollo

and also for figures of Dionysos-Bacchus (Hen
1978, 117). o Dhonysos-Bacchus (Henig

16. Part of a braceler of twisted wire with wrapped end and hook
or loop. Above foor, Structure 19 (late third century)

17.  Plain finger ring with nine facets, Above floor, Strocrure 19
(late third century)

I18. Plain finger ring with rectangular, plain bevel, Surface of
courtyard between Structures 19 and 20 (late third—fourth -
tury).

19. Finger ring with double band decoration and uptumed
terminal. Above floor, Structure 19 (late third centuryl.

20, Tweezers (Cunliffe 1971, 109,597, Above floor of Structure
19 (late third century).

¥

I.  Spoon-shaped spatula broken off ar bowl. Infill of Well &
third century)

Il. ‘T'-shaped fitting. Above Aoor, Structure 19 (late third
century).

23, Curved needle. From Pit 22 (late second-mid third cen-
ry).

24, Pin with fused green glass head. Above Boor, Structure 19
(late third century).

25. Brooch. The fare Mr M R Hull, MA, FSA,
Writes:

Nauheim derivative brooch with a straight bow and
several cross-grooves or indentations struck, more or
less, squarely across the bow, possibly with a cold
chisel.

Many such types were found at Fishbourne, and the
type seems to have been centred there. Few have
been found elsewhere. The date is generally pre-
Flavian and at Fishbourne before the date of the
Palace (Cunliffe 1971, type II). Defences, layer 3
{late third—fourth century).

26. Rectangular strip of bromze with repowssé ornament consist-
ing of a border of small dots down each edge. Length 43.5mm,
width 12mm. Defences, layer 3 (late third—fourth century;

27. As 26 and probably from the same object. Length 4%mm,
width 12mm. Defences, laver 3 (late third-fourth century). Not

lustrated

7% Plain wire bracelet, simple hook terminal. Circular in cross-
section, Dinmeter ¢ 40mm, Defences, layer 3 (late third-fourth

century ).

79, Thin bronze wire bracelet, cach terminal :nll_nl Twice
around the body ta form expanded fastenings. Hl'lﬂftl'.. Similar 10
31. Defences, layer 3 {late third-fourth century). Not ilustrated.
3. Wire bracelet as 29 (Cunliffe 1971, Fig 1 11.24A). Defences,
taver 1 (late third-fourth century).
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wiire bracelet as 29 Defences, laver 7 (miad third cenmury

Frve cxamples of bronze bracelets of twisted wire of
aked termin Brodribh
laver 3 (late third-fourth

ated with punched border and
72, Fig 32.31). Length 29mm

ent of terminal and body of braceler; flar and rec-
1 cross-section. Body tapers at end, and turning inward
ground itself 1o form terminal, Crrmamented by
ng shallow notches

oped an
iransverse grooves and interve
e from side to side. Length 43mm. Defences, laver

fourth cenfury

ber, flar and recrangular in cross-section
IFAnsverse Krooves, separated
Is which are given oval form
i

nags of
« plain p
angular notches the corners of each
nates in a hook for fastening; r end lost (Cuanliffe
111.311. Defences, laver 3 (late third-fourth cenmury.

i

, flat and rectangular in cross-section
1. Decorated down centre by
layer 3 (late third-

£, Fragme bracelet, rectangular cross-section. Decorated
caving raised mg-zag aleng length,
s, laver 3 (late third-fourth century

with tnangular moichin
22 3mm. Defe

42 Ower face onlv i3 decorated, with al e [rangular
ng &5 41. Length 41.5mm. Defences, laver 3 (late third-

o finger ring of De-shaped cross-section. Diameter ¢
mm. Defences, kaver 3 (late third-fourth century

G- SECT

. Flattened ends
. Diameter 18.5mm.

er mng of rectungular c
rated with disgonal transverse grooves
¢4, dayer 3 (mid third century).

Ring of flat cross-section. Decorative clement restricted to
als, consists of groups of transverse grooves separated by
w notching. Pairs of grooves diverge towards square cut
ome of which 15 embellished with raised circle. Didmeter
#mm. Defences, layer 3 (late third-fourth cen

Iy

f round D-shaped secti
ed transverse curs SEHLT
length 45 5mm (Cunliffe 197

y decorated with groups
ed by transverse moulded
1, Fig 111.29). Defences,

sl firger ring of rounded reclangular cross-section. Plain
: 5. Deamieter 16.5mm. Defences, laver 3 (late third-fourth

= linges ring of sharp D-shaped cross-section. Diameter

o S e ]
=n. Defences, laver 2 ploughsail

Inger ring of D shaped cross-secti

1. Owverlapping
v -oated on front face by three raised facets, the outer
UPPOTting very
tified

they ical grooves. Diameter 19mm. Area C, unstra

nd -j‘i-j.lrj.-,:.pﬂh-.l.d Uce al shank, tear-shaped probe at onc
T, By '.; ,:"I“" YEX blade ar the ather Length 175mm (Neal

2 4 eI and St Joseph 1974, Fig 31.67). De-
second-third century

1971 ¥ decoration, pne arm bro
1, Fig 113 54

i Totencs 32
Cuy it Ny i; length 45mm

. Defences, laver 3 late thord-fourth
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5. Ex ]
xpanded tweezer end. Leng

“of end. Length 16, 5mm, Defences live

mid-late third centuryy TR,
33,  Bronze nail cleaner, iy lindrical,
I.Ir.lm.tl' WOrE, with SUSPCRSHON ring ol top for attachment
chatelune. Bend allows for thickness of shaft. Length 52.5m
Lon Mus Car 3 1930, pl 39, 3 |“-:‘|: I-I G (
i 2 Liade therd=tourth

decorated by two bands

Defences, laye

54. Bronze pin with green glazs head. Length ¢ 57 %mm
Defences, laver 3 (late ghird fourth century .

3. ‘Mandolin® shaped spoon bowl: width 2

Amm [Cunliffe 1965
Pl 44.160). Defences, lsyer L

mid third cenfury).

'l tiened bronze sheet, Pear shaped, tapering into a narmow
extension bends back 10 form s hook. Possibly a pendant or
distorted spoon bowl: width 30mm Hobley 1969, Fig 21.11%,
Defences, layer 5 (mid shird CEREry

37. Decorative bronze sted with rectangular shaft and circular
head. Ornamented with three concentric panels, the middle
containing enamel; leng 2mm {(Cunliffe 19 Fig 52.165)
Dxefences, layer 3 (late third-fourth century),

58. Bronze object; back decorated by
grooves. Length 25.5mm. Area C, unstrat

of frapsverse

50

Bronze object with expanded end, Purpose unknown,
Length 29.5mm. Defences, laver 3 (late third-fourth century).

60. Bronze stylos end; shank circular in cross-section, Length
47mm. Defences, laver 3 (late third=fourth century),

61. Stylus, poimt and scraper loss, Circular in cross-section,
Length 68mm. Defences, layer 3 {late third-fourth century),

62. Stylus point (#). Rounded square cross-section, Mo decors-
tion. Length 32mm. Defemces, laver 3 {late third-fourth centurs

63. Bronze petal ormament; two perforations for attachment 1o
b or leather. Diameter 10mm, Defences, laver 3 (late third-
fourth century)

&4. Bronze plate, decorated with three panels: bower with fruit
matifs; middle with grass (#); and vpper plain. Hedght 13mm
Defences, laver 3 (late third=lourth century).

65. Trangular broneze sheet with small perforations at cach
rounded apex. Decorated sath single incised line border and fant,
concentric arcs on ane side. Height 27Tmm. Defences, layer 3 (late
third

rth century).

66. Brooch pin, point missing. Three coils, Probably the coil
from a Mauheimn derivative. Length 31mm. Defences, layer 3 (late
third=fourth century). Mot illustraned

67. Brooch pin, probably from a Nauheim derivative. Length
40.1lmm. Defences, layer 5 (mid third cenruryl

68. Flatrened bronze sheeer. Length 36mm. Defences, layer 3
late third-fourth century). Not illustrated.

6%,  Rectangular bronze plare with attachment holes in each
corner, Length 23.5mm. Defences, laver 3 (lae third fourth
century). Not illustrated

70. Bronze plate with rivet, Length 16mm Defences, layer 5
{late third-fourth century ). Mot illustrated.
71. Square bronze binding Length 30mm. Defences, liyer 3
late third-fourth century) Mot illustrated,

aft and domed head. Length vancs

T3_TT msds with square sh o
72 . Souds with &g ver 3, except 72

from 10 o 25mm (average 1boum) l]..'l'rn..e:x. £
from laver 5 (mid third—fourth century Nt illustrared
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T8, Riveted stud with large domed head of thin :\!IC‘L'E fuxed foa
square sectioned shaft (Frere and 5t Joseph 1974, Fig N-:”l-
Length 40mm, diameter 12mm. Defences, layer 3 (lare third-
fourth century), Not illustrated.

79, Stod with far head and square sectioned shafi. Length
12min. Defences, layer 5 (mid third cenmry). Not ilhastrated.

8.  Semi-circular decorated bronze plate. Decoratson |||:||'ltt'$$&'|.1
o surface. Probably n box fimtng. Defences, layer 3 (lane
third=fourth century)

Fig 72. Small Find 80. Bronze object from Area C.
Scale 1:1.

81. Brooches. The late Mr M R Hull, MA, FSA,

WriLles:

A small cruciform brooch of Hull type 190 almost
exactly similar to Bushe-Fox (1949) brooch 55.
Brooches of this type are regarded by Dr Van
Buchem as forerunners of the heavier cross-bow
breoches, and date to ¢ AD 170-200. The peculliarity
of these brooches is that the central knob is very
often cut off flat ar the back. The end of the foot is
usually square and not rounded as in this example.
Hull reference 9878, Area B, Well 6. layer B (mid
fourth century).

82. A disc brooch, probably Hull type 249, which
may have had an ornamented, embossed plate sol-
dered onto the front. The brooch has a transverse
catch, a feature which also appears on knee brooches
before the end of the second century. These
brooches generally date to the first and second
centuries AD. Hull reference 9879, Area B. Pit 19,
layer B (fourth century).

83. A fusiform or shurtle shaped brooch of Hull
type 273, being a typical example with yellow emamel
studs. It is 63mm long, and the larges yet found.
Two corded bands across the middle are separated,
whereas they are generally close together. The type
is difficult to date because, besides the several fiound
at Nor'nour, they are Very scarce. Since the magority
of the 250 Nor'nour brooches are second century it is
presumed that this date also applies here. Hull
reference 9880. Area B, surface, trench IV,

84. A Nauheim derivative with flattish bow

and
cold punched grooves down each side,

Length

45mm. Area B, surface of Structure 13 (late thiird.
fourth century).

85. A Nauheim derivative with the pin missing
The bow is fat with a gradual wper from h!'p:
swelling 1o knife-edge foot which is beng g right
angles to the main axis. No kick at the head: the bos
tapers into two-coill springs. Bevelling down the
sides of the bow. Length 37mm. Pit 21, layer 4 (mid
fourth century).

86. Brooch pin, probably from a Nauheim derivative. Lengy
27mm. Pit 6, surface (late third century). Not illustrareg.

87. Fragment of 3 brooch pin. Length [4mm. Pir ), laver C
(late second cenmiry). Mot illustrated,

88. Dr Giles Clarke writes:

An interesting little hinged buckle found in layer &
of Well 5 where it was associated with Theodosian
coins, late Oxfordshire and Alice Holt portery,
together with chalf-tempered pottery, Maothing de.
finitely post-Roman was found in the layer and as he
site as a whole discloses no evidence for subsequent
occupation, it can confidently be ascribed to the final
stages of the Roman period. The buckle jtself i
complete save for its broken tongue and although
corroded shows few signs of wear, This suggests thar
it was not made long before it was deposited and thys
that it too is of very late Roman date. As such it is an
extremely useful addition 1o the small corpus of well-
dated and complete belt fittings of the latter fourth
and early fifth centuries (Hawkes and Dunning 1961:
Hawkes 1973; Hawkes 1974; and Clarke 19797,

Owverall the buckle is narrow (plate 19mm wide) and
elongated. It is made from four elements: a long,
rectangular bronze plate; a rectangular bronze loap,
an iron ongue — now incomplete — and an iron
hinge-pin, round which the other parts of the buckle
pivot, The plate is ornamented with lines of dif-
ferently sized repoussé dots, and the loop, whose
terminals clasp the outer ends of the hinge-pin, is
decorated with slashed diagonal incisions. The sa-
lient points about the buckle are its clongation, its
hinged construction combined with its rectangular
loop, and the decoration on the loop and on the
plate. Each of these points are significant to a
typological understanding of the piece, and accor-
dingly require more detailed comment.

Buckles like this with elongated plates were a charac-
teristically British type of object in the late Roman
period, They were made to fasten a form of narrow
belt (less than 20mm wide) which became common
bere in the last third of the fourth century, and some
of them have plates much narrower and more elon-
gated than that on this example. Most such buckles
have zoomorphic ornament on their loop, and these
were classified as dolphin buckles of types A and [Bin
1961 (Hawkes and Dunning 1961, 41-50). The plate
on this example is exactly the same shape and size 5
that on a type [A buckle from Silchester (Fig 13.1%
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Buckles with a hinged construction are comparative-
v unusual in the late Roman period. On the conti-
nent (Clarke 1979 V' 20) they were only in vogue in
:EI-.‘ middle third of the fourth century when they
were used to fasten the elaborate two-strap belts with
propellor stiffeners which were almost certainly
military uniform. These continental buckles have
apen-work plates and their loops are either plain and
rectangular or decorated with confronted animal
heads. In Britain the latter type were widely imitated
for use on standard-width (30-40mm) single-strap
helts from ¢ 350 onwards and these imitations were
classified as Type IIA dolphin buckles by Mrs
Hawkes (Hawkes and Dunning 1961, 50-57). So far
in Britain no hinged buckles corresponding with the
first continental type, with a rectangular loop, have
been recognised, but here our buckle from Neatham
ic important, for it seems to fill this gap: it has a
rectangular loop and a hinged construction. With it
we should perhaps group two rectangular loops from
fourth century deposits at Portchester Castle, which
are described as harness fittings, but which surely
belong to belts (Cunliffe 1975, 203, Fig 110.21 and
17, Taken with the Neatham buckle these finds
leave little doubt that hinged buckles with rectangu-
far loops were used in fourth-century Britain.

But in their construction, these three pieces are not
tvpical, for their loop-terminals clasp the ends of the
hinge. In this they contrast with continental hinged
buckles and with British tvpe ITA buckles all of
wiose terminals return at the base of the loop, and
have affixed 1o them small collars, which interlock
with further collars extending from the plate and so
lorm 2 slot through which the pin passes. The only
paraliel in this respect is provided by a most unusual
Iype IA buckle from Upper Upham, Wilts (Hawkes
and Dunning 1961, Fig 13, g) which alone of its type
43 an independent hinge-pin, clasped at its end by
'.I:u.- loop terminals. This and the Neatham and
Fortchester pieces suggest that loops so arranged
may be a feature of British buckles in the fourth
fentury, in the case of the rectangular — looped
buckles perhaps serving to distinguish them from
their continental counterparts.

]\iﬁ:iﬂagi;nal cuts which decorate the loop of the
|c;rr;i-n:|]-] _“'-3‘-_1‘-‘ extend across its full width near the
- -Dd : drr,dhm“ at the corners, and run along
‘”"lnh:flt o y on the loop’s outer side. This very
e r:f:mﬁu" |5~matchcd on the Fuc:an_g_ulur loop
Buckle quLF buckle fznrq Lankhills, Winchester
Type 1A E;Lt 'kI]T?';} grave 234) und_un the loop of the
28 5 the T: .-Lh.mm 5=|¢h':5lt._:r with a plate the same
196 Fig Ht._u am vxampl; ( E'I..{.'I.'.-'kl._"&i’ﬂnij l}!.mmm:
limes '“'-’-'&rd;.:l.;l. I.h‘-‘ intensification of the diagonal
they are leaing termunals of the latter could suggest
head such g Jet':*l‘ to something, perhaps an animal
hinged m{m- i11a.1_[_un the Upper Lphaﬂ_ﬁ Ix'pt_* IA
S0ch fearures. a r[ hwf are however no signs of any
the ‘.'-lrrllﬁ.i{_;.nl‘ f[‘ ‘L‘ll.ﬂ-l It f_l.u- to be pointed out that
decoraive dc[:{' 1 ‘¢ terminals is s0 heavy that all
ail has been lost.
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L‘F:;I::‘[r:;';dl' qfuflta[f[1n~' consisting of lines of dots and
_ &5 circles and CTESCEnts, 15 a feature seen on
several late Romano-British buckle plares "'i;;-m ~" ]I'
these plates are neither narrow nor c!:mg}zﬁéd :Lt:ij'
must have been fitted to standard width belts .srT:i
WI.-.mm surviving, the associated loops are plaj.:; and
'-1‘;{:!.: l'—]‘ﬂ;':}Jl];-J‘E ICL}TC t_mrrj .Rlicl'_atgumugh (Cunliffe
» Pl 35.107), springe (Whiting er af 1931, pl
7, Fig 3} and Lankhills (Clarke 1970, Fig 6) and on
all these the dots form a diagonal cross and border
Other plates with embossed decoration are narrow
and elongated and must have been fitted tw the
narrow British belts. This type is represented by
plates from Portchester (Cunliffe 1975, 201-3, Fig
110.17 and 18) and Colchester (Hull 1958, 118, Fig
T”.Ei.. by the type IA buckle from Silchester
-._I_I:w.'.kc:" and Dunning 1961, Fig 13.i) and bv our
Neatham buckle. Apart from the Silchester example,
no Type I buckles have embossed decoration: on the
five other decorated Type I buckle plates still
attached to Type T loops, the decoration is almost
invariably incised (Fig 1.16; Fig 13, g and I; Fig 15,
m; and Hawkes 1973, pl 22). This could imply that
the buckles used to fasten the narrow British belts
gcnm'u_l]}' fell into well-defined types, each involving
a particular form of loop and a particular form of
plate. The Neatham piece suggests that where the
plate had embossed decoration, the loop was rec-
tangular, or, if not that, at least without zoomorphic
ornament. The Silchester Type IA buckle which is
similar to the Neatham buckle in its plate and loop
seems 10 be an exception. But the decoration on its
loop is extremely simple and, alone amongst the Type
I buckles, requires imagination to see in it con-
fronted animal heads. Perhaps then it is not a Type
IA buckle at all but one of this group with an
embossed plate and non-zoomorphic loop.

It 15 clear that in all its features, the Neatham buckle
falls comfortably within the range of fourth century
British buckles. It has enlarged our knowledge of
that range in two important respects: it has indicared
that hinged buckles with rectangular loops were
made in Britain, and it has drawn attention to a
group of buckles with non-zoomorphic loops and
embossed plates that were used to fasten the British
narrow belts. But in being made for a narrow belt
and having an independent hinge-pin construction,
the Neatham buckle discloses something of a con-
flict. for those two attributes almost never character-
ise the same buckle. One has only to look at the
differences between Type I and IT dolphin buckles to
see this: the former were made for narrow belts and
lack hinges, while the latter have hinges but are of
standard width. Why then should the Neatham
buckle display such a mixture?

