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Abstract 

The accidental discovery of a group of Romano­
British burials during the construction of the Alton 
by-pass in 1969 lcd to the identification of a hithmo 
unknown Roman small town, probably VimJqmi 
mentioned in the Antonine Itinerary. Tb.e site. was 
defined aod investigated in a series of seasons of 
6eldwork and excavation by the Farnham and Dis­
trict Museum Society between 1970 and 1973. 
Funhcr threats to the centre of the site led to larger 
scale excavations in 1974 and 1976 followed by a 
salvage operation during cons1ruction work in 1979. 

"'rhe present volume describes lb.is work, provides 
details of the s1ructurcs and t.heit dating and presents 
a substantial series of reports on the p0uety, small 
objectS, animal bones and coins found. These re­
ports provide the largest corpus of material yet 
published from a Romano-British small town. 

ln a final chapter the exca\,ations arc assessed against 
the background of Roman Bri,ain and ,e.ntativc 
,conclusions drawn about the nature or lhe sire, i1s 
s1,arus and economy. 
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Foreword 
by Prof S S Frere 

This rcpor1 concerns a seu.kment which ow1.."d its 
existence to the attraction of a road•side site at a 
rh,cr-crossing and which grew to importance when a 
second ro3d arrived to form a crossroads. In time the 
place cxpand<d to perhaps as much as 14 ha, and 
part of i1 lying north of the crossroads received o 
comparatively short-lived defensive circuit in eanh­
work. These facts arc sufficient to i.ndicatc the 
local imporrancc of the senlement and to show that it 
belongs to a class of Romano-British site of which we 
still know very little, namely the so-called small 
,owns or larger rural nucleated villages of the pro­
vince. 

Many of these sites lie in areas which have been 
heavily ploughed for ccn(urics and 1oday are liable 10 
the additional 1hrea1 of building construction. Few 
have been adequa1ely excava1cd aod, although some 
have yielded revealing detail to the aeriaJ camera, 
many (including Neatham) have proved unrcsp0n­
sivc ro this form of cxaminarion. One reason for lhis 
lack of response is lhe strong and long-lived tradition 
of timber or half-timbered conmuction in Southern 
Bri1ain. Al Nea1ham only two ou1 of 24 buildings 
examined were built of stone. Stone buildings nor­
maUy show up be11er on aerull pho1ographs and are 
also far easier 10 lrace and plan in excavation than are: 
timber ones. The fugitive and often irregular traces 
of the la11cr can usually be rec-overcd satisfactorily 
only by large-scale open excavation, a merhod of 
work which calls for greater financial resources and 
grca1er technical skill 1han do the 1radirional 
meihods of uial•tr<nching and small-scale explora• 
tion, and one, too,. which is of very recent develop­
ment. Those facts perhaps explain our pres..=nt ignor .. 
ance of the analOmy of such sites; the present repart 
is waro:lly 10 be welcomed for the light it 1hrows on 
one of them. 

The authors deserve congratulation not least for 
their persistenc.-e with a site where the uchaeo1ogy 
was difficult and the results unspectacular, and for 
lheir success in assembling in a single volume the 
v.'Ork of several $Uccessive e,xcavators. The pro­
gramme began in the days before t.hc large ..... t;eal-e 
expan,ion of so-caJled Rescue Archaeology in the 
early 70s; and although, later on, the excavation de­
veloped with be-ucr financial backing, it ton1inucd -
like many similar endeavours - to be run on a 
non-ptofes.sicmal b3sis., and to lack the advantages of 
a full-1ime team. Pan-time or seasonal excavation 
succeeds admirably when there are no pressures, but 

in lhe conccxt of 'development' it has drawbacks. fo 
these circumstantC$ it is not surprising to read that 
the directors became aware, during successive sea­
sons, of an incteasing arcbacoJogical proficiency and 
tlhal they came to rcaJize their own earlier inadc• 
quacies. This admission emphasises their true 
calibre: experience has 10 be gained but not all profil 
from it. 

Despite considerable plough-damage, the excavation 
bas thrown a good deal of light up0n the dc\'elop­
ment of this settlement and upon its physical orga­
nisation. The latter aspect in particular has a wider 
bearing upon Romano-Bri1ish archaeology, for rural 
road-side settlements form a large class of site but 
Utde reaJJy informalive work has been done on them. 
Of the main fca1ures which of1en seem 10 be re• 
sponsiblc for lheir genesis, four - an Iron Age 
predecessor, an associaled C'3rly fort, dependence on 
a temple or on a station of the Public Post - tack 
positive evidence at Ne.atham; the last, in \riew of the 
small area !Jlter defended, is perhaps 1hc most likely; 
lbul at present no installation is known and so no date 
can be suggested for i1s es1ablishm<D1 and the begin­
nings of the resulting serrlemenl round it. We have, 
lhcrefore, 10 think more broadly in 1crms of general 
economic causes - the growrh of a local markc1-
ccnue called into being by the presence of roads and 
by the distance along them from 01her local markets. 

At Nca1bam the early respect for the wide 1.one 
defined between lhc Silches1cr-Chichcs1er road and 
its side dilch, and the later es:istencc, 40m back from 
1he road, of a di1ch marking the rear of the building­
plots are bo1h notable fea1urcs. The depl.b of 1hc 
plots is broadly similar to -Others known elsewhere 
(35m at Ware, 20m a1 Finchnmpsiead and .\Orn a, 
Qucnington); but at Nca1ham ditches at righ1-angles 
:separating individual properties were abscn,, and we 
t01ust presumably thin.k in terms or hedges or of 
fences so shallowly based as 10 ha\'C lost all traces m 
the plough. Noiable also is the disiribution of pits 
and wells within the properties from which • p05si­
blc plo1-wid1h of 25m is deducible. 

We also find subsidiary sircc1s though 001 forming 
an orLhogonal grid; this irregular pauern is a well· 
known characteristic of minor seuJemems. It is a 
pity that more light could not be obtained on their 
date of cons1ruc1ion, for this might have offered 
interesting evidence on a d.ifficuh problem: bow was 
development controlled in such senlemems? We.re 
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d h let or sold to incomers, or 

plots marked out an_ 1 en eh la,id as each could 
did the lauer ac~uir~ :~;:~tioned a1 one time, or 
afford? Was the an an estate-owner? Or were 
suoccssi"ely, perhaps b¥ "th planning powers? 
there officials of the v,tus w1 I be answered· only 
Th questions cannot a1 presen . , 

cse . . h ielded more informauon con-
when cxcal'llnonbd. a~ ~n and chronology of se1de• 
cemins the SU lV'ISI H 81 

. we hope for greater insights. ?wever' 
~cn1~ can there does appear to exist a ccnam regular• 
it:•~ ":ioc-size and a uniformity of arrangement, 
with strip-buildings facing the su-ee1, each •C;ompad 
nied by i1s yard containing wells and ~-p11s; an 
these do perhaps imply a form of orgamzau_on, or 
control of devclopmen1, more uniform than 1lllgh1 be 
expected from the free play of economic forces. 

This rcpon is not merely a record _of excava1io,n;_ it 
contains some valuable aucmpts 10 m1erpret the ~lie 
in its local and provincial conte><l. The quesnon 
whether the site represenlS the ancicn\ Vindomis, an_d 
whether it thcreforecomained a mansw of the Public 
Pos1, is perhaps best left unarguod - •~?ng other 
reasons because of 1he difficulty of expla,rung why a 
route from Silchcster 10 Winchester and the South• 
wes1 should diven south-eastwards via Neatharn; 
and because of the plain indication in the name itself 
that Vindomis lav on the chalk. Yc1 facilities for 
ua,,cUers might equally have been required on the 
Silchcster-Chicbester road, so tha1 the services 
called into being by their provision might still be a 
con1ribu1ory factor in the growth of Roman Nea1h­
am. We must regret that few indications of such 
facilities have yc1 been discovered! in the ground. 

That one of the tauses of growing prosperity was 
Neatham's function as a centre for the wes1ward sale 
of Farnham ware is plausible both on geographical 
grounds and because the chronology litS; but the 
local marketing of agriculrural produce was un­
doubtedly another. The Farnham industry achieved 
a more than local irnponance in Southeast Britain 
bu1 the srudy of its ~h;0nology has been hampered 
by absence 1n the v1c1ruty of evidence from the deep 
s':'atificd levels so often usefully found in a city; 
Silchestcr could provide the required detailed se­
quences, bu1 unfonuna1cly the main excavations 
thffire _took place before the s1udy of stratigraphy was 
su ~1endy advanced. The authors have employed 
considerable ingenuity in constructing the begin­
nings of 3 dued sequence from such evidence as 
reatharn provides; their work forms both a useful 
oundauon for further study of Farnham ware a d 

althso an example of ~etbod which may be taken up\ 
o er depn\led regions. I 

Neatham's status as a town rather than . 
indicated not only by itS built-up area b •:~1.'>&ti 
lions of_ •~all-scale industry. Here iro~'. •1 ~ 
001 so significant as bronze-working fo ""°~& • 
might have its blacksmith. The market' :toy~ 
is implied by the remains mi•ht well h~,i \\""h.l 
th • • I d • th " • a.e bo,, rlV~g p ~ce espuc c non~survival of 1 
matertal_ evidence. A calculation of lhe Ill!"! 
populauon (Chapter 8) is no1ewonhl' in l'Ollibi, 
general context: the figure of about 4 000 ' llllllt 
as a possibility if the seulemem was built' ~ 
ha, is_ identica~ with the figure suggested 2? 0"' 14 
for Silches1er 11self, a town over twice the;:'• 
illus1ra1es the current - probably more ttafutj,l\i 
approach to the demography of Roman Britain. • 

An interesting and as yet enigrna1ic feature or the . 
is the defensive circuit enclosing only a smaU a: 
the town north of the crossroads and ap~ 
operational for little more than half a century 1r! 
dating is confirmed,_Ncalharn would seem 10·bdoni 
co a small but growmg number of minor sill$ wi~ 
shon-lived earthwork defences. erccred in lb, b1t 
second century, a1 the same urne as other ~ 
se11lementS were receiving defences which -in 11.;, 
case - were permanently thereafter maintained. A, 
mmor snes, even where the defences are 001 I.no., 
to be short-lived, the circuits often enclose far bi 
than the full area inhabited at the time, and in it., 
respect they resemble many of tbe la1e 1hird-camu, 
walled circuits of Gaul. It is legitimate 10 dedoct lh,; 
some special feature of an official character -web~ 
a i:ax-coUecting centre or a mansu> of the PubLic ~ 
- was being protected. This in turn irnpLics go,-~ 
ment action, and forms pan of the c11dencc fur 
interpreting the earthwork defences of late in-Oll!­
century Britain as the result of a central d«isn 
rather rhan as a series of spontaneous ronslillctiola 
by local people. It has been suggested (Brir,m,r_. ~ 
1984, 63-74) uu,1 the prime cause was the mililll) 

insecurity suffered by the province in thc wlyin!li 
the second century. Once the crisis had passcd somr 
of the circuits were allowed to become obsolete, bit 
whether through inertia or because they •wt 1111 
longer needed for their original purpost is ~ 
established. The non-renewal after me la1t lliW 
century of a large aisled building formerly wilbin !lx 
defences at Neatham, and possibly therefore asso<> 
a1ed with an official establishment, ruy pffil'l' 
suggest the second alternative. 

Richmond once wrote of the manv-sid<dnC$$ ol OIi 
picture of the villages and small· (OIVOS or, R~ 
Britain and of the need for belier infonnauon. •1 

may justly bold that 1he Neatham repon bil dart 
much to fulfil his hopes of clearer defimuoo. 
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Chapter 1 

Introduction 

The excavation reported upon here bcgw1 i_n Oecem• 
bcr 1969 and continued incermincntly 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 changt.."S in the 
process of writing. The preparation or the report has 
suffered from the growth or the project from a.n 
almost llnfunded, small-scale opetation undertaken 
by part-time local enthusiasts to a large-scale piece of 
,.,·ork which would have benefined from a full-time 
team. To understand the nature of the excavations 
reponcd upon it seems desirable to give a brief 
history of the dig. 

The site was first brought to c.he attention of the 
Farnham and District Museum Society in 1969 by 
M.r Jack Shepherd, and subsequent observation dur· 
ing Lhc l'OnSlruction of the Alton By-pass was 
initiated by Mr Frank Usher. This fieldwork 
brought to light evidence of a considerable area or 
Romano--British occupation, 1md resulted in the dis· 
covery of a small early Roman cemetery. This and 
other of the fealures were examined in a rescue 
excavation directed by Mr David Graham over the 
winter of 1969/1970 (Arca 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-lime 
team. The By-pass excavation was foUowed by a 
progr,mme of fieldwork designed to de.fine the limits 
of the senlement. This programme included an 
excavation in the area immediately adjacent to the 
Sy-pass 10 the north (Area E), designed t0 invcsti• 
gate a previously unploughed area, and the ex.cava. 
,ion of a se.ries of trial trenches across the site (Fig 2), 
This work culminated in 1971-3 with the excavation 
of ,wo Arcos (C and D) further to the north. These 
were de$igned to investigate the nature of Lhe site, 
and resulted in the discovery of the mcznsio enclosure 
in 1972. Whilst these excavations were being under­
taken by the Farnham and District Museum Society 
under Air Graham's direction, another trench was 
dug between the By-pass and River Wey by the 
Nonh•East Hampshire Archaeological Society under 
the direction of Mr Gordon Peake (Fig 37). These 
excavacfons were completed in 1971, but arc not 
included in th.is report and have not yet been 
writtcn~up. They did llOt uncover any substantial 
structures., and seem to have been located lJl an area 
affected by the changing course of the River Wey. 

Lale in 1973, a substantial area in the centre of the 
set llemem came under threat from housing dcvclop-­
mcm. Ao application was made to the Departmem 
LOf the Environment, and excavations organised 
under their i:egis, with Mr C R L Andersc,n acting as 
supervisor. These extensive excavations (Area 8)., 
which took place in 1974, were unfortuna'ltly located 
in a heavily plough-damaged area where liltJe surface 
stratigraphy survi\'ed, Because of the depression in 
the building industry, the site lay vacant after the 
excavation, and in 1976 a further season of excava­
tion was organised under t.hc dircc.tion of Mr Martin 
Millett (Arca A). These excavations sampled the 
edge of the threatened field, and were designed 10 
answer a series of questions which arose as a result of 
the preparat'ion of the report on the earlier e,ccava­
tions. These questions were saLisfactorily resolved, 
and the site again lay vacant until building opera­
tions eveolually began in the autumn or 1979. Dur­
ing the intervening period the site became the largc1 
of mcllll detector users who not only scoured the 
surface, but undertook their own comparatively 
large scale 'excavations' (Cbilderbouse 1980) . h is 
clear that during this period very large quantities of 
material were removed into private collections. One 
individual 'treasure hum-er' is known to have taken 
at least 315 coins from the site himself. Whe.n 
building work began in 1979, the Hampshire County 
Museum Service were infonncd that a stone struc­
ture had been uncovered by the illicit excavators. A 
rescue excavation was subsequently launched, under 
the direction of Mr Martin Millen (Arca B), and a 
substantial part of a bath house excavated. This 
wor.k and the concurrent watching brief was ham• 
pcrcd by difficult weather conditions and constant 
inlerference from some of the metal detector use.rs. 

The report we present is tberefo.re less than perfect, 
being the result of a series of dive.r$t excavations. 
Our experience from the earliest excavations led to 
our development as archaeologists and now enables 
us to see their inadequacies. We make no apologies 
for these limitations which undoubted.Jy show in the 
rcpon. Without those early, ama,eur efforts the site 
would have gone uruocorded and u.nexcavated. 

The report has been organised according 10 the 
Areas excavated, with the fmds brought together at 
the end. Summaries of the dating evidence for each 
Area are given in Tables at the relevant place in the 
text. The Areas are presented with the mos1 recently 
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uenceobtained in 1976and 
excavated first, as the seq . sed for the other Areas. 
1974 forms the basis or that u 

• • . o parts ,rexr and micro~ 
The present report ,s ~ tw the res;lts or the excava-
6cbe. The tcx1 summanscs . portant groups of 
tions and prescn1s Ihle _mostro•~~ed on the fiche 

I ·a1 More detru 1s P . 
1
. 

ma en • . . • f • tercsl to spec1a 1sts 
,ogether w,th infonnauon o ,n th fi ·he is 
alone To facilitate easy cross-referemcc . e c ·cro­
refcr~ 10 tbroughou1 thus: M 1/02, mean"}i~rru 
fiche I frame 2 The contents of ihc , c arc 
further'listed on frame I of each fiche, and on page 
161-2 of this report. 

The major part of the work was done by volua,cc 
of whom Frank Usher, Graham Huxley and C..( 
frcy Cole dc~c_spccial ment!on. The 1979 wait~ 
ing brief was mmated by T,m _S~had!a-liaU all<[ 

undcr1aken by J_ason Wood, V,rglllJa S".Uthson 'lld 
Simon James._ Simon James also h_elped 10 •~d.id. 
ising the pubhcauon drawmgs wh,ch_wcrc_origioatl, 
produced by Gc-offrey Cole, Marun Milieu •lld 
Mark Redknap. 

The full site roc-0rds and finds are deposited ';;,lh ti' 
Hampshire County Museum Service under c o • 
towing accession numbers: 

Ar<> A 
Area Bi-h• 
Ate2 Bv 
Arc. C 
AmD 
Ami B 
Atta F 

1976 Exc..,.uoa t,1976.19; AL976.20 
1974 Ex:cawtion A1976.18 
1979 Emwlioa /\1979.12 
1972-J £xavation Al976.14; /\1976. IS; Al976.16 
1911 Exca,•ation /\1976.13 
1970 Excovi1ion Al976.ll 
By-pass Exca\1ation Al976.II 

The site record~ also contain a very much fuller 
version of the present report, incorporating details 
more appropriate for arcbive chan publica1ion. 

The cxcavations have been !he subject of a series of 
interim reports which have appeared in !he Farnham 
and District Museum Society Newsletter. These 
1ogethcr with a popular account of the excavations 
(Graham and Millen 1980) are listed in the bibliogra­
phy. 

The present report was submit1ed for publication in 
1979. Delays in publication, together with che ne­
cessity or including an account of !he 1979 excava­
tion (Area Bv) have resulted in sonic revision of the 
text. The bulk or chc report remains however, as 
writleD in 1979. 
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Background 

The site examined covers a large area on the llOrtb 
bank of !he River Wey centred on SU 738412 to 11tt 
northeast of Alton in norcheast Hamll$hire(Fig I). f1 
is in lhe parish of Holybouroe-cum-Nea1harn, lying 
on both sides of u>ndon Road, lhe fonner A3I, wilh 
!he Farnham-Alton raiJWlly crossing i1s soulhtm 
pan. In Roman Britain it lay at the junction of lbt 
Roman road from Silchester (Calleoo A1reb.itum) to 
Chichester (NO'IJiomagus Regnensium) with that 
which ran from Winchester (V enta Belganon) to­
wards London (Simons 1981). Anolhcrroad oruatk 
ran from che settlement towards the Alict Hol1 
Forest where a major po1tery industry existed in lh, 
Roman period (Millett 1979; Lyne and Jeffcri<$ 
I 979). Tbis crossroads became a focus for 1he area. 

The settlement lies at che point where a dry ,,.llcy, 
which runs southwards from lhcchalk escarpmemo{ 
Holybourne Down, joins the Wey valley (Fi? I~ 
This valley, which now contains a small stream lll 111 
lower reaches, is almost a kilometre wide, flat• 
bottomed and filled with drif1 deposits mainly o{ 
gravel and clay. It broadens where it joins the gm~I 
terrace on the northern bank of che River Wey. This 
terrace, lying at about JOOm OD slopes s~~y 
towards the river, but forms lhe level, well1rained 
platform on which most of the site was built. The 
cemetery and most of Area F are loca1ed on lh< 
riverward slope and edge of !he floodplain. 

Since <he si1e lies in the northwestern comer ol lh< 
Weald it is in an area of geological comrast (F,g_ 3~ 
The dip is generally northwesterly, allhough asligh 
upwarping togelher wich the cross-dip erosion oflh< 
River Wey makes lhe outcrop or !he Lower Cre­
taceous exceptionally wide. 

To the north ofche site, che va!Jey is bounded_by ti; 
chalk escarpment which, allhougb not excepuon . 
high, tends to form a natural boundary sepan: 
!he valley from 1he London Basin. To the south, 
outcrop of Upper Greeosand forms the wide etpaJIS< 
or the Binsted platform which falls steeply •~= 
the Gault outcrop, and che beathlands of the 
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Fig 3. Geology of the area around Neatham. 