The reason could simply stem from the fact that the
Neatham buckle is the first complete hinged _hucl-:l-:
with a rectangular loop to be rcmg_::iwd in this
country. It could be that, unlike the hinged dolphin
buckles. all such buckles made here were fitted 1o
the narrow belts and had long narrow plates, But this
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is unlikely, partly because the two Portchester rec-
tangular loops are far too wide for a narrow belt, and
also because of a fixed-plate buckle recently disco-
vered at Wye in Kent (Hawkes 1974, 389 Fig 3.7).
The latter 15 of standard width (40mm}, its plate h-:lh
openwork arcaded decoration, and its loop is plain
and basically rectangular. It is perhaps the fixed-
plate equivalent of a hinged buckle with an arcaded
plate and a rectangular loop, and it would bear the
same relationship to such a buckle as the fixed-plate
Type IIB dolphin buckles (Hawkes and Dumnning
1961, 57) bear to the hinged Type ITA pieces. The
importance of the Wye buckle here is precisely that
it does suggest the existence of a hinged equivalent in
this country and thus that the hinged MNeatham
buckle is unlikely to be a standard British hinged
buckle with rectangular loop.

In these circumstances it would seem more probable
that the Neatham buckle is in fact a hybnid piece.
Among the well-defined types of late Roman buckle
there are several examples which are definitely hy-
brid: the example from Upper Upham has already
been noted and beside it should be placed a loop
from Lankhills (loop 496 from grave 283) which in
shape and size is of Type I, bur in decoration is of
Type III (Hawkes and Dunning 1961, 59-60). The
same hybridity could well explain the Neatham
example. Like the Upper Upham buckle it could
well be a piece made for a narrow belt to which has
been fitted an independent hinge-pin appropriate to
guite another kind of buckle

It cannot be said that the owner of this buckle was
Germanic, for there is now no reason to suppose that
the narrow belts of the kind the buckle fastened were
ever specifically associated with Germanic settlers
(see Clarke 1979 for discussion on this point). More
difficult is whether the owner held any official or
military position.

Hinged buckles on the continent belonged to belis
that do seem to have been military, and the hinged
Type IIA buckles in this country may, by virtue of
their insular character and distribution, have been
used by local, native forces. Presumably any hinged
buckle with a rectangular loop and openwork pJ'ml:
would also have had similar associations. But as we
have seen our Neatham buckle is a long wav re-
moved from such hinged pieces, and, unlike them, it
will have belonged to a narrow belt. In the present
state of research, there is no reason to associate these
narrow belts with military or official personnel: their
fittings are common on rural sites. and they have been
found in at least two Anglo-Saxon female graves of the
early fifth century (Hawkes and Dunning 1961,
47.5, Fig 1.14-16; Hawkes 1974, 387). In the light
of this evidence, any military or official connections
for the Neatham buckle would be ar best tenuous.
Area B, Well 5, layer A {late fourth—fifth century).

89, Two rectangular plates riveted together by seven smsds
Possibly a belr plare; length 36mm, width 25, 5mm (¢ hapman and
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Johnson 1973, Fig 22.10). Arca B, surface of Structure 13

fare
third-fourth century).

o). Fragment of bromse wire,

1 - &l
one end, possibly a simple bangle. Length 67mm. Area B, Well
laypers A-C (mid fourth century 4

circubar in cross-section, (i

Q1 Bracelet of thin bronde wire, square CrOSE-20Ctim, will
each terminal coiled twice around body 1o form expanded fasten
ing. Wire twisted to resemble twisted double-strand tvpe. Lengy
12Imm. Arca B, sutface of Structure 13 (lame third-fourik
CETRERITY i

92 Fragment of braceler composed of 1wo strands of Bronze
twisted together and lightly bammered 1o produce 3 circulss
cross-section. Length 46mm. Area B, surface of Striscture I3 iu';l
third=fourth cenmuryh

93, Fragment of D-sectioned bracelet. Plain except for 3
of three grooves on ong side. Length 74mm,
E (early fourth century],

n 3 ¥ :“LII.
Area B, Pit 14, laver

94. Fragment of a bracelet, fattencd Deshaped cross-sectiog
Decorated with cold chisel punched zuz-#ag line which bevomes
disipinted at one end, Length 146mm. Area B, Well 5. layer A
lare fourth-ffth century

95. Fragment of a braceler, flar rectangle in Cross-section
Ornamented by central line of hollow dots and inter VERIng pairs
of tnusgular side notches. Length 3%mm, Area B, Well 5. lavers
A-C {med fourth century).

. Bracelet with oblong cross-section, only the narrow out
facet is ornamented by trangular notches on alerns sides.
leaving raised facets. Length 41mm. Area B, Well 6, lavers AL
(mid fourth century).

97. Az % but with only outer face ornamented by square
notches on alternate sides, leaving a stepped nidee. Length 37mm
Area B, Pit 19, unstratified

98. Fragment of & bracelel, outer face only decorated . with
shallow transverse moulding, Length 62mm., Area B, unstrarified

#3.  Narrow outer face only decorasted on braceler of ob
eross-section, and consisting of raised panels, each separated fre
the next by 34 light ridged transverse mouldings. Length S0mm
Arca B, Well 6, lavers A-C (mid fourth century

IM-101.  Two fragments of bracelet similar 1o 97 but of differ
ent widths. Length 102mm and 44mm respectively. Ares B, Well
5, bayers B oand A (ke fourth-ffth century).

102,  Thin fragment of braceler, decorated only by plan ramed
panels; length 53.5mm. Arca B, surface. wrench TV

103. Plain heplagonal finger ring of sharp Deshaped  cross-

section. Diameter 22mm. Area B, surface of Structure 13 {late
third-fourth century

M. Octagonal hinger ring; reclangular i cross-section. Deco
rated with central groove fAanked by light punch grooves. Dis-
meier 1N 4mm. Area B, Pit 19, surface {fourth CEnNELY

1053, Finger ring of D-shaped cross-section, decorated with light
ridging. Diameter 18mm. Area B, Ditch 2. laver A {early thind
CEMILry ),

106. Tweezers. Flar sheet bronze. Plain Length 44mm. Area B,
Well 5, laver A (late fourth fifth century)

7. *Mandolin® shaped spoon bowl, Width 26mm. Area B, Put
14, layer A (early fourth century)

108. Bronze spoon handle, both ends missing, Rectangular 1
LTOSS-Section; - tapers . owards bowl end, [(Conliffe 1972, Fig
359, Area B, Well 6, laver A (mid fourth cenmry
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109, Bronze ring; circular in cross-section, tapering to one end
Both ends broken. Diameter ¢ 25.5mm. Area B, unstratified

110, Bronze balance arm with central suspension lug and balas-
ter moubded terminals. Length 99.5mm. Area B, Well 5. laver A
(late fourth-fifth century

1. Spatula-headed needie or stylus. Length 91mm. Ares B,
Pit 13, layer A (lae third—early fourth century).

112, NMarrow sinp of sheet bronze. Width 2mm. Bent. From Pit
6, surface (late third cemury), Nog lusteaned

113, Flat fragment of bromze plate. Length 27 4mm, Arca B Pit
20, layer C (late second century). Mot lustrated

114,  Seven fragments of thin bronze sheeting. Area B, Pir 16,
faver C (late third century), No lustrated,

MEATHAM CHAPTER 5 SMALL FINDS

s f 2‘; [

Fig 74. Small Finds 123-135, Bronze objects from Area B, Scale 1:1.

115,  Fragment of bronze sheet binding. Area B, Pit 19, unstrs
tified (fourth century), Mot ilustrated.,

116-119, Bronze studs with square shaft and round hesd
Length varies from 9.513mm. Area B, Pit 9, laver A (116, 117
late second-third centuryl; Well 6, lavers A-C (118; mid foarth
century); and Fit 20, laver C (119: late second century). 117-119
not dlustrated.,

120-122.  Bronze studs with hollow shaft and flat head. Length
varwes from 9-13mm. Area B, Pit 16, layer I (120 late thard
century); Pin 6, laver F (121 late third century); and Well &, layer
A (122: mid fourth century). 121-122 not illusirated

123. Small lozenge shaped bronze brooch with circular er
minals on corners. Inlaid with enamel, central vertical band
orange showing hollows for three insets, and yellow: spots o8
terminals. Remainder of enamel missing: maximum width 29mm
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19, itz

und bexd
116, 117
i fourta

y, 118

. LrI:SI
tape e
'ell &, B

rpare Bushe-Fox 1949, pl 29.49). Area B, trench V', plough
il
sy [halphin type brooch with perforated catch-plate and circu
= smament on top of bow. Length 44mm (compare Kenyvon
7 » 804, first—early second century), Area B, Structure 27

ady, F s

urisction trench (earlv—mid third cenury)

75, Dolphin type brooch with perforated catch-plate and in-
8 decoration on bow, Maximum length 54mm. Arca B, Ditch
_'. arly third century)

% Bronze pin probably from a brooch, Length 39mm. Ares
B, Pit 27 (third century)

17, Bronze pin, probably from a brooch. Length 2imm, Area

B, Dirch 2 (early third cenmry]

(7. Small bronze, zeomoerphic belt buckle with iron tang,
kes and Dunning (1961 type LA, conventionally dated 1o
the late Roman period. Heavily worn. Maximum width 20mm,
gaximam kength 18mm. The hinge bar 15 thickened in the centre
making the object more similar to a finger ring. This feature does
- m 1o have parallels amongst the other published examples,
heeas A/B, vnsiratifed.

129, Small belt buckle similar in style to others from the site.
s embossed dots along margins and three rivets holding
er plates (compare 26 and BE). Width | lmm, length 26mm

bably late Boman, Areas A'B, unstratified

130. Hinged strap end, kength 44mm, strap width 6mm (com
pare Cunliffe 1968, pl 37.121). Perhaps military. Area B, Pit 25
lte second-third century),

Naal cleaner, length 42mm, maximum width $mm. Area B,
h V, ploughsodl

13, Terminal to bracelet made from wisted bronze rod o
wjuaze cross-section, with spoon-shaped terminal. Length 62mm.
Area B, trench V, unstratified.

]
133, Loop of bronze wire with twisted terminal. Arca B, wench
V. ploughsal

u L1 Al Tl . i

Wire with expanded terminal. Area B, Structure 27
ceesnsition trench (third century).

135, Seylus with expanded and waisted rubber Length 51mm.
trea B, rench V, ploughsoil,

15 Two f
Well Wo frgments of bronze sheet with rivet holes. Area B,
cu

# (third-fourth century), Not illustrated

I_'fai‘.’_m:m of bronge sheet. Area B, drainage gulley (third
femhary). Mot dlustrated

:3' Two fragments of bronze sheer. Area B, Pit 26 (late
tad-third century), Mot illustrated

139 i !
Bronze stud, Square shaft and domed bead. Length 13mm

hrea B Sirpe a2 :
trated v slructure 17, construction (third century). Not illus-

130, B v

i rl'-"l?f Naubeim derivative brooch Length 49.5mm. Two
i id o oeaves across bow, Ares A, trench B, Period 11 (second-
Mud third conpypyy !L!-' 71

141 Hodlpw 53

4l third i-:-|-||"_|d with square head. Area A, Well 2, layer 100

r¥). Mot illustrated.
142
e A : : .

o r‘rlrx_mlkx. cach 4.5mm in diameter. Area A, trench

VI (second-fourth Ceniury

3 T

: wo Iy e
firaearhy :"H’l'll-l'l-w of bronee sheeting. Area A, Structure 3

second centuryl, Mot illustrated

SILVER OBJECTS, LEAD OBJECTS

111

144,  Small pyramid sh i
! 1 aped stnd, Width Smm, Area A, P 2
layer 135 (mid fourth century). Mot illusirated.

145, Small globule of broneze. Areg A Well 1,

fourth century). Mot il trated layer 34 (mad

146 Bronze boop o o by 3 Kl e, A h
P pro Iy from a buc w r
o it § uck rea A, trenc .

147.  Double sided bronze buckle. Ares A, surface of trench .

The Objects of Silver

148. Bracelet of two strands of silver, beaten slight-
ly to give an oval section, Terminal capped in thin
silver sheet. Other end missing. Length 5%.5mm
Area C, ploughseil. - .

145.  Plain finger ring of D-shaped cross-section,
Br_nn;r.-.: with a silver surface, Expanded terminal.
Diameter 22mm. Area C, ploughsoil.

lS_t}. Octagonal finger ring; rounded outer edge.
Diameter 21mm. Area B, ploughsoil above Structure
13.

151. Fragment of silver ring with D-shaped cross-
section, and setting for stone. Area B, trench V, post
hole 5 (fourth century).

152. Square headed pin, with setting on terminal.
Faces of head decorated with incised lines. Area B,
rubble of Structure 27 (fourth century).

The Objects of Lead

153. Fragment of crude lead ingot ¢ 62mm wide by ¢ 42mm
thick with chamiered top edges, length ¢ 65mm. Area F, beneath
fivor of Structure 23 {third-fourth century), Mot illustrated

154. Conical lead weight with flattened top and fron ning inset
Frobably a plumb bob o steelyard weight. Area D above floor of
Structure 19 (third cengury)

155. Lead nail (sic), square in section, flat hesd. Bent but
complete. Length 46mm. Defences, layer 7 (mid third century’

156. Rod of rough rectangular shape. Probably a casting flash
from maolten lead, Length 141mm. Defences, laver 3 (late third-
fourth century)

157. Lead object, square in cross—section with flattened expan-
sion to accept nail hole in centre. Probably a buckle clip. Length
66, 5mm. Area B, near Oven 13

158. Conical Jesd weight, with small hole in base. Probably a
steelvard weight. Area B, Structure 37 construction (third cen
ury)

159. Droplet of lead. Aren B, ploughsoil above Structure 27
Not illustrated

160, Trimming from a lead sheet. Arca B, Pit 26 (lare sevond
third century). Not illustrated.

161. Acorn shaped balance weight, with slight conical perfora-

tion, Arca A, Period Il occupation (second-third century
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142 © 1471

146

® s ta |-e 158

Fig 75.
164=166 at 1:4.

162, Rim from the edge of a bead tank or vessel. Area A, Period
VIl occupation (first-second century)

163. Two fragments of bead lining with transverse grooves. Ares
A, Structure 3 (frst—carly second century

The Objects of Iron

164. [Iron knife with tang, Area F, below floor of Structure 23
third-fourth cenmury).

165. Socketed iron sickle or reaping hook. Area F, gravel in
front of Structure 24 (third-fourth century),

166. Small socketed spear (Johnston 1972, Fig 1). Area F.
unsiratifsed

167. Sn
thard—{

mall iron cleat. Area F, gravel in front of Structure 24
urth century). Mot illustrated

168. Three-barbed object with circular, gilded (2} 1

op. Part of 4
door lock mec

nism. Area F, unstratified, area of Struciure 24

169,  Split spike loop with arms forged apart. Area F, bebow Hoor
of Structure 23, Mot illustrated

170.  Knife blade. Area F, above Hoor of Structure 19 (third
CERIUNY )

small Finds 142-166 and 170. Lead, silver and iron objects (all Arcas). Scale 1:2, except 154 and

171. Flar tapered plate with hole at end. Carpenter’s plane
blade. Arca D, above Hoor of Structure 19 (third century)

172, Part of an axe head, Area D, ploughsoil

173. Iron gouge, showing little sign of wear, Well & {third
CENTUry

174, Irom gouge. Area D, above floor of Structure 19 (third
CEATUY |

175. Small iron cleat. Aren D, Well 8 (third ceniury). Mot
tlustrated.

176, Small iron clear, Area D, above courtyard between Struc-
tures 1% and 20 (third-fourth. century),

177, Stylus with damaged eraser (Frere 1972, Fig 49). Arca D
above: floor of Structure 19 {third century)

178.  Stylus with damaged craser. Areq I, sbove Roor of Strue
ture 19 {third century}

179 Part of door lock mechanism Area D, ploughsail

!-‘if?'- Latch lifter with ring antached (Boon 1957, pl 27.6; Frere
1972, 185:73), Area D, Well & (ihird century

181 Fragment of binding with & single nail hole. Ares D, Well 8
(third century
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L Fragment of binding with one nail hole, and another
weatzining & dome headed nail, Area D, Well 8 (third century).

Fragment of binding with rwo nail holes. Area D, Well 8
entury). Mot illustrated,

Link and strap with a pivoted terminal bar and ring. Use

acerisn. Area I, hearth south of Structure 19 (third-fourth
ceRiury

N targe nail. Area I, floor of Structure 19 (third century)
B Eusirareg

SO -
Prick goad with spiral socket; length 30mm (MNeal 1974,
Defences, layer 5 (mid third century)

i Elrd!':n:"'l of knife tang and blade. Length 49mm. De-

fayer 5 (mid third century
4. Fragpme r
i 1 .1':._..||,|-.| of knife blade. Length 48mm. Defences, laver 5
o third ceppary

Fragment of
§ oy bment of knife blade. Length 44 Smm. Defences, layer
B third cenyry

Fr

S rgment af knife bl

. Fog ient of knife blade. Length 63.5mm. Defences, layer
el century

Fragmen:
ent of knife hlsde T » 3 -
mid thigd f knife blade. Length 63mm. Defences, layer 7
T Eniary
L 3 e
::._I' =ce brooch with sharp kicks at head and footl
e "
L Defences, laver 1 third-fourth century
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b. Small Finds 168, 171-184. Iron from Areas C and D. Scale 1:2, except 184 at 1:4.

193, Carpenter’s plane blide or more probably inon bucket
handle mount, flattened on one face and rounded on the other
Thickencd top plate is pierced by a hole for the handle, and below
this two rivet holes 1o secure the handle o the bucket (Cunliffe
1975, Fig 127.207; Frere 1970, Fig 66.53-4)." Length 93mm
Drefences, layer 10 (late second-mid third century}

194.  Fragment of won with rounded blade edpge; width J8mum
Frere 1970, Fig 62, 20). Defences, laver 3 (thind-fourth century

195. Tool consisting of a stem of square cross-section with flat
blade a1 one end; length 62mm (Frere 1970, Fig 72.15%). De
fences, layer 3 (third=-fourth century)

1%, Socketed ferrule or “shoe’ for attachment 1o woiden shaft.

H o f s - lave oF
Point square in cross-sectaon. Length 84mm. Defences, layers b=/
{mid third century)

197.  Socket for ol as 196 ength 1.29mm | Brwlrl':_'\-h eral 1974,
Fizr 34.24). Defences, laver 11 (late second—carly third century

198,  Gouge, shank square in crosi-section; length Stmm {Frere
1970, Fig 72.1521. Defences, baver 5 (mid third century?

thening bar for attachment toawoaden
clences, laver 3

199,  Socket with a streny "
handle. Could have come From a variety of twals, D
late third-fourth century)

700, Iron stvius. Complere. Length 113mm. Defences, layer 8
miad third century).

201, Iron stvlus, peinted tip bt length 62.4mm (Cunlifie 1975,
Fig 130.246). Defences, layer 8 {mid third century
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s Tron styfus point. Length 57.5mm. Defences, layer 5 (mid
iid centuryl:

wii [ron soylus end. Length Slmm Defences, laver & (mid

sheed cemtury:

lron sandal srud. Length l4mm. Defences, layer 3 (late
d-feaarth cenmuryl

7. Staple or cheat for toe of boot or shoe, Lengths vary
15 smm—48mm. Defences, layer 3 (206-7) and layer 5{205);
i thind—fourth cenfury.