Grecnsand beyond. The exceptionally rich agriculm­
ral land here, and the good potting clays of the Gault 
beyond, account in part for the apparent prosperity 
of the area in the Roman period. 

Before the prescm excavations a number of stray 
finds bad been made in the area (Fig 2) which led 
Clarke (1959) to suggest thai this was the site of a 
mansw, and Rivet (1970) 10 propose tha1 it was the 
site of Vindmni mentioned in the Antoninc Itinerary 
{below, 158). 

Chronology and the Establish.ment of a 
Sequence 

Most reports on Romaoo-Brilish sites assume an 
already established time sequence whhin which the 
stratigraphic sequence can be placed. lo an anemp1 
to avoid tb.is presupposition, our dating evidence is 
examined first 10 esrablisb a framework for the 
repon. 

Enough work has been done (,g Reece 1972 :md 
1974b) to show that the coin finds from Romano­
British sites show a pattern which is largely i.odeJ)tn• 
dent o.r a.n individuaJ site's history, Wlthio Lh.is 
overall pattern two groups of sites bavc been iden­
tified: onet a town group, is typified by Winchester 
and has approximately equal numbers of coins of the 
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Periods AD 259--294 and 330-4-02; the other, • 
couniry group, is typified by Cirencester and has 
about three times as many coins of the Period AD 
259-294 compared with those of 1he Period AD 
330-4-02. Neatham falls into the former group so it is 
with this pattern that the coin finds are compared to 
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(Recce 1972, 271) for the town 
group is 1aken as the centre line for a graph (Fig 4) 
and one standard deviarion is shown as a dashed line 
on either side of the mean. Sixty~six percent of the 
"111ues of any typical group are likely 10 fall within 
llhesc lines, values outside being more likely 10 
deserve special explanation. 1'he greatest advantage 
of this method over 1ha1 previously used (,g Reece 
ll975, 191) is that the significance of deviations is 
shown. 

The results (Fig 4) $how that, with the exception of 
!Period Xlllb (AD 3~348), Neatharn lies within 
1be expected deviation for si1es of the town group. 
Overall the Nca1ham values lie below the mean 
before Period Xlllb. The values for Periods X/XI 
which do not fit this paucm arc probably the result 
of a sca11ettd hoard (below, 6 ). After AD 330 the 
1Pantrn shows a tendency towards positive devia­
tions, although not in such a consistent way. If coin 
loss can be taken to represent t.hc intensity of 
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Fig 4. Neatham coin finds from all Areas compared wi1h Reece's Towns mean (Rc,,cc 1976). The periods 
or coinage used are: 

I up 10 AD 41 
Ila AD 41-54 
lib 54-69 
Ill 69-96 
IV 96-117 
V 117- 138 

Vila 161-180 
Vllb 180-193 
vm 193-222 
IXa 222-238 
IXb 238--259 
X 259- 275 

XII 294-317 
Xllla 3)7-330 
Xlllb 330-348 
XIV 348-364 
XVa 364-378 
XVb 378- 388 
XVI 388-402 VI 138--161 XI 275-294 

occupatfon on the site we can say that, uncil t..be 
fourth century, Nealham was occupied less inten­
sively lhan 1he res1 of the 1own group. This W11S 

followed by a burst of activity in lhe m:iddle of lhe 
fourth century and !hen a steady fall-cff, so that 
!here is linle significant deviation in !he last periods 
of occupa1ion. 

Agains1 this general background of !he site as a 
whole, tbe same melhod has bc,,n used to examine 
the differen1 Areas cxcavaied (Fig 5) . Some will 
objec1 that lhe groups of coins are too small to make 
!his son of compariron valid. However, since !he 
method is only being used 10 preseni information 
and facilitate more objective interpretation> this 
objection seems unreasonable especially as lhc re­
sults prescn1cd here and those from elsewhere (Keay 
1977) are oonsis1en1. 

Befo,c in1crpreting !he graphs it is worlh poin1ing 
out tha1 !he majority of the coinsare from Areas A B 
and C, so the mean sire value which forms the cen:re 
line for all the graphs on Fig 5 is weighucd 1owards 
them. The coins from Area Bv arc 001 included in 
1his analysis because of the problems of sample bias 
brought about by the presence of metal de1ccior 
users. As these Areas are close 1oge1her around the 
ccnlra.l cross.roads, lhc imer•Area comparisons arc 
also comparisons of 1hc ou1lyiog Areas with the 
centre. For the. early Periods (up to Vl: AD 138--161) 
A, B and C differ from !he others with, occasional 
values above ~.c mean, which do not occur else• 
where, suggestutg Ulal occupation was concentrated 

around the crossroads. From Period VI onwards, 
Area D tends to be above the mean. These coins 
probably dare 10 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 sile. Up 10 
the end of Period XI (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/XJ (AD 
259-294) when the coin loss falls well outside lh< 
expcc1ed value. The most likely explanation is the 
presence of a scattered hoard which remained unrec­
ognised during excavation. The site list suggests !hat 
this hoard consis1ed of about 60 coins and was 
deposited in the Period between c AD 270 and 294 as 
all regular coins up to the interruption in supply in 
270 are wcU represcnied. The Jack of barbarous 
copies suggests a date close 10 270, bu1 may equally 
be the resu.h of selec1ion (or the hoard. 

In order to reduce the impac1 of this hoard on 1hr 
Area D figures, the percentages for tha1 Art<t ha_., 
bC<en adjusted, as at Richborough (Reece 1968), 
assuming tha1 Periods X/Xl lie on lhe sire mean 
(which has been rccalcula1cd to exclude i1) and 1hc 
other Periods adjus1ed accordingly. Both !be :od· 
jusred and original figures are shown on Fig 5 as !he 
collec1ion of coins is so small wi1hou1 the hoard, lbt 
other deviations become rather aberran1. 

Af•~~ Period Xl, Areas E and F begin 10 show 
P0;>1t1,·e ano.malies, suggesling lhai they ,~••~ al!I> 
being occupied. The size of these la1er dcv,auons ~ 
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which is also suggcs(ed by the increasing tendency 
for Areas A, B and C 10 fall more often below the 
mean. 

The coin evidence therefore gives us a framework 
which suggests that the site began in a limiled area: 
near the crossroads bm tarer e.xpanded, and possibly 
shifLcd towards Lhe south. This evidence is summaJ­
iscd in Fig 6. This gives a visual impression of the 
growth of the sile in terms of lhe coin finds. 

Within this paucrn we need to be able to establish 
which features in different Areas are contemp,or­
a-ncous. Coins arc of littJc use for this as they are 
r;arely common enough for accurate comparative 
dallng. 

Pottery, however, is both ubiquilous a_nd relatively 
easy 10 deal wi1h. The detailed evidence is presented 
i.n the poltery report (below, 64). The basic concept 
used is 1ha1 the as,emblag,s of pOttcry from features 
in.filled at the same time will, in total, be more 
similar than those fr<>m features whose infilling is 
further apart in time. This ignores any functional 
differences between the areas on the site (Millen 
L979b) but forms a convenient model for seriation 
(for general discussion, Doran and Hodson 1975, 
?69-84; more specifically Crummy and Terry 1979). J The method used to compare assemblages bas been 

9 to take the largest groups of p0t1cry from Areas A 
and B (trenches I-IV) and quantify the degree of 
similarity between each pair of assemblages by caku• 
rating: 

AREA E 

., 

!>-REA F 

w· ,.JJ1 ·, rr· .. 'U=t:r ,r 
......... ~ .. .c 

Fig S. Nea1harn coin finds from individual Areas 
compared with the site mean. Periods of coinage arc 
as for Fig 4. 

obviously partly a result of the absence of earlier 
coinage from Lbcsc Areas, but it may also be affccu:d 
by a shift in the centtt or occupation to the south, 

The number of rim types in common between the 
pair 

Total number of rim types in the pair of assemblages 

This was calculated (rom a prcscnce/abscnce matrix 
using a Fortran Program (wriuen by Dr I Graham) 
run on the [BM 360 computer at University College 
London. The resulting matrix was reduced to two 
dimensioos using the MOSCAL Program on the 
s;ame machine. The resulting sequence, drawn from 
the outpUl and reduced 10 a linear form is given in 
Fig 7. The only problem with this result is tha1 
Structure 3 fell well outside, and to one side of, the 
main series. This sec01s to be because the deposit 
concerned (la)'cr 118) was of first century dale and 
considerably earlier than the next fearurc in the 
sequence (Well 7), so that it is as dissiroilar to that 
feature a,s it is to l3ttr ones. It bas been put at the 
~ginning of the sequence on the basis of this 
intcrprerar.ion. 

T he dcgr.-e of similarity of the fe-.imres in the 
scriation to all other fearures has also been assessed 
in orde( to relate them to this sequCJ'lce. Thls has 
been done on a subjective basis as the groups were 
o,f1en too small to use with MDSCAL. These subiec· 
tivc results are related 10 the seria1ed sequence in 
Table I. 
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.Fig 7. Results ur the ponery scriation or 1he contents of lhe principal features from Areas A and B, showing 
the chronoJogical sequeoce. 

The resuhs provide: a good gcntrul sequence for the 
in.fillings of 1he features. There are, however, some 
points which must be considered when the results 
are used. The groups indudc the total assemblages 
from the fcarures and, although the majority of the 
ponery is likely to have been deposi1ed witllin a 
comparatively short period as a delibcnne action, il 
is clear thal some of the poucry will be earlier 
(residual) and some later (a result of sinkage and 1he 
ae<:umulation of rubbish in the resultant boUow). 
The serial.ion thus gives the averagt or aggrtgau 
position for the fearure's infilling in the sequence. 
The reason for using this method was the difficulty 
of distinguishing primary and se<:ondary in61ling, 
and the necessiry of obraining a large enough group 
for scriation. The problems caused by these fac1ors 
increase in the later period for two reasons: first the 
earlier groups have been less c.-ontaminated by subsid­
ence since there seems 10 have been less activity in the 
area and thus Jess rubbish to collect in the. resultant 
hollow. Secondly in the later period the rubbish 
dep()sits conlai.n_ more residual material which tends 
to blur the pattern and increase the tail-off of types 
(Figs 53-62). Nevertheless, despite these inadc• 
quacies, the results seem 10 give a reasonable resuh 
which perhaps justifies the method. 

The sequence is only a pOttcry sequence and needs to 
be independe.ntly calibrated against the other evi­
deacc. We have two basic sources of information for 
this: the samian, which was not included in the 
se.riatfon; and the coins which arc completely indc­
penden,Jy cuucd. The former evidence is summar­
ised in Fig 8, which shows the number of samian 
sherds which come from each of the sc.riatod fea­
tures. The seven periods into which the samfan has 
been divided arc broad and overlap, bu1 give a 
reasonable idea of the pattern for each fcaLure. The 
co.in evidence is summarised in similar form (Fig 9). 
The diagrams arc essentially complcmeot.ary, as 1he 
earlier features produced few coins and the later ones 
only residual samian. The quantity of residual sa• 
mian is shown in Fig S2. lmerpre1ation of the samian 
diagram should be confined to the feature$ earHe,r 
than the mid-third century (Pit 12) when samfan 
ceased 10 be imp0ncd. Tbesc fcatun.-s show the 
trend from top left to bo11om right as expected if the 
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Fig 8. Hisiogram showing the numbers of samian 
sherds of different date ranges from the seriatcd 
features. The croSS-hat·ched columns represent 
scaled grou~ and the open columns indicate mater­
ial from open deposits. 

sequence is correct. This is masked 10 some extent 
by supply factors causing a paucity in East Gaulish 
wores. This late second and early third cenrnry 
fall-off is also seen in the London area (Marsh 1981). 
Bcar:ing this in mind, the later features in the 
sequence should be dated later than Fig 8 at 6rst 
suggest...~. 
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Fig 9. Histogram showing the numbers of coins from tbc s.,riated features. The soHd black co~~• 
represent sealed groups, the open columns indicate coins from open deposits. Olin periods are as ig • 

The coin evidence, summarised in Fig 9 is also 
problematic, as a number of tbc coins are obviously 
intrusive. This results from the nature of the soil on 
the site which 1ends to shrink and crack so that 
objects such as coins can drop into .earlier layers 
without visible disturbance lo the ~trata. Taking the 
view that lb.C coins- are gcacrally coo scarce to permit 
accurate dating before the middle of the third cen­
lUry, only features later than Pit 12 arc worthy of 
consideration. The paucrn after l'it 12 is reasonably 
consistent with the expected trend from top left to 

bouom right. A careful assessment of b;oth the;~ 
and samian evidence has been used 10 gave the 
on Table I. 

I'• 14 nd Well The fact that some featu~,. such as. tt 3ch othct 
6, appear in the wrong pos,uon relauve t~ ea 

1 
,he 

on Table 1 and Fig 9 illustrates (he polllt tha , 
dating is not clear-cut for closelr contempo~ 
features. This should warn agoonst 100 spec 
interpretation of the results. 
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Table I. Th, Chronolo/0' of ,he mafo Jea,ures. 

II 

The scrlated features are shown on the left, with the d~tcs assessed on the basis of Lhe coins and s:amian. The 
other features have been placed subjectively on lhe basis of the similarity of lhcir pottery assc.mblages: with 
I.hose in the seriated sequence. Oven 1 was given a date of , AD 320 on the basis of tbermorcmnant• 
magnet.ism. 

Oa,c Scriatcd Other 
features rca1ures 

Lasl quarter SLructurc 3 l first century 

Second quarter Well 7 l 

I second centuty I 
Third quaner Pit 11 2 
second cenlury 

i Lasl quarter Pit 20 
second ccnlllry l Last quarter Pit 8 

.!., 

second century 

Last quaner Well 4 "' secondffirst i: 
quarter third 

"' century 

Last second/ Ditch 2 
0: 

early third ~ 

century i: 
First half Pit 17 
third century 

Mid third Oven 
century 

Firs, half Pit 5 
third century 

Mid third Well 3 
CCDlUry 

•Late thlrd Well 2 
00 ccnrury ::, 

Mjd third Pit 12 " .~ 
century 

Third quarter Pit 6 
third century 

I Late third Pit 16 
century 

Mid fourth I 
~ 

Well I 
i century 

N 

I I I Mid fourth Well 6 ;,: 
ce.nrury 

I 
..., ~ 

~ 
... 

• Early fourth Pit 14 ~ i 
century I I 
Mid fourth Pit 21 
century 

Late fourth! Well S 
firth century 

• The dates given in the left hand column arc independent of the sedation and thus show some marginal 
differences for the reasons quoted on page 9. 
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Chapter 2 

Description of the Areas 

The excavations arc described according to the Areas 
c.,cavatcd in the different years (Fig 2), beginning 
with the 1976 sea.son which provides us with the best 
sc.~ue_nce. The descriptions are a summary by Mar­
tin Millett of earlier drafts and notes prov(dcd by 
David Graham (Areas C to F), and C R L Andersen 
and Gcort Cole (Arca 8 ). The archive coma ins these 
fuller drafts and notes. 

Area A (directed by Martin Millett) 

These excavations of 1976 were designed 10 answer 
questions ge.nerated 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 exis1ence of an east-west road. The 
excavation consisted of three trenches (A, B and C) 
rogether wi,h four smaller trial trenches (Fig 10). 

Period of Occupation 
Close to the hedge, where ploughing had not dam• 
aged the stra,igraphy, about 300 mm of archaeolo­
gical dePosits sutvived. The sequence here shows 
three principaJ Periods of activity which can also be 
identified in the more plough-damaged area away 
from the hedge. Only in trench C docs the sequence 
seem slightly more complex. Two major structural 
events define these Periods (Fig 11). Firstly, be· 
twcen Periods I and JI lhere was the construction of 
an cast-west road, which led to an ahenu'.ion in the 
layout of this part of the site. Secondly, a large 
expanse of gravel, which scaled the previous struc­
tures, was laid at the CJ)d of Period 0. Trus again 
indicates a major replanning of the cent.re of the s.ite. 
The dating is summarised thus (see Table 2): 

Period I . The J)Oltt:ry and coins suggest that 
occupation began between c AD 70 and 90 with the 
period continuing ,o c AD 100-12S. Ditch I, the 
ditch beside the Silchester-Chicbesttr road, may be 
an exception. The upper levels show that ii was 
backfilled in the early second cenmry, but the 
strategic imponance of the road suggescs that it may 
have been built within a decade or the conquest or 
AO 43. 

Period If. The construction of the surface of the 
cast-west road found in excavation was conttmpo.r­
ancous with the building of Structure 7 (Fig 12b), 

The construction levels of this building included an 
unworn samian bowl of c AO 100-125. The dating 
for the end of the period is less clear. The gravel 
sealing Per.iod Il was extensively patched and it was 
not always pOOSible to assess whether dating evidence 
was well scaled. The bulk of the coins sealed within 
the layer are late thitd cenmry: a few arc as late as 
the mid fourth century. A late third century date for 
the deposirion of the: gravel is supported by rhe 
absence of late third century coins (common on the 
site) from conte.xts in use in Period n. The later 
<:coins are thus seen as a result of subsequent patch­
ing, cspeciaUy in areas where subsidence occurred. 

Period I I I . The use of the gravel and the construe• 
tion of buildings on it dates mainly to 1hc early 
fouxth century on the c..-oin evidence. Ncvcrlhck-ss 
the coin series continues to AD 388-402. Early 
medieval material was absent even in the areas where 
the stratigraphy was best preserved. 

Description and Discussion of Periods 
Period I . Fig 11 summarises the layout of the 
features of ,.his period. The major feature was the 
Silchester-Chichester road and its side d itch (Ditch 
I) ,o the west. The road consiStcd of the surface of 
the natural gravel with some larger ftints rarruned 
into its surface. Ditch I (Fig 12a) was 'V' shaped and 
about 1.00 m deep with an illliU which suggests 
deliberate backfilling. This c-onlllincd little material, 
although a coin and ponery amongst charcoal and 
iron slag in lhc sinkagc above (layer 33) s)!ow that 
filling was completed by the beginning of the second 
century. West of this ditch were two associated 
groups of features, a group of post holes beneath the 
later Structure 7 (Fig 13) and Gulley I (M2/3) which 
ran between these and Ditch I. The J)OSt holes are 
not aU demonstrably of Period I, and the pottem is 
lOO incomplete for interpretation. Gulley 1, which is 
dated by a worn d,.ariw of Vitelli us, is also difficult 
to interpret although a function as an caves drip 
seems possible (compare Strucrures 4 and 5). 

On the eastern side of the road (trench C) • more 
organis<.-d layout is seen (Fig 11) with three struc­
tures facing the road, behind whkh was an open area 
and Pit I. Structures I and 2 survi\'ed only as shallow 
slots (Fig 14; M2/4) although they were overlain by 
the more complete remains of Structure 3 (Fig 14). 
Structures I and 2 can be in1erprcted as sill beam 
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strucrures standing on the ground surface, with the 
surviving slots being foundations of the froniage. 
Structure. 3 (Fig 14) consisted of three structural 
elements: a pair of beam slots at front (118) and rear 
(166), and a narrower slot with posl holes set in ic in 
front of these. The main features att interpreted as 
bedding trenches fo.r principal suppO.rts, whilst the 
post hole$ 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 (,g 
small find 141). The building type is comparable 
with early Romano,,British mllil.ary structures and is 
or the beam slot type fou.nd only in the 6rst and 
second centuries at Ncatharo (with the possible 

exception of Structure 21). The more substantial 
frontage foundation for these chree structures sug­
gests that the facades were designed to be impressive 
(comp•re Structu.rcs 4, 5, 7, 21). 

ln the yard behind this line of buildings (Figs 11 and 
14) was a >.ingle shallow pit (Pit I: M2/5). The 
pouery is very similar to that from the demolition 
levels ot Structure 3 ahhough there is no suggestion 
of the pir's function. 

P eriod JI. The main feature was the surface of the 
<'3st-wcs, road (Figs 11 and 12b, layer 66) whicb was 
laid directly on the surface of the natural gravel with 
the turr removed. It was made or a substantial 
cobbled surface (Fig 17). This road sealed some of 
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the Period I post holes (Fig 13) and hsdf continued 
in use throughout the Period although becoming 
covered wilh 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 Silchestcr-Chichestcr 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 strucrurcs were identified. 

On the eastern side of tbe Silchester-Chichester road 
(Fig IS), Structures 4 and 5 faced onto that road, 
although Structure 5 also fronted the new east- west 

road. In a yard behind these was Wcll 3. Structure 4 

(Fig 15) consisted of two parallel rows of post ~~ 
forming a narrow strip building along the edgeo ,«I 
Silches1er-Chicbester road. The road was ~:"°pos~ t· 
by the encroachment of lhesc strUctures. e 
boles were mostly paired and perhaps took 3 ~ 
framed structure, allhough the post holes along All 
street facadc were deeper than !hose at the ~ el11 
eaves drip ran along the frontage of_ th: ~ poll 
part. This, and so.me minor irregular1ues U1 ~k 
pattern suggests that the building was not 3 shoP'· 
property; it may therefore rcpresent_a row of rhaP' 
Strucrure 5 (Fig 15) was less simple \n plan, ~ 

1110
r, 

because the postholes and eaves dnp were is tb3t 
than one phase. Toe most likely in1erprc1auon 

1 1 

L 1 

r 

; 1 
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the eaves drip (220) was cootemp0rancous with 
Structure 4 and the post holes along the northern 
frontage were of a later phase of the same building. 
The post boles of Struccure 4 produced the only 
good dating evidence, three coins thdatest of which 
is of AD 194-201. It seems certain that Well 3 
(M2/6) was constructed in this phase, and it was also 
probably largely backfilled at the end of Period II, 
although like Well I its backfilling continued into 
Period Ill. 

To the west of the Silcbester-Chichester road rhc 
excavation covered a smaller area, and consequently 
the evidenoe is less easy to assess. It appears that 
there were four structur~ facing onto the east-west 
road separated from each other by yards (Fig 11). 
The yards and structures were aU of approximately 
the same size. Structure 6 consisted of only three 

substantial post holes which may simply rep~< a 
fence, although their nature, spacing and locauon 
indicated a structure. Well 2 (Fig 20) was probably 
constructed in this phase together with this suuc· 
cure. Structure 7, to the west (Fig 16), was the bcsl 
preserved so far excavated on the site, Four P= 
could be identified which cover the whole of P 
II (Figs 12b and c). Phase A was built at the sum< 
time as the east-west road (Fig 12b) and bad cobbkS 
immediately to its east which were coniempo~coi: 
with the road surface (Fig 16). The front 0 

building consisted of a sill beam (82) set in a slot (Fig 
12b). The sill beams at the sides of the building were 
however laid on the ground surface, and lapped 0 1"'. 

the beam in the front slot. Within thisa1cawasa: 
floor. At the rear, the roof seems co have tb< 
suppQned by two posts (40 and 53) although th . 
stratigraphy in this area was discurbed and Qf 
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stratigraphic relationship 10 the front of the building 
was destroyed. Down the eastern side was a veranda 
(compare SlfUCtures 3 and 21), the roof of which was 
supponed by at least tw0 pos1s (52 and 69). This 
phase of the structure ended v.ith a destruction by 
fire for which Lhere is no dating evidence. The phase 
B struc,ture was or different cons1tuction having a 
facade oflargc post holes (42, 56 and 58 on Fi![ 16). 
The rear was more ephemeral, and had been des­
troyed by subsequen1 activity, as had the floor. This 
change from sill beam to post hole construction was 
paralleled in trench C (Figs 14 and 15}. The change 
from phase A 10 B also marked a slight change in the 
alignment. The frontage was moved slightly back 
and rurncd making it parallel to the general line of 
the ease-west road. This structure was replac<..-d in 

phase C by another pose-built construction sUghrJy 
to the west or the phase B building. A comer posl 
and IWO intermediary wall posts were identified ( Fig 
16; 32, 39, 42a). Later disturbance had again re­
moved floor levels and the rear end or the building. 
Both phases B aod C lack daiing evidence and were 
sandwiched between the phase D levels and the 
aatural gra1<el (Fig 12c) . The phase O srruccure 
consisted or a single comer post {29) with the 
remains of a clay Ooor (26) and sill beam (Fis 16). 
Thls gave the structure 3 bipartite division with a 
narrow fronr bay (a shop?) and a rear bay or unce.r­
tain size. The building was destroyed by fire (25) and 
subsequently sealed by the Period Ill gravel (17: Fig 
12c) . The coarse ponery from the destruction layer 
(-one type 70, !hree rype 72) suggests a date in the 
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middle of lbe !bird century for the destruction: a 
date consistent with that discussed above for Period 
Ill gravel. 

In the yard betw«:n Structures 6 and 7 was Well I 
(Fig 11) which secrns certain to ha\·e been con­
structed and used at the same time as the two 
buildings. h was of the rectangular rype common in 
Area B (below, 17). The backfilling seems 10 have 
begun at the same time as the gravelling-over of the 
rest 0 1 the Period U fea(ures but was clea_rly not 
completed until into Period Ill on Lhc coin evidence. 
From this it is clear that the gravel was not all laid in 
a single shon period, but was ~tched later. 

To lbc wcs1 of Struc1ure 7 in uench A (Fig 18) was 
Strucmre 8. This consisted of a series of post holes, 
including one (I l ) which was c 900 mm deep sug• 
gesting a major structural member. The small area 
examined makes imcrprc1,ation impossible. In the 
yard between S1ructurcs 8 and 9 wa, Oven I ( Fig 18) 
and pi, 4 (M2/8), Bolb S<.-em part of the same 
complex as Structure 8 and it seems likely tha1 Lhe 
charco3J in Pit 4 derives from Oven l. The pit 
produced a group of large sherds of pottery dating 10 
1hc late second or early third century, The oven itself 
was built of day and had a s.toke pit cut imo the 
gravel. The material in the stoke hole seems 10 derive 
from the fina.1 firing, and except for a single tiny 
shcrd of N(..-w Forest ware which is probably intru• 

$ive, the types date to lbe middle of the third 
century. The gravel over the oven had been dis• 
·turbed. Samples of 1he clay oven Boor were taken for 
·lbermorcmnantmagnetic dating by Dr A J Clark of 
the Ancient Monuments Laboratory, whose repon 
(M 1/3) concludes tha, 1he samples are consis1en1 
with a date range of AD 110-150 or AD 310-350. 
The conJlict of these dates wilb those suggested by 
the coarse ponery re.mains unresoh•ed (M 1/3), 
:although i, may be occoun1cd for by a tilting of 1he 
(Wen. 

A gap separated Oven I from Structure 9, only 1be 
edge of which "'as excavated. The remains of a sill 
!beam and the rubble spread from a wall were alJ that 
could be identified. 

Period Ill. Thcgravel (17) which marked the begin­
ning of Period Ill pn .. -scnts several problems. The 
lfirsl, that of i1s dating, has been djscussed already 
:and a.rose from Lhe failure 10 recognise the patching 
of the gravel during the excavalion. Secondly, the 
g,avel had been almos, completely removed by 
!Ploughing in trench C; and thirdly, except io trench 
C where a post hole buildl1\g dates 10 rhis period, 
buildings of the Period were 1101 identified. This may 
be because any buildings were of ~HJ beam connruc­
lion buih on the surface of the gravel: such buildings 
would have been destroyed by 1he ploughing 1ha1 
had reached 1he surface of the gravel except very 
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close to the hedge. The gravel surface varied in 
nalure buc this did noc seem to rellect the position of 
any buildings. The presence of the gravelling sug­
gests a considerable degree of organisation_, and 
power co override the exisling propeny boundaries. 

The main feature of this Period was a series of post 
holes of Structure 11 (Fig 19). This bad 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 cast. 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 Boor. To its cast was Structure 10 sun•iving 
only near the hedge as a single post suppon (Fig 19; 
compare Structllr< 19), and is probably part of a wall 
support. Between Structures 9 and 10 was a very 
shallow pit (Pit 2, Fig 19; M219) which contained 
founh century poncry. Ph 3, located in rrench 8 
(Fig 11 ; M2/J0), was u.nusual both in shape and 
contents, as il contained an exceptional quantity of 
pouery (3.3 kg in c 0.4 m' of earth) all sherds of 
which were wasters indistinguishable rrom 1:arnham 
ware. The ,ypcs present (figs 5~2) suggest a 
fourth century date, and the feature indicates pottery 
manufacture on the site (note aJso a waster from Well 
S) or at least a very close relationsMp between 
Ncatham and the Farnham poucry indusl.ry. The 
final feature attribuiable to Period Ill is a small 
secondary pit cut Lhrough the gravc:J .spread, into the 

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

Trial Tr,,,,hef Ill and IV (Fig 10). Two trial 
1irenches were excavated by hand when it became 
clear that Di1ch 2 (see Area 8 ) did not continue into 
Area A. Trench IV came down directly on the lop of 
WeU 4 (/,\2/J I). The pottery from this feature shows 
that it was infilJed in the late second/early third 
century, slightly earlier than the infill of Ditch 2 
which was not located. Trench llJ loca1ed Pii S 
( M2/l 1) as well a$ the continuation of Ditch 2, Pit 5 
cut Ditch 2 and the pottery from its infill suggests a 
date in the fim half of the third century. From these 
trenches it is clear tha1 a) Ditch 2 ended or changed 
direction between the two trial trenches and trench 
A., and b) that another area of cess pits and weHs like 
those on Area 8 (Fig 21) wcn: loo11ed here. 

The Dating Evidence: Arca A 
Full details of all 1he coins and samian ware arc 
provided on fiche (M 1/4--28). The summary in Table 
2 includes only the stratified material, whilst Table 3 
provides a synopsis of aJI the coins. Coin identifica­
tions are by Mr R A Merson, sa.m.ian identifications 
are by Joanna Bird. Full de1ails of the coarse pottery 
•ppcar in Figs S~2. 
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Tab/, 2. Summa,y of Area A da1ing. 

Feature 

Period I 
Ditch I 

GuUey I 

Structure I 
Structure 2 
Structure 3 

Pit I 

Period Tl 
Structure 4 

Structure S 
Structure 6 
Structure 7 

Phase A 
Structure 8 
Strucmre 9 
WeU I 

Well 2 

0\'CO I 
Pit 4 

Period m 
Gravolling 

no. of 
coins 

3 

29 

4 

4 

Coin 
evidence 

unworn 
AD 112-7 
worn AD 69 

latest 
AD 194--201 

latest 
AD 364-378 
la1est 
AD 270...273 

Constaotinian 

no. of Samian 
samian evidence 
sherds 

9 

2 

3 

2 

Hadrianic­
early Antonine 
Flavian 

latest early-
mid 2nd 
latest early 
2nd 

latest late 
2od-mid 3rd 

U.OW()rn 

AD 100-125 

Oiarse 
pontry 
evidence 

late ISl­
early 2nd 
late lst­
early 2nd 

late 1st 

late lst­
early 2nd 

mid 3rd 

mid 4th 

late 3rd 

mid 3rd 
late 2nd 
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p0nery 
cvide.n« 

late lst-
nine early 2nd 

late lst-
early 2nd 

,_ late 1st 

late lst-
early 2nd 

lrd 

-
roid 3rd 

,25 

-
mid 4th 

late 3rd 

mid 3rd 
late 2nd 
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Table 2. Summary of Area A dari11g., conti11ued. 

Feature no. of Coin 
coins evidence 

Structure 10 
Structure 11 
Well 2 195 

secondary pit 
Well 3 7 

Pit 2 
Pit 3 

Unphased 
Pit 5 

Well 4 

2 

2 

mtest 
AD 388-402 
latest 
AD 38$--402 

latest 
late 3rd 

latest 
AD 270-273 
illegible 

Table 3. Summa,y of the ,oi,,s from Area A. 

Period AR 

I 
Ila 
!lb 
Ill 
IV 
V 
VI 
VUa 
Vllb 
VJJJ 
lXa 
!Xb 
X 
XI 
XIT 
Xllla 
XIHb 
XIV 
XVa 
XVb 
XVI 

Totals 

27 BC-AD41 
AD 41- 54 
AD 5~9 
AD 69-96 
AD ~117 
AD 117-138 
AD 138-161 
AD 161-180 
AD 180-193 
AD 19~222 
AD 222,-238 
AD 238-259 
AD 259-275 } 

AD 275-294/6 
AD 294/6-317 
AD 317-330 
AD 330-348 
AD 348-364 
AD 364-378 
AD 378-388 
AD 38&-402 

4 

no. of 
sam.ian 
sherds 

2 

5 

AEI 

I 
2 

I 
2 

6 

&imian 
evidence 

Residual 

Residual 

Residual 

mid 2nd 

laic 2nd 

AE2 

2 

s 

AE3/4 

92 

4 
68 
27 
22 

I 
10 

224 

Coarse 
poncry 
evidence 

mid 3rd 

mid 4th 
mid 4th 

early­
mid 3rd 
late 2nd­
carly 3rd 

Total 

2 
2 
2 
I 
2 
I 

92 

I 
4 

68 
29 
22 

I 
10 

239 

Excluded from the above: 1he hoard from Well 2 = 195 coins; uocenain Jn-.2nd ce.ntury = 4; uncertain 
3rd-4th century = 68. The coin hoard is discussed on page 98 below, and tabulated in Table 27. 

Area B (directed by C R L Andersen, 
G H Cole and Manin Millen) 

This Area was excavated lll 1974 when the threat to 
the field in the ccnuc of the site 6.rst emerged. Aflcr 
• gcophysial survey by A J Clark of the Ancient 

Monuments Laboralory a strip was excavated across 
the field, perpe11dic.ular 10 the Silchcstcr-Chiebes1er 
road (Fig 10). The main excavation (trenches I- IV), 
directed by Mr Andersen, was followed by part-time 
work directed by Mr Cole which completed the 
excavation of Pits 14, 16 and Well 6, and examined 
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part of trench I. Subsequently, in 1979 a further 
trench in this area (crench V) was excavated to 
examine a bath-house uncovered during building 
work. The results of this excavation, and the watch• 
ing brief which observed the dcvelopmcot of the 
whole of the fie ld, arc appended to this section 
(below, 33). 

The 1974 Excavation (Fig 21) 
Cnronology and Site Layout 

The iroPorta.nce of this Area lies in ics size, but as the 
surface stratigraphy had been badly plougb­
dam.a.ged, problems were encountered in cstab-­
lishing a sequence. This problem was increased by 
the fact that the bulk of the p0ucry was local 
Farnham ware which was (in 1974) imp0ssible 1~ 
dace 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 I) . The results of rhis can be interpreted in the 
context of the sequence from Area A. 

The carlieSt feature was the Silchcster-Cbichcsrcr 
road which consisted of Jarge flints rammed into the 
surface of the natural gravel. The roadside <litch 
(Ditch I) was located c 20m west of the road, and its 
infill suggcsis deliberate backJilling. Lir!le p0uery 
was recovered from it, and this is of Little dating 
,'lllue. The small quantity of material from the !Sm 
lengrh cleared was of the first and early second 
centuries. 

The remainder of the fc3lures in the Area date to 
after the middle of the second century> with lhe infill 
of one feature (Well 7, M2/12) dating 10 , AD 
150-175 io<licating that ir was probably constructed 
earLicr in the second century. The layout of the 
fe.arures shows evidence of planning at about the 
sam~ time ~s that o~ Period n in Arca A. This layout 
conunued m operauo.n until the early tiflh century in 
Arca 8 (below, 33). 

The planning is clearly shown oa the westem s.ide of 
rhe, Silchester-Chichesrer road where cwo properties 
arc indicated. These shared a common rear bound­
ary (Ditch 2, Fig 21 ; M2/I 2), the infilling of which 
dates lO around the end of the second ceotury. 
ParaUeJ and adjacent co this was a post built fence 
(Srructure IS, Fig 21). It is not clear whether this 
was ~omemporaneous wilh lhc ditch, or whether it 
co~unued for the whole lengrh. Despite Ditch 2 
going our of use by the beginning of the third 
~e.ntury there is liule evidence for occupation spread• 
1ng beyond 1he line of the dirch (trench ll, Fig 21). 
Bc~wcen 1h1s boundary and the Silchcster­
Ch1chcs1er_ road (Fig 2 I) two groups of pits were 
located (figs 22, 23), together with Wells 5 and 6 
(Fig 27; Ml/17) and a number of post holes and 
ovens .. The post. hole stru,cturcs were fragmenc.ary 
and d1fficul1 10 interpret (Fig 21). The only near 

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; 
ii. Structure 13, post bol"" (65, 66, 75, 76, and 

77) and a clay floor, were built; 
iii. Structure 13 was occupied (Features 31-$1 

5~ and 121); 
iv. Collapse of strucrure 13 (plaster and daub). 

Coins fro1;71 ph~se iii indicate an ear~~ founh cenrury 
dare and u 1s likely 1har the demohuon debris from 
Pit 21 (Ml/16) including the painted wallplaster (Fig 
99) derived from this building. The series of ovens 
,associated with this and the other structures arc 
_generally impOSSible to interpret because they were 
so fragmentary although Oven 6 (Fig 24) survived in 
:a near complete condition and appears to have been 
-domestic. 

-Of most signincance is the location of the pits and 
wells. The pits, in two groups, were placed in tight 
clusters ar the rear of the properties (Figs 21, 22, 23). 
Both th~ clusters began in the second century and 
continued uncil the mid.fourrh c~mury. The ind.i• 
vidual pits showed marked regularity with some 
:rcc.tangu_lar, twice as long as they were wide, and 
orhers Cltcular. Several reached below the present 
water·table and were dug as wells, whilst others (and 
·the later phases of some or rhe wells) were lined and 
used as cisterns. Before they were backfilled with 
:rubbish rhey seem to have been used as cess pirs. 
The regular spocing of these pit clusters is further 
discussed below (153). h seems likely that these pits 
represent successively the water supply, ccs.s pits and 
IrUbbish pits for individual properti.,.. Wells S and 6 
(Fig 21) art likely 10 have served the same properties 
llatcr in the fourth century. 

On \he eastern side of the Silchcstcr-Chichcsrer road 
the pattern was altered by the presence of a side 
street ar an angle to the road (Fig 21). Its dare was 
1101 established but on the corner to the south was 
Structure 17, builr or substantial pOS1$. On the 
11orrhern side of the side street was Gulley 2 (Fig 21) 
which emptied inro Pir 6 (Fig 21; M2/l3). Behind 
thi~ gulley was a complex of poSt boles (Suucture 18) 
which represent several phases of the same building. 
.h seems probable thar Gulley 2 w~ the caves drip for 
one phase of the structure. As this emptied into Pit 6 
it can be dated lo the third quarter of the third 
c;cntury. 

The Pits and WeUs 

Complete dC$Criptions or the pits and wells are 
omitted, although available in the archh1e, but Lbe 
section drawings are included on fiche (M2/12- 17; 
!Figs 25 and 26). Certain regularities arc discussed 
aogether with the special problems of Well S. ' 

Pi, Group I (Fig 22; Ml/12-17; Pits 8 and 10 were 
nor drown). The sequence is II, IO, 8, 9, 12, 13 
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Fig 24. Area B: detailed plan of Oven 6. 

(Table I) and ru.ns from the mid second to the mi.d 
fourth cenmry. The rectangular pies were aU shaUow 
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 

PIT 14 w. face. 

0 1 
~ I ~ H H H R 

2m 
I 

J E 

Fig 25• Area B, section of Pit 14. 

and runs Crom, AD 150 to the middle r 
century. Tbc rectangular pits were aU 

O r~ fourt1t 
cenrury or later, but in contrast to Pit G c tl\i,d 
these pits were cut to below the water tab~up 1 ~ 
Pit 15 which;"'•~ perhaps an auxiliary to Pit~(~) 
sequences within Pits 14 and 16 show in 4 • TJ,, 
paraUels, and the complex below Pit 21 also tertstu,g 
comment. "'luu-., 

The complex beneath Pit 21 (M2116) 
considerable period although the pits :•erod • 
scpamely in the sequence 17, 18 and 20 ~ dug 
sinkage of their fiUs led 10 a hollow which tbt . was Used 
for the construcuon of a furnace (Pit 21) This 
furnace had two parts, the furnaee chain~ • 
and a stoke hole. On the 'col' between the tw '::;;; 
provided a shovelling surface. • 0

• 

The sequences of Pits 14 and 16 arc rcma k, 
similar (Figs 25 and 26) with the following p~ 

i. Excavation of the primary pits below lbt 
water table; 

ii. U~ of these pits as wells, with a slow 
butld-ul:' of waterlogged debris on the bo,. 
tom (Pn 14, layers G-K; Pit 16 Jaycn 
G-K); ' 

--- . ____ ,,,. 
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I 
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iii. Disuse and weathering with gravel falling in 
(Pit 14, IJlyer F; Pi1 16, layer F); 

iv. The relining of !he pits at a, shallower depth 
for use as cis1cros (Pit 14, layers B-D; Pn 
16, layer EJ. Pi1 16 bad ,he remains of a 
timber lining of this phase (Fig 26); 

v. Use or the shallow cistern; 
vi. lnfilling of cis1crn with rubbish (Pit 14, layer 

A; Pi, 16, A- DJ. 