110, Staple or cleat fior boot or shoe heal. Width varies from
Defences, layers 5, 8 and 3 respectively (mud third

cestury oawards)

Fragment of uron sirap !"IJEdJﬂ[E with sections of 1wo river
holes: length 7Emm {Cunliffe 1975, Fig 130.237). Defences, layer
5 {mad third century}

12 Fragment of binding strip with one nail hole; length 33mm

Weal 1974, Fig 76.592), Defences, layer 3 (third—fourth century).

113 Fragment of Y-shaped binding Length 48mm. Defences,

lver 11 (late second-early third century).

114, Fermale binding. Formed by bending an iron rod into a
square; length 37mm (Frere 1970, Fig 69.123). Defences, layer 9
g woond-mid third century).

1 Narrow plate, looped edge-binding. Length 36mm. De-
fences, Ieyer 5 (mid third century).

& Fragmen: of narrow iron strip, bent back on itself. Hinge?
Length 88mm. Defences, layer 4 (mid-late third century),

17, Mamow iron binding: possibly for knife-sheath. Width
#mm, Defences, laver 5 (mid third century).

218, Corved binding strip of D-shaped cross-section. Length

15mm. Defences, layer 3 (late third—fourth cenrury),

13, Flat binding strap; nail hole at end. Length 74mm. De-
Iences, laver 5 (mid third century).

0. Usshaped drop hinge, long arms narrowing into round
oned bar at curve; length 164mm (Frere 1970, Fig 66.59
=ees, bver 5 (mad third century)

D

2 Iron plate (door hinge ?) with nail hole at rounded end
“ngth |07mam. Defences, layer 5 (mid third century).

E

v Sragment of laich lifter. Length 222mm. Defences, layer

' e secondcarly third century)

m, s h i :

e !I':!l}:" latch lifter or hook, without suspension ring. Length
Mm. Defences, layer 11 (late sccond-early third century).

L] Comples

Length 271 e latch lifter with “fgure of eight suspension ring.
sagth 73m

m. Defences, layer 5 (mid third century)

i:"d :': lllmi’!'-""lih-k slide key with three teeth; length
o el 1974, Fig 71,382-8). Defences, layer 3 (late third-
= AUy

. Mook win I “unli
ot F;‘ ':i J-I::h nng for suspenswon; length 108mm (Cunliffe
' i 130.231), Area C, unstratified
Ty s
Al or staple. Width 78mm, bent (Brodribb e af 1973,

Fig 62 450: Cuet
ey 450; Cunliffe 1975, Fig 129.229). Defences, laver 5 (mid
ind cenpypyy -& . 1

Itom &1 r =
o s I_" "r""l"l'-"‘ Widths vary from 38-79mm. Defences,
e 230, layer 5 (mid third—fourth century)

iy 4
3%, o
ur iron staples of L-shape. Widths wary from

[RON OBJECTS

115
40-99mm. Defences, |
%, layer 5 exc 7
e 3 except 235, laver 7 (madl third
237. Fragmemt of an jron spike,

reversed Up w0 sec
wood. Length 3%9mm. Defe P “UfE o
), Jefences, layer 3 (late third fourth cen-

238, Split spike loop with rin
: : ap E passing through (Cunliffe 1975,
Fig 129.223). Defences. baver 8 (mid third c;:Lunl-::!.ll e

3 =
239, : I-shaped staple, oval in section. Nail hole at end of one
arm. Length 66mm. Defences, layer 3 (lare third-fourth century)

240. Iron rod with loo )
: ped ends. Handle (¥, Length 125
Defences, layer 7 (mid third cenury, : s

Ef‘l. Fragment of iron hinding (3], purpose unknown. Length
T-HIT. Defences, layer 3 (late third-fourth century), Noz illus-
Irare i

147 B e :
242, Fragment of iron ring. Diameter 38mm. Defences, layer 11
lare second-carly third century). Mot illustrated. ;

243. Square sectioned rod flartening into loop. Possibly stem
from a latch lifter or tumbler-bock, or ring-headed pin. Length
43mm. Defences, laver 8 (mid third century),

244,  Flat iron spatula blade with square-sectioned shaft, incom
plete. Length 47mm. Déefences, Layer 3 (late third-fourth cen
uryl.

245. lron object, bladed, with a square shaft. Length 75mm,
Diefences, tayer 3 (late third-fourth century),

246. [Iron rod with side lug. Length 147mm. Defences, laver 3
(late third—fourth century),

247. Iron spike with flatensd end. Length S3mm. Defences,
layer 5 (mud third century).

248. Tang or saple (#): length 532mm (Cunliffe 1975, Fig
131.259). Defences. laver 5 (mid third century).

249, Fragment of ron loop with two nngs and central nail
perforation. Chain attachment (7). Length 8lmm. Defences, layer
3 (late third-fourth century).

250, lron bar, square in cross-section. Purpose unknown; length
198mm (Cunliffe 1975, Fig 131.261). Defences, layer 3 (late
third-fourth century).

251. lron rod, square in cross-section. Purpose unknown.
Length 178mm. Defences, baver 11 (late second-carly third
century), Mot illustrated.

252. Iron rod, rectangular in cross-section, looped at both ends.
Length 70mm. Defences, laver 3 (late third-fourth century).

253, Iron strip with looped terminal. Purpose unknown, Length
1.5mm. Defences, laver 3 (Lae third—fourth century),

254. lron tag or nail. Length 60mm. Defences, layer 3 (late
third-fourth century)

255, Y-shaped sinip of unknown purpose. Length 43.5mm.
Diefences, laver 3 (lare third-fourth centery).

756, Rounded iren plate: part of a bowl? Width %5mm. De-
fences, laver 5 (mid third century). Not illustrated.

757, Fragment of curved iron. Purpose unknown. Length
48mm. Defences, laver 5 (mid third century).

oW1 - 78.5 fences,
258, [lron strip, purpose un:kﬂ:‘mu. Length 78 3mm. Defence
layer 5 (muid third century). Not lustrated.

arm broken. Possibly a spur. although

759 Iron object, one
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without heel hook or prick; length 84mm (Cunliffe 1975, Fig
60,520, Area B, Well & (mid fourth century).

260. Iron curb bit. Set at right-angles to snaffle links, the
figure-of-eight loops would be secured to the bridle, and a cord
passing below the horse’s chin which would act as a choker
whenever the reins were pulled; length 102mm {Frere 1970, Fig
162.23). Area B, Pir 14 (ecarly fourth century).

361, Prick goad, socket of wound spiral rwice wrapped around
shafi. Length 38mm. Area B, Pit 12, layer I {mid third century)

262. Enife with straight cutting edge and curved back; length
138mm (Cunliffe 1975, Fig 125.189). Area B, surface of Well 6
(mid fourth century)

263,  lron knife with curved cutting edge, and xl:r-l_i:-zh1 hu-r.ﬁ_i with
a tang. Length 130mm. Area B, Pit 14, layer F (early fourth
Ceniury ).

264,  Small knife, complete; length 148mm (Cunliffe 1975, Fig
126.195). Area B, Pit 16, layer C (late third century)

26%.  Socker with sirengthening bar which would have run back
along wooden handle. Length 131mm. Area B, Pit 15, surface
(mud fourth century).

266. Socketed hook similar to 265. Bar ends in a nail hole
Length 98mm. Area B, surface, Structure 13 (third—fourth. cen-
Tury).

267. Socketed hook, as 265. Incomplete strengthening bar
Length 110mm. Arca B, Well 6, layers A—C (mid fourth century).

268-269. Two shoe cleats. Widths 51lmm and 58mm. Area B,
Well 6, layers A-C (mid fourth century). 269 not illustrated.

270=-271. Two heel cleats. Widths 44 and 49mm. Area B, Par 14,
layer F (early fourth century), 270 not illustrated,

272, Shoe cleat. Width 40mm. Area B, Well 5, laver A (late
fourth-fifth century). Not illustrated.

273, Collection of fused hobnails from a leather sale (Cumliffe
1975, Fig 130.237). Area B, Pit 6, surface (late third century).
274, Iron stylus; circular in cross-section. Decorated on ex-
panded end with transverse grooves and incised cross. Length
73.5mm. Area B, Pit 21, layer A (mid fourth century).

275, Iron siylus, square in cross-section, Bolt shaped head.
Length 124mm. Area B, Well 6, laver A (mid fourth cenmiry).

i76. Iron stylus, circular in cross-section. Bolt shaped head
Length 124mm. Area B, Pit 13, layer D (late third-carly fourth
century).

2771-278. Two strap hinges probably from the same type of
ohject. Mails pass through perforation on one arm into corres-
ponding hole opposite. Two holes on each arm. Maximum lengths
103mm and 110mm respectively. Area B, Pit 21, laver B: and
Well 6, layer I (mid fourth century).

279, Iron binding strap. Width 70mm. Area B, surface aof
Oven 2

280, Irom collar, probably from a pipe. Diameter 38mm. Arca
B, Well 5, layer B (late fourth—fifth century).

281. Key for a bob-spring padlock. But would originally have
been square; stem ends in rolled loop; length 230mm (Brodrilsb o
al 1972, Fig 40.181; Neal 1974, Fig 71.392). Arca B, unstratified

28I, lron key handle with suspension loop. Rectangular in
cross-section, end missing. Length 122mm. Area B, Pit |4, laver
C (early fourth century),

283, Heavy iron cleat. Broken. Length 58mm. Area B, Pir 15,
laver E (late third century)

284, [Iron cleat or drop handle (7). Body ol V-shaped crpgs.
section, Length #4mm. Arca B, Pit 16, laver D (lare third
CETFLUTY }

285, Fragment of drop or loop hinge formed from plare expang.
ing at end 0 receive nml before forming hoop. Length imen
Arca B, Well 6, laver A (mid fourth century),

286.  L-shaped drop hinge. Length 45mm. Area B, aney ol
Structure 13 (third=fourth century).

287. Binding angle with nail hole. Length T7Tmm, Area B, Wl
5, layer A (late fourth=ffth century)

288, -lron finger ring with bezel for gem setting: stone ncw
missing. Dmameter 20mm. Arca B, Dirch 2 (late second-cariy
third century).

289, Small rod with ends turned inio lipped hooks for Suspe-
sion. Length 6dmm. Area B, Well 5, layer C (late fourth-fisih
CEmiury 1

290, Iron nng. Diameter 48mm. Area B, Pit 6, laver A (late
third century). Not illustrated,

291. Fragment of iron ring; square in cross-section. Diameter
47.5mm, Area B, Pit 6, laver A (lae third century), Mot
illustrated.

292, Fragmem of iron ring. Triangular terminal a1 one end
Diamerer 44mm, Area B, unstratfied

293, Iron hook with shank for attachment. Length 88mm. Arcs
B, Pt 21, laver B (mid fourth century),

294, Small wron heok with attachment hole. Square in cross-
section, Length 60mm. Area B, arca of Structure 13 (third—fourth
centuryl,

295, Iron nuil, square in cross-section, Tip missing. Length
82mm. Area B, Well 5, layer B (late fourth-fifth century

296, Iron bar, purpose unknown. Length [48mm. Area B, Well
6, layer A (mid fourth century

297. Irom skiller handle; suspension hole at end, Length
14%mm. Area B, Well 5, laver B (late fourth-fifth century

298, T-shaped staple. Length 59mm. Area B, Well 6, layer AL
(mid fourth century)

299, Corved iron plate with dome-headed rivet. Width 118mm
Purpose unknown. Area B, Pit 14, laver E (early fourth century

300, Fragment of iron plate, Square with three perforations for
altachment. Length S0mm, width 75mm, Area B, Well 6, layer A
(rud fourth century). Mot illustrated.

] Spring, pan and part of the bow of & brooch of uacerian
form. Area B, Pit 26 (late second—early third century

2. Knife with long tang of square section. Overall length
178mm. Area B, ploughsoil above Structure 27

03, Knife blade Length 6%mm. Area B, ploughsail above
Structure X7

3. Rod with expanded terminal, probably a stylus. Length
23mm. Arca B, Pit 27 (1third century

305, Angle-bracket with slightly expanded terminals. Each arm
¢ tdmm long. Arca B, Pit 25 (late second-third century)
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Fig83. Small Finds 310 and 317. Iron from Area

W, Asymmetrical bracket, arms. 25mm and 107mm long re-
pectively, Area B, dramage gulley (third century).

o0p, made from square-section bar. Length 58mm. Area
ge gulley (third century).

. “P-shaped loop, made from square-section bar, Length

Hmm Area B, drainage gulley (third century

3. Sandd stud. Le
h cenfury

l2mm. Area B, Structure 27 rubble

lustrated

Iron I-'"'\-;'I,’.I Area A, surface of east-west road

Iron blade with tang. From Well 1, layer 71 {(mid fourth
7). Not ilbustrated,

Small wound wire ring. Diameter 18mm. Area A, Well 2,
T 03 (Bt fourth century). Mot illustrated

X The end of a metal punch. Length 47mm. Area A, Well 2,
R (hate fourth century). Mot illustrated.

Length 3mm. Area A,
0 illusorared

i with the top missing

3 -
A ihrst—carly second century)

*mall punch or stvlus end. L
Ay scond century)

h 43mm. Structure 3

Not illustrated

ron. Purpose uncertain. Area A, Strociune 4
it lustrated

Fragmen of

ed century) N

Slag like com

- i, possibly a furnace wop or the handbe of a
%l Area A

S ;
eriod 11 (third-fourth century).

The Objects of Pas e and Glass

W Half 3

. i r: lon bead of grevish-white paste and pale blue
5¥ i Area B 2 . %
30, Area E, ahove floor of Structure 21 (third

I Smiy

GLASS OBJECTS
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A. Scale 1:2.

319, Glass bead. Area E, above floor of Structure 21 (third-

fourth cen ury ).

340, Glass bead and bron=e wire necklsce. Area E, above fioor of
structure 21 (third-fourth cenury).

Fragment of the rim of a vessel: blue-green. Ornbent,
e seratching,
1 20mm,

3il.
tubular rim folded outward and downwards. So
especially along top of rim; indescent. Diameter «
5 (mid third century).

Defences, laver
322,  Fragment of shallow bowl rim; blue-green, similar 1o 321
although smaller; diameter ¢ 160mm (Cunliffe 1971, Fig 141.70),
Defences, layer 5 (mid third century)

323, Fragment of the rim and side of a cup; pale greenish-blue
Vertical sided, thickened rim. Surface scratched. Diameter
s2mm, Defences, layer 5 {mid third century}).

324. Fragment of cup rim as 323, and possibly from the same
vessel, Defences, layer 5 (mid third century)

i > . 3 P |
125 Fragment of vessel side, clear, mould-biown and decorated

with ‘pimple’ lines. Defenoes, layer 3 (late third-fourth century).

Fragment of body, clear, Ribbing and dot decoration N_wl

16
oman. Defences, layer 3 (late third-fourth centu

definitely

prismatic bottle, Base
I dimple on
73, Fig 52.178

Fragments of bottom of & {our sided .
wtric circles on underside, Ce
. Fig 75.14; Brodr
late third-fourth century

127
Hat
inswde
Defences, laver

Two cond
cfe i

s
3

T'wo green glass beads, Diameters 4 and Gmm. De-

328-319,
fences, layer 3 (late third-fourth century}.
130, Cylindrical glass beadd. Defences, faver 4 (mid-tarer third

ceniury
ameter 1 7mm
= X 1] 1 bloe glassy finish; dismeter 1
o s noes. laver 3 (late third-fourth
Cunliffc 1971, Fig 6%.4-2k Defences, kayer 3 01

CEnury




331, Fragment of the footring and lower part of a bowl @r cup;
light green. Footring solid. Surface scratches, air bubbles, mop-
ient iridescence. Diameter at foor 35mm. Arca B, Well §, layer A
(late fourth-fifth century)

333. Fragment of vessel base, blue-green. Thin concave: hﬂ_'l':
air bubbles, surface scratches especially along bottom/edge. l?lz_l-
meter of base ¢ 30mm. Area B, Pit 16, layer C (late third cenmry),

334. Fragment of vessel side; pale green to chear l:'l:(.:ﬂrJ.ll-"\l
with parallel ribbing; air bubbles (Frere 1972, Fig 76.5.24-6)
Area B, Well 5, laver B (late fourth-ffth century).

335. Fragment of square bottle side; bluc-green. Air babbles.
Arca B, Pit I8, layer A (lare second-third century):

3136, Base of vessel. Clear wath air bubbles. Area B, Well 5, layer
B (late fourth-fifth century).

337.  Fragments of bowl; dull clear. Rim outsplayed, thin sides
thickening at bottom into base. Air bubbles, iridescent. Dizmeter
¢ 100mm. Area B, Pt 14, layer H (early fourth century),

338. Melon bead. Light blue paste. Diameter ¢ 2lmm. Area B,
Well 7 (mid second century

The Area A Glass
Mr | D Shepherd writes:

339. Fragment of nim and part of the body of a beaker; rim
outbent and knocked off, left in rough state. Greenish glass with
fine bubbles and impurities (Isings 1957, 129, form 106<). Area A,
Well 3, lawer 158 (mid third CEnTury)

30. Fragment of base of a beaker; centre slightly pushed in.
Greenish glass with fine bubbles (lsings 1957, 126, form 106}
Area A, Pit 2, layer 135 (mid fourth cenmury)

341. Fragment of reeded handle of a cvlindrical bottle. Dull
green glass (Isings 1957, 157, form 127 Period 110 OCCUPRTIOn
late third-fourth century). Not illustrated.

342-353. Twelve body fragments of greenish glass from an
indeterminate number of vessels, 342 -352 are vellowish green,
353 15 green. All are from thin walled beakers or bowls except 352
which &= a fragment from the lower part of the body of a thick
walled bowl. The metal of all are as 342-343 Area A: Period [11
occupation (third-fourth century); 346-7 (Period LTI occupation

first—third century); 349 (Structure 7 — second centuryy; 352

Structure 3 - first century). Not illustrated.

354. Fragment of rim of a beaker; rim slightly outbent, chick
ened and rounded in flame. Pale greenish-blue glass (Charbes
worth 1974, 206, u). Area A, Period 111 occuparion (third-fourth
CEATUY ).

355. Fragment from the vertical angle of a botele; mould-biown
Thick bluish-green glass (Isings 1957, 63, form 50). Area A
first—carly second century), Not illustrated.

356-358. Three fragments of bluish green glass, 356 probably
from a wessel similar to 355. Area A, Period II1 [third fourth
century). Mot illustrated.

359, Fragment of rim of a bowl; rim outsplaved horizongally,
Lip thickened and rounded in flame. Dull green glass (Charles-
worth 1974, 206, 1), Area A, Period IV occupation {second-
fourth century)

360,  Two fragments from the base of the neck of a small bottle,
Dull, greenish-blue glass with miany strain cracks. Area A (firsi-
second century). Mot illustrated.

361-371. Eleven fragments of dull greenish blue glass from an

NEATHAM CHAPTER 3
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indeterminate number of vessels, all thin walled, Ares A p
IV {second-fourth century) except for single cxamples from
Darch 1 (first century), Structure 3 (first—carly second Century
and Ditch 1, laver 49 (first century). Not illussrated

T

372, Fragment of rim and part of side of a hemispherical bowi
rim knocked off and ground smoath. Wall of vessel sdopes “”“m'
towards rim. Milky, colourless glass. Area A, Pit 2, laver | 35 (mid
fourth cenmury}

373. Clear bluish-green tubular bead. Length Himm, Areg A
unstratificd

374. Clear bluish-green tubular bead. Length [mm. Areg A
Pertod I1I occupation (third-fourth century).

375, Part of a clear green segmented glass bead. Areg 4 Pericd
I occupation (third—fourth cenmury).