The secondary use of these pi1s as cess pii:s is 
convincingly demonsu,ued by the presence of a 
wooden lavatory seal (Fig 91) from Pi1 16 (layer G). 

There were also a number of regularities in I.be finds 
from these two pits which compare with the evidence 
from WeU 8. At I.be beginning and end of phase ii 
were found a series of comple1e ooarseware pols. 
Both pi1s also produced a Rhcnisb mouo beaker (Fig 
41.31 and 32) whilst Well 8 produced a complete, 
plain Rhenish beaker (Fig SJ.33). In total Pit 14 
produced eleven complete vessels, and Pit 16 nine-

WELL5 

FN135 

0 
EAOB3:ERU!33::ERD::::- --l=2=::f==,.

2m 

Fig 27. 

teen, bolb with an exceptional numl,c r 
jars which arc unusual elsewhere on the' .0 1'l'J>t 19 
Some features of the animal bone assc St~•{Fig6Q). 
also unusual, with a complete cock skelm lagc:s "tit 
16, cock bones from Pit 14, and a nu%0

" fro,,, Pi, 
bones from Pit 16. Allbough lbese fac~ ~ or dog 
explained away individually taken , cou d •U b,, 
parallels_ from else~herc (R~ss 1974, °:t" ~b 
explanauon seems hkely. It is suggested tb' • Otu,J 
pit was dug below the wa1er table an ofli•t.wbcQ, 
madt to the_ water deity (Ross 1974, #;..~'j8 •11 
sunilar offerlllg was again made whe.n tb ' and 1 
turned foul and I.be function was 10 bee:;.,~ 

Wells 5 and 6 are of si~Jar date, and show . 
structural sequences (Fig 27; M2/17). Bot:'~ 
round. and seem to have been lined in their u ,,. 
parts m order 10 prevent the gravel surface f: 
natural from falling in. Neither was cxcavaicd ~o the 
bonom although the presence of several co 
vessels perhaps suggests similar ritual associati:: 
for P11s I 4 and I 6. As they were deeper and lat,r 

A 

Arca 8: section or W II S 
e and the Grub1mha11s above it. 
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than these there is a possibility of a fall in the water 
cable. Both were infilkd in che second half of the 
fourth or wly fifth cemury, and the rubbish from 
tltem shows that the site continued to be occupied, 
:although the absence of an 3ltcrnative water supply 
perhaps suggests decline. 

Well 5 and Post-Roman Activity 

The most importanc fcamre for our understanding of 
the site in the p0s1-Roman period was a Grube,UJaus 
which overlaid Well 5 ( Figs 21 and 27). The post• 
Roman date is demonsucued by the fact that coins of 
AD 38S-402 were recovered from layer 8 of Well 5, 
bul no coins at all were recovered from layer A, 
despite its considerable volume. Layer A comprised 
the 611 of the slumped hollow above the well shaft 
and the fill of the Grobenha1,s itself (which were not 
differentiated in excavation). The coincidence of 
their locatioos suggests that the builders of the 
Gruhenhaus deliberately made use of the existing 
hollow. The approximately square shape (4m sides) 
had an extension to the east which is best intcrprc1cd 
as an entrance. About 80 sherds of Early Medieval 
hand-made ponery (Fig 68) were recovered from 
layer A, including a stamped handle which suggests 
a sixth/seventh century dace. A bone pin beater (Fig 
88.441) 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 layer in association 
with this ponery is difficult to interpret, but is best 
seen as purely coincidental. 

The 1979 Excavation and Watching Brief 
Work in 1979 conccotrdled first on recovering the 
plan and sequence of the bath-house (Strucmre 27, 
Fig 29) uncovered during building operations, and 
secondly on watching the contractors' drainage and 
foundation trenches for major features (Fig 31). 

Arca 8, trench V (Fig 28) 

The excavation comprised an area l Im by 9m 
around the stone srrucmre wh.ich bad been exposed 
by 'treasure hunters?. Their hole had uncovered 1he 
cold plunge bath, and had caused considerable dam­
age to it and the wall separating it from the frigidar­
ium. Because or this damage, and the difficult con di• 
rions on the site, it was possible to recover only an 
ou1linc sequence and approximate 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 co 
fonn a complex similar to the Pie Groups ide.nti.6ed 
elsewhere on Arca 8 (Fig 21). Non.e of these pits was 
fully excavated, but Pie 26 appears 10 have been a 
well (compare Well 7, Fig 21; M2/12). The pit fills 
au dated to I.he I.ate second- mid third century, with 
Pit 24 being sr.ratigraphically earlier than Pie 2S. 

Perwd JI . PerhapS whilsc some of the Period I pits 

were stiJl open, Ditch 2 was cut on a nonh-south 
alignment, slightly to their west, cuuing pos1 hole I 
(Fig 29). This dicch, which was also examined in 
Arca A (above, 23) and e.lsewherc in Arca 8 (fig 21), 
where it was dated to the end of the second or the 
tx.11inning of the third century (Table I). In these 
Areas it marked the western boundary of the scu.lc• 
ment at 1his stage. h is assumed that Ditch 2 
continued further to the south, where it was des• 
troyed in Period Illa. The daring evidence for the 
feature in this Area is poor~ but not inconsistent with 
chac from elsewhere (Table 6). 

Period Illa. 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 monar 
walls of the bath-house, Structure 27 (Section A- 8, 
M2/18; Table 6). This structure, the northern part or 
wh.ich was examined, continued bene.ath the railway 
to the south of the excavation. The construction of 
Well 9 seems likely to have taken place in this phase, 
although macerial from behind the well lining is no 
lacer tha.n the early third century (Table 6). Across 
cbe northern edge of the trench a spread of coarse, 
clean gravel, sealing the Period I pits, buc respecting 
the Period 11 ditch, also seems 10 relate to this phase. 
lit is interpreted as a side sueec, running off the 
Silchescer-Chichescer road (Fig 31 ) 10 service the 
bath-S'ui1e and most likely constructed from material 
derived from the substantial crench wilhin whieh the 
bath-house was built. 

The part of Strucmre 27 excavated consisted of ™-'O 
rooms, 2. Im wide in1ernaUy, with a combined inter­
nal length or 3.7m. The substantial walls were of 
mortared, coursed flint, a.ad varied in thickness, 
although at the northern end each wall bad foUnda­
tions approximately 0.95m deep (below the surface 
of the gravel). The western wall, the oucside of 
which res~tcd the line of the eastern edge of Ditch 
2, was 0.5m thick, whilst the oonhem waU was 
O.68m across, and the eas1em wall was irregula.r > 
with a maxi.mum breadth of 0.8m. The northern 
room is interpreted as a cold plunge bath, and 
measured 2m by Im (between the internal plaster 
£aces) . ii was approached by a step from the south, 
fonncd by a quart.er round plaster moulding (Fig 
30). The wall separating the plunge Crom the room 10 
the south had been severely damaged by 'treasure 
l,unters', but the depth of the plunge bath beneath 
the adjacent ftoor was 0.65,n, with the top of the 
p laster moulding being 350mm above the bath floor. 
T his floor had been made from tiles 250mm square, 
which had been robbed in an1iquh'y le.aving only c.hc 
impressions in the mortar of the floor. The walls of 
the plunge were thickJy plastered in a1 least two 
phases, the latest of which was painted pinkish•rcd. 
T his plaster was lifted by Mr J Price of the AM 
Laboratory and is now in store at Hampshire County 
,\-\uscum Service. A plaster Hoed drainage pipe fed 
out of the western wall of the bath-house, just abo,•e 
tihe level of the tile floor . 
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Fig 28. Area 8, treocb V: overall plan of the excavation. For section A- 8 see M2/18. 

The room 10 the south was less weUI preserved but 
may be interpreted as thefrigidarium (cold room). It 
was 2. lm 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 beyond the 
walls to the west and nonb (M2/18). This u:ench 
remained open in its norlhern part, and was met by a 
drainage gulley which ran away to the sou1h-cas1 
from t.he north-east corner of the building. The exact 
function of this gulley, and the 1ren eh around the 
northern wall of the building remains obscure as the 
drainage pipe from the plunge bath discharged a1 a 
lower level than the base of the drainage gulley. 

Period I/lb. The drainage gulley and the gulley 
around the northern wall of Struc-1ure 27 were 
backfilled, probably earlY, in the fou_rth century 
( fable 6). Subsequently Pa 27 was cut llllmediately 
10 the wcs1 of the north corner of the building to a 
dcp~ of 1.3~ be_Jow the surface of the gravel. The 
funcuon of this p11 is obscure, bu1 it seems probable 
that 11 was dug as a soak-away for the bath-house. It 

was carefully located to respect the westero edge ol 
Ditch 2 (Fig 28) which seems 10 have been rcct11 
along the western wall of the bath-house du11J18 
Period lll, after the backfilling of !he ditinag, 
gulley. The infill of the recut of this ditch is appro~­
imately contemporaneous with that of Pit 27, and 11 
seems to deliberately perpetuate the line of ibe 
Period II boundary. 

Perwd TV. At some stage after the early fourth 
century, the bath-house was demolished and som< 
of the rubble used 10 backfill the top of WeU_ 9. 
There is little dating evidence for this. demoliuon 
(Table 6) bu1 it is likely to have been m the: 
fourth century. Subsequently, a line of post 
was CUI on a nonh-south alignment, ' I.Sm •~ t 
west of the line of the earlier boundary (Dll~ 
These post holes seem 10 perpetuate the bou 
marked by the earlier ditch, and may be th• CR 
fence line as Structure 15 elscwhei:e _in Arca u!,.: 
21). II is, again, undated, save that 111s later . a 
demolition of Structure 27, perhaps suggesung 
later fourth-fifth century date. 

( 
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Flg 29. Arca B, trench V: phase plans of excava1ed features. 
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FqJ 30. Arca B, trench V: photograph of thc plunge at o tructure m northcas1, as cxc.11 . 
l'h010: G Huxley. 

Discussion of the Both-House (St.NC1urc 27) 

Structure 27 was located at the rear of 1hc line of 
propcrt1C$ front.ing thc west side of the Sikhcstcr-
0,ichcsrer rood. Its scale and locat:ion suggest 1h11 II 
was a private bath suite attached 10 the back of • 
1imbcr building on one of these pro~,cs (Fig ,102). 
The area occupied by thtS strue1ure was una,111lable 
for cxcaY11t.ion in 1979, al1"°"3h It is ckar from 
obscrvaooo of blulding work I.hat no otone siruc1urc 
stood 1n thc area, and that there was I gap of ai lc:u1 
4m between t.hc cas1crn wall of St.rue1urc 27 and the 
back of the umber build,ng facing 1be •trcet. The 
locat10n of lhc bath-house is di,cusscd further below 
151). 

A parallel to this amangemcnt, wit.h a sionc•budt 
balh-house adjacent to a umber building, is provided 
by lhc SIIC II Farnham (Lowihcr 1955, Fig I) where 
two free-standing, stonc-buil1 bath-houses were ex• 
cavatcd (if one acttpts lhai lhc 'house' - Lowihcr 
1955, rig 2 - is better interprc1cd as a second 
balh-housc). 

Sunilar prwatc ba1hs arc uncommon in Romano­
Brit:ish towns (Wachcr 1975) and nearby Silchcstcr 
>ttlll> to lack them cnurcly (Boon 1974). 

The la)'OUt of thc Ncatham structure 1s not easy 10 
asses,, although its l)OSltlOO ,n ttlallon to Ditch 2 
suggc,1s tha1 we arc likely 10 be dcahng with a block 

plan, with the rooms ordered III smcs ntba tllll 
one w,t.h pro1cc11ng apses Uohnston 1978, 83Jas11e11 
in some of the Hampshire villas. The clo6cst para!ld 
seems 10 be wuh the frce•sta.odmg bath-hooat a. 
Bins1cd Wyck excava1cd in the nine10-cnlh CCOluty, 
and rc-aamined by Mr G H Cole m 1975 C.... 
forthcoming). The internal wid1h of lhe 1wo blO<b 
is idcnucal, and the rooms ran III smcs •1th 'P"' 
bwlt into the thickness of the walls. It 1s po111Nt 
thal t.he extn thickness of t.hc eastern wall of lht 
Ncatham strucrurc, togclhcr ,.,lh us tmglWllll'I, 
indica1cs 1he presence of such apses along lhai !ad< 
funhcr 10 the sout.h. The o,trall lcngt.h of tht l \d 
strucrurc I Im would be conm1en1 wi1h 1he et· 
pccted ~ of !he Ncatham bwklli,g if lb< JICCS" 
tlOns made abou1 1he site's la)'OUI arc comet 1bdoo' 
151). 

The 1979 Watching Brief (Fig 31) 

dcu.i<Jet· The waiching bncf was confined to • d ~rb 
ainina1ion of major drainage and roa -~ ~ 
1ogcther ,.;t.h a more cursory = 11011 II$., 
foundauoos of some of the houses. The resu ,di!· 
prcscn1cd in Fig 31 The prinapal cooch,_ lie 
mg 10 the la)'OUI of the SIIC (hcl~, ISlid!'! '"' 
Ulalisc this informat:ion The dauns CVI .. 

numerous p,1,, wells a.nd duchcs ~Ii JI 
minimal, al1hough fca1urcs A, B and C ( 
produced C'OtllS (Table 6 

'lj 
I 
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Fig 31. Areas A and 8: plan showing the featurc:s observed during building work in 1979. For 
interpre1.ative plan set Fig 102. 

Two p3rtitular features deserve special mention. 
Fitst, work.men on the site uncovered a group of 
complete pots which seem, on the basis of their 
\'Crbal description, to have de.rived from a burial 
similar lo those found in Area F (below, 54). The 
PQtS from this feature (Burial 6) were dispersed 
amongst lhe workmen. A single Hagon from lhe 
group has rcccm.ly come 10 light, and is described by 
Mark Corney (M 1/29) who suggests a date in the firs, 
half of the second century AD for the burial. The 
exact findspot is uncenairt but it is known robe in 
the area shown on Fig 31, an area which lies beyond 
the early third century boundary of the site {Ditch 
2), 

The second important feature was a shallow pit of 

indetenninatc shape, observed in a service trench. 
'tr'ilis was probably a Grulm1haus and produced a 
small quantity of hand-made vegetable tempered 
ponery similar to that from the other Grubt11haus in 
Area B (Fig 21; above 33), which lay c 40m to the 
aortheast. 

T he Dating Evidence: Arca B 
Full delails of the coins and samian are provided on 
fiche (.M 1/31-54). The summaric,; provided in 
Tables 4 ood 6 deal only with the stratified material, 
whilst Tables 5 and 7 gi"e synopses of all 1hc coins. 
Those from trench V arc listed separately because or 
the nature or that excavation, and the knowledge 
that a large number of coins were removed by 
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'r:rca,utt hunt«•' (1bo,..,, I). FuU dtu.ils of the 
roan< poucry from trenches I-IV •P~ in Fig• 
53--62, whabt a summary of the forms present an 
trench V •• gi,-.,n in Table 6. 

Coln idcnulicauon, are by RA M 
(trench V). Sarnian reports wen: =::i::d SI l(q, 
Bird, wnh sump idcntifuuons by by 1-­
Brcnda Oadunsoo. The coarse pot 

8 
R fftrtlcy IDd 

V was analysed by Jcnmy Evans."ry fnaa, "'-l 

Tab/, 4. Dan-, ,vid~, Ar,a B, tu~lta I IV. 

Feature no. of Cotn no. of Samaan Coant 
cotn.s cYJdcncc sanuan cYJdcncc 

sherds 
pottery 
cvidcnc,,, 

WcU S 
layer A 5 residual late 4th--Sth 
la>"' B 26 latest 

AD 388-402 
late 411>-Sth 

Wcll 6 
layer A 21 latest AD 

367-375 
residual mid 4th 

lay-.,, B J latest AD 
367-375 

mid 4th 

layers A..C 1 latest AD 
367-375 

4 rcsidiw mad 4th 

WcU 7 
layer A unidentifiable• 7 Hadnaruc- early-

Antoninc; mid 2.ad 

WcU 7 

Slllmp Fig 47.3; 
AD 110-130 

layer 8 3 latest early-

layers A..J:. 
Hadri3ruc mid 2.ad 

3 later 2nd early-

Pit 6 mid 2.ad 
layer A 2 latCJt ~t 2nd late 3rd 

lay-.,, 8 
AO 348• 

I AD 267-$ 
layer C 3 la1<11t AO 

late 3rd 

la)-.,r F 
388--402• 

late 3rd 

Antonine- late 3rd 
Pit 7 mid 3rd 

Pit 8 latc 3rd-4th 
layer A 

Pit 9 4 Antoni.ne late lnd 
layer A 

4 later 2nd latc lnd-
Pu 10 
Pu II 

early 3rd 
oud-ble 1aJ 

layer A 
6 Antoninci late 2nd 

Pit 12 
llllmp F11 47.4 
AD 145-170 

layer A 
AD 239 s Antonmc-

layer B 
mid 3rd 

mid 3rd 

layer D 
~tamp Fig 47.1; mid 3rd 

AD 224 2 
lattr 2nd-3rd 
late 2nd- mid 3rd 

Note: • ne•t to I coin date tndica rrud 3rd 
tcs that the com h as I ought to be mtrusavc. 
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• are by RA Merson and S AREA 8 , DATING EVIDENCE 39 
rc~rts '.''ere provided by~ 

Tabk 4. Dating evide11ce. Area B, trenches I- IV, ,ottt'i1"'ed. lcntiJicauons by B R ~ 
The coarse pott<ry r,.., FcatUic no. of Coin no. o f Samian Coarse 

r Jeremy Evan$. !It coins evidence sarnian evidence pottery 
sherds evidence 

Pit 13 
layer C II late 2nd; late 3rd-

stamp Fig 47 .2 early 4th 
AD 160-190 

Coarse layer D Antonine late 3rd-
pottery early 4th 
cvidcnct Pi, 14 

layer A 14 latcSI AD 4 late 2nd- early 4th 
348-364• mid 3rd 

layer B 6 !arcs, AD early 41h 
late 4th-Sth 335-341• 
late 4th-5u, layer C 2 latest AD early 4th 

270-3 
layer D 2 latest AD early 4th 

mid 4th 270-3 
layer E I Antoni_ne early 4th 

mid 4th layer J 2 Antooinc early 4th 
layer K I Amoni.ne early 4th 

mid 4th onwards 
Pit 15 

layer D 3 late 2nd- early-mid 
c- early- mid 3rd 41.h 
~; mid 2nd Pi, 16 

ig 47.3; layer A 9 latest AD 2 late 2nd late 3rd 
-130 364-378• onwards 

layer B 3 latest late 3rd 
early- late 3rd 

layer C 8 latest AD 2nd late 3rd :e mid 2nd 335- 337• 
I early- layer D 22 latest AD 4 Siamp Fig 47.5 late 3rd mid 2nd 341-8• AD 180-240 

late 3rd 
layer E 2 Amoninc-- late 3rd 

mid 3rd 
Pit 17 

la1e 3rd layer A 3 Antonine early 3rd 
late 3rd onwards 

Pit 18 

=- late 3rd layer A 2 2nd laie 2nd-3rd 
layer B 2 later 2nd late 2ad-3rd 

la.IC 3rd--lth Pit 19 
surface 2 latest AD 

' late 2nd 330-7 
Pit 20 

late 2nd- layer C I 2nd la1c 2nd 
early 3rd layer E 2 early- late 2nd 
m.id-la1c 2nd mid 2nd 

Pit 21 

late 2nd layer A 2 latest AD late 2nd- mid 4th c; 270-3 3rd 'ig 47.4 layer B Antoninc mid 4th - 170 layer D late 2nd mid 4th 

mid 3rd - 3rd e- Oven 6 

mid 3rd 
surface. 3 la1est AD 3rd 

'ig 47.1; 38S-4-02* 
d-3rd 
1- mid 3rd 

I No1e: • next to a coin date indicates that the coin is thought to be intrusive. 

imru.sivc. 
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l·,aturc 

Ouch I 
wrf= 
Ll)'U A 

Di1,b 2 

6 
13 

Sanu.1.n 
evidence: 

- -
Anrnn1nc 
late 2nd-
mid 3rd 

---
Summary af tllt ca1ns from Arta 8 (,iu/ud1111 tmi,II V). 