3T6. Lump of fused glass. The lump consists of a number of
fragments of thick bluish-green glass, possibly from bomies like
355, Surface, Well 4 (late second-third century}, Not illustrated

Discussion of the Giass

Although relatively little glass was recovered from
Area A it is apparent from the absence in quantity of
common first and second century forms thatr the
group is essentially third and fourth century. This is
confirmed by the large number of fragments of thin
greenish glass, a distinctive metal of the late third
and fourth centuries. One rim fragment (339) is 5
good example of this type and the form is Amongst
the most common late Roman types. The two round-
ed nim fragments (354 and 359) probably helong 1o
the late fourth century when this finishing rechnique
tended to replace simple cut rims (339),

That the glass in the group is solely late is not true
for some fragments, apparently from mould-blown
bottles (355 and 356) are present, but they may be
survivals as is often the case. The lump of fused glass
(376) itself consists of glass which closely resembles
first and second century vessels like 355 and 356 and
could indicate the working of glass on site, probably
for the production of beads from waste glass (cullet)
although one might expect to find a mixture of
glasses, or at least a homogenous mixture in the
cullet.

As a group therefore this assemblage represents a
good, although small, cross-section of the vessels of
the late third and fourth centuries with some surviv-
als from the earlier period. Vessels such as these
from Neatham appear on many Roman sites with
late deposits, useful parallels being provided by
Gadebridge Park  (Charlesworth 1974) and
Shakenoak (Harden 1968, 1971, 1972 and 1973).

The Object of Jet

377, Pin with facetted head, probably of the late third-fourth
century (RCHM 1962, 142}, Length 64mm. Area B, Pit 27 (third
oentury ),

ara

Fig#4. Small Fin
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The Objects of Shale

3178, Part of & small decorated bracelet. Area [}, Well 8 {third

cenlury ).

379. Part of a plin shale bracelet. Defences, layer 3 (late
thard-{ourth century)

380. Par of a plain shale bracelet, Defences, laver 3 (late
third-fourth century). Not illustrated

3%1. Part of a plain shale bracelet. Defences, layver 3 (late
third-fourth century), Mot illustrated.

382, Part of a plain shale bracelet (MNeal 1974, Fig 61.174). Area
B, Pii 16, layer D (late third century)

383, Part of a plain shale bracelet (Neal 1974, Fig 61.178). Area
B, surface, in area of Ditch 1 (? first/second century)

384. Part of a shale bracelet with single ridge moulding on the
inside. Area B, Well 6, lavers A=C (mid fourth century}.

385, Part of a plain shale bracelet. Area B, Well 5, layer B (lae
fourth=flth century)

386, Pam of a plain shale bracelet. Area B, Pit 16, layer LI (late
third century).

387,  Pamof a plan shale braceler. Area A, Period 111 occupation
(third-fourth cenrury).

The Objects of Clay

388.  Poltery counter in grey ware, probably from the Farnham
kilns. Trimmed to size and perforated. Diameter 44mm. Arca B,
surface, in area of Structure 13 (third-fourth centry).

389, Shaped ule, poa I or counter. Diameter 67mm, Arca of
Pit 15, layer I {early-mid fourth cenfury

39, Shaped tile, broken along two sides. Two surviving nail
holes, traces of cross-shaped fnger grooves. Length 307mm.
Probably an antefix. Area B, Well 5, laver C (late fourth-fifth
century)

391.  Pipe-clay *Venus' figurine. Legs and upper body meissing:
beight 42.5mm, hollow (Jenkins 1958, 60f7). Defences, Baver §
tmed third century),

392. Pottery counter made from a timmed por base im Erey
ware, probably from the Farnham kilns. Diameter 47mm. De-
fences, layer 5 (mud third century

393. Graffito sketch of a woman on a piece of tile:
this ambiguous doodle appears to show both a pot
and a woman’s face outlined whilst the clay was still
wet. The head, which is missing its lower part, is
depicted frontally, but slightly turned down 1o the
spectator’s left. The sex of the bust is only betraved
by the hair, which falls in waves from a central
parung n a style commonly depicted on Roman
coinage {compare Follis of Constantine I, for Fausta,
{_Erhu' showing draped bust of Fausta LIMAX FAV.
STA AVG C Lugdunum dated ¢ AD 324 5, in British
Museum). The remainder of the face is vigorously,
although crudely, moulded, although greater care
seems Lo have been spent on the eves and lashes
'his concentration on eyes is l}'pu:;:i of late Roman
art (¢f mosaic bust dated to the fourth century in
Britanmia 5, pls 10-4). The pot is drawn with a

narrow neck and appears to represent a flagon, I
both the features were executed by the same hapg
the doodle may be intended to represent a fyee
flagon, although it is equally hikely to have been i,
result of a change in mind of a development of e
doodle. Whatever the motive involved it remains 0
intriguing illustration of spontaneous free-hand com.
position, and a valuable insight into Romano-Bririsy
art. Sec Britannia 4, pl 358, Defences, layer 3 (faer
third—fourth century).

394, Porsherd counter. Dinmeter 16.5mm. Arcs C, Period ]
occupation {second-third century)

195,  Potsherd counter, broken. Ares A, Structure 11 third-
fourth centuryl.

The Objects of Bone

3%, Pin with poppy head. Area F, Structure 23 third-fourth
oentury ),

397. Pin with pointed hesd and transverse cor. Area F, unuss.
tified. Mot illustrated

398. Pin with rectangular head and diamond motif, Ares F
unstranfied, area of Struciure 23

399, Semi-circular object, cut from a nb bone and decorated
with incised grooves. Arca F, below Hoor, Structure 23 (third-
fourth century)

400. Pin with plano-convex head, Area D, above Boor, Strue
ture 19 (third century

401, Fin with bi<onvex head. Arca D, above floor of Structre
19 {third century).

402. Pin with conical head, Area DD, Well & (third century

403, Hexagonal handle of knife or tool. Area I, over courtyard
berween Structures 19 and 20 (third=fourth oentury},

404; Boitle stopper? Arca D, Well 8 (third cenmury)

405. Plain, straight bone pin with plain round end, no head;
complete; length 71.5mm (Meal 1974, Fig 67.305) Defences,
laver 5 (mid third century

106. Plain shanked pin without swelling: tapers down to a pont
and has a round end; length 90mm (Kenvon 1948, Tepe E
Defences, layer 5 (mid third century

#07.  Flat head, tapering shaft without swelling. Pointed end,
decorated with band of trellis-work and horizontal grooves, Poant
missing. Length 72 4mm. Defences, laver 6 (mid third century

4. Plain tpering shaft, no swelling. Fointed end. tip mussing
length 65mm (Kenvon 1948, Type B). Defences, layer 5 {mid
third century). Not illustrated

409. Plain tapering shaft: no swelling. Incomplete, painted
head. Length 9mm. Defences. laver 8 (mid third century

410411, Two as 409, ( omplete, lengths 103, 3mm and 11 2mim
Defences, biyers 11 and 13 {late second—carly third century). Mot
ilustrated.

412,  Plain shaft. no swelling, Tapers towards the point. Broken
length 33mm. Defences, bayer 3 (late third—fourth centuryh Nt
ilustrated,

413, Pointed head, shightly tapering shafi. Decorated with #0

.
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| groaves; point missing; length 72 4mm (Kenvon 1948,
nontal gROTVES;

:-f"":'I Cunliffe 1971, Fig 68.16). Defences, layer % (late
rme AL

; +f third century ).

eoond-mid 1EuT

45 413 with head shghtly rounded; point missing; length
; >\'u| 1974, Fig 67.311) Defences, laver 9 (late second—
1 £ -

o thind cemtury)

rosical head with facets; band of short diagonal and
Comical h ;

il cuts decorating the end. Mo swelling, tapers (o tp
e vymm. Defences, laver 5 (mid third century).

th

piain rounded head Mo swelling on shaft; point missing;

J:_-' om (Kenyon 1948, Type C2). Defences, laver 4 {mid

d cemfury

Bulbous head shaped 1o conkcal point. Hip-swelling. Com-
ih 115.5mm. Defences, layer 7 (mid third century)

plete, len

18 As 416, complete, length %4mm. Defences, laver & (mid
d century

19 As 416, but expands towards terminal. Incomplete. Length
. Defences, layer 5 (mid third century). Mot ilustrated

As 416, paint mussang and central swelling. Length %6mm
s, laver 7 (mud third century). Not illustrated.

g, As 416, but with swelling towards head. Incompleie
Lesgth 40.5mm. Defences, layer 4 (mud-late third century), Mot
wstrated

1. As 416, but with hap swelling. Incomplete, length 97mm
unstratified. Not illustrated

Small nail head rising to point. Central swelling. Complete,
th W2mm (Meal 1974, Fig 67.317). Defences, laver 3 (late
urth century

24, As 413 Central swelling. Incomplete, length 6lmm. De-
ences, laver 3 (late third-fourth century)

45, As 423 bun with flattened nail head decorated with TI- AR
il swelling. Complete, lkength 91.5mm. Defences, layer
SUIE CERfury

Flattened bulbous head, central swelling, Complete, length
Diefences, laver 4 (mid-late third century)

426. Complete, length %3.5mm. Defences, layer 4
hird century

bous head shaped to a pointed tip and separated from
fanged collar. Knob has no detailed ornamentation
e wwelling. Incomplete, length 46mm (Kenyon 1948, tvpe
“4L Defences, layer 3 (Tate third=fourth century)

"'_ L :E--ai head, slight central swelling. Complete, length
I Uefences, layer 3 (late third fourth century

i j_{“d consists of three transverse mouldings at collar which
~ ;-:h =dted in size; point massing; length 26mm (Meal 1974, Fig

H1. Defences, layer 3 late third-fourth century)

Bope needle

straight shaft, circular in cross section;
|.;:. With rectangular sloty complete; length 116mm

» Type F; Frere 1970, Fig 13.8), Defences, laver 7
turd cempiry

_;,:.-,. ueily, possibly from a needle Length 118mm. De-
e, laver 9 ()

#le seoond-mid third century). Mot illustrated.

T
Hip swelt :
'.._'....u,.P Lrelling from a mn. Length 58mm. Defences, layver 4

th =
" century), Mot illustrated

.o TP
ibaped hune plate, ends broken, Probably part of a

BONE OBJECTS

127
panel inlay. Length 225 ence: ' [
iy Bth 22.5mm., Defences, layer 3 (lare third-fourh
435.

Bone spoon, handle broken;

5 length 63 ¢ Enn
Fig 92. 6-7). Defences, iy mm (Kenyon 1948,

(late second—early third century),

4:1.. Bone handle, length 88.5mm (Brodribb & al 1970, Fig
37.1). Defences, laver % (mid third century),

437. Bone object, circular in cross-section. Hole at one end and
w:'rllm;n: i centre. Decorated with horizonta] rings. Length
{7mum. Possibly a bone handle (Neal 1974, Fig 67.334), Defaeos
layer 3 (late third—fourth century). :

438. Decorated bone knife handie. Hexagonal in cross section,
with central doweltang hole. Lengthwise it js decorzted with
bands of single rings and dats: length 32, Smm (Cunliffe 1975, Fig
118.111; Brodribb et al 1970, Fig 37.3). Defences, layer 3 (Jate
third-fourth century).

439. Rectangular strip of decorated bane. omamented by a row
of double and single ring-and-dot patterns; length 19mim (Cunliffe
1968, pl 62.225). Defences, layer 3 (late third-fourth century),

440. A knife handle. Dr Martin Henig writes:

A bone knife handle, now stained black, with some
surfaces worn through use. Dimensions: maximum
length 59mm, width 21mm, thickness 10mm.

The handle is carved in the form of a male figure
with a bald head, prominent nose and large ears. He
wears a mantle (pallfum) which is rucked up just
above the knees but covers the rest of the body aparnt
from his right hand (compare Beare 1950, 176). It is
difficult to be sure whether he is intended to be
shown seated or standing: only the right leg survives
and this is somewhat bent as though the figure were
sitting. The knife was attached to the handle ar this
point and the bone backing, seen from behind has
something of the form of a chair,

Knife handles of bone or ivory, carved in the shape
of human or anmimal figures are relatvely common (eg
Detsicas 1973).

Three from South Shields (Toynbee 1962, 149 pl
54}, Avenches (Doppelfeld 1967, 321 pl 118} and
Carnuntum (Swoboda 1964, 97 pls 17.1 and 3}, show
gladiators. A tiger on a handle from Wroxeter
(Bushe-Fox 1914, 22 pl 10) also attests 1o an mierest
in the arena. The Meatham figure, however, comes
from the world of gentler, more sophisticated enter-
tainment: the theatre.

A bronze figurine in the Metropolitan Museum,
New York, shows an actor of Atellan farces with
very similar features to the personage on our handle
(Bieber 1961, 247 Fig 817). Two such actors .lF:."
figures on a cornelian intagho from Rh.hlmr::;lp.::
(Henig 1974, 74, pl 14.522) an:i a cameo foun f};‘
Lincoln {Henig 1974, 96, pl 47741} depacts a pr-.J.J ;
head of one. An actor is also mc!miul .;ulmlz:l}gn:“._x
group of pipe-clay figurines lrom Lulchfcm,r ( 151;”"
hee 1964, 419 pl 96). Also a bronze !IH“?“L [:'-,_m
Vindolanda represents a teacher wearing Id- ::-u- :1 "
(Birley 1973, pl 20.24). This almost certany {Ormes
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Fig 87. Small Find 440. Bone from Area B. Scale 1:1.

the handle of a small knife as there is a hole in the
lead filling of the object to bed the tang.

Perhaps because they were regarded as hgures of
fun, who deserved to be burlesqued, lectors and
pedagogues also somewhar resemble comedy actors
in their exaggerated facial features, and of course
they are almost always seated. There are some
splendid examples in pipe-clay from Vechten (Dop-
pelfeld 1967, 309 pl 112). In some ways the most
revealing comparison may be made with the jet
representation of a teacher found in Agquincum, for
the cutting has the same coarse and vigorous texture
as the Neatham handle (Sziligyi 1956, 70 pl 62). The
latter must be dated to the tetrarchic period, a date
consistent with the late third to early fourth century
dare here indicated. Area B, Pit 16, laver E.

44l.  Dauble pointed spindle pin-beater. Polished surface, poss-
ibly antler; length 101mm (Brodribb e of 1972, Fig 62, 582-593),
If Anglo-Saxon this is unlikely to date before the seventh cemiury
(Cook 1978, 233). From the Grubenhaus above Well 5, Area B,

442. Flat bone plague with peg-hole. Probably decorative
Length 49mm, width Smm. Area B, Pit 16, laver A (late third
CENILTY

443, Roughly worked bone, dark brown. Octagonal in cross-
section, top notches cut secondarily to body. Top trimmed, no
swelling. Peg or unfinished bone pin (Cunliffe 1971, Fig 63,238},
Arca B, Pit 16, laver D (fare third century)

444. Curved bone horn, .-|'.|.'|.'|1 or goat, made into a handle
smooth surface, hollow to tip. Single groove around tang «nd,
length 76mm (Frere and St Joseph 1974, Fig 37,1200, Area B it
16, layer A (late third century)

443, Pin with plain pointed end, plain shaft and no swelling.
Point missing. Length 70mm. Area B, Pt 9. layer A flate
second—early third cenfury)

446,  Flanened bulbous headed pin, incomplete, Central swell-
ing. Length 53mm. Arca B, Well 6, laver A (mid Tourth century),

447, Buolbous head, slightly famened: pont missing, length
FTmm { Kenyon 1948, Type C1). Arca B, Pi1 16, laver E (late 1 hird
century), Mot illustrated

48, As 447 but bone blackened, Complere, length %5mm. &
B, Pt 16, taver K (late third centory):

gl

445, As 447, Point missing. Length 51.5mm. Area B, Pit 16,
layer K {late third century). Mot illusgrated

450,  As 447, Incomplete. Hip swelling. Length 70mm. Area B,
Pir 15, laver B {early—mid fourth century).

451. . Pin with plain rounded head; swelling in middle of shafi:
complete; length 52mm (Frere 1970, Fig 13.9; Neal 1974, Fig
67.314). Arca B, Put 14, layer E (carly fourth centurv). N
tlustrated

452, As 451, Point broken and reworked. Hip swelling. Length
78mm. Arca B, surface, in area of Oven 2.

453, Simitar to 451 but with smaller head Incemplete. Length
4+imm. Area B, Pir 14, layer E (carly fourth centurvy,

454.  Bulbous head shaped to a pointed conical tip. Hip swe
Complete. Length 67mm. Area B, Fit 14, laver F {early fou
century ). Mot illusrated

435, Bulbous head shaped to pointed conical tip Hip swelling.
Lomplete. Length $8mm. Area B, Pit 16, layer D (late third
Century)

436, As 454 and 455, Central swelling, Rourghly worked. Com
plete. Length $8man. From Pit 14, laver F (early fourth century
Nor dlustrated

457, As 454, Central swelling, Roughly fimished, abraded along
one side. Complete, length 69mm. Arca B, Pit 16, layer E (ke
third century), Mot illustrated

438, As 454, Central swelling. Bough flastened shaft. Length
t9mm. Area B, Well 6, laver D (mid fourth century), Not
tlustrated

#33. Flattened head, contral swelling. Complete, length 77mm
Area B, Pit 14, layer © (early fourth century), Not illustraed

4601, Bulbous hesd shaped o a pointed tip and separtd
shaft by fanged collar. Central swelling; head short and
Point mssing: len Shmm (Kenyon 198, Type D3
Fit 16, layer D (lite third century):

As 460 but without central swellini: head thicker. Incom
length 35mm. Area B, Well 6, laver A (mid fourth century

441
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mang, Length 57mm. A

. Comicl head and e
:J!FW.lik dewn shank. In
Ve AL (mid foureh

M. A5 463 bur with sm
o = re-moulded p
” ML, Type Al |
B, Pit 14, laver H

E
i Ay 463 wirh comcal

ol with diagonal and b
_i-'-'f'{f:l Foels around the
;’:-L'_::lgll’uml broken an

e B (mid four

Siegar loaf biead with

Peling. Cop
firg o -omplete, Lenp}
Burg Dc'"l“ll.‘:."‘-_ Lngth



gl

Length

a41 443

442

448 450 452

djﬁ \f "}

L

o]
=)

464 485 466 4

——
d
_.J\‘.LL}

BONE OBJECTS

129

444
445
1]

LA b s

_.._‘..__
mali

453 460 461  46p

468 469 470 ¢

———
— =
————

| | |
J' !

7 d _
¥, Small Finds 441471. Bone from Area B. Scale 1:2,

;I Ilhl:lu: bt _:-\'I'.EI rounded head. Slight hip swelling. Point
£gih STmm. Area B, Well 5, laver C (late fourth-fifth

:.}'."'."JI_!“"d and remains of wide collar. Roughly worked,
"% Gown shank. Incomplete, length 34mm. Area B, Well
AC (mid fourth century

b B, T T

dlar _ :Mr_':"_" With smaller head and shank thinning below

Kesven ;H_I;"II'_"'""‘""‘J plain  head? Complete, length B8mm

e B, py 1y 10 M; Hebditch and Mellor 1973, Fig 21.35).
# 13, byer H {early fourth century

Ay
i 363w

= withy

d“ﬂ‘!:nhall-l-l::;m{ head b hu]b«:u_x collar, both dl.xl.l-l

panels ill.u"\; ‘ll' _I"::rf"““il' cuts, Three ‘herring bone

i Poing I-.ruk-_-n.fi, 'i"-"‘-: which has only a slight central

b, bver B (g h:Ji‘ﬁ"“'-f“_rkvd- Length 86mm. Area B,
il CEniury

3

Supas I
0R] R s op ) : .
T, Ciy ad with vertical incised decoration. No central

omplete .
ur -.l.-..:u_-\-lplq'l' Length 81 mm, Area B, Pit 12, layer D {mid

467,  As 460 but with two narrow and a third, lower ong of barrel
shape. Incomplete, Length 37mm. Area B, Pit 21, layer A (mid
fourth century).

468, Fragment of a bone needle, both ends missing. Circular
shafi flattening towards pesforation; length 56mm (Hebdirch and
Mellor 1973, Fig 21.37). Arca B, Pit 16, bryer E (late third

century b

469, Fragment of needle. Similar o 468 with roughly worked
T, baver A

shaft; both ends missing, Length 64mm, Area B, Well 7,

mid second cenmury)

hoth ends missing. Skt perforation,

470, Fragment of needle. i
: 5 Length 6émm. Area B, Dirch I,

shank circular i Cross-seclion
laver A (late second—carly third ccnnery).

head; bength 85mm

L
T tone needle, complete with hole at ;
ol laver B {late fourth-

(Kenvon 1948, Fig 91.8). Area B, Well 5,
early fifth century).
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Fig 89. Small Finds 472-484. Bone

472, Counter, 19mm dmmeter, with concentric grooves on
upper surface. Area B, Ditch 2 (early—mid third century)

473, Pin with bulbous head, swelling on lower shaft. Length
72mm. Area B, drainage gully (early third-fourth cenmury’.

474, Pin with bulbous, but shghtly flattened, head. Tip missing.
Length 72mm. Area B, Pit 27 (third century).

475. P wath flattened head. Tip mossing. Length 8%mm. Arca
B, Put 27 (third century).

476. Pin with small flartened head, and swelling midway down
shaft. Tip missing. Length 7émm. Area B, ploughssdl above
Structure 27,

477, Head of bumnt pin, originally pointed and surrounded by
two grooves. Length 17mm. Area B, Pit 26 (late second-mid third
century).

478483, Six fragments from pin shafis. Area B, Drainage gully
(3: early third-fourth century); Structure 27 rubble (1: fourth
century; Well 9 (1: third-fourth century); unstratified (1), Mot
tlustrated,

484. Needle, up and head broken. Length 74mm. Area B, Pit
26 (late second-mid third century)

483 Knife handle made from a hom. Decorated with transverse
grooving. Area A, Period 171 occupation (first—third century)
486. Fragmemt of bone decorated with double ring-and-ciot
Knife handle? Area A, Period I11 occupation (third-fourth cen-
tury)

4587, Fragment of a blackened bone handle. Area A, Well 2,
layer 79. (late third century).

| a85 486 @‘

i o

i
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475

476 477

484
k8 B 4] )

from Area B. Scale 1:2.

4388. Bone inlay in the shape of a "banister rail'. Area A, Pir $
(early third cenury).

489, Broken pin shaft. Arca A, Well 3, layer 146 (mid third
century ). Mot illustrated

450. Owal headed bone pin. Complete. Length 86mm. Arca A,
Well 1, layer 65 (mid fourth century). Not illustrated

The Objects of Wood

491. Fragment of a wooden lavatory sest. Broken
along two sides, the plank measures 277mm by
174mm and is 35mm thick. The edges are bevelled
on top and botrom, and the surviving section of the
seal hole, when extended, has a diameter of .
190mm. These dimensions compare well with the
surviving examples of stone, for example those from
North Africa, and confirm the view that it forms the
front section of a standard ‘key hole’ pattern lavatory
seal — making it the first example from Britain.

The large number of pits suggest that this belongs o
a simple domestic lavatory — either supported on
stone, or more likely a cess pit with the sear sup-
ported at cach corner by posts (as at Portchester).
The thickness of the wood is essential if it is 1o be
strong enough to support someone whilst retaining
the accommodating slot in the front — a functional
necessity omitted in many reconstructions (Britannia

488

487

Fig 90. Small Finds 485-488. Bone from Area A. Scale 1:2.
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B Wedge shaped piece
gt face. Length 126mm
cotery . Mot illustrated.
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WOOD OBJECTS, LEATHER OBJECTS
S

Fig 91. Small Find 491. Wood from Area B. Scale 1:4.

1. Wedge shaped piece of waste wood. Chisel mark across

i foe. Lempth 126mm. Arca B, Pit 16, lavers F-K (late third
llustrated

Uped SUCK, square i cross section. Length 210mm. Area
i, layer F-K (late third century

1 pece of wood, saw culs down both sides, one with
o edge. Broken end, Length 161mm. Area B, Pit 16, layers
-5 [late third century),

i . - T, " :

Foee ol wood rectangular in cross-section, expanding into
S DacE at one end. Spatula (#), Length 355mm. Area B, Pit
v ayens F-K (late third century)

Small ¢
-, mall twig with rounded end. Length 93mm, Ares B, Pil
weny F-K (late third century . Mot illusirated

Paina.
Foimed piece of wood, rectangular in cross-section. Top
- o e | .
_I_':‘?'*I -“t"-rr-:-cd on one tace. Paling/gable end (?). Length
JEmm Are s | A g i
e B, Pit 16, layers F-K (late third century).

w
Wedps G -

B, Trwer I'_'.L I'_h“r"'j Plcce of wood. Length 134mm. Area B, Pit
=% E=K (late third century ). Mot illustrated

LI
FHEERITCILET pisge
E edge

__ o wood plerced by iron pail pear
tinm. p

Tea Hldnihlhl“' halfl of a bucket botom. Diameter
3 v Pit 16, kavers F-K (late third cenfury

w
“aking stick sa

; tall or cane . xranded ar b
ul. Resy of stadl or cane. Shightly expanded and rounded

ey | Is _"h“r: missing. Length 279mm. Area B, Pit 16,
te therd cemmury)

i P »

i like eng Circular

o Ezd rinmed
am &

L diamerer §

=Ty JJ

in cross-section, with bark surviving in
U0 two sides 10 produce a point, Length
nm. Area B, Pit 16, lavers F=K (late third

=
Ban pygg 2
fooe ol wood. Right angle in profile, Length 86mm

i Pt 16, favere B3
v8¥ers F-K (late third century Mot illustrated

503, Wooden 1"‘_".'\".. pa[",|_||_-| sides iimmed into a taper:: Two
large faces broken. Length 143mm. Arca B, Pit 16, lavers F-K
late third century).

4. Piece of imber, rounded top with transverse joint. Length
132mm. Woodwormed. Area B, Pit 16, lavers F-K (late third
cenlury). Mot dlustrated.

505, Wooden shingle (73 Square with suspension hole in one
corner, Length 250mm, width 192mm. Area B, Pit 14, lavers
F-KE {carly fourth century},

506. Flat piece of sheeting, rounded end. Incomplete. Length
139mm, width 78mm. Arca B, Pit 14, lavers F-K (early fourth
century), Mot illustrated

507, As 506 with rounded ends. Length 281mm, width 83mm
Area B, Pit 14, layers F-K (early fourth century),

S08.  As 506, len 1 30mm, width 57mm, thickness 4mm. Area
B, Pit 14, lavers F-K (exry fourth century). Not illustrated

The Objects of Leather

509. Almost complete right shoe, with heel miss-
ing. Sole three layers thick with iron studs. The
upper is made of a single piece of Jc;_;rhu:r seamed
down the instep. Ankle tie-straps survive and there
are indications of further straps on the front of :_h:.-
upper. Sole length 180mm. Area B, Pit 186, layer E-]
(late third century).

510. Shoe sole for right foot, together 1.-.-111'_1 frag-
ments of upper. Sole three layers ‘rhjck with iron
studs, many of which are missing. .1 he fragments _n!l
the upper are of the "wrap around’ type ;u.:_d -;u_n.n?i
of the ankle piece, with an eye, r_:]gcth:.'r with [‘IJILI.L":.
of thong. Sole 218mm. Area B, Pit 14, layer E-] (late

third century .
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511. Fore part of a left shoe, heel missing. Similar
to 510, possibly its pair. Length of fragment 162mm.
Area B, Pit 16, laver E-] (late third century).

312, Left shoe, virtually complete. The size indi-
cates a child’s shoe. Sole three layers thick with iron
studs, many of which are missing. Longitudinal
thong runs through sole. Upper made in one piece
and is seamed down the instep as 510. Tie-straps and
eyes present. Area B, Pir 16, layer E-] (late third
century).

313. Left shoe sole with holes for metal studs.
Seven other pieces of leather including the illustrated
piece of upper () with cut decoration found with it
Area B, Well 5, layer C (late fourth-fifth century?y,
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Fig 92. Small Finds 493-507. Wood from Area B. Scale 1:4, except 505 at 1:8.

The Objects of Stone
by Jane Timby with identifications
by Dr D Peacock

guern, diamcter 30hmm
surface. Upper Greensand

514. Part of lower stone of rofary
Radiating grooves on grinding (uppe
serics. Ares: F, adjacent o Struciure 24

515.  Lower stone of & rotary. quern, diameter 400mm. Upper
Crreensand series. Area F. Structure 26 (undared)

-poss sechon, A coarse sandstone
Area D, arca of Strucrure 13

316, Shaped stone, sq
from the Upper Greensand
third cenmury

in

Whetstone roughly shaped o re gle with a potch warm
: 3 wal]
in one side. Surface slightly concave. Stoneas 516, Area D, Well 8
{third cenmry

!
f
i
§
L
|
!
¥
I

509
510

Fig 93, Sm
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Fig 93. Small Finds 509-510. Leather from Area B. Scale 1:2.
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Fig 94. Small Finds 511-513. Leather from Arca B, Scale 1:2

- Small Finds



LEATHER OBJECTS, STONE ORJECTS

518. Base of a mortar in Purbeck marhle Interior smoothed. Tis
curved profile is typacal of late first to carly M.j\_'l,.I]hJ cenury
products from the lsle of Purbeck, which were widely traded
(Dunning 1968), Defences, layer 4 (mid-late third century),

519, Shaped stone with rounded edge. All the original surfaces
have a smooth polish. Purbeck marble. Defences, laver 3 (lae
third-fourth century)

520, Swone object, probably part of & quern edge. Sandy lime-
stone probably from a Wealden deposit. Slightly burnt. Defences,
Javer 3 (late third-fourth century),

521. Roughly rectangular stone, upper surface worn, probably a

whetstone. Glauconitic sandy hmestone, probably denived from
local gravels. Defences, laver 4 (mid-late third century),

135

522, Triangular shaped whetstone, one cormer broken, other-
wise all surfaces smooth. Micaceous Greensand probably a locally
derived gravel pebble. Area B, Pit 12, laver B (mid third centery),

523, Whewstone, spproximately square. Both large surfaces
show signs of wear, one being concave. Micaceous Greensand
probably derived from local gravels. Area B, Pit 12, layer B (mid
third century).

524. [Drregular shaped whetstone with concave surfsce. Cut
marks visible. Greensand scries, Area B, Well 6, layers A-C (mid
fourth century)

515, Slab of grey limestone, probably from the Purbeck serics.
Surfaces scratched and well worn. Area B, Well 5, laver B (late
fourth-fifth century).

.518 ! _/a

Y,

519

Fig 95,

Small Finds 514-521. Stone from Areas C to F Scale 1:2, except 514, 515 and 518 at 1:4.
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Fig 96. Small Finds 522-525. Stone from Areas B and C. Scale 1:2.

326.  Small pewter mould, circular in shape. Diameter 160mm
Bulfl coloured silt stone possibly derived from an ourcrop of the
Hastings Beds. Shows signs of exposure 1o heat. Traces of red
pant on the interior of some grooves suggest reuse. Similar But
larger example in Bath Museum. Area B, Well 6. laver A (rmd
fourth century).

527. Fragment of lower stone of a rotary quern. Upper surface
shows incised radiating lines, Greensand series. Burni. Area B,
surtace, in ared of Structure 13 (third-fourth century),

528. Small fragment of quernstone. Ferr uginous sandstone,
probably “carstone’ derived from a local source. Area B, Well 6,
layer A (mid fourth century).

529. Part of upper stone of & rotary quern, Greensand serics.
Arca B, Well 6, layer B (mid fourth century).

530. Part of lower sione of a rotary quern. Greensand serics,
similar 10 329, Ares B, Well 6, layer D (mid fourth century

531. Fragment of quernstone, typologically different 1o the
others, being o0 saddle quern with the upper surface concave
Greensand series. Area B, Well 6, laver E (mid fourth century
532. Part of the upper stone of a rotary quern. Greensand senes
Area B, Pit 8, laver A (late zecond century)

533, Fragment of the upper stone of a rotary quern, Greensand
series, Burnt, Area B, Well 5, layer A (late fourth-fifth century

334. Pan of the upper stone of a rotary quern. Outer cdie
scored with vertical grooves, Greensand serics similar to 329 Area
B, Well 5, layer B (late fourth—fifth century

335, Five fragments of a large rotary quern. Greensand series
Arca A, Well 2, layer 100 {late third cenrury),

529

77
530 ..~

Fig 97, Small
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Fig 97. Small Finds 526-534. Stone from Area B. Scale 1:4.
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Fig 98. Small Finds 535-539. Stone from Area A. Scale 1:4, except 537 at 1:2.

536. Part of the upper stone from a rotary quern with socker,
Burnt Greensand. Area A, Structure 8 (second-third century).

537, Fragment of whetstone in fine grained sandstone. Area A.
Well 2, layer 79 (late fourth century)

538. Part of the upper stone of a rotary quern. Greensand serics,

Area A, Well 2, layer 79 (late fourth cenrury).

539. Small whetstone, well worn on narrow side. Arca A,
Structure 3 (first—early second century).

The Wallplaster

Relatively large quantities of daub and plain wall-
plaster came from features in Area B, whilst less
came from other parts of the site. Without exception
it was found in rubbish deposits unassociated with
structures. The only painted plaster (Fig 99) from
the site came from the infill of Pit 21 (mid fourth
century).

The Flints
by P Clarke

About 100 flints were recovered from various unstra-
tified contexts all over the site. It is clear thar the
assemblage represents no more than the accidental
accumulation of flints over the course of years.
Primary flakes without secondary working are ex-
tremely infrequent, suggesting that knapping activi-
ties, and by implication those activities associated
with habitation areas, were carried our elsewhere,
possibly around the known chipping floors on Holy-
bourne Down.

For the most part, the flints could represent almost
any industry. Typologically datable forms occur in
only three cases. These are a fragment of a polished
Neolithic axe from Area E (Millert 1971), a broken
penit tranchet derivative arrowhead also (probably)
Neolithic, and a narrow blade with one blunted edge
which is characteristically Mesolithic. All the flints
are quite unlike the Iron Age material from Kimmer-
idge in the collection of the Institute of Archaeology,
London,

Fig %,
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| Fig 99. Decorated wallplaster from Area B, Pit 21. Scale 1:2. Colours as key, except 5 which is pale
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Chapter 6

The Bones

The Animal Bones from Areas A and B
by Geraldine Done

The report contains:

1. Dataon the distribution, numbers, size, age, sex
and butchering of the species present (Tables 28-
31

7. Informaton derived from the data;

3. A discussion of the implications, relating to the
following hypotheses:

a. The food bones fall into two groups, early (¢
AD 75-250) and late (¢ AD 250400}, a change in
the livestock occurring in the late third century.
b. Sheep predominate in the early group but are
overtaken in the later pericd, when meat produc-
tion and consumption increased. Estimated meat
weights indicate the usefulness of the pig as a
source of food.
¢. The contents of Pits 14 and 16 were investi-
gated but it was impossible to confirm or refute a
theory that cock bones in them were of sacrificial
origin.
d. There were local idiosyncrasies in butchering.
Detailed bone measurements are available in the site
archive.

Some 2,000 pieces of well-preserved bone were
examined, most of which were identifiable, though a
small proportion, ¢ 10%, consisted of rib and other
fragments not classifiable bevond the broad grouping
of large or small animal, The species recognised were
ox, sheep/goat, pig, dog, cat (one kitten jaw), red
deer, hare, rabbit, domestic fowl, goose, duck (one
clavicle): sec Table 28 (fragments) and Table 30
(minimum numbers). Fragments have been counted
only if they can be assumed to represent one bone.
All skull fragments were counted, including maxilla,
premaxilla, and hyoid. The figures serve only to
indicate roughly the amount of skull; in two cases an
almost complete cranium is represented as one frag-
ment.

For the rest of the skeleton, the usual practice of
counting only bones with an epiphysis does not
entirely serve in this case as, for example, most
scapulae had no glenoid cavity and a count based on
the available glenoids would have produced a serious
underestimate. Estimating pelves from acetabula
presents a similar difficulty in the presence of many
large pieces of illium; 39 picces of pelvis in Well 6

were rationalised into 13 innominates, though only
ten acetabula were found. Though the counting
technique has thus perforce been modified to
accommodare the butchering procedures, it is possi-
ble, in a collection of this fairly manageable size, 1o
pay more detailed attention to each bone than is
possible where very large numbers are examined.
When considering minimum numbers of bones and
animals, details such as size, age, pairing and arti-
culation have been taken into account to improve,
wherever possible, the accuracy of the estimate.

Tables 29 and 30 show that the food animal {ox,
sheep, pig) remains fall into two dated groups. Very
little bone was recovered from early features, ¢ AD
75-250, while the later fearures, ¢ AD 250-400,
produced considerable amounts. Further, it appears
that though in the early groups sheep predominared,
if such a term can be used for the small numbers
under consideration, they were greatly outnumbered
by cattle in the later groups. Horse and deer bones
occurred sporadically, as did those of dog, with a
heavy concentration of dog bodies in Pit 16. The few
bird bones were also well distributed bur again both
Pirs 14 and 16 contributed generously to the total.

Table 31 shows the frequency of individual bones for
each of the three main food animals,

Caule. The cattle bones indicate a uniform popula-
tion of small beasts, probably generally not cxceed-
ing 350kg live weight, though weight estimated from
bones alone is always open to question. Measure-
ments were made wherever possible and are available
in the archive. No hornless skulls were found and
horn cores were of the standard shorthorn pattern,
with an occasional more elegant upward-sweeping
horn.

The main evidence for age was obtained from 43
jaws, only two of which were from the early features.
The age standards used were those given by Miller
and Robertson (1937) for cross-bred cattle. Though
the ages in years may not precisely apply 1o Romano-
British animals, thev serve to indicate the relation
berween numbers of ‘older’ and ‘younger’.

There were two age groups discernable in the later
features comprising 21 beasts with complete denu-
tion and 13 aged ¢ 2§ years. Of the 21 full-mouthed,
13 were young adults, ie all permanent teeth were
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Fig 100. Histograms comparing the early and late groups of animal bones.

fully erupted but wear on PM4 was very slight; the
remainder contained teeth showing more wear but
none of the teeth found could be considered old. A
further eight jaws were aged as follows: two ¢ 6
muonths; two ¢ 18 months; and four which could mot
be aged more accurately than ar least 21 vears. Bones
of new born calves were noted in Wells 5 and 6 and
were presumed to represent accidental neonatal
deaths, the small number of bones being inadequate
o support the proposition of burial as offerings.