Coarst-
P<>ltery 
••ldco.;e 

2nd 
2nd 

late 2nd 
nrty 3rd --

Pcnod Date AR AEI AE2 AH4 Tow 

I 
Ila 
llb 
Ill 
IV 
V 
VI 
Vila 
Vllb 
VIII 
IXa 
IXb 
X 
XI 
XII 
Xllh 
Xlllb 
XIV 
X\'a 
XVb 
XVI 

Tows 

27 BC-AD..- - -­
AO 4l-S4 
AO s+-49 
AD 69-96 
AD 96-117 
AO 117- 138 
AD 13S-l61 
AD 161- 180 
AD 180-193 
AD 193-222 
AD 222-238 I 
AD 23S-259 2 
AO 259-275 } 

AD 27S--294 6 
AD 29416--317 
AD 317-330 
AD 330-348 
AD 34S-364 
AD 364-378 
AO 37S-388 
AD 388-402 

3 

&eluded from the 1bo>-c: una:nam 2nd century I 
una:rtam 41h a:ntu_ry 6 
uncmam AE 52 

Total 59 

94 

2 
3 

SI 
25 
45 

13 

s 3 233 

Table 6. Dating mdt~t Arta 8, trmcl, V and IN 1979 Wo~lt111g-8ruf. 

Feature no. o( Coin no. o( Sam,an Coarse ponery coiJu cvid..w san,w, cvi<k:na: forms present 
sherds 

Pu 24 
2 bier SS, 67, 70, 79 

Pit 25 Antonine 
4 Antonmc 23, 67, 70, 76, 79, 

Pu 26 81 
26 Antorunc; 18, 19, 22, 23, 25, 

stamp, rig 47.8, 29, 34, 35, 45, 52, 
AO 130-155 53, SS, 66, 67, 68, 

I 
I 
2 
2 
I 

I 
3 

94 

2 
3 

SI 
25 
45 

13 

244 

Coan< 
pot(CI)' 
,v,Jc,icr 

late lad 

late .zod-l,d 

late Znd-
m;J Jtd 

Ii' 
,,,_ 

,;i 

Dd' 
id 
lbril' 
Ill:, 

1::mzr 
illllm 

!=di\' ... 
fcq 
Ii 
ii 
T~! 
fdl 

h 

.\!) 
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Coafl<: 
pouery 
cvidcnc, 

2nd 
2nd 

lalc 2nd. 
early 3rd 

!2 

3 

ief. 

AE3!4 

94 
2 
3 

51 
25 
45 

13 

233 

u-se pottery 
ms present 

67, 70, 79 

67, 70, 76, 79, 

19, 22, 23, 2s, 
, 34, 35, 45, sz, 
, SS, 66, 67, 68, 

Tola! 

I 
I 
2 
l 
I 

I 
l 

9l 
l 
l 

SI 
25 
4S 

ll 

tatcbl' 
roid )Id 

ARF.A 8, DATING EVIDENCB: AREA C 

Tobie 6. Dating evid~u:e Area 8, trench V and t.l1e 1979 \flatt hit1g~Brie/1 corui'mud. 

Fc.alurc no. of Coin 
coins evidence 

no. of Samian 
sarnfan evidence 
sbcrds 

Pit 26 continued 

Pil 27 

Well 9 
conslfUction -

backfill 

Oilch 2 

Oilch 2 
recu1 
Drainage 2 
Gulley 

Structure 27 
foundation 

Period IV 
rence 

Watching 
Brier 
(Fig 31) 

Well A I 
Well B 2 

Pil C 

A013S-161 4 
(worn) 

illegible 6 

latest AD 5 
13&-161 
(worn) 

3 

A0388-402 @ 
AD330--341 @ 
and illegible 
AO 352-4 @ 

early 3rd 

late 2nd-rnid 
3rd; Slamp 
Fig 47.7, 
AO JSS--185 

late 
Antoninc 

late 
Antonine 

Coarse poncry 
forms present 

70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 
76, 79, 82, 87, 90, 
IOI, 104, 105, Oxf. 
M3.6, MIO 
23, 25, 31, 49, SI, 
62, 64, 66, 72, 76, 
77, 80, 106 

19, 23, 31, 52, 76, 
78 
76 

19, 23, 24, 25, 61, 
65, 66, 67, 68, 70, 
71, 72, 73, 76, 77, 
79, 90, 91, 102, 103 
64, 77 

19, 23, 48, 51, 54, 
61, 62, 67, 70, 74, 
76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 
81, 83, 88, 90, 93, 
94, 101, 103 

19, 39, 45, 77, 103, 
109 

23, 52, 54, 60, 67, 
70, 73, 76, 93, 98 

@ 
@ 

@ 

Coarse 
pottery 
evidence 

late 
3rd-4th 

lalc 2nd­
carly 3rd 
late 2nd­
carly 5th 
early­
mid 3rd 

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

mid 3rd 

4th-Sth 

41 

Note: @ indicates that only randomly collected material was recovered from the watching brief, so reliable 
information is not available. 

Table 7. Summary of coins from Area 8 , tren,h V , 
Thi1 indudu many /r(Jm oucsid.t the ex,aw1ion area, 
tol/e,ted from buildn't •P<Jil lt<ap, by 'treasure huntm'. 

Period Date AR AE 

I 
Ila 
lib 
m 
IV 
V 
VI 
Vila 
Vllb 
vm 
!Xa 

27 B~AO 41 
AO 41-54 
AO 54-69 
AO 69-96 
AO 96-117 
AO 117- 138 
AO l3&-161 
AO 161-180 
AO 180--193 
AO 193-222 
AO 222~238 

2 

JXb 
X 
XI 
Xll 
Xllla 
:Xlllb 
XIV 
:XVa 
XVb 
:XVI 

AD 23&-259 
AO 259-275 
AD 275--294/6 
AO 2941&-3l7 
AD 317-330 
AO 330--348 
AD 34&-364 
AO 364-378 
AD 37&-388 
AD 388-402 

Total 

14 

I 
JS 
11 
7 
I 
2 

53 

Excluded from the abo\'c arc 29 unidentifiable coins. 



42 

® 
0 

® 

NEATHAM CHAPTER 2: DESCRIP'nON OF AREAS 

• '°'A 
-'.'!, 

"""" 

0 

0 

0 

\~, 
·- 'f-,i< 

0 

fr) 

, C} ( .I 

U D-0 

® 
a, 

® 

- --;, ------ -- ­.. 

.. 
I I 



AREAS 

D O 

AflF.A 8 , Oi\TlNG EVIDENCE; AREA C 43 

Area C (1972-3 Excavation of grid 
sectors S17, S18, T l8 and Tl9, 
directed by David Graham) 
These trenches were c.xca\llltcd as pan of che pro­
gram.me to establish the nature and exten1 o(thc site. 
The surface of grid sectors S17 and S18 was strip­
ped by mechanical excavator in 1972, revealing 
gravel in trenches S171O, S18/A and S18/B (Fig 10). 
This was thought at the time to represent the natural 
gravel. To the south in trenches S18/C and S18/O a 
large ditch on an east-west ali_gnmem was encoun­
tered (Fig 33). In I 973 ,he area 10 the cas1 of the 
Lauer trenches was cleared (Tl8/C, Tl8/D, Tl9/A 
and Tl9/B) revealing another large ditch parallel to 
the first, but to the south. This cxca,•ation also 
uncovered the ditch renninals where the Silchescer­
Chichester road passed through the double ditches. 
The surface stratigraphy over the whole area bad 
been badly disturbed by a series of evenly spaced 
hop-pole holes up to Im deep and c 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
1 

and the sequence can be divided into the following 
phases (for the dating evidence sec Table 8): 

Pha,e I . The two large ditches (c 7m wide by c 2.Sm 
deep) were dug into the n.atural 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. 

Pha,e I I . The ditches were recut and the Silchcster­
Chichester road resurfaced (layer I 0). The primary 

fill of the rccut (layer 9) contained material of the late 
-s«ond to mid third century. 

.Phase Ill. The ditches were backfilled with rubbish, 
probably as a deliberate act, as the deposit seems to 
have accumulated without any evidence or silting 
( layers S-8). This backfilling terminaicd 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 IV. The ditch was scaled with a gravel layer 
(4, Fig 32), probably in the late thlrd century. This 
action was probably part of the same activity as the 
levelling of the ditches in Phase m. The gravel 
spread in Area A (above, 13) was of the S3me 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 
compacted, 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. 

'irhe 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 ro have been 
natural, must now be intcrprclcd as the spread from 
the bank which stood to the north of the ditches. 
The scale of this bank remains unknown, although 
subsequent fieldwork has traced limits of the enclo­
sure (Fig 101), which had an area of 2.5 ha. Within 
the enclosure (Arca D, below 46) the coin sequence 

• ...... 
c""'=~-------.------------.. -.-___ _ o ., __ ·--·-- .. _. 0 

--<-•IA"-~ ~J 
I I 
I 

• 

Fig 33. Arca C: plan of 1he defensive ditches as excavated, phase I. 
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1ablt 8. DatitJg evidence, Att.a C . 

!'base/ no. of Coin no. of Sam.ian Coarse Coarse 
layers coins cvide.nce samian evidence poucry pottery 

sherds forms evidence 
present 

I 
01 , 12) 17, 49, 53, 66, 73, late 2od-

74, 76, 90, 112 early 3rd u 
(9, JO) 30 late 2nd- 22, 52 , 76, 77 late 2nd-

mid 3rd mid 3rd 

Ill 

stamps 
Fig 47.9-10 
AD 155--190 

(5-8) JO latest AD 43 later 2nd- 17, 19, 24, 25, 26, mid 3rd 

.{ 
270-3 (all mid 3rd 48, 49, so. 52, 53, 
from layer 5) 65, 67, 71, 72, 73, 

74, 75, 76, 77, 80, 
89, 90, 92, 93, 96, ;· 113, 114,119,121, 
126, 128, 129, 130, 
132 

IV 
(4) 21 latest AO 58 residwtl 15, 25, 49, 52, 73, mid- late 

388-402• 75, 76, 77, 80, 90, 3rd 
93, 96, 97, 113, 

V 
114, 130 

(3) 248 Jacest George 35 residual IO, 17, 20, 26, 29, late 3rd-
III 1807•; 51 , 53, 55, 60, 63, 4th 
latest Roman 71 , 72, 74, 75, 76, 
AD 388-402 77, 78, 80, 81, 90, 

93, 96, 97, I 13, 114, 
, 115, 118, 119, 127, 

129 

Note: • indicates that the coin probably results from the disturbance caused by the digging of the hop-pole 
boles. 

1'able 9. Summary of coins from Area C. 

\ Period Date AR AEI AE2 Ae3/4 Toial 

~ 27 BC-AD 41 

' 
Da AD 41- 54 J 
Db AD 54-69 
ill AO 69-96 

,' IV AD 96-117 I 1 
V AD ll7-138 2 2 VI AD 138-161 I 
Vlla AD 161-180 
Vllb AD 180-193 
vm AD 19>-222 
rx.. AD 222-238 
lXb AO 238-259 
X AD 259-275 :} 107 107 XI AD 27S-294/6 
XII AD 294/6-317 I 2 

__J1/ 
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Tab/, 9. Summtuy of coins from Area C, con11'nu,d. 

Period Date AR AEI AE2 Ae3/4 Total 

Xllla AD 317-330 7 7 
78 78 Xlllb AD 330-348 

2 26 28 XIV AD 34~364 
xva AD 364-378 l5 15 

XVb AD 37~388 
8 XVI AD 388--402 8 

Totals 2 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 llhe constr~c­
cion of the defended enclosure, 11 would be cons1s­
ieo1 with a date for its eonSlruction in !he second half 
of the second century AD. Further excavation is 
required to clarify this chronology. 

The Area C Dating Evidence 
The dating evidence is summarised in Table 8 by 
Phase. Full details of the coins and samian ware are 
given on !he fiche (M 1/55-68). The coin identifica­
tions are by R A Merson, and the sami:an report by 
Joanna Bird, with rhe stamps identified by B R 
Hartley. The coarse ponery is described in relation 
r.o 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/J8). The follow­
ing features were uncovered. 

Stmcture /9 (Fig 35) 
This was an aisled timber building on an cast- west 
alignment, the wall and aisle posts of which had been 
supported on stone (clunch) post bases located at c 
4m centres. The interior was floored partly with 
clay, and partly by packed flint. The total widm of 
the building was c 9.5m with 1he aisles each of c 3m. 
The total length, whi~h exceeded 18m, was not 
ascertained by excavauon but, as the· Silchester­
Chkh~1er Road stands about 20m to the east (Fig 
IOI), 11 is probable mat this building was set back 
from _ the street (compare Structure J 3, Fig 21). 
W,thm ~• structure were rhe shadows of three beam 
b:ises which_ part11Joncd off a room in the southern 
aisle. Also ,n me southern aisle and contempor­
aneous with the clay floor was Oven 17 (Fig 35). This 
o~cn was built of clunch blocks and tile, bonded 
with clay. The feature was lifted and bas now been 
recons1rueted in me garden of the Farnham 
Museum. 

A bearm (Fig 35) overlay the soumern margin of 
Srructure 19. This consisted of a small burnt aua 
with a sbon wall of duneh blocks to its south 
surviving 10 only one course in height. 

Structure 20 (Fig 3S) 
Only the edge of this structure was seen in exca.1 . 
lion, but the method of construction was different 10 
that of the other structures excavated on me site. It 
consisted of_ a beam slot aligned cast-west, with a 
post hole at 11s western end, packed around, like the 
beam slot, with large f!iQts. The dimensions and plan 
of the building remain unknown, although the post 
hole probably represents the building's north-wcst 
corner. 

Well 8 (Fig 3S) 
The well was located in the counyard between 
Structures 19 and 20. It was excavated 10 a depth of< 
3m and had originally been lined with chalk blocks, 
which had collapsed. The si.nkage cone above this 
collapse bad then been infilled with rubbish. Th, 
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 8 (above, 32) and 
probably represents a deliberate deposition (below, 
159). 

Ditcli J (Fig 35) 
This ditch, for which no section drawing is available, 
was not completely cxcaY11ted, but ran along the 
whole length of the excavation on a north-south 
alignment (Fig 35). II underlay Structure 19, and r10 
parallel with the Roman road. It may have been • 
continuation of Ditch J, seen both in Areas A and B 
(above, 27), although the line is 001 quite the same. 
If it was !he same ditch, it seems 10 have been inJilled 
here at a later date (Table 10). 

Pit 22 (Fig 35) . 
This pit, c I.Sm in diameter, for which no sccuoo 
drawing is available, was sealed by the clay floor or 
Structure 19. It was shaUow, bur its exact depth•" 
not recorded. 

----c ····-·'-

-• 
t 

~ll. Vo!>. 

haft li 
lair,1, 'ltJ, 
Ill, lllli<,a 
;.i~.~ 
..,_Iii, 
~ 'll;ia, { I 



REAS 

Ac3/4 T0<a1 

7 7----
78 78 
26 28 
15 15 

8 8 

242 213 

) overlay the soutb,m "Ill 
s consisted of a small bait 
I of clunch blocks to 111 
one course in hci&Jn. 

35) 
this structure was sctra iao.. 
od of construction wasdifie: 
U"UCIUfCS c.xca,·atcd OD tbt 
1m slot aligned cas,-wm, , 
seem end, packed arou..i.11. 
ge llints. The dim,nsiuila: 
main unknown, althoogh lit 
,=nts the building'• Gin 

cated in the counyanl "" 
20. It was exca"1!tcd 101<¥ 
,ally been lined with cmlki> 
;ed. The sinkagc cooc .i.. 
, been infillcd "ith n1bbit 
ill of lhls co.nc contained ur 
including a Rheiilih ix,i, 
9 jars. This asscmbbl!' ~ 
veils on Area B (•~1

~• £• 
11s a deliberate del)O'IUOG 

,ich no section driwii,gis: 
ely excavated, but ran_. 
the excavation on 1 

19 • ). 11 underlay StnJCIUI< ~ ~ 
Roman road. It may Al 
1i1cb 1, seen both 10 Af,'l)< 
,ugh the line is 001 qw , 
ditch, it seems 1o ha\1tbed 
ate (Table 10). 

·eh,,.~ 
in dfameter, for w: cbl'; 

ble, was sealed by ~~ 
vas shallow, but its• 

AREA 0 47 

+ R 
9 

A 
-- ---- ---

8 GRAVEL 
COURTYARO 

B ---

D 
,:,; 

0 ----

---

' ' I 

' ' 

,, ' 
1, I ,. ' 

+s 

PIT 23 

~- --:; r-

:DITCH 3 

' I 
I 

• - STRUCTURE 20~: ?:; : • 

+ 
10 

10m 
--= - =-....1::=--==--==:::l 
0 0-' 5 

+ 

Fig 35. Arca D: plan of lhc excava1cd features. For sections sec M2/18. 

Pil 23 (Fig 35) 
This pit, for which no -secrion is available, occurred 
in the oorth~east corner of lhc site on the line or 
Ditch 3; i1 conu.ined a shcrd of pouery which joins 
another from this di1ch. h is best seen as part of lhe 
same complex, if not the same feature. 

Discussion 
The site was never excavated to namraJ, so lhe 
sequence is incomplete; in addition the dating evi­
dence is poor. However, rhe following sequence can 
be sugges1cd: 

Phase i 
Phase ii 

Phase iii 

Pit 22 and Di1ch 3, toge1hcr with Pi, 23; 
Well 8, Oven 17 wilh Strucmrcs 19 and 
20; 
Heanh. 

The coin evidence for lhe calibration of Lhis. sequence 
is confused by lhc presence of a scattered hoard 

(above, 6), but the overall panern, without that 
hoard, sugges1s lhai occupa1ion began in lhe middle 
or I.ate second century, when the mansio was built. 
The samian c>idencc {Table 10) from Pits 22 and 23 
oJ Phase i is consistent with this interpretation as it is 
exclu.sivcly Antoninc or later. As the clay floor of 
Structure 19 was not co.mpletel_y temoved, it is not 
known whet.her the-re were structures associated with 
t.hese feacurcs. 

Phase ii probably dates 10 the third century, and lhe 
layout of the area suggests lhat Structures 19, 20 and 
WeU 8 were contemporaneous. The fill of Well 8 
contained a series of coins (M lfl3) which show Iha, 
it was probably bockftllcd in lhc la1c 1hird century 
with the later coins inlrUding during the sctt.fcmcnt 
o! the 6!1. This would be consistent wilh the coin 
evidence from the whole site (summarised on Fig 6) 
which suggests that the centre of c.he setdement was 
srufting to the south during the fourth ceorury. 
When Structure 19 collapsed. or was demolished, a 
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hoard of about 60 coins, minred be1wc.-cn < AD 270 
and 294 was scauered on the clay floor. The only 
subsequent occupation, probably of fourth century 
date, is represented by I.he hl!arth. 

detailed evidence presented on the fiche (Ml/70.. 
Only stratified material is listed in Table 10 

7.3>­
Table 11 lists all the c'Oins found. For a disc whil,i 
the probable dispersed hoard from this ;::s,on of 
above, 6. Samian identifications are by ioo.rui!"irse. 
coin identifications by R A Merson and the l)ol ird, 
described in relation 10 the form typology (i::? 11 

75), where information i1i available. ow, 
Area D Dating Evidence 
The evidence i, summarised in Table 10, with the 

Table 10. Datitig evidtnce, Area D. 

Feature 

Well 8 

Pi, 22 

Pit 23 

Di1ch 3 

no. of 
coins 

II 

Coin 
Evidence 

Mostly 
radiates; 
latest post 
AD 348• 

no. of Samian 
samlan evidence 
sherds 

6 late 2ad-
mid 3rd 

Antoninc 

6 late 2nd-
mid 3rd 

Note: coin marked • is from the sinkage cone of the well. 

Table I I. Summary of coins from Area D. 

Period Date 

I 27 BC-AD 41 
Ila AD 41-54 
lib AO 54-69 
Ill AD 69-96 
IV AD 96-117 
V AD 117-138 
VJ AD 138-161 
VIia AD 161- 180 
Vllb AD 180-193 
VIII AD 193-222 
!Xa AD 222-238 
lXb AD 238-259 
X AD 259-275 
XI AD 275-294/6 
XII AO 294/6-317 
xma AD 317-330 
Xlllb AD 330-348 
XIV AD 348-364 
XVa AD 364-378 
XVb AD 378-388 
XVI AD 388-402 

AR AEI 

3 
?I 

Coarse 
pottery 
forms 

16, 54, 74, 76, 77, 
79, 84 

unknown 

unknown 

unknown 

AE2 AE3/4 

=} 
I 

86 

I 
I 
2 
3 
I 

2 

Totals 
4 2 96 

Excluded from the above Table fj • . 
arc vc urudentifiablc coins. 