Artempts at sex determination were inconclusive but
interesting. Both metapodial indices (Howard 1963)
were calculated for all complete metapodials, The
minimum shaft breadth, being quicker and easier 10
measure, was used instead of the mid shaft breadth.
For metacarpals the two measurements agreed but the
mid-shaft metatarsal breadth was generally slightly
greater than the minimum. Bones were allocated as
female only if the index fell clear of the steer range
and the results seem to show, unexpectedly, a pre-
dominately female population, the metacarpal MB
index being anomalous.

Table 28. Mewpodial indices

Female Steer  Index 2 Steer
range
Memcarpal DB/L x 100 12 6 242288 M2-319
Metacarpal MB/L x 100 ] 17 13.7 14.2-18.3
Metatarsal DR/L x 100 12 2 21.7-238 M4.5-254
Metatarsal MB/L x 100 1 10.2-12.3 133

Two factors may bear on these figures. The first is
the small size of sample of complete metapodials (i
35 bones out of 150). A further 36% were complete
except for the distal end. Had these distals been
available it is quite possible for the range of DB
indices to have been radically altered.

The second factor, which may account for the
lemaleness of the metatarsal MB index compared to
the metacarpal, is that the bones on the forelimb in
the ox mature slightly ahead of those of the hindjllii_l‘
s0 that, though the epiphyses have fused and growth
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ANIMAL BONES,

in length finished, the metatarsal shafis have poss-
ibly not attained their full thickness. The youth of
the population would fit with incomplete metatarsal
maturity, and there is evidence elsewhere at Neath-
am (Done, unpublished) that forelimbs did in fact
mature earlier, as expected,.

Radiographs of metapodials show, as at Staines
(Done, unpublished), impressive thickness of cortic-
al bone consistent with slow maturation, so it scems
reasonable, taking account of dental evidence for a
youthful population, that the metatarsals still had
some growing to do and had they been older when
killed the indices might have been altered. On
present evidence all that can safely be said is that the
population as represented by the material recovered
was a mixed one, of cows'heifers and steers in
problematic proportions.

Sheep. Table 31 shows that the mandible is the only
sheep bone surviving in numbers. Measurements of
other bones, in the archive, show a small animal not
very much larger than, for example, the Soay. A live
weight of ¢ 23 kg might be proposed. Both horned
and hornless skull fragments were found. One of the
hore core fragments included part of the frontal and
pariental bones, the suture between them being
deeply interlocked, possibly pointing to a heavily
horned sheep.

The mandibles, 166 in all, were aged using the
technique of Payne (1973). While it is not known if
the ages given are applicable to the molars of western
sheep, it 15 useful to be able to divide the sheep into
progressive stages. Fig 100 shows the age pattern of
both early and late groups, neonates being excluded
as most likely to be accidental losses. Clearly, many
were killed at the half-year stage and, if this is taken
to coincide in fact with ages ¢ 18 months, then this
would be an autumn killing. The second peak at {,
shown by the early group, would similarly be an
autumn killing and could possibly include ewes
found to be barren at the previous lambing. These
might be culled in good condition after summer
grazing in preference to risking valuable winter keep
on possibly non-productive beasts.

In the late period the second peak disappeared and
although the main kill-off continued to be at half-
vear, the curve flattened out over the whole ‘edible’
dge range.,

The absence of goat does not rule out their presence,
dlthough environmental conditions favoured sheep.

Pig. As with the sheep, the pig is represented chiefly
by mandibles (Table 31) and measurable bones are
almost non-existent. A complete radius and ulna
were found in Pit 14 but no useful size comparisons
can be made with modern pigs which are the product
of intensive specialised breeding programmes. A live
weight/age curve for wild/domestic crossbreds (Rei-
land 1975) offers perhaps the best means of estimat-
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ing the size, bearing in mind that the crossbreds
were fed ad Iib under experimental conditions while
the Neatham pigs no doubt had to manage as best
they could, and were probably in the region of 100kg
at the most frequently observed age of death.

Of the dentally adult jaws, cight had a third molar in
wear and in 12 others this woth was newly erupted,
ie about 18 months (Miller and Robertson 19373,
Eight other jaws ranged from 3 1w 12 months. One
small immature humerus of doubtful origin, re-
covered from Pit 16, might be pig and if so'is foetal.

Huorse, There were at least five horses. The large
number of bones in Pir 12 included 16 thoracic and
three lumbar vertebrae of a single spinal column and
14 rib heads. These were distributed through two
layers. An incisor of ¢ 10 years was also recovered
here. Other evidence of age consisted of a first
phalanx in Well 7 of less than 2 and an incisor of ¢ 13
in Well 5. The measurements {in the archive) are
compatible with animals of New Forest pony size. A
metacarpal in Pit 16 and a tibia in Well 6 gave
slightly greater withers heights.

Dog. Pit 16 contained the remains of at least five
dogs. Owing to vertical movement between the
layers, attempts at the reconstruction of these were
unsatisfactory. A young jaw was found in Pit 16,
laver H, with deciduous molars in position and M
visible in crypt. It was accompanied by an immarure
scapula and ulna, the pairs of which were in Pit 14,
laver ], along with an immature lumbar vertebra and
metapodials, Pit 16, layer E, contributed an imma-
ture proximal femur, thus spreading the bones of,
what is arguably, one dog over five layers. The rest
of the bones in Pit 16 are adult but equally mixed.
None examined 15 in any way excepuonal to the
range of Romano-British dogs described by Har-
court (1974).

Deer. Red deer was the only species positively iden-
tified though one metatarsal fragment was consi-
dered to be possibly Fallow. The posterior halves of
two crania from Well 5 showed that antlers had been
cut off above the burr. They were accompanied by
two cut lengths of beam ¢ 10 cm each and another
beam from which the tines had been cut. Most of the
deer bone in fact consisted of antler, cut or in one
case possibly sawn-off, but no sign of further work-
ing was observed.

Rirds. Pits 14 and 16 produced the majority of the
bird bones but, as with the dogs, they were in some
confusion, In Pit 14 there was a single cock, 40 bones
from all parts of the skeleton including a cranium
and mandible and a pair of cock tarso-metatarsals.
The bones were spread through five layers with the
mandible in the uppermost and the skull in the
lowest. There were also three goose bones in this pit.
Pit 16 also had the makings of a cock (layers D-F/K ),
with 10 bones, including the pelvic girdle, associated
with a spurred tarso-metatarsal. Here also was a pair
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of unspurred tarso-metatarsals and two other proxi-
mal ends, making at least three, and possibly four,
birds. Apart from the small duck clavicle from Pit 13
and an as vet unidentified bone from oven 10, the
rest of the bird bones are from domestic fowl,

Burchering

Fresh long bone is extremely strong and resists
breaking unless subjected to severe stress or to attack
by an implement designed for the purpose. The
bones being studied were apparently well preserved
so consideration was at first given to the proposition
that virtually all breakages, and in particular thosc
occurring along or across long bone shafts, were the
result of butchering. As bone strength depends very
much on the relation between organic and inorganic
components, a limited analysis of the bone substance
was made. The organic content was found to be ¢
25%, as opposed to a [resh bone value of ¢ 40%, so
that although still quite hagh, the decrease in propor-
tion of organic:inorganic material was probably
enough to cause a decline in impact strength. It was
therefore concluded that breakages could have
occurred either before or after the bones were dis-
carded and so the investigation of butchering was
confined to evidence of actual interference, fe chops,
cuts and saw marks.

The impression conveyed by these is that there was
more chopping than was strictly necessary for the
efficient detachment of meat. Shoulder blades, for
example, were subjected to heavy chopping in the
region of the glenoid and neck and were often found
with glencid cavity and most of the neck cut off. If
the intention was to sever the tendons of insertion of
the scapula muscle mass, this procedure was some-
what drastic and contrasts strongly with shoulder
blades from the Staines excavations (Done, unpub-
lished), where there was very little chopping and the
shoulder had apparently been boned-out, leaving no
mark or light cuts only.

MNothing remains to show what happened to the
proximal end of the humerus; being mostly spongy
bone it was less likely to survive, especially il
involved in the destruction in the region of the
shoulder joint,

Distal halves and thirds of humerii were frequently
found, often with chops on the shafts and, in nine
cases, having the lateral condyle chopped off., This
again looks like over-exuberance when freeing the
muscle mass attached 1o the olecranon process
(elbow), but similar chopping was investigated in
‘Belgic’ bones from Puckeridge (Ashdown 1976),
and was thought to be a good method of disarticulat-
ing the joint and removing the shin meat.

On the pelvis, chops were noted around and into
acetabula, possibly occuring during detachment of
the hind limb. Chops on ischia were, as might be
expected, apparently aimed at freeing the massive
muscles attached in that region. A commonly occur-

ring piece of pelvis consisted of the ileal shaft from
immediately in front of the acctabulum extending
forwards to the posterior border of the sacral articy.
lar area, and many chunks of sacral angle of iliym
were also found.

Femurs seem to have undergone considerable chop-
ping at both ends and along the shaft, which i
reasonable in view of the large amount of mes
surrounding this bone. Chops and cuts were also
seen on proximal tibias and tibial shafis. At the hock
the heavy-handed approach was again evident. The
articular ridges of one tibia had been sliced off
presumable as a “follow through® of a blow intended
to cut the Achilles tendon, the joint perhaps being
held in flexion over the edge of a chopping block

The metapodials are of particular interest as 3§%
were damaged in the same way, The distal epiphysis
from about the level of the epiphyseal plate had
gone, but the diaphyses did not have the characteris-
tic appearance of the immature bone which had lost
its epiphysis, nor were any unfused epiphyses found
As there were also some cuts and chops, it seems
likely that feet were being removed, possibly to
supply hoof, the raw material for glue-making. Two
observations support this; first, one of the few firs
phalanges found had heavy chops on its anterior face
and; second, the number of phalanges recovered was
much smaller than expected. A theoretical number
of phalanges can be calculated from the number of
metapodials. A survey of a small number of compar-
able bone reports in which bone frequencies are
given shows the recovery rate for the first phalanx to
be about 25-30% of the possible total had all pha-
langes or all metapodials survived. At Neatham the
higure is 9%. The dearth of feet may, alternatively,
suggest that cattle were slaughtered elsewhere but in
view of the skull fragments, numerous metapodials
and some phalanges it is likely that the killing took
place on the site.

Skull fragments showed no sign of pole-axing as a
method of slaughter and indeed all sizeable pieces
indicated otherwise. Two sets of skull fragments
previously examined from Neatham (Done, unpub-
lished) were consistent with opening the cranium to
remove the brain.

Chops noted on the outer face of mandibles would
have occurred in removal of the cheek, and in the
region of the diastema were possibly to do with
facilitating removal of the tongue.

There was very little evidence of butchering tech-
nigue in the pig and none in the sheep. Being small,
the carcases would have needed less preparation for
the pot. Marks as of gnawing were seen on many
bones, including some large ones, and as Grrant
(1975) points out, the local attendant carnivores may
have had an effect on what survived of the sheep/pig
bones. A rabbit-catching cat known to the writer was
observed to consume almost totally a young rabbit,
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leaving only the teeth and scraps of jaw: plainly cven
moderate-sized dogs, as in Pit 16, could have con-
siderably upset the survival of the smaller bones.

The difficulties besetting the calculation of actual
weight of meat produced by the food animals are
well known; it is impossible accurately to assess
either live or carcase weight from bones. However,
estimates are sometimes worthwhile. Using the live
weights postulated above and a killing-out percen-
tage of 50 (based on the writer's observations on a
farm-kept Soay ewe), the carcase weights would bhe
as follows: ox, ¢ 159 kg: sheep, ¢ 12 kg; pig, c 45 kg,
The pig was of particular value as a meat producer
because virtually all of it, including skin and guts,
was not only edible but eaten.

Disease and Deformity

There was little sign of deformity other than spectacu-
larly healed fractures. Some slight abnormalities of
dentition were noted. A few of the sheep jaws were
overcrowded and in two cases there was no PM2.
Two ox mandibular M3 of two cusps only were seen.
A fragment of pig maxilla contained a first molar
deformed by hypoplastic enamel.

Comment

Fig 100 contrasts the bone content of early and lare
features, and the early predominance of the sheep is
seen to give way before the rise of the ox in the
livestock economy. The histogram is somewhat sim-
plistic as it collects bones together in two groups,
each covering a lengthy time span, one from ¢ AD 75
to 250 and the second from ¢ AD 250 to 400.
Without support from the distribution through indi-
vidual features (Tables 29 and 30), it could scarcely
be considered a valid representation. The numbers
from minimum numbers and fragments differ and
each method has its own recommendations but the
pattern is the same. The early parttern is based on a
relatively small sample of bone but its authenticity
may, ipse facto, become more acceptable as the sheep
have overcome built-in biases against them.

It 1s possible therefore that a change took place in the
livestock economy in the latter part of the third
century and for some reason livestock production
increased. Age data favour the assumption that cattle
and sheep were used primarily for meat, beef consu-
tuting the major part with pork at least as important
as mutton and probably more so, in view of the small
size of the sheep. The whole picture of young cattle
and extended killing of sheep in the later period is
suggestive of an increase in meat requirements and
may point to a rise in population and/or wealth.

Cattle may have contributed milk and motive power
in addition to meat, indeed the attempts at sex
determination could show a predominance of heifers/
cows. The evidence for age structure is, it must be
emphasised, from small numbers relative to the time
covered. Such as it is, it suggests that beasts were

AREAS A AND R 145

killed mainly as young adults, which would be
u_nl:lu.-lg.' if the purpose was milk production and
gves no time for the breeding of replacements. The
cattle scene is incompletely represented, the record
50 far covering ‘fat’ cartle, both heifers and steers,
kept and killed for meat production. They may have
been bred in the vicinity and brought in as required,
alive or possibly (in view of the small quantity of feet
bones) as partially dressed carcases. Older cows of a
breeding herd there must have been somewhere at
hand, and presumably in old age thev died or were
killed and probably caten, but not, it seems, at
Neatham.

The alteration in the kill-off pattern of sheep raises
further points. In the early period there are two
p!:'.ﬂ_ks, both probably corresponding to an autumn
killing. In the later period, the main peak is still at
the prime meat age; there is little difference berween
the proportions killed at ages 2/3 and 3/4. This may
simply reflect an overall increase in sheep numbers —
the larger flocks of the later period allowing more of
the younger ewes to be used to make up the meat
requirement. In both groups the presence of animals
up to ¢ 8 vears old suggests the maintenance of
breeding flocks. Sheep have potential value as pro-
ducers of milk and wool but the age structure here
indicates that neither was important. In fact, most
aspects of the bone collection point to meat produc-
tien as the objective of livestock husbandry at Neath-
am, and to some expansion of this sector of agricul-
ture in the late third century.

The lack of finesse in the butchering trade does not
necessarily mean waste, and no doubt all available
meatl was made use of, but the chopper seems to have
been used often when a sharp knife would better
have served the purpose. The removal of ox feet and
some horns might point w a local glue-making
industry. The alternative, that the cattle bones de-
rive from partially dressed carcases brought in as
such, is less appealing as it would have been more
practical in most circumstances to transport beef to
the point of slaughter on the hoof. Pieces of cut
antler were the only other evidence of use of bone.

Thie contents of Pits 14 and 16 agree with the general
two-phase pattern in respect of food waste bul
included additional refuse such as whole dogs, whole
chickens, an articulated ox forclimb (fe an unbutch-
ered, inedible? forequarter). With five dogs in Pit
16, it seems likely that, when they ceased to be of use
as a water supply, the wells provided convenient
deep holes for the disposal of potenually smelly
rubbish. Amongst the domestic chicken remains
were at least two cocks, giving rise to speculaton
about offerings. It was impossible to gither confirm
or refute this by means of the bones.

In the absence of sieving, small mammal and bird
bones were not found.
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Table 29. Numbers of bone fragments in the magn features. Tahle 31, Bome It
e S5
Context Ox Sheep Pig Horse Dog  Red Deer Bird Others
Structure 3 9 15 | - - i
Pit | . : - - 5 ' S
Well 7 12 13 4 1 # : = Skull
Pit 11 14 26 2 - : < 5 Mandible
Pit 20 3 6 3 - - - Vertebrae
Pit 8 9 12 1 l 1 -~ Seapula
Well 4 43 46 4 = 4 . 1o - Humerus
Diwch 2 g 30 4 - 2 2 T Radius
Pt 17 £ 6 - - - = {lna
Pit 3 ¥ 1 = o - - | roe deer ';1,[:I3L:ﬂrpa|'
Pit 4 i 2 - 2 - - ;mmmﬂnlt‘
Pit 5 12 8 I - 4 :
1 ! I
Well 3 56 16 3 7 - e 1&]'::;
Well 2 10 8 2 : - 2 = 7 water vole skull 0s Calcis
Pit 12 23 18 5 38 | 2 E i Raragalus
Pit 6 40 22 4 = - - 3 : gf {ﬁm
Pit 16 158 52 35 21 27 | hare o
Pit 2 | | : s - - - B
Well 1 27 37 I ! ) : E‘I ph;!:;:;
Well 6 143 0% 17 11 1? 3 3 1 cat i phdj. :
Pit 14 59 8 9 1 | 15 - i e
Pit 21 ' 1 = . - - - el
Well 5 225 3 25 ] 37 9 ~ 7 13 :
ell 5 5 [ 1 2 rabbit + = pig metapod
Table 30. Minimum numbers of mdividuals represented in the main features.
Context Ox sheep Pig Horse Dog Red deer Bird Others The Hll.l‘l.‘lil_ﬂ B
- and Geraldine |
;[i:u[;mrv 3 |_‘ 2 p = - = The reports on th
S 2 I: ;1 ; = = = and two infant buri
i ; : ; P 3 ; > ; the fiche (M1/30,
Pit 20 P p P : ~ o P
Pit 8 P 2 p - P - P -
Well 4 2 7 P p - P .
IDhtch 2 P 3 p - -~ - -
Pit 17 P p - - - S
Pit 3 - p —= = = —
Pit 4 P 2 p = p - . :
Pit 5 ] 3 = P = P =
Well 3 5 3 p - P S .
Well 2 3 P 1] 2? - =
Pir 12 2 4 £ 2
; B P 5
Pit 6 2 3 2 = - E‘ P -
Pit 16 10 8 b P 3 p +
Pit 2 1] P = # v - E.
"J:.L'l.l 1 2 4 |1 4] P — P
Well 6 37 18 o 2 P P '] 1]
Pit 14 5 4 2 p p P : :
Pit 21 2 3 P = it 2 E
Well 5 11 8 B p p 2 -

presence
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Table 31. Bone frequency — food ammals.

3 =
|
10
. e gy
bl .b
= i
: la
15 .
- lw
_-_____-—_
«
Berd (e
P
P -
P -
i
P 5
4 :
F f
F -
F -
N I

Total Early Groups Lare Groups

Ox Sheep Pig O Sheep Pig Ox Sheep Pig
Mandible 105 166 58 12 61 % 93 105 50
Vertebrae 117 20 5 i8 1 1 94 19 4
Scapula 11% 16 2 13 3 1 106 11 0
Humerus 7 15 8 5 [ 3 12 8 5
Radius 45 49 1 f 2 0 39 7% 4
Ulna 15 4 12 3 3 3 12 1 g
Metacarpal 84 50 9 g 17 1 75 13 g
Innominate 62 6 5 3 4 5 59 0 0
Femur 25 7 17 4 2 17 2 5 0
Tibia 39 25 7 5 12 27 34 13 5
s Calcis 20 0 2 1 0 0 19 0 0
Astragalus 39 7 3 5 1 0 14 6 3
Metatarsal 66 99 . G 14 4 &7 65 :
Loose teeth 352 194 30 8 49 4 314 145 26
lst phalanx 31 3 4 5 4 0 23 1 0
2nd phalanx 9 1 0 5 0 0 4 1 0
ird phalanx 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0

= pig metapodials counted under metacarpal.