Coarse 
pottery 
cvidenct 

mid-
late 3rd 

late 2nd-
mid third 
late 2nd-
mid 3rd 
la1e 2nd-
mid 3rd 

Total 

4 
I 

86 

2 
I 
2 
3 
I 

2 

103 

...__ 
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Azea E (Excavation of Autumn 1970, 
directed by David Graham) 

These excavations coos.is:red of a series of 3 ft wide 
uenches excavated lO as<:e:rtain the depth of s1ra­
tigrapby, and the degree to which this was likely 10 
be affected by ploughing. Most of the trenches (Fig 
37) came down omo gravel, wbich probably repre­
sents the surface of the Silches1c...Chichcster road 
and adjacenl courtyards. Two srrucrures were par­
tially examined. 

The fir.;t of these consisted of a rubble Spread, 
perhaps from a collapsed waU, west of the 
Silchcs1er-Chichestcr road (Fig 37) in trench L. The 
nature of the structure was not determined as it bad 
appareody been very disturbed by the construction 
of the railway. The deposits in this area we-re sh.aJ­
low, up to c 300mm, and had already been affected 
by ploughing. 

The second building, Structure 21, was located 
facing onto the cast side of the Silchcstcr-Chichcster 
road (Fig 36) and in the same p0sition, relative 10 the 
road, as Structures 13 and 19. It was of timber 
construction with a pair of parallel banks c Sm apart, 

STRUCTURE 21 

forming bases for 1he sill beams of the side walls. 
Outside the nonhtrn 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 10 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 
tltrcshold as well as a support for the front wall. 
About I.Sm in front of the side walls two chalk 
blocks had been placed on the ground 10 support 
posrs which probably represent a veranda (compare 
Structures 3 and 7). The interior of the building was 
floored with white clay, above which lhc deposits 
were in excess of 600mm thick wilh a further 3-00mm 
of humus and gravel above. This great depth, in 
comparison wil.h the other trenches of th.is area of the 
site, seems to indicate that the bill slope had been 
terraced to allow the building to be constructed. The 
layer infiJJing lhis terrace, which covered Structure 
21, seems to have been deposited in the later pan of 
the fourth century, as it comaiocd coins dating up to 
c AO 388-402. The fact that this material was 
d.umped is indicated by the mixed date of the coins 
and the poue.ry from it. If, as the coin evidence for 
t.he Arca suggests, this area was not intensively 
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AREA E, DATlNG ll\11 DENCE; ARP.A F SI 

occupied until lhc third century, Suucturc 21 is 
likely to date 10 this period or later. To the south of 
this structure a grnelled area was uncovered. This 
<lid not stretch as far as the By-pass ditch and was 
thus a maximum o( I Sm wide (nonh-soulh). It was 
cut by a shallow ditch c 2m from lhe southern edge 
of trench FC. The finds rccoverc-<I again suggest a 
later third or fourth century date. 

To lhe north of Structure 21, trenches A, B, E and 
G uacovered a gravel strip bounded 10 lhe soulh by a 
narrow ditch (Ditch 4, Fig 37; M2/19) J.2m wide by 
0.7m deep. The gravel strip appears to have been a 

Tobie 12. Summary of coin, from Area E. 

Period Date 

I 27 B~AO 41 
11• AO 41- 54 
llb AO 54-69 
Ill AO 69-96 
IV AO 96-117 
V AO 117-138 
VJ AD 138-161 
Vfla AD 161-180 
Vllb AD 180-193 
Vfll AD 19,-222 
!Xa AO 222-238 
!Xb AD 238-259 
X AO 259-275 
Xl AD 275-294/6 
XII AO 294/6-317 
XJlla AD 317- 330 
Xlllb AO 330-348 
XIV AO 348-364 
XVa AO ~378 
XVb AD 378-388 
XVI AD 388-402 

Totals 

AR 

2 
I 

4 

road running from the Silchester-Chichester road 
towards the ford at Haw Bridge, and onto the 
Roman poucries in lhe Alice Hoh fores1 (Fig 1). The 
p:rojccted course of this road would have passed co 
the north of lhe cemetery (sec Area F, below). 
This would make sense in relation to other known 
Romano-British cemeteries which arc often at road­
sides. The only problem raised by this road is thac 
S•ructurc 26, observed in lhc wlch of the By-pass 
lies on its projected course. This problem probably 
results from inaccuracies in tbc plotting of c.be 
l)()Sition of Structure 26 which was undertaken 
under very difficult conditions. 

AEl AE2 AE3/4 

2 

2 
I 

:} 22 22 

I J 
3 3 

27 27 
I I 

16 16 
I I 
4 4 

7S 80 

Excluded from the above Table arc three unidcnti.fiablc coins. 

The Area E Dating Evidence 
The only dating evidence available from this Arca is 
the coins, as lhe poucry cannot be rela1ed to specific 
feacurcs. The coins cannot be directly associated 
with the structures, but are listed on fiche by uench 
and layer (M ln4--79). The whale assemblage of 
coins is lisced in Table 12. 

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

·the~ excavations were undertaken in rCSCu.c <'Ondi-

lions after lhe coosuuction of lhe By-pass had 
begun. A small cemetery, 6ve suucmrcs and three 
other features were examined (Fig 37). These un· 
doubcedly represent only a tiny fraction of the 
aN;hacology destroyed. The cemetery was explored 
as thoroughly as possible and ic seems likely <hat all 
the surviving graves were recovered. The same 
ca.onot be said of the remainder of the features, so 
c..h,c report can only summarise a fraction of the 10 1al 
archaeology. The features examined are described 
and this is followed by fuller discussion of the 
ce.-mecery. 

Structure 22 (Fig 38) 
Tile re.mains of lhis stone-built structure were ex• 
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Fig 38. Area F: plan of StrUcrure 22. For section A-B see MZ/19. 

amined after they had been uncovered by earth­
moving operations. The remaining masonry con­
sisted of a chalk fac~ wall, the core of which was 
filled with mortar, clay and rubble. The main wall, 
c 4m Jong and c 0. 9m wide, had a narrower cross 
wall (c 0.6m) ar its northern end, wh.ich was also 
faced at eithe.r end, indicating the presence of door 
openings. On the western side another narrow side 
wall, about the same width, had lx:en robbed (Fig 
38), and 10 the south another broader, tumbled wall 
was located running off 10 the cast. T he only evi­
dence for flooring came from the west section (sec­
tion A-8, M2/19) where a sana and clay floor (layer 
3b) was uncovered. 

The coins from this area, one of which came from 
the layer sealing the robber trench (Za}, date 10 the 
middle of the founb century, perhaps suggesting 
that the building had been abandoned by r.his time. 
The lack of stratified material and the fragmentary 
nature of the structure make further comment un .. 
possible. 

Strucrure 23 (Fig 39) . 
This structure was the most extensively examined Ill 
the excavation, although the whole building was 1101 
uncovered. 

II had been built mainly of timber, as shown by thl 
series of tile post supports (compare Structure. 19, 
Area D}. In the northern part of the area fooull&' 
for a chalk block wall were uncovered. They prob­
ably represenred a low retaining wall, or pc_~ a~; 
sleeper wall for a timber superstructure. The w 
ing was unmortared and certainly could n~t b»: 
risen 10 any height. One of the scones 10 ~ 
structure seemed to have been a crude reustd ·m 
umn (c 6 I 0mm long and c 250mm in diameter, ""' 
a slight taper). The only other srruc~I fe11~ 

examined was a small tile-built wall which in~ rpo 
• s wuhan ated a piece of shaped chalk in two secuon , 

overlapping, flanged joinr (Fig 39). 

The strucrure produced large quantities of do;,ne: 
rubbish, in particular, but was most notable or 
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Fig 39. Area F: plan of Structure 23. For sections see M2/20. 

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

The sequence was: 

Pre-oa:upatwn. Peal layer (12) overlaying the na1u­
ral gravel. 

Phas, I. Gravel spread ( II) wilh a clay floor on 1op 
(10) which was covered by occupation (9) 
and ash (8). 

Phou ll. Tile floor (7). 
Phase ll I. Clay Ooor (6) overlain by occupation 

soil (5) and (Sb). 
/>hast IV. Dilches 5 and 6 with conlemporary 

occupation (4). 
Phase V. Clay lloor (3) overlain by occupa1ion and 

ash (2). 

The da,ing of 1his sequence is virtually imPoSSiblo 
o\.\ii.ng to the confusion of stratigraphy during the 
excavation. The coin list suggests that l.be occupa• 
1ion was probably confined 10 the lhird and founh 
centuries. This would be consistent with the COJi­
dcncc for 1he whole of Area F outlined above (Fig 6). 

Struc1urc 24 (Fig 40) 
This Sltucture wa.s incomplctcly examined and only 
ooe low film sleeper waU was c.xcavatcd . South of 
this wall was a small clav and chalk oven {Oven J 8, 
Fig 40), and beyond this was a large expanse of 
gravelled courtyard. A clay floor (4), linked the 
Structure with the gravelled yard . 

Th<: yard surfaces (Fig 40) also appeared in the river 
bank, and i1 seems likely 1ha1 1bey formed a large 
area beside tbe bridge or ford for the Silchester­
Chiches1er road, which mus, have been slightly 10 
the west (Fig 37). The area had been resurfaced 
sev,cral times~ and the coin evidence suggests that 
these surfaces were laid in the third a,nd fourth 
centuries. In the limi1c-d area uncovered (Fig 40) a 
comparatively large nwnber (84} of coins were reco­
vered; the majority (53) were su tiny and corroded 
Iha t they were illegible. These coins probably repre­
sent a scancred hoard but, as the majodry are 
illegible, they do not affect the overall coin figures 
for Area F in the way that the hoard from Arca D 
does (Fig 5). 

Structure 25 ( Fig 37) 
This was observed during construction and no ex­
cavation was possible. The remains of a tile Door 
widh a robber trench were observed. The coins 
sug;ges1 occupation in t.he third-fourth ce:nmries. 

Structure 26 (Fig 37) 
This srrucrnre was only observed, and thus its exact 
pos.ition j,s uncenain. Two parallel walls or monar 
bo11ded chalk were seen in the drJinagc trench along 
the northern side of the By•pass. They were a.t 
righ1-angles 10 the By-pass and sc1 abnu1 Sm apart. 
No dating evidence was recovered. 

Miscellaneous Features 
The contrac10r1s cutting along the north edge of lhc 
By-pass •lso sectioned three di1chcs along i1s lcnglh 
(M2/22). 
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Fig 40. Area F: plan of Structure 24 and adjacent features. For sections see M2/21. 

Feature I. A very wide, shallow ditch, deeper 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 I ) seen in Areas A and B. 

' z 
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The Cemetery (Fig 41) 
The cemetery area was initially discovered when 1 
conLractor's ditch cut through Burial I, exposing 1 
mass of pottery. Subsequent excavation rtvealcd 
four more cremation burials and two inhumations 
The whole area was overlain by about 300mm of 
claye)' silt and 200mm of black earth, which con­
tained a scmer of later Roman occupation material. 
The burials are first described in order of their 
discovery, aod this is followed by a discussion of 
their interpretation. 

Burial I (Fig 42) 
The pit, which was, 300mm deep and which bad a 
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J 

.-• .J --
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I' 

Fig 41. Arca F: plao of cemetery. For location see Fig 37. 
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Table 13. Th, contents of Burial I. Table 14. Th, cq,,i,n,s of Burial Z. 

f'orrn Vessels Toial Form Vessels Total 

I s•, 31. 4Jt\ 48" 4 s 28~, 30 2 2 4• l 
3 53, S4- 2 6 I, 21• , 21• 3 
~ 52 I 7 4• I 

6 3S, S6• l 8 2•, 3•\ s-, 8, 9•, I 1• , t2•, JS•, 24•, 
7 23, 32 2 

211t, 32, 33•, 3s·• , 31•, 48• IS 

8 6•, 7•, 91 IO•-t ll'', 12•, 18", 19•, 13 29• I 
14 41 I 20•, 21•, 22"', 24'\ 2s111 , 26•, 21•, 2s. 
IS 39, 45 2 29•• 33•_, 36· . 39, 42. 44• , 49•, ss•, zs 

63• 3l 44 I 
12 8--j l3 l 34 20 l 

33 S9• I 35 to•_, 47 2 

36 2• , 3• . 14", lS•, 30•, 37•, 38•, 45 1\ 14 36 6, ?•, 13•, t6•, 26, 31'" 6 
46•, 49a•, SI•, 60•, 61Jt, 62• 37 2S, 36'\ 46 3 

38 11•, so•. s1- J 
38 17 I 

44 34• I 66 19 I 

64 43 I 110 43 I 
110 S8 I 111 "° I 
12 I 433 I 120 14, 23 2 

Oth=: I (flagon type?); 16 (type?); 40 (dish 4 Othcn: 18 (urn type?); 34 (not rcrovettd •); 4 

type!); 46 (not rteavtred•) 38 (n0< recovtred' ); 42 (dish type?) 

Total 65 Toutl 48 

Note: • indic-:nes vessels which were vtr,· friable and had Notr: • indicatC$ wsscls which were very friable- and had 
clearly bttn und.c.rfircd, whclh« llS special, low-quaJity clearly been underflttd, whcthe.r at special_, low.quality 
funerary ware or simply as wasters. funerary ware or simply as was:tcrS. 
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Fig 43. Arca F: plan of Burial 2. 

diameter of , 1.2m, was partially destroyed by a 
conrractor's trench. The sides sloped gently down­
wards to a Bat bonom. The pottery vessels which 
survived were all placed on the floor of this pit. The 
urn and part of the assemblage had been destroyed 
by the machlne trench, although fragments of cre­
mated bone were found nearby on a con1:n1ctor's 
dump. The contents of the grave are s11unmarised in 
Table 13. 

The vessel forms used refer 10 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 c 0. lm and a diameter of c I .Sm, had an urn 
placc_d near its centre with the other vessels around 
th_e circumference, divided into two main groups. As 
wnh Bunal 1 there was a scatter of charcoal nails 
and bones in the centre of the pit. Although ~early 
all the pots were open forms, of bowl:s and dishes 
most had been broken in firu probably by the weigb; 
of the ear~ above. As the pit was so shallow, it is 
likely that 1l was covered by a small mound, or was 

charcoal 

Im 

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

The vessel forms used refer 10 the typology prt­
sented in the pottery report (below, 75), and the 
vessel numbers 10 the grave plan (Fig 43). 

Burial 3 (Fig 44) . 
This pit, which was probably originally circular, hid 
been partially destroyed soon after interment._Toe 
surviving part of the pit was semi-circular with • 
diameter of c I .Sm and was about 0.22m deep. 
There was no sign of any urn or cremated boll<, 
which are presumed 10 have been in the pan of th' 
pit which was destroyed in antiquity. The surnWI! 
grave goods were grouped around the circumfercoe< 
of the pit. Oyster and mussel sbclls were ~ttt~ 
between the pots. The contents are summarised 
Table 15. 

log)' The coarse ware vessel forms refer to the typo tb 
presented in the pottery report (below, _75), ' nd-0: 
vessel numbers 10 the grave plan (F'8 t~ and 
samian vessel identifications are by Joanna ,wcr 
the Stllmp identifications by BR Hardey. Forfu 
details see below, 66. 
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Tablt 15. The <onUM of Burial 3 . Sec Note, Table 
14. 

7'abh 16. Th, tonrentt of Burial 4. 

The cow-se ware vessel forms refor to the typology 
Forms Vessels To1AI pr,cscmed in the pottery rcpor1 (below, 75), and the 

v=cJ numbers to the grave plan (Fig 45). The 
68 10 I brooch and bracelet are discussed further in the 

111 2 I small 6nds catalogue (below, 101-103). 
112 I I 
Others 3• ~ 4• , 5*, 1" , not recovered 4 forms Vessds/obj«ts Tot>l Sa.mian 6. D«h 67, barbotioe leaves, Les 

Matltt$-de-Vcyrc, cirJy SttOnd 
8 3b I century 
9 7 I 8. Fragmcni,; of small Dr 42 dish 

with handles, uns:tainpcd, Les 14 4 I 
Manres-de•Veyrt, early second 40 s I 

43 6 I cco.nuy 
65 8a I 9. S.,,.U Dr 42 dish with handle,, 

122 " I stamped by Oonnaueus or Les 
123 8b I Martrcs-de-Vcyrc, t AD 100-120 
Others; I. Flagon, Fig S0.27 I (Fig 47.4) 

2. Flagon, Fig S0.28 l 11 . Dr 42 dish w;,h handles (both 
3c, jar ?type l now missing) stamped by Don-

o.aucus of 1.4 Marcres-dc-Vcyre, 
r AD 100-120 (Fig 47.3) Toul ll 12. Dr 42 dish with handles, stamped 
by Doonaucus of Les Maru-es-de-

Brooch, bronze, mid first Vcyre, c AD 100-120 (Fig 47.2) cc-mury 
(Fig 70.1) 13. Or 42 cup with hand.Jes, stamped Bracelet, bronu (Fig 70. S) by Billiccdo of Les Manrc•-de- Pair of shoes, iron stud$. Vcyrc, c AD 100-120 (Fig 47.S) Wooden casket, iron nails at comers 

14. Dr 42 cup with handles, stamped 
by Billiccdo of us Martrcs-dc-
Vcyre < AD 100-120 (Fig 47.6) 

Total 14 
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Fig 44. Area F: plan of Burial 3. 
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Fig 45. Area F: plan Qf Burial 4. 

Burial 4 (Fig 45) 
This grave was smaller than r.he others, rectangular 
(800mm by 610mm), 300mm deep and bad a flat 
bottom. The grave goods were placed in three 
groups. Oo the northern side of the pit !he cremated 
bone had been placed on a wooden box (c 380mm by 
160mm) the sides of which could be identified by the 
position of the nails (Fig 45). To its SOMh a series of 
seven pots were placed across the oentre of the pit. 
The pouery was of higher quality than that from the 
other graves and included two buff flagons (I and 2) 
of non-local origin (Fig 50.27-28). TQ r.he sour.h of 
th~ vessels were a pair of shoes (230mm long) 
which suryi\led 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 r.he brooch dated to 
the mid first century (below, 101). The contents of 
the grave arc summarised in Table J 6. 

Burial 5 (Fig 46) 
This grave was divided into two subsidiary pits each 
of which_ had its own urn and grave goods. The 
overall Pll was scmi~circu.Jar with a maximum dia­
meter of e 2. I Sm and a depth of 0.2Sm. 

1m 

The vessel$ in Pit A were in a jumbled mass mixed 
with a number of i.ron nails, brackets and ash which 
indicate a wooden structure, perhaps a box. 

The burial as a whole contained several non-loal 
pots, samian vessels as Burial 3, a buff flagon as ill 
Burial 4 and a vessel (Fig 50.26) with GaUo-Belg_it 
affinities. The grave contents are summarised tn 
Table 17. 

The Inhumations (Fig 41) . 
Adjacent to Burial 3 rwo skeletons were foun~ side 
by side, head to foot in a shallow grave. The pn,: 
I. 73m long by 1.00m wide and 0.3m deep. ' 
northerly skeleton (lnhumation I) was lllJlle, 3~ 
years old and had bis bead to the east; the soutbcrl! 
one (lnh~mation II) was female, 20-25 years, •~ 
was buried with her head to the west. The bon<S 
both were badly broken and the right leg oflnhwna· 
tion Il was completely missing. There were"? g~: 
goods and the im.pression was that . the bodies dif• 
lx.-en buried unoeremooiously. Daung ,s thus. 

1 5 ficult, although the layer associated w!th Buna tbc 
sealed this grave indit111ing it was earlier thTim 
mid second cenrury. For the skeletons s,:c A • 
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Tobi• 17. Tht <Dtlltnct of Burial S . 

The vessel forms used refer 10 1hc typology prescmed im the po11ery rcpon (below, 75), and the vessel 
numbers to 1be grave plan (Fig 46). The samian identifica1ions are by Joanna Bird and the stamp readings by 
B R Hartley. For the Gallo-Belgic bowl see Valery Rigby's repon (below, 72). 