The Human Bones by Terry (O’Connor

and Geraldine Done

The reports on the two inhumations from Area F
and two infant burials from Area B, are included on
the fiche (M1/30, M1/79).
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Chapter 7
Fruits and Seeds from Four Roman Wells
(Area B)

by Peter Murphy

Thirteen small soil samples, taken by the excavators,
received for examunation (Table 32). The
majority of the fruits and seeds from these samples
were recovered by flotation, collecting the flot in a
250 micron mesh sieve; the non-floating residue was
washed through a lmm mesh sieve, and the remain
ing plant material, mainly fruitstones, was extracted
from this sieved fraction. Samples from Well 6 and
Pit 21 produced only small charcoal fragments and
this report is therefore concerned solely with the
material from Pits 14 and 16. The fruns and seeds
identified in samples from these features are listed in
lable 33,

WEre

Table 32. The Samples

Sample Volume Motes

Pit 14 551 (layers F-]) 250ml  Fruitstones in silt marrix
552 {layers F-] TOdml Fine plant detritus, with
sepds and fruitstones,
553 {layers F=]) 500ml Coarse woody detritus
with moss, seeds, fruit-
STONES.
Pit 16 551 (lavers F-] Himl Similar to Pit 14552,
552 (layers F-] 300ml  Similar 1o Pit 14/552,
553 (layers F=] 300ml Fruitstones, little mineral
CONIENEL.
554 (layers F-]) 400ml  Similar to Pir 14/551.
355 (lavers F-] A00ml Off-white clay, some
seeds.
Well 6 551 {layer D Aml  Grevish brown soil with
charcoal
Pir 21 A (laver A) S00ml
B {laver B G00ml
C (layer C 200m! | Black soil with charcoal.
D {layer D

300l

Discussion

From their composition these samples scem to con-
sist largely of domestic food refuse, apparently
dumped in the disused wells over a relatively short

period, thus allowing little opportunity for seeds
from the local ruderal flora to become incorporated
in the deposits. The cultivated plants represented are
plums (Prunus domestica), cherries (Prunus of aeim ),
walnut (Fuglans régig) and coriander (Coriandrum
sattrum); the fruitstones of bullace and seeds of apple
may be from wild or cultivated trees. Remains of
succulent fruits and herbs have frequently been
recovered from urban deposits of Roman date {eg
Willeox 1977) and increasingly are being reported
from rural sites (eg Jones 1977; Lambrick and
Robinson 1979). It 1s apparent, that the cultivation
and consumption of such crops was widespread in
Roman Britain.

The cultivated Prunus fruitstones have been de-
scribed and illustrated elsewhere (Murphy 1977)
Although the Prunus domestica group includes a wide
range of infertile forms, the stones of P domestica
subsp domestica from this site appear to fall into three
fairly distinct groups, which may correspond to
varieties. These groups are characterised by the
following mean fruitstone lengths and length:
breadth ratios: L 14.1mm, L:B 128.5; L 16.6mm,
L:B 143.8; L. 22.0mm, L:B 164.6. The two smaller
types of fruitstone are rounded in cross-section, the
larger distinctly fattened. The smooth-surfaced
fruitstones of cherry are thought to be of P auium,
The walnut 15 represented only by a small fragment
of the characteristically wrinkled endocarp. It has
been reported from Roman contexts at Scole, Nor-
folk' (Jones 1977), Winchester (Murphy [1977),
Rotherley, Wiltshire (Godwin 1975) and London
{(Willcox 1977). Coriander, here represented by two
fruits, appears to have been an important herb or
spice plant in Roman Britain; there are records from
Silchester, Caerwent, Godmanchester (Godwin
1975}, London (Willcox 1977), Winchester (Murphy
1977 and Farmoor, Oxfordshire (Lambrick and
Robinson 1979).

Remains of edible wild fruits and nuts, including
sloe, bramble, clder, rose, hawthorn and hazel, are
common in these samples. These may reflect the
presence of scrub vegetation or hedgerows in the




immediate area, but the picture is probably distoried
by seasonal gathering from the surrounding country-
side. The seeds of bilberry (Vaccimium myrtiflush, a
plant of heathland and woods on acid soil, may have
come from & more distant source. The Neatham site
is on a gravel terrace, overlying and surrounded by
the Lower Chalk. The nearest extensive arca of
heath existing nowadays is in Woolmer Forest,
several miles away. Townsend (1883, 207) records
bilberry in Woolmer Forest, and it seems probable
that the seeds from these samples came from that
area

Table 33,
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The remaining seeds represent @ restricted range of
wetland and grassland plants and ruderals. The
single seed of Typha (reedmace) probably indicates
some recd-swamp in the vicinity though seeds of this
plant are widely dispersed by the wind. The ranup.
culi (both tentatively identified) and the seeds of
rushes (FJuncus spp) reflect the presence of damp
habitats. Prunella vulgaris (sell-heal) 15 a grasslangd
species. The ruderals — poppy, docks, nettles,
orache, goosefoot and nipplewort - are all common
in disturbed habatats.

Fruits and seeds from Pits 14 and 16, Notation, cg 121(2), mdicates that frutistones of this SPecier tere

extracted from only half the sample; ie 121 fruitstones were extracted, and it 15 estimated that about 240 were presen

overall,

Sample number 551 552

Ranunculus cf repens L - -
Rarunculus of lingua L -
Ranunculus sp

|
Papaver rhoeas 1 | i

Lrucilerae indet -
Viala sp - -
Cerastium cf arvense L -
Chenapodium sp = -
Atriplex parulal hastata = =

Potentilla sp - 23

Malis svlvesiris Miller
Pyrus'Malus sp

Rubus frunicosus agg 121(2y L17¢2
Prunus spinosa L 2 2
Prunus domestica L subsp matitia 22
Prunus domestica 1. subsp domestica - 4
Prunus cf avium L : 6
Prunus sp - 18
Roza sp - 18

Crataegus monogyna Jacy -
Cortandrum sahoum L : "
Umbelliferae indet -

Rumex sp - =
Polvgonum aviculare agg

Urtica diotca L 4

Corvlus avellana L. frag

Juglans regia L (rag - -
Vaccomum mvriilius L 54
Prunella vulparns L = s
Sambucus mgra L - =
Lapsana communis L -
Compositae indet - =
Funcus sp 7 5
Typha sp = —
Cyperaceae indet

Gramineae inder -
Indeterminane _

A

Pit 16 Pit 14
S§3 S84 855 881 §52 883
5 1 3 Z
- - ] 2 -
E E 3
1 L : | A ;
= - - . 1
- |
| - . 2 .
17 | 2 20 13 2
| | < I 1
— ! - i 3
84 ! 16 219107 2302 28
a4 13 = 70 7 2
15 4 12 - 4
12 3 - 20 -
3 3 13 7 =
12 i ~ = .
5 - - 86 [+ -
17 15 162 12 7
= = £ - ‘
| - 2 = l
) -
2 - 5 G 1
| 4 | |
2 2 32 10 2
5 = ) 1 1
5 5 i e I
l = = e =
; _ i E 1
| 1 I 1 4
- - - |
| - | . -
| 4 3 2 4
- - G | 4
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Chapter 8

General Discussion

The excavatons have examined about 0.37 hectares
which represents about 2.6% of the estimated area of
the site. When considering this discussion this
limitation must be borne in mind. However, it is
worth pointing out that this represents a relatively
large sample in comparison with other Romano-
British ‘urban’ sites.

It is often held that a Romano-British settlement
requires certain elements in order to be called a town
Wacher 1975; Millett 1976 for an alternative view).
It is my aim to compare the Neatham evidence with
these requirements of public buildings, town plan-
ning, defences, and administrative functions.

The Roads and Street system

There is no evidence for a street grid, indeed the
evidence for roads as a whole 15 rather poor. The
Silchester—Chichester road was examined in four
places, but only in Area C was it found to have a
made surface. This is not unexpected as the site lies
on gravel which makes a serviceable surface without
metalling: an examination of the present lanes in the
area shows just how little evidence would be left by
such roads, Elsewhere the line of the road was
examined in Areas B. A and E but in each Area only
the natural gravel, patched with large flints, was
reached. On this evidence it seems clear that our
definition of what constitute roads on the site has
been too narrow and we ought to consider any area
devoid of occupation within the site as a possible
access way or road. In contrast to the Silchester-
Chichester road both the line and surface of the
east-west road appeared clearly in Area A. This is
perhaps because it was examined in the centre of the
settlement, and because the principal surface exca-
vated was part of a substantial programme of replan-
ning of this Area, which probably involved a widen-
ing of the road. The general line of this road is
shown on Fig 1 on the basis of evidence at Bentley
SU 770433) and Holybourne (SU 730405) together
with the stretches of Alton High Street and a road in
Four Marks (SU 674353 10 657336) which appear to
be on the line. The ultimate destination of the road
remains uncertain but it is presumed to run from
Winchester towards London (for recent work see
Simons 1981).

Positive evidence for a road or track was also found
in Area E, trench A, where a gravel surface bounded

by a ditch on its downhill side appears to have been a
road, which when projected joins the present Bin-
sied road. This would appear to have been the site’s
connection to the Roman potteries in the Alice Holt
Forest (Fig 1). Neither this road, nor that found
leading off from the eastern side of the Silchester-
Chichester road in Area B (Fig 21), provide any
evidence of a rectangular street grid. In contrast,
that running to the north of Structure 27 (Fig 102)
and probably servicing it, formed a right-angle with
the main road. On balance, however, the road
system does not seem to have been orthogonally
planned; an organic network similar 1o that seen in
other small towns is most likely (eg Mackreth 1979;
Booth 1980}, This provides an important distinction
from the plans of the crvitas capitals.

The Structures and Site Layout

The majority of the evidence for structures within
the site is of lare third or fourth century date,
probably because ephemeral structures of earlier
date have not survived the later more intensive
occupation. This earlier occupation is however
attested by the structures on Area A together with
rubhish pits on Area B and the burials from Area F.
An examination of these structures in relation to the
site’s topography provides important information
about the organisation of the settlement. Out of the
24 buildings so far examined only two (Structures 22
and 27) were stone-built. Both of these were of the
third—fourth century. The other 22 structures were
all of timber, varying in form, with the use of post
holes, sill beams, beam slots, post bases, and other
more enigmatic blocks which presumably supported
wooden walls or frames. The third-century buildings
showed certain common features in their location.
First, most of them formed a ribbon development,
within 30m of the two principal roads. Most of these
were also built end-on to these roads. The exceptions
were the buildings close to the river which may have
been orientated rowards this, especially as it seems to
have been navigable (Millett 1979a).

In Areas A, B and D there was a ditch of first century
date (Ditches 1 and 3) running parallel to, and about
20m west of, the Silchester—Chichester road. In Area
B this ditch was replaced by Dirch 2, infilled in the
late second—early third century, which was again
parallel with the road but some 40m west of it. The
latter seems to have acted as the boundary of the
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Fig 102. Detailed plan showing the layout of Neatham Areas A-C in the third century.,

settlement and implies some form of planned orga-
nisation as the line was maintained until the fifth
century. Such organisation is also suggested by the
similar plot size and layout of the properties both in
Area A, facing onto the east-west road, and in Area
I_i, facing onto the west side of the Silchester—
Chichester road. In Area B (Fig 102) the cluster of
cess pits close to Ditch 2 at the back of the properties
were regularly spaced at ¢ 25m centres. If each of
these can be related 10 one or two properties, we
have evidence for regular property division. Within
these properties the structures seem to have been
regularly spaced, facing end-on to the street, with
¥ard areas berween and behind them. Similar orga-
msation is seen in Area A, although the structures

were more closely spaced. In both Areas some of the
yards between the buildings contained a well, which
can be interpreted as the private water supply for
that property. Evidence for this organised layout is
also available from Areas D and perhaps E, whilst to
the east of the Silchester—Chichester Road in Area B
the only pit group located was in a position consis-
tent with the same interpretation.

These regularities suggest organisation (Fig 102),
but whether this was imposed or co-operative it is
impossible 1o decide. This type of organisation is
comparable in importance with the orthogonal plan-
ning seen at larger towns both here and in other parts
ol the Empire.
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Site Size and Population

Il occupation was continuous in ribbon develop-
ment along the roads, as the excavations and
ficldwork suggest, the area occupied would have
been around 14 hectares (35 acres). An absolute
minimum estimate on the basis of all the areas so far
examined would be Sha.

A common feature of all the areas so far examined
was gravelled or cobbled vards, which opened out
onto the roads, between buildings. In these were
generally located the wells, whilst ovens and pits
were also found in them. These vards were probably
the places where the industrial and commercial
activities of the settlement took place, much as they
did in Medieval rowns.

The guestion of population size, although impor-
tant, is difficult to answer. Assuming the area of the
settlement to have been 14 hectares we can calculate
the probable population, whilst a minimum can be
calculated from the minimum area of 8 hectares. The
arca excavated has produced 24 structures of which
21 date to the third and fourth centuries. If cne
assumes a constant density of occupation, and a low
average of five people per structure, the following is
possible;

0.37 ha excavated = 21 x 5 people = 105 people
8 ha population = iy % 21 X 5 people = 2270
people

14 ha population = !4 % 21 % 5 people = 3972

people.

Thus the total population was probably between
2,270 and 3,972 people. This is not a large popula-
tion by modern standards, but it should be noted
that few medieval towns exceeded a population of
1,000 (Platt 1976, 15). It seems likely that Roman
Britain was more like Medieval England than mod-
ern Britain, especially in its economic basis, so this
population represents a comparatively large concen-
tration.

The Economic Basis

Such a population raises the question of the way in
which these people were supported. The first prob-
lem in investigating this is the definition of the area
on which the settlement relied, as it seems probahle
that such a population was not wholly engaged in
agriculture. The approach used here is based on
Hodder's work, which follows that of geographers in
using Theissen polygons to define service areas. In
his most recent article on the application of this
method to Romano-British towns (Hodder 1975),
several hypotheses were examined but none was
found totally satisfactory in explaining the distribu-
tion of towns, One limitation of his methods is tha
only the larger towns, the walled towns and civitas
capitals, were considered. This approach has been
questioned elsewhere (Millett forthcoming a). One
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point of interest that anses from Hodder's work
(1975) is that Neatham lies near the point where the
three polyvgons of Winchester, Silchester ang
Chichester meer. This is the point where Hodder
(1975, 69) suggests that lesser towns, like MNeatham,
were most likely to grow up, as it is where urhan
scrvices were most in demand. This is itsell o
possible cause for the development of Neatham.

A more realistic approach to defining the area served
by the centre 1s to treat all the centres in the region as
equal, whether walled or unwalled, with or withow
admunistrative sarus. "':l}'r.'l;.:h'linj; can then be given
simply on the basis of their size, which may be 3
function of the economic importance of the site, This
assumes the following:

a) that the area of a centre 15 related 1o the size of
that centre;

b) that the area of that centre is related 1o its
ECONOMIC IMportance;

¢} that adjacent centres are in competiton;

d) that a centre’s sphere of economic influence s
not strongly related 1o irs administrative position
(see Millerr forthcoming a),

It is then possible to draw a hypothetical boundary
between adjacent centres using Reilly’s breaking-
point formula (Hodder and Orton 1976, 188) which
seems to have some validity for archacological data,
The arcas of all Roman nucleated settlements adja-
cent to Neatham were therefore calculated from the
latest published plans or excavator's estimate, and
this informarion used to draw a predicted service
area around Neatham (Fig 103) which encloses about
500km?. The polygon so defined represents an un-
testable hypothesis, but it may give a general im-
pression of the area served by the settlement. The
only evidence against which the polygon can be
compared 15 that of adjacent pottery distributions:
Rowlands Castle ware (Hodder 1974b): Silchester
ware (charles 1980); and Farnham ware (Lyne and
Jelferies 1979, Fig 46). These are summarised in Fig
103,

These distributions neither confirm nor deny the
extent of the suggested service area, but the area so
defined can be used as the basis for an hypothesis
concerning the economic basis of the setdement,

The economy of the settlement can notionally be
divided into two parts: first, the economy of the area
around the settlement, and secondly the economy of
the suggested Neatham service area itself.

Fig 104 gives a good indication of the extent (o
which the area around the site was exploited in the
Roman period, although Mr Lyne’s current work in
the Binsted area has already radically expanded our
knowledge of the density of settlement. The eco-
nomy would, on this evidence, seem to consist of two
elements. Firstly, there are some villas or probable
villas on the rich soils which surround the site, The
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Fig 103, Neatham in its geographical context in Roman Britain, Key:

. Sites on which Rowland's Castle ware has been found (after Hodder 1974b with additions):
Roman roads; -
Predicted service areas, after Hodder 1975;

Predicted service areas based on the relative sizes of Neatham and adjacent centres:

Kiln sites;

Cioitas Capitals and London;

Small towns;

Sites on which Silchester ware has been found (after Charles 1980);

Sites on which second century Farnham ware types have been found (after Lyne and Jefferies 1979 with
additions).
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majority of these are known only from surface
indications, or from unsatisfactory excavations of the
last 200 years, so little can be said of their chronolo-
gical development, although all known surface in-
dications suggest occupation in the fourth century,
In addition to these villas, recent work has also
located numerous small farmsteads. However, the

numbers of known villas themselves are an indica-
tion of the importance of agriculture to the area’s
economy. The locations of these villas shows little
apparent relationship to the postulated service area
of the town, although they are strongly related to the
solid geology (Fig 3), with a marked preference for
the Upper Greensand and Chalk. There does howev-
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Fig 104. Romano-British settlement within the area around Neatham.,
Note: numerous farmsteads in the Binstead area are omitted. This map incorporates information kindly

made available by Mr M. Lyne.

er seem to be spatial organisation in the distribution
of the villas in relation to Neatham. The numbers of
known willa sites around Neatham were plotted in
concentric rings and the density in each band calcu-
lated. This shows that there was a concentration of
sites around the town, bur that the density of sites
falls off markedly with distance from the town. This
fall-off in density has been compared with that away
from other towns in Roman Britain (Hodder and
Milletr 1980) showing that Neatham was less influen-
tial in attracting villas than other towns of higher
administrative status.

There is one group of three sites very close to the
Neatham (Fig 104). Similar groups have been noted
elsewhere (eg Cirencester; see also Todd 1970, 124-
8). These sites may have been farms but it is equally
probable that they were the houses of the wealthier
inhabitants wha preferred to live outside the centre,
which may have been rather squalid. Beyond these

three sites there is a blank in the distribution which
15 not explicable in terms of land quality. The
explanation does not seem to be a bias in feldwork,
and it thus seems that the land was either being
worked by people living in these three sites close to
the town (compare Hodder and Orton 1976, Fig
4.22d) or alternatively by the people of the town
(Wacher 1974). The latter type of economy is known
in Italy during the Empire, and is perhaps suggested
by the evidence of querns and a small reaping hook
from the site. The cconomy of the villas remains
unexplored although the bones from Neatham
above, 141} suggest a shift away from sheep towards
cattle was taking place during the Roman period.
The only way for these factors to be properly
explored is through excavation on the villa sites.