Forms Vessels To1al 
Pit A Pit B Main pil 

15 12, MSI/C, 17, 18, 19, 20, 3 
MSI/D, MSJIE MS2/A 10 

39 10, MSI/A 5 3 
42 6b I 
45 8, 13 2 
66 9 MS2/E 2 
69 15 I 
70 MS2/B I 
100 MS2/C I 
120 6a I 
124 MSl/8 I 
125 MSI/F I 
Gallo-Belgic bowl 
(Fig 50.26) II 
Flagon (type ? 16 
Fig 50.30) 

Urn (1ype?) 
S•mian 

MS2 D 

Dr 18/31 I (stamped by 
Cintusmus of 

Dr 31R 

Lezoux, AD 140-160, 
Fig 47.17) 
2 (s1amped by 
Lollius of Central 
Gaul, AD 13$-165, 
Fig 48.IS)t 
4 (illegible S1amp)• t 2 

Dr 15/31@ 14 (stamped by 
Silvinus iii, 
AD 130-160, 
Fig 48.21) 

Dr 18/31R 21 (s1amped by 
Cuc:alus of Lczoux, 
AD 140-160, 

Dr 36 7 Central Gaulish, 
Trajan-Hadrianic 

Fig 48.20)t 

Toial 33 

01her: Iron brackcis 
? cas.kc1 

Notes: 
MS I and MS2 arc. 1wo groups of broken vessels {'miscellaneous frag.-rncn1s>) shown as 4pot sherds' in two 
positions in Fig 46. 
t indicates a samfan vessel repai.rcd with rive.is. 
._., indicates a heavily bum, vessel. . .. 
@l this Dr 15/31 has a quaner round moulding (S1anJield 1929, Fig 7. 35; Oswald and Pryce 1920, pi xhu no 
43) . 
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Discussion 
These seven burials form a s-maU cemetery which 
dates to t.be first and second centuries AD. The 
linear arrangement perhaps suggests lhat a sequence 
of burials belonging 10 a family or other such group 
is represemed. Three of them have externally dated 
objcm: 

Burial 3. Sam.ian dated to c AD 100-120· 
Burial 4. Brooch dated 10 the nud-first :enrury 

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

In an aucmpt to relate these burials to c.he others in a 
sequence a se.riation was auempted using the same 
method as attempted for the main sequence (Chap1e.r 
I). The resulting seque.nce was: Burial 2 Burial I 
Burial 4, Burial S, with Burial 3 compl;teJy sepa~ 
rated as a resuJt of the absence of coarse wares. Tbis 
sequence is consistent with a more subjective assess .. 
n:ient. The earliest burials, 1 and 2, were significant­
ly differeni to 1he other$ with an absence of non-local 
ancfam. Burial 4 probably da,cs 10 the third or last 
quarter of the Ml century - as the flagons are later 
than the brooch (compare Cunti/'l'e 1971, Types 109 
and 297, with Fig S0.27-28). The samian evidence 
suggests that Burials 3 and 5 followed in 1bc second 
eentucy. The earliest burulls are more difficuh 10 
date. If earlier than Burial 4, they arc likely 10 be 
?lid first century. Vessel cypes 8, 12, and J3 show 
mflucncc from Gallo-Bclgic types (compare Rigby 
1973, Fig 4) which arc unlikely 10 have been com­
mon in lhis arc.a umiJ a decade or so after the 
conquest. On this evidence it seems llkcly that lhey 
date to between c AD SO and 75. Such a chronologic­
al framework would allow the cemetery 10 be a 
(amilf one covering the century or so after the 
invasion. 

The buriaJs themselves show similarities to each 
other which may resuh from ritual or beliefs. The 
most c~nsistcm element is the presence of a pair of 
flagons mall but Burial 5. Each burial, including the 

two pits of Burial 5, contained a pair of jars (with the 
cx~~tio? of Burjal I whic.h was incomplete, a.nd 
missing us urn). The vesscJ forms in the burials arc 
summarised in Table 18. 

This Ta.ble also shows the contents of another burial 
&"?U!P from 'Ncatham' in the <.-oUections of Hamp­
shire County Museum Service (Accession no ACC 
31612 1-12). Trus group is apparently later 1han the 
others, pe.rhaps late second century, and was prob• 
ably fou~d south of the river, although its exact 
findsJX>t ,s unknown. The suggesied ritual function 
of the pair of flagons is ao:enmated in this group by 
the fact that they arc miniature (each only 80mm 
tall). 

These burial groups fonn patt of a larger group in 
this area of Hampshire, which will be discussed in a 
forthcoming p;,per (Millett forthcoming, b). 

In the present context we need note only two PQUlts. 
First, the ea.rliest two Burials (I and 2) contained 
numerous vessels, and represent a rite which is an 
unusual> regional characteristic. It is noteworthy 
that • high proportion of these vessels were poorly 
fired and may have been either waslCI:$ of specially 
manufactured fune(3ry vessels. This pattern has aJso 
been <>bserved at Cbichesier (D<>wn and Ruic 1971) 
although, in that instance, the graves contained 
fewer vessels. The Cruches1er cemetery also provides 
l)<lrallds for specific grave layouts, with their type 2a 
similar 10 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 
features consists of the coins, none of which can be 
readily associated with stratified contcxls, and I.he 
$3JJtlan vessels from the gra\•es. The latter have been 
listed iin Lbe appropriate grave description. The coins 
are summarised in Table 19 and a full list appears on 
the fiche (M Jn9). 

Table 18. Summary of wsul typ<S wi1hin gTQtJ< groups. 

Type unknown Dishes Bowls ) 31:$ Lids Flagons Beakers Total 

Burial I 2 40 19 I I 2 65 Burial 2 2 26 14 2 2 2 48 Burial 3 4 6 2 2 14 Burial 4 3 2 2 2 2 II Burial s 15 8 s 3 I 33 'Nea.tham' 2 3 I s 2 13 
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Table 19. Summary of wins from Area F. 

Period 

1 
Ila 
llb 
UJ 
rv 
V 
VJ 
VJJa 
VHb 
VJJJ 
IXa 
CXb 
X 
XI 
XII 
xma 
XUJb 
XIV 
XVa 
XVb 
XVI 

Da1e 

27 BC-AD 41 
AD 41-54 
AD 54--09 
AD 69-96 
AD 96-117 
AD 117-L38 
AD BS-161 
AD 161- 180 
AD 180-193 
AD 193-2:22 
AD 222--238 
AD 23S-2.59 
AD 259-275 
AD 275-294/6 
AD 294/6-317 
AD 317-3.30 
AD 330-348 
AD 34S-364 
AD 364-378 
AD 37S-388 
AD 388-402 

AR 

J 

Excluded from above Table are 67 unidentifiable coins. 
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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 J Parker, Valery Rigby and Jane Tirnby 

The excavations produced large quantities of pouery 
from an area .not previously weU provided with 
stratified and dated groups. As the site lies only a few 
kilommes from the major coarse pottery production 
cen!Te in the Alice Holt Forest and around Farnham 
(Fig I) these groups of po11ery arc of importance in 
establishing the chronology of that industry. This 
report is confined to the description and limited 
discussion of the po11ery within the context of the 
independently established chronology. Further con­
sideration of its implicatio-ns for our understanding 
of the Farnham industry is published elsewhere 
(Millen 1979a). 

The sche.me of this report rests on the twin division 
fi.rst between local and non-local fabrics, and second­
ly between coarse and fine wares. The wares so 
defined arc discussed .in separate sections which arc 
referred ro the chronology and methodology de­
scribed in Chapter I (above, 7). This approach is 
cmirely dependent on an internally consistent pa.t-
1ero established on the basis of the local coarse 
wares> calibrated using the $amian ware and coins. 
The supply pattern of non-local wares can thus be 
rraecd independently of their own dating. 

With such a vast quantity of material from stratified 
groups and surface deposits it bas btcn impossible 10 
present all the information on all the pouery. The 
approach chosen has been an analytical one, dividing 
and classifying in order to present the evidence. AH 
the information on the wntcnts of the major groups 
has been presented in Tables and Figures so that the 
stratified groups can be reconstructed. Full informa­
l.ion on this> and the unstratified material from the 
early excavations, is kept with the site archive at 
Hampshire County Museums Service. 

Until the 1974 excavations, much of the pottery was 
di:;cardcd after on-site sorcing. Because of this bias in 
1hc evidence_. and the salvage c.-onditions of Lhe 
earliest excavations 9n the site, the bulk or this 
pottery report is concerned with the material Crom 
Areas A and B. Where material of importance came 
from the Other Areas it is mcntfoned, but the 

evidence from earlier excavations is so incomplete 
that significant conclusions c.annot 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 SWD.11lllised in the dating evi• 
dencc sections after the descriptions of each Area 
(Tables 2, 4, 6, 8 and 10) and full li$rs are provided 
on 6che (below, 161). The stamps and 01her pieces 
of interest, illu.stra,cd in Figs 47 and 48, are discus­
sed below. The quantity found in each of the seriatcd 
groups is shown in Fig 52 and Table 20. 

The Decorated Samian 

Full deta.iJs of the d«:oratcd samian arc given on 
fiche ( page 161 ). Here only the sherds showing 
diagnostic features are described. 

AuuA 

Struerurt 7. ph;t$C A, 
Or 37 i.n the s1yk aluibutcd to Donruucui of l.,c$ .Man.res-dc:-. 
Veyre.. H t used t.hc IWO w;arriort (Oswald 1936, 197 Md 208t 
Stan6dcl and Simp$()n J9S8, pi 49,579), t.ht horse und rider 
<Oswald 1916, 2SI; S12n.fidd and Simps,on 1958, pi +I.Sl2), i.sld 
the dttr (<m-'lki 19.36, 1704; Stllllkld .md Sunpson 1958, pJ 
..... 502); the beat i5 probably ~wald ( 1936) 1627, tht och1:, 
1nimoJ rmy be• Lion or panrher. The tier(>{ ornamC'nts i~ .shown 
()It S12l\6c;kt and Simpson (1958) pl 48.S67. wit.h tbc rokttcs and 
bta<k!d b(,r(l,er,; tbe band of naaow brad$ and circki i, shqwn Ofl 

their pi 48.S71, d,e 1'1,1,m)W !)(ads and wreath ()ft lhcir pi ◄$,562, 
lhc 1riplc: mo,ir on thelr pl 46.Sll and the foliage on pi 46.529. A 
si.truJar a.rrangcmeo1 of bead t(IW$ llnd arrov-"'I i:s .s«D on pi 4 7. S-19. 
Th,:: ow,lo is tmudgcd but pro~bly du, On pi 47.555. The 
rootrin3 i. unwom. c AD 100-12.S. 

StrUCIUtc 7 • ph11$t A . 
Or 37, South G2uli\h, 1'ht CCl'lrst W'.IYy Jim."$ (uiw:d as .Qlrln:- and 
divider) aod tendril$ are cfuraeter,~kaUy Fbvbn. , AD 7S-95. 

PerioJi 1/11 occupation (Layer 23). 
Dt 30 in 1he 4:ryle of lh<' 'P'>ltcr-of 1hc Rosette' of Les Manm--de--



Table 20. Percenwges of porury fabrics i11 the striated featurts. 
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AU fa.gurcs arc corrcc1 to 0. 1% and are prop0rtions, by weight, of the total asumblage frorn t,hc features. 

p = presence where no quantified information is avail~blc (70). 

The figu.a:et for the more coounon fa.brics are shown gx-.aphjcalJy oo Fig 52. 
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FINE WARL!S, SMIIAN 65 
v '11: ·n.e O\'Olo an«J fine bt2ds are Shown on S1anfickl and 
s:~n (19S8) pi 16. 313» ~ boa.r (Qswo.Jd 1936, 1678) Oft I.heir 
pi zo.1SS, 11.Dd Uic rc~ue is probably thai on tbd.r pi 22.276. He 
(,cq1.1Cnd)' uM:d the panther (Oswald 1936, 1396;, Stanfield and 
$i,rops0tl 1958. pi 21, 232 and 291; pi 25.314 :and ll6; pi 26.322; 
1'er"fiS9C 1968, pi 19,388) 8nJ the foliag~ m01if {'f Sl~n6eld ai\d 
Simp,o• 19SS, pi 21.261, 262 Uld 26S). t AD 100-IZS. 

Pc-nods J/11 ()«Upiition (Lay« 6). 
o, 37 Central Gaulish, Tbc (abrk and dttontion w.ggcst 1ha1 
thi$ is' tl,e work of lbc Sa.cc~•AtlU.nus groop at Lc-ioux. The 
broken fofi.igt> may be a iunda.r llmlngfflltnt 10 Stanftdd and 
Simpson ( l9S8) pJ 82.5 or 7. The animal is no, ocrcainly tdcmi-
63.bk. e AO 12~1SO, 

.4M1 D 

W,11 S (A). 
o, 30 J)l()l>ably, Ct:niral GauJish: the square lxa!Js sud;cSl Wt' 
wod; or Do«cus, who regularly crude tb.i$ fonn. Mid-blc 
Amo.nine. 

Po1 8 (A~ 
Or J7 in eh< $l)'le of Joenalj$ of Les M.artra•dt• Vc:yrc. The vil)c 
saott bsbown on Stanfidd and Sim~ (19S8) pi 41.477 and the 
fioe bca.:11 at>d cl,-clc on their pi lS.◄ 1 3, , AD 100-125. 

Pit IS (B). 
Dr 37 i.n the 3'yk of Situs/C:-uus o( Les Mau~s-<k-Veyrt. 
Stanf,eld md SiropSoo (1958) pi 142. J7 shows all the inotib .ind 
m,_y bi: from I.be wnc mould, c AO 13S-16S. 

lnte:rl'aoe of Pi"ts 20 and 21. 
Or )1. The: o,'Olo IS Cmna!Tlus ovolo 3, $har«I by .u.,·mll Ccotnl 
GauliJh potters. r AO 1~180 (joins on 10 :io0tbc:r from I.he 
l-wfltL"e o( Ditch ) ), 

Pi< 20 (EJ. 
Or l7, CcoltaJ Ciaulish, with :i; fragment of decoration. Had:rianic. 

Pit 21 (Sutfa,o). 
Dr .l7. OnusualJy small ond badl)• mouklod. Mr Hanky considt:r'$ 
th:al this is ont of the late second century produces o( the: Lc1.ow: 
f1etcxy. NolM: of the motifs or 6gu:tt types is dearly iden1ifiabJe., 
AO 17~200 (Fig <7.6) . 

Pi1 26 (la)--tr .U). 
01' )7, Cc:r.11ral G.-uli:sh. The survivi11g dc:ta.ils arc 'llty f~men, 
1ary, but app;lfe:Dd)' include a double,beadcd panel bofckr, 
ttalling I.be: W()rk of Docilis. c AO 1)0...160 . 

Ditch I (Surface) . 
D, J?, C.nu,.I Gauli5h. Gotgon b<ad, p,,,b,,bly O.•>ld (19~) 
t)'pt 12'93, in 11 1-mall doobk mcdallio,i. The blobby rosc:m: and 
the fol~ mocifs in tht next panel suggest the 'A-Ork of C.innmillS 
(Swuxld and Simpson 19S8, pi IS9.3J; pi l60.4?). t AD 
1.50-180, Joini on 10 ~ {«,m i:nterface of Pit$ 20121. 

()\'Co 2 {Surface). 
Or 37, Central Giu.tisb. Thie 6gurc is probal,l]y Olwald (1936) 
660a; AntQOUle. 

Siructutc 13 (A). 
Cbed \,-~I (~'WIid and Prye,:: 1910, pi 79), with batbotint 
dC\."0r.ation. Eul Gsu1u.h. Lattt second-mid lhlrd ttotury . 

Trmcb m (Sur(~) . 
Or 37. iht <k)g (Ludowk:i " al 1948_. 1141) and tool.bed 
m«1al!ion ( Kl)) \\'Ctt Wred by k'Yer.al Rhcin.:r.abem pQCtc:rs. 
Antoniilo-QrJ)' third CC'OIUry, 

Trench IV (Surface). 
Or 37. ~ coggtd cln:k (Ludowici ,, al 1948. 0138) was 
rcguWty ustd by Rc:glnu.t I or Rhtiruabtm, aod io a similar dre:k 
Oil Ludowici's (1943) taJcl 17. 11 . Prob»bly Antonioc. 

Fcatu~ 102 (Surr1cc). 
Dr 37, Ccm.nll G;iulish. Spiky rost1tt in beaded panel. , AD 
100-130. 

U,uzrottfed 

Dr 37 in the styk of Pat emus U oi l,.c,.1,00:x. He rtg:v1uty used 1hi:,­
OV()10 (Stanfidd and Simp$0o 19'58, pi 107.26, which also U)OWS 
the bc3drow 11nd unaJJrt l'O$'CUc). 'Jl)C farger rOSC'nt i, shown on 
Lhcir pl 104. 4, i,h,c, l.lrgcr leaf on pi 107.26 i.n a similar scrol.l llfld 
the $0\Jlllcr leaf <>n pi 108.,37. ~ AO 161)...190, 

Arra C . Ul)'ffl re/er 10 1Jer tkfnutJ. 

Layer).. 
Tren,;h 1'18/D 
Dr 31, Central GauJish. Heavily buml. Hadri2nic-arly AnU)o 
nine. 
Trench Tl9/B 
Dt 31 • Ccotral or ~1 Gaulish, later $«00d-mid 1hird «tHUJ)'. 
Dr 37, Ccnmd Gaulish. 1bc ovolo is probably • $mudgcd 
imPtt$S»on of ol)e of the ring-tongu.cd o,vJo used by k'Vtnl 
U'.roux pou«s. Aruoo.inc:. 

la)·tr 4-
T«D<h S18/C 
Or 37, probobly Rbtuu::abcm; $lra'3ht corded botclcr. lttct 
kConCH"a!ly third CCQIUJ')'. 
Tn:ncb TI&'(: 
Or 37, C'..tn1ral Cbuli:sb, v.ith pan of II triton or sca-horst in • 
mcdallioo. Hadriallk-carly Aruonine. 
Dr 37, <:ta1ral Gaulish, burnt. Thto,-olo is dam~ but may be: 
ooc aittributed to Oonmu,cus of Les MartttS-de-Vcytt (SWlfield 
and Sllnpson 19SS, pi 47.S49, with a $im.ifar border), Trajanio­
Hadrianic . 
Tnmdt T /18/0 
Small D1 37. The owlo &S one.- anr:lb,u~ 10 Donnaucus of Les 
Mart.res--d~Vcyre (S11nf,dd and Sllllpson 19SS, pi 48.S67); 1hr 
cupid has no ~le-I in Oswald ( 1936), bu1 ii b shown on a 
Oonn.-u~us Sl)'lt bowl (Terriuc 1%8, pi 33,262). e AO 100-125. 
Dr 37 'A'itb eltcl~ ukd .as o,'Olo: locn:iJis-Oonnaucus o( Les 
M . .anrcs-dt.Vcyre regularly used these circlics as bordcn(Sta.nfield 
and Sim~ 19SS, pi 3S.413; pi '46.S37). t Al) l00-12S. 
Dr 37, badly bumt and .-bnd«I, Ccmral G:iuli$11. Figure (com­
pare Oswald 1936, 451- J) in ml-danioo. Hlldrb:ok-e-:atly Ant~ 
UU)C. 

Trench Tl9/8 
Ot 37, Ccn1,ral ~uJi&b. Ch•olo too cbmagcd ~o identify. Aot<>tunc. 

Layer S. 
Tttnch Sl&!C 
Dr 37, C'..t:n1n:I Gsulish, Sc:rolkry lD tht SQ'k of the OnnatnU$ 
group at W.01;11 (compare S1anfield aod Simpson l9S8, pJ 
16?.6().Z). < AD ISO-ISO. 
Trench Tl&fl) 
o, 30 c-~n1:ral G:mlisb, partially burnt. Donnaucus used a similar 
saltirt' an.d ~ue (S1anti,cld and Sitnp$0o 19SS, pi 46.534); the 
tigutt is not idl'ftttfiable. t AO 10()..125. 
Treoch Tl9/B 
Or .JO with thesmaJJovoJo_:, beads,dttt (Otwald 19.36", li68) alld 
foliage used on a bowl aiuributtd to Donnaurus of~ Manres­
dc-Vcyrc (Su1.nfic:ld and Simpson 1958, pi 47.SS8). e AD 100,,.125. 
Or 17, £as'l Gaulbb, later s«ond-ca:rly third «ntury. 

L:ayer 8. 
Trench Tf9/A 
Dt 37, South Gaull$b. Ba:sal wtt.tth of S.gad.roon,. < AO 7S.-.9S. 