The other main economic activity within the post-
ulated service area was that of pottery production.
There was a large number of kilns in the Farnham
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area and in the Alice Holt Forest, where the Gaul
clay outcrop widens due to slight upwarping in the
Wealden Antichne (Fig 3; Millett 1979a; Lyne and
Jelferies 1979). These kilns can be shown to have
been in production throughout the Roman period,
and are probably a development from an Iron Age
craft industry. The main development of the indus-
try came in the third century when the pottery began
to capture a large market throughout southeastern
England. This development coincides with MNeath-
am’s expansion. Although it is impossible to define
the relationship between the town and the industry, it
i5 probable that some of the pottery was marketed
through Neatham. The distribution evidence sug-
gests that much of the pottery was sent down the
River Wey towards London, with the more local
markets served from Neatham. It seems likely that
the success of the pottery industry increased the
contacts of the area and was an element in the
economic development of Neatham.

The economic activities within the settlement itself

are more difficult to examine as many urban func-
tions are difficult to document archaeologically. All
the areas so far examined have produced some
economic evidence which this section can do no
more than summarnse. All areas have produced
evidence of metal working, with the frequent occurr-
ence of small quantitics of iron slag, probably the
result of small scale smithing, smeltng and forging.
There is no evidence to determine whether this
activity exploited the Marcasite (Iron Pyrites) which
occurs locally in the Chalk, although the difficulty in
working this ore makes it unlikely. Copper amd
bronze working is also attested particularly around
Structures 23 and 24 on Area F, with further, more
scanty evidence from Areas A and B. The available
dating suggests that these activities continued
throughout the period of occupation. There 15 also
the pewter mould from Well 5 (Fig 97.526), prob-
ably associated with metal working in the late
fourth—early fifth century. Pottery production in the
early fourth century is strongly suggested by the
wasters from Pit 3 on Area A, although there is mo
evidence from other Areas, except for a waster from
Well 5 which may not have been manufactured on
the site as it was perfectly serviceable. The small
finds also suggest industrial or craft acuvity. There
are particular concentrations of bone pins from Area
C (35 were found in a comparatively small area) and
in Pits 16 and 14 on Arca B. This evidence together
with an unfinished pin from Pit 16 (Fig 88.443), and
a roughly worked one from Pit 14 (Fig 88.463),
suggest the presence of a bone working industry. In
view of the presence of similar industries on other
sites (Cunliffe 1975) this is probably only of local
Importance,

This bone working was probably based on the local
agriculture which is also indicated by several other
objects: the reaping hook (Fig 75.165) from Area F,
and the spindle pin beater from Well 5 (Fig 88.441)
which is suggestive of weaving. This agricultural
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connection 15 also suggested by the presence of
numerous querns, which were presumably part of
the equipment of every household. The scale of this
acuvity is not andustrial so much as domestic,
although the quern (Fig 98.535) from Well 2 is much
larger and must suggest a commercial or communal
activity. The only craft attested is woodwork which
15 indicated by the occasional gouge (eg Fig 77.198)
and a punch (313). There was a major concentration
of woodworking objects around Structure 19, Arca
D (Fig 76.171-174), which suggests that it may have
been a carpenter’s workshop. This catalogue of finds
does suggest some specialisation of function,
although this is difficult to test objectively both
because of the size of the available sample, and the
nature of the evidence.

Marketing and exchange aré also difficult to demon-
strate archaeologically although there are two pieces
of steelyard (Fig 73.110 and 75.161) from Areas A
and B, which suggest commercial activity, and a
number of stvli, perhaps associated with the scribal
functions concerned with trade, come from all parts
of the site.

Despite its scanty nature, the evidence does demon-
strate the variety of economic activity associated with
urban life. In the absence of evidence to the con-
trary, it therefore scems that Neatham fulfilled a role
as a centre of tertiary industry and redistribution and
thus qualifies as a town in a geographical, if not a
classical, sense (compare Wacher 1975). Indeed such
is the nature of the settlement evidence that we
should perhaps call it a ‘Native Town' (Millett
1976); an economic entity rather than an administra-
tive device.

Defences and Administrative Status

Despite the apparent predominance of economic
factors in the development of the site, there is some
evidence for its administrative functions. The
archaeological evidence for these is constituted by
the defended enclosure excavated in Area C (Fig
101). This consisted of a pair of parallel ditches,
crossed by a causeway carrying the Silchester —
Chichester road. Fieldwork since the excavation has
defined the extent of the enclosure to be about 2.5ha
within the banks, not 3.2ha as previously stated
(Graham and Milletr 1980). As the north—south road
ran through the enclosure it cannot have been a fort.
This is confirmed by the late second-early third
century date of the primary ditch silt. The date given
by Hobley (1983, 79) is erroncous and has no basis in
the published sources. There dare two possibilities for
the function of these defences:

a) a posting station (either a mutatio or a mansio
of the cursus publicus);
b} a town defence.

The former explanation is more probable if the
argument for the site being Vindomi is accepted




(below). The only comparable sites in the arca
were Iping (1o the south on the same road) where an
enclosure about 110m by 100m is known (Margary
1973, 78). This also sat astride the road but is not
dated, and was about half the size of Neatham
(1.1ha). Other comparable sites are Alfoldean and
Hardham on Stane Street. At Hardham (Winbolt
1927) the enclosure was similar in size to Iping
(about 100m by 100m) and was again astride the
road. Alfoldean was similarly located (Winbolt 1928,
1924} and although larger (125m by 125m) was still
only two-thirds the size of the Neatham enclosure.
Both these sites were dated, on the evidence of rather
dubious excavations, to the first century AD. As
such they differ from Neatham although their dating
requires re-examination, especially as the Hardham
plans indicate that the enclosure bank covered burial
4, making it later than the excavator suggested. The
smaller size of all three when compared with Neath-
am perhaps suggests that they were mutationes whilst
Meatham was a mansio. It is likely that the sites were
all road posts which were defended for the same
reasons, if ar different times. Another similar group
of sites lies along Watling Street (Webster 1971).
These were of similar size but of early fourth century
date (Webster 1975, note 3) and appear in the
Antonine Iunerary as is Neatham (below).

The second possibility, that we are dealing with a
town defence, poses problems. There are a number
of parallels amongst British urban defences for the
date of construction, which is often related 1o a
particular historical event (Wacher 1975). The prob-
lem with this interpretation is that imperial consent
was probably required for the construction of de-
fences even if they were not initiated from the
centre. This implies that the town in question had an
administrative importance, as the controls were exer-
cised to prevent the threar of individual cities gaining
too much power. The only evidence for such status is
in Neatham's role as a posting station. Thus, on the
evidence available, the defences would seem most
likely to be a function of the site’s possible role as a
posting station. In this context it is important to note
that the defences did not define the limits of the
settlement in the lare second century. The nature of
the interior of the enclosure is not clear, as only a
single area (Arca D) within the defences has been
excavated, but it is likely that there were substantial
buildings within the enclosure associated with the
mansio, This is supported by the presence of tesserae
and hypocaust tiles from the fill of the defensive
ditches.

Wilson (1975 pl 14a) illustrates an aerial photograph
of the site which shows a parch mark of bank and
ditches to the south of the railway and north of the
By-pass. The bank was examined on Area F and
proved to be post-medieval. However, another bank
which has not been excavated is now covered by the
By-pass (Fig 101). This, perhaps significantly, had
an inturned entrance in its south side just off the
presumed line of the Silchester—=Chichester road, It
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may be this feature which was cut by the contractors
roadside ditch (feature 1, M2/22). If of Roman dare,
as suggested by the inturned entrance, it might
represent a later defended enclosure, and may poss-
ibly be a fourth century town defence. This Sugges-
tion remains to be tested by excavation.

Given the circumstantial evidence suggestive of the
site’s administrative importance, we must consider
its status. Johnson (1975) has recently considered the
status of sites which rank below the level of crofas
capital. Ar Meatham, we have no direct evidence
from inscniptions to contnbute, and the conclusions
are therefore only inferential.

Tter XV of the Antonine Itunerary reads (Rivet 1970,
60; also River and Smith 1979, 178):

Ttem a Calleva Isca Dumnontorum m.p. CXXXV]
(s1c):

Vindonn m.p. XV

Veenta Belgarum m.p. XXI

Brige m.p. XI

Sorbioduni m.p. VIII

Vindocladia m.p. XIT (read XXII)

Durnonevaria m.p. VIII (read XVIII}
Muriduno m.p. XXXVI
lica Dummontorum m.p. XV

All the places on the route are known with the
exception of Muriduno and Vindomi (Rivet and Smith
1979, 178). For the latter there are two possible
locations, one to the north-west and the other to the
south-east of the Silchester-Winchester road. Rivet
(1970, 61} concluded thar Neatham could be perhaps
wdentified as Vindomi. River and Smith (1979, 179
conclude that, in the absence of a road from Neath-
am to Winchester, the best location for Vindomi is at
North Waltham. With the existence of a Roman road
from Winchester to Neatham now proven, the co-
ordinates almost exactly fit the position of Neatham.
This seems to make the identification of Neatham as
Vindomi extremely probable, although a similar
small town site recently excavated at East Anton,
near Andover, perhaps represents an  alternative
location (W Startin, pers comm).

This identification has implications concerning the
status of the site. (I would like to thank Mr M W C
Hassall for discussing the points in this paragraph.)
As the Anonine Itinerary is almost certainly con-
nected with the Cursus Publicus, Neatham was prob-
ably either a mansio or a mutatio, and the size of the
defences suggest the former (above). This func-
tion may represent the catalyst for the development
of the site in this position. The site’s possible
administrative role is more difficult 10 assess. The
two possibilities are that it had no status in the
administration of the area, or thar it was a oicws
(Johnson 1975). As a vicus it would have been the
smallest self-governing unit within a civitas. Johnson
has argued that in the later Roman Empire the term
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picns was used for any unwalled settlement, and
castrum for any defended ones, although the implica-
tions of this distinction are not clear. Thus Neatham
mav have been a wicws in administrative terms
although referred to as a castrum.

In the context of the site's administrative status the
]-.r.;hu_-n..:cu['a late Roman belt buckle (Fig 73.88) may
be significant. It may have been either a military or a
civil service Di..gnia. If the former it might be taken
to suggest that the site was important enough to
demand defence; if the latter, the presence of civil
servants might be taken as an indicaton of stats,
The problem, as with any metalwork, is deciding
whether it was lost by its rightful owner or someone
for whom it had no significance. To draw any
conclusion from its presence would go completely
bevond the evidence.

I'he role and situation of the town in Roman Britain
has been touched upon above, but certain points
have yet tw be considered. Firstly, the site lay
between four major centres (Fig 1): Winchester
(Venta Belgarum); Chichester (Nomomagus Regnen-
siumt), Silchester (Callepa Atrebatum) and London
(Londimum) in what can be considered a boundary
area in both administrative and tribal terms. It was
very close to the assumed border of the Arrebares
with the Regmi and not far from that with the Croitas
Belgarum. There is no certainty about either the
nature or position of these boundaries although, for
locational reasons, it could be argued that Neatham
lay within the Cizitas Regnensium, as it was oriented
towards the Weald (Fig 3). It could equally be
argued that its proximity to Silchester would bring it
within the Civitas Atrebatum. Dr Hodder has pointed
out (1975) that small towns were often located at or
near the boundaries of the service areas of the civitas
capitals (Fig 103) as that is the position where there
was greatest demand for services. Neatham con-
forms to this model, but lies within the predicted
service area of Silchester and should therefore
perhaps be seen as a vicus of the Civitas Atrebatum.

Cultural Affinities

In many ways the most interesting aspects of the
site’s material culture are those which relate to its
broader cultural affinities. We are fortunate in hay-
ing evidence for several aspects of this problem.
First, building styles and decoration can be consi-
dered, as they are an enduring indicator of the choices
made by the inhabitants. Roman building methods,
using stone walls, mosaics and hypocausts, were
available in the arca (eg Neatham Manor, Binsted
Wyck and Barley Pound villas) but only two of the
twenty-four structures on the site were of stone, and
It seems unlikely that the areas examined on the site
are atypical. It is possible that only the poorer people
lived within the town, but even if true, the predomi-
hance of timber buildings requires explanation in an
area of abundant building stone. The buildings
should probably be seen as part of a long tradition of
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building in timber which is seen in the local Tron Age
and Medieval structures. Timber does not necessari.
ly indicate poverty in architectural tradition as tim-
ber buildings can be of equal quality to those of
stone. Imdeed the wealth of the settlement is prob-
ably not the explanation, as the many good gquality
ﬂuull finds are inconsistent with material poverty.
itu_- timber building tradition is therefore seen a5 an
indicator of the indigenous culture of this ares in
Roman Britain: a result of a positive choice, not
necessity.

The artistic material from the site is small in quanti-
ty, and not particularly distinguished in quality,
with the exception of the bone knife handle, which is
a portable object and thus of limited interpretative
value. The most interesting object is undoubtedly
the drawing on a tile (Fig #5.393) which scems very
Celtic in character. The more important way of
judging the artistic material is by comparing the
assemblage of artistic objects with that from other
similar sites (Millett 1977). This comparison shows
that Neatham is similar to other small towns without
walls and of non-military origin, again suggesting a
predominantly indigenous character.

Classical religious material is notable by its absence,
as even the pipe-clay Venus figurine (Fig 85.391) is
of a class of object which can be shown to have
indigenons, rather than Roman connections (Green
1976, 20-1). There is however some evidence for
Celtic religion on the site as there 15 evidence for
water having had a religious significance (Ross 1974,
46-59), The evidence comes from several of the deep
pits and the wells (Wells 5, 6 and 8; Pits 14 and 16).
All these produced a selection of apparently perfect,
complete pots. These include the four Rhenish
beakers (two with mottes) and a large concentration
of type 79 jars which were uncommon elsewhere on
the site. In addition, the two of these features
completely cleared (Pits 14 and 16) also each pro-
duced a cockerel skeleton and a vanety of other
bones including dogs and ox skulls. Taken as a
whole, this evidence suggests votive deposits, both
when the wells were first dug, and also when they
had gone foul and had to be infilled. This is again an
aspect of the indigenous culture of the site which
owes little or nothing 1o Roman influence.

Another category of evidence is that of literacy,
which should surely be seen as an important aspect
of Romanisation. It is demonstrated by the presence
of the pair of motto beakers, two graffiti, and a
number of sl from across the site. In addition there
is a small bone 's* (Fig 86.434) from Area B. These
demonstrate that at least a minority of the population
were literate, indicating some depth of Romanisa-
tion. It is. however, obvious from the other evidence
that the culture of the site was a fusion of the Celtic
and the classical, largely dominated by the former.




The End of the Site

The final point for discussion is the problem of
continuity into the middle ages. The evidence for the
latest period of occupation is scant, and consists of a
handful of sherds of pottery which appear to date to
the pertod after the end of centralised potter produc-
tion (above, 81). Most of this material came from ome
of the two Crrubenhiuser on Area B, The larger group
(from the Grubenhaus above Well 6) can really only
be dated to the early Anglo-Saxon period in the
broadest terms. Other evidence is provided by the
place-name. Smiuth (1956) suggests the following
meaning for the name Neatham:

Néar  meaning “cattle’ in old English;
ham  meaning ‘village, village community, manor

or Homestead' in Old English.

Brought together this suggests that Neatham was a
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cattle market in the Anglo-Saxon period, especially
45 Meatham 15 mentioned as one of the four markets
of Hampshire a1 Domesday {(Munby 1982}, and wag
the centre of a large Roval Hundred (Hinton 19813,
It seems most likely that this was a bureaucranic
remnant of the Roman situation, as there s little or
no archacological evidence for continuity. The cen-
tre of the site seems to have been almost completely
abandoned, and only the surrounding villas, such as
Binsted Wyck, Holybourne, and Meatham Manor.
remained as nodes for later Medieval settlement,
This suggests that the breakdown of the economy at
the end of the Roman ]'u.'rmd led to a reversion to
simple, -~ self-sufficient agriculturidl communities
around the former villas. A final point of interest is
that Holybourne Church is located near a probable
Roman cemetery and above a spring (see Ross 1974,
for the discussion of the religious importance of
Waler Sources).
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Chapter 9

Microfiche

Two microfiche are included at the back of this volume. The first, Microfiche 1, includes wrillen reports; the
second, Microfiche 2, plans and section drawings. Detailed contents are provided below. and on frames 12

of each fiche.
Coomtents of Microfiche 1

Area A
Archacomagnetic Measurements of Oven 1, by A ] Clark
Mote on the Archacomagnetic dating, by M Milleu
The Charcoal from Area A, by Miss P A Rhodes
Area A Samian, by Joanna Bird with B R Hartley
Area A Coins, bv B A Merson
(mcluding the Hoard)

Area B
Flagon from Burial 6, by Mark Corney
The Human Bones, by Terry O’'Connor
Area B Samian, by Joanna Bird with B R Hartlev and Brenda Dickinson
Area B Coins (Trenches I-IV), by R A Merson
Area B Coins (Trench V), by § | Keay

Area
Area C Samian, by Joanna Bird
Area C Coins, by B A Merson

Area D

Area D Samian, by Joanna Bird
Area D Coins, by R A Merson

Area E

Area E Coins, by R A Merson

Area F
The Human Bones, by Geraldine Done
Area F Coins, by R A Merson

Contents of Micrafiche 2

Figure A  Area
Figure B Area
Figure C  Area
Figure D Ares
Figure E  Area
Figure F  Arca
Figure G Arca
Figure H  Area
l';ig"]r'-' I Area
Figure | Area
Figure K Area
Figure L Area

Plan and Section of Gulley 1
Sections of Structures 2,3,4.5and 11
Plan and Section of Pit 1

Section of Well 3

Section of Well 1

Plan and Section of Pit 4

Plan and Section of Pit 2

Plan and Section of Pit 3

“L

it el il il

Sections of Well 7, Gulley 2 and Ditch 2
Sections of Pits 6, 9and 11
Section of Pit 12

Sections of Trial Trenches I and IV (Pic 5 and Well 4)

Reference Numbers
Ml1/3

M1/3

Ml/4

Ml

MI1/8

M121

M1/29
MI1320
M1/31
M1/38
MI1/34

MI1/55
Ml/60

Ml/o%
ML/70

ML74

M7
M179

Reference Numbers
M3
M2'4
M5
M2
M27
M8
Mla

M210
M2l
M212
M2/13
M2/14
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Figure M
Figure N
Figure (

Figure P

Figure Q

Figure
Figure
Figure
Figure U
Figure V
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Sections of Pits 13 and 15

Sections showing the relationship berween Pits 17, 18, 19, 20 and 21
Section for Well 6

Trench V: Section across Structure 27

Sections across Structures 19 and 20, Oven 17 and Well B
Section across the road to Alice Holt, Trench A
Section beside Structure 22

Sections AB and CD across Structure 23

Sections AB and CID across Structure 24

Sections of Features 1 and 2 in northern road ditch
Section of Feature 3 in northern road ditch

Pot from Burial 6

M2i15
M216
M217

Mg

M2/19
M2720
M2/2]
M2r22
M223
M224

Ashdown,
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Babelon, |
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Bicher, M
Birley, R
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Charles, I»
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