Am,/) 

T~neh B, L:i,ycr 3. 
Or 37, ~ntr.tl Gaulish. Narrow bea<b. Tbc 6gurt is probably a 
btar. Ao1ooi.oc. 
T~neh O, La)'i:t 3. 
Or 37,CcntnJGauli.sh. Herm,()swold (J936)71L Thcc.rc:aunent 
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of the arcadC'$ is samibr to t.h.al of 1tw:: •~rgc S Po:uct' (Sl9;nfidd 
1nd SimJ)50n 1958, pi 76. 33). Hadria.n1c 10 early Antonanc. 
Dr 37 with Cinruunu.J' ovolo 2 and beackd border (Stanfield •nd 
Si:m~ n 19S8. ol IS9 zn. c AD ISO-liO. 

Ana F 

S1ruc1utt- is. LIJd ·rg. Eai.t G:aultSh. llt-tc second-crud 1hud 
cc:ncury. 

The Samian Stamps by B R Hartley 811ld 
Brenda Dickinson (Figs 47-48) 

Am1A 
Ditch I (33) Dr 18,'31. Cen1r.1I G.iulish. Tbe sui.mp is unjdenu-
6abk. H:idrianio-<:arly Antoninc. 

Atea B 
I. Pit lZ (8) O, H, probably l:oSt Gaulish. Sta,nped lN\VI; 
Uli1tnte. L:ittt second or early third oeotUC)' AD. 

z. Pi, 13 {C) Or 3J, $Wnpcd IVSTlMA. Oit 2:a, Justus ii of 
W.oux• , c AD 1~190, 

3. Wdl 7 (A) Dr 18•31,.,amptd REGINVS.P. Di< .la, Reginus 
ii o( Lcs-Marttts-de-Vt:ytt• , c AD ll~UO. 

Am:,C ..... 
9. Tn,~<b Tl,9/A layu J._ D, 38 Stamped SA-[Bl]Nl.MA. Ilic 
7b, Sabmus vm of Lczoux , c AD ISS-190. Burnti ioms ibtrd 
from l'ttndl S18/C laytr 10. 

10. Trench 1'18/C Ja)·er 10, Ot 33} stamped INI.M Ctot l 
(;auMh, pr<>bably Antonine. ' • ' n 

11 . i«nc.h Tl8JD layer 3, Dr 38 probabl)', \tamped JVM 
Cco1ral Gaulish, Autonine. • 

Ana F 
12. Jlur;.1 3, .,,,.11 Dr 42 dish with haodl<s, ,tampod DON 
NAVC F. Dk Sa, Oonnaucus of La Maruu«-Ve)•rt• c AO 
100-120. ' 

13. Bunal 3~ Dr ◄2 dish wuh handle$(bolh now misGing)~ 1,ump 

as 12. 

14. Burial 3, Dr 42 dish with handles; stamp as 12. 

lS. Burial l, Dr 42 cup wil.h handles, swnpcd BIJJJCl) 
(rertogr.tdc). Die 6a, BiJJiccdo or l.e:J Manres-dc--Veyrc-'l , AO 
1()0..120. ' 

16. BuriaJ 3, Dr -12 cup with bW'.ld)N; swnp as JS. 

4. Pi1 II (A) Dr llli'31103 J. stamped REBVRRl(◊Or]. D1eola, 17. Buri.II S, Or .31,scamped ClNTIVSJAtF'. Oie4:,,, Cin1u.smu1 
R.tburrus ii of Letow:•~ c AD J.IS-170. i of Ld:OUxt, c At) 140-160. 

5. Pit 16 ( D) Dr 31, ,12mpcd VICTORIN[VSFEJ. Di< Ja, 18. 8urilll 5, Dr 18/31R, sounped L0LLJM. Di• Za, Lo)liu,,i 
Viccorin1.1J ii of Rhciniebtmt , , AO 180-240. Lczaux"~ c AO 13S-l65. Heavily repairtd with th'ffl. 

7, Di1<b 2 (30) D, 31. ,tamped CAfni\NIMJ. Dk 4d. C.11.,nu, 19. Buri>! S, Dr 18/31 R, Stamped Ml' CO. Uoid•oillitd; ea,. 
u of Le1,00xf, c AO 15►18). cn.l Gaulish. Hadria:nic or ca.rly Anw'Dmi. Burnt and hca,,1ty 

ri\-ctted. 

1ruV\ u fi 
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Fig 47• Ponery: samian stamps and decorated samian (1-17). Stale 1:1 except 6 al 1:2. 
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Fig 48. Ponery: samian stamps, amphora stamp, graffiti and face poc, ( 18-26). Sea.Jes, JS-21 (s,amp) at 
l:1; 2J (vessel) - 26 at l:2. 

20. 8uti2.I .S 1 Dr l8/31R, scamptd CVC/\.UM. me 2f, Cucalu11 
ol ~i.x• , t AO 140-160. Rh't"leci. 

~· ButJal S-, Or IS/31, $tamped _,SlLVIN(.M. Die- 2a, SiMnus 
111 or Les Manl"C:\.-dt.Veyret, t A.D B0-160. For this fonn s« 
~ "\l~ld atl(f Pr}'(C: 1920, pi 43.0. and Stanfw:kJ J9l9. Fig 7.3S. 

N<Kcs: 
• ~amp found 111 tht ftjln s.i1e. 
t Otb~ .m.m.ps of the poet.er h;a,'f bcc:n found 111 the kiln-sue. 

Summary 

StJfficicnt samjan ware has been recovered from 
Ncatham to allow some comments to be made 
concem!ng lhc d.1tc of the sen.lement. According 10 
the sanuan c:vidcnce, the occupation of tht silt did 
~l c_om.me.nce unrit the Flavian period, and almost 
«fmunl_y during the latter half; af1cr that, the pauern 
0 sanuan use foUowed that normal for Romano-

Brit.isb towns in continuous occupation (Marsh 
1981), with a peak in the mid-Antoninc period and a 
sharp faU during the early third cemury. , 

The South Gaulish wares are vir1ually all of Flovian 
or Flavian.--Trajanic date, and with 1he exception of 
one fragment of Dr 15/17, there is a complete 
absence of pre- ot early Aavfan forms, including Dr 
29. There are only two decorated sherds, both of Dr 
37 and datt-d c AD 7$-95, and no stamps. Apan 
from the Dr 15/ 17, identifiable forms are limi1ed 10 
Curle 11 and Dr 18, 27 and 37. 

There was a rapid rise in the amount of samian 
during the early second century, wi1h a relatively 
high proportion of s1amped and de,,ora1cd vessels 
from the Trajanic kilns a1 Les Mari,cs-dc.Vcyre. Of 
the six plain stamps, five (1wo of Billicedo and three 
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of Donnaucus) came from Burial 3, where the~ arc 
all on Dr 42 cups or disbc$; the sixth stamp 1s of 
Rcginus ii. lo addition to the stamps or Donnaucus, 
there arc seven decorated bowls in the 'Oonnaucus/ 
locnalis' style; the only other acrributable ~wl. of 
,his date is of the ' Rosene• potter. Later, Hadnanic­
carl)' Antoninc, p0uer-s 9f Lhis factory are rare: there 
is a plain sLamp of Silvinus iii and a deoonned bowl 
by Cenus. 

The bulk or the Central Gaulish material comes from 
Lezoux and is of Hadrianic-Antoninc date. There 
are sin,Sre plain stamps of Cimusmus i, Cucalus.t 
Lollius, Malliacus and Rcburrus ii, and ,. of the later 
pouers, Catianus ii, Justus ii and Sabinus viii. Llul_c 
of the decorated Le1.0ux pottery is auributable: tt 
incJudcs four ~herds in the style of the Cinnamus 
group, a.nd single bowls of Sacer-Anianus, Doeccus­
Casurius, and Paternus 11, with s.ing.le-sh~rds perhaps 
10 be anributed to Oocilis and the 'Large•S' potter. 
or particular note is a small 37 which is probably one 
or the latc,;t Lezoux pieces to be exported, and may 
date from the cod 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) arc present but 
not in quantity. 

The Easr Gaulish material probably all 01me from 
Rhcinzabcrn and takes the Neatham samian into the 
third century. lt consists mainly o( forms Dr 31, 33, 
36 and 37, but includes a small amounl of late forms 
such as Dr 32 and 40 and Ludowic:-i Tg, four 
decorated sherds, including one attributed to Regi.n­
us l~ two stamps, one of Victorinus ii 3nd the other 
illiterate, and sherds of barbotinc decorated d osed 
forms. 

The proportfoos of the wai:es are given below, based 
on a possible maximum or 395 identiJia.ble vessels. 
The stampS and decorated sherds are insufficient by 
themselves for valid analysis. 

s~,Jr Gaul Cffltrol Gatil Crmrol (Jf E&t (Jaut EMI Gaw.I 
29 (7. 3%) l lS (S-U'4) 69 (17.5%) 82 (20.7%) 

The New Forest Ware 
With the publi01tion or Dr Fulford's corpus of New 
Forest ware Lypes: it is unnecessary to reproduce 
drawings oflhc various cypes represented on the site. 
All references are to the corpus (Fulford 1975a). The 
quantities of Lhe fabric from the scriated features are 
shown in Fig 52 and Table 20 and the limited 
number of illuslraled type~ is shown on Fig 49 
(1-7). 

Catalogue 
I: Globular Hagon with white sJip d«oration of FULFORD 
1 YPE 1/ 10 or 12. From WcU S, l:l)'t:r A. suggt,ting a liue 
fwrtb-t:uly 6fth «mury d3lC, consis1tn1 with Fulfonfs d.1i1c, 

1, Closed form, problbly flagoi,, with a1 ~.'$1 o ne: di:corati~ 
!otif c?nsiiting of c»ncc-ntric grOOYc:s and while sUp (Fig ◄9. 1 ). 
1-rom Pit J4, Ll)'<t A 11.nd Pit 16, layerC (011C,'e$$C:ll) sugg«ting a 
bte t.hird-<arly fourth century date. 

'3. FULFORD TYPE 11. F1om Wdl 3, b)-er 158, o( r,i.id lhird 
«n1Ury date. Probably inum h·c. a.s ful(ord , uggesu e AO 
300-370, which is coruiJtc111 wilh ianOthcr enmplt from lhc: 
(k{l--nces (Art-a C) la>·es J. 

-1. FULFORO TYPE l7. Examples from: Arcll A - i><'l'iod 
tUlll o«upaJjon (t'A'O cxamptd); Wdl I, la.ye:r 64 (twoc::umJ>lts) 
anJ layCT 7S (IWO examples). Ara) 8 - Pit 61 l:ii)'t:r A lltld bye, C· 
Pit 12, l~ycrC; Pit 14, t11~r A (with rustiea1cd dc.:ontioll bc:i11rtt; 
indcntatiOC'I.$): Pi1 16, b)'ff D (1hrtt cxainpk$), laym G afk1 £-J 
Tbt'SC $U~I a n• from the lluc 1bin1 « awry on•~ 
ronsi~ent with Fulford's dating. 

5. FULFORO ' rYPB 30. Plain examples ftwn Nta A- Pttiod 
n o«-llpation in trench B (probably intrus:h•c); Arca 8 - Wdl s 
la)'\:".rS A :uid B; Wdl 6, la~rs A 11nd B; al$0 with roulmc,d 
dt-ootation from Wtll 5, la)'ff A (two examples) and layer B; 1r,c1 
Yhth burnished dcconu..ioa (Fig 49.6) from Well S, 1.ayttS A 1nd a 
(t"A'<> cxampkt) . Thtst au suggtit a mid to l:uc fourth «aturyibtt 
ronsis.tnl "''ith f'ulford's c-vidcnc;e. 

6. FULFORD TYP6: 33 Vlln1nt - • very large t:xamp~ (Fia 
49. J) lroct1 Wdl 6, laytrs A and 8, Mid fourth CCO:t'Ur)' datt 
consistent "A'ith Fulford. 

7. FULFORD TYPE 3S. l from Pit 6, la)'tr D, last quuttt ol 
th<' th1td t,."(:DIUty; earlier than that of', AD 310..350 suggested by 
fulford. 

8. FULJ-'"ORO TYPE 38.2 from Well 6, laytt A, mid founli 
ttn1u:ry date, coo.sis1cn1 with Fulford's evidence-, 

9. FVLFOROTYPE-l7. From \l'cll6,bycrA, ;iod Pit 6, laytr 
A. V,)n$i1,1cm with 1-Ulfotd's date of c AO 260--330 i! the aatl).pk 
from Well 6 is residual. 

10, FtJLFORO TYPE S2, v.;1h stabbed d«ot1tion, from. Pil 
16, layer C. 'The late third croturydue ii eatlitr thao Ful(ord'sr:I 
c AD 320-350. 

11 . FULFORD TYPE 53. Two eumples, MC (Fig -l9,2} (rocn 
the 6oor o( Srruc-rure l9 (Arca 0 ) and a.nochcr (Fig 49.4) w;lh 
$.labbcd decoriuion from the dc!enocs (Are.I C) laytt 3. Both bit 
tliitd-(ounh ccn1ury, eon~SS.tent with ful(ord's c"idcncc. 

12. FULFORD TYPE SS, (rom Wdl 61 l:l)'tt A,c.>O$~ttt1t wstb 
fulfotd's date o( e AD 345-,3.80. 

13. F'IJLFORD iYPE 6J, from l~)'(t 3 or the JtfeACC$(AruC) 
whi,ch i$ comistcnt with fulford's dadtta of , AD 280 onwuds. 

14. FULFORD TYPE 73, with t (>$JCl1t s:t11.mping, from Wclt6, 
layer A, This is c:ntitcly ~cnt with Fulford'• c A.O l,1.},,,3$0, 

IS. FULFORD TYPE ?S. represented b)' two adjoining sbttds 
fl'Ol'.n WelJ 2, la)'eN 100 .nd 101. '1'his SUQC$ts a m.id third 
~n1ury date- :n ,,.Nn« with the datt of c AD 34S-380 $t1Ut'd by 
Fulford, The sht.rdt may rut,,~ btttl deposittd ~n the~rd -.,,s 
buried. 

16. FULFORD 'TYPE 89, from Wc-11 8, liuggesling t mid, t-0 

b1c third cc:ntury date- which i.$ whhin fulford's nngc ol c AO 
270-400 (Fig 49.7). A.notbcr namplc from WcU 21 layer 101. 
suggests a mid-third ttnlury d;i1c, which is a Uttlc 100 t:atl)' fotdK' 
rangt>. 

17, Bag beaker with rustie-.ued decoration dMdtd into mucal 
panels by s.u1bbcd dcoor:,ition (Fig ◄9.5). T)•pc- uncc11,aio. The 
C-OntC:xt. (ro,n Pit 16, l:t)·cr A, sugg«ts a btc thi,d ttOIUty dale, 

Discussion 
New Forest ware was importan1 amongst the fine 
Wa,es on this site (Fig 52 and Table 20), represent· 

The Oxfordi 
49.&-9) 
o, YoWl8'S stu, 
!lllMS it possit 
111"' found. T 
11m those pro• 
Olfotdshirt wa, 
rii<d in Table 
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ing around 3% or 1he total poue_ry in 1he founh 
ctntut\' with a peak nearer 5% m the l31c Lb1rd 
ccniut)'. Thi$ is more than half the total amount of 
fine: ware for most of Lhc period although 1hcrc is a 
suggest.ion chat the Oxfordshire wares were becom• 
ing nlorc imJ)()rtant during 1bc founh century (be· 
low). An interesting feature of 1hc:: pancro sh?wn 
on Fis 52 is 1hat the New Forest ware occurs a Julie 
earlier than normally expeetc-d (Fulford 1975a), 

All the sherds of Nc-w Forest ware occurring in 
con1<x1S da1ed before c AD 270 can probably be seen 
a:s intrusive material. There is thus no strong cvi• 
di:oce to contradict Fulford's cooc.lusions on the 
beginning or the indusir!. The only possible excep­
tion is lhc group from Pu 12. wh1ch 1s dated to the 
middle of the third century, but even this comes 
from a layer which outcrops on the surfa~e and may 
thus br conraminaced. 

The Oxfordshire Wares (Figs 42.20 and 
49.S-9) 

Or Young's study ( J9mof the Oxfordshire indus,ry 
makes it possible to identify and date most or the 
1ypes found. The da1cs he provides a.re compared 
with those provided by Neatham. The quantities of 
Oxfordshire ware in the seriared fearurcs arc summa­
ri5<:d in Table 20 and Fig 52. 

Cautlogue 
I. A fll~•ncck ftagol'l from Well 5. b)'CT A (Fig -1$.1.2). 
Mr ]Mlia111 MM!tby writ«; 
F""lllt orang~ (abtic, i"Y cott, a ttd colour coa1 ahd a rin8: o( whi1e 
docs. Fate moulded on plaquC' which was probably lini.med wuh a 
'p.blc top', off1el abo\"(: lhC' run o( the ftagoo co wtuch i1 was 
tpplied, On the lc(t is the upJ)C'r end o( an offu-t wbtrc I.he mask 
join with thi: run ftange was sme-~red oW:r. The fac<' has full 
du.ff,, large Ii~. a .,,,,tdgNmp«i nose and C)U- fOS'alro of a dot 
h«W'ffll ,'it.'O cun·cd lines; theK- fea1u~ an:- worn. The panun of 
tbc coiffote i..~ , implc: tbt bair at lM tide$ being drawn b3Ck, 1h111 
11\'cr the tcmpb dnwn back coward.s lhe: middle and a1 the ~cnu-e 
• Pffli.n.8 away from 1h,e middle. AU the lines probably tepre$Cn1 
b&ir, altbougb two lines 11.t 1ht upper lc(1. and the outer 1>a.irs o( 
liDr:S of lhc central V-1-baprd pa.nin.g a.re cross-ha1chtd. Tb.is Q()u}d 
be tlucooed to rcpl't$1Cnl some~ of aoocssory. A1 1he lower ld't 
is • circuW dc:ptC$Sion, probably <:a.used when the faoc was 
awficd, 

nu~ Pllt'tt hai btc-o 11otcd a~ ('lne or a su b-grou 1> to a. senC'S, rcccntJy 
dC1Cribcd1 o( face fbgoos rrom the OxfORbh.irc pottcsriC'$ (~tunby 
191S). ~ series it auodatcd with a find rrom a prob;,ble kiln s~te 
at Toot Baldon in O:lfordshi,c b)' their simil:IJ':ity in f11bric, facial 
Ceatu.res illd coiffure:. This cr,mplc has 1he same fabric, colour. 
ckcontion, (~Ill features, and plaqlk' mounring ::.s-e:xan,p~ in I.be 
'~kloo k:ric$' ah.bough lhe toi(fu~ is much $in,plcr, Two from 
Citnl(C$1cr (Corinium Museum: 81341., C2l 1), and one from 
P.c\-cnscy (Sal1;man 1909. pi 8) can be dOStJy associa1«1 wilh thii 
a&mplc: $Ultt d1,ey all have.- ideolical coiffu.tt and ctOQll•halChio(I 
of lin.es. oo di~ upper lcl't 11.J\d ecntral pan.,ng. 

lhl, it one ol few Ch.ford.shitt face flagons 10 be found m II cbtcd 
WQlcx1, but lt8fttS wilh I.be !united c"Vidcn~ a,•aibble 1ha1 dw:y 
Were Jlr-Oblbly produced in the l:a1c fourlh century. 

Z, Ft,,.. of YOUNG TYPECJJ. t , dOlcd AO 3SO-<OO+ from 
'Well S, laycr A,dated he-rt 10 I.he late (ounh t0euly 6ftb «ntury. 

3. Tall Deektd kaker, YOUNG TYPE C23 da1cd AD 270,.. 

-lOO+-, ·rwo C!nmpb fN>m Period ll/llf oocu1:-ahoo io trench C 
(Atc:r. h ) -and 'Well S, b)W 8 , 8od: $•Jggcsr .a founh (c:ntut)' dale, 

4, Dish wi1'.h thick rim dtcoratcd with while '1ip, YOUNG 
TYPE C47.2 diJtcd AO 270-400+ fmcll Pit 16, b,f(:r.s B-C. 'rbC' 
«>ntc,:1 suggcs11 :, Lttt' lbird ttnlury date. 

S. Dish YOUNG TY'PE C4S d11«t AD 270-.400+ from Well S, 
layer D. The cootext 11uggt:U~ a b1e founh 10 fifth century cbu. 

6. Dish with upmrncd lip 10 flange, nod whit<' tl-p dttor-.1Lioo.. 
YOUNG ·rYPE C49 dined AD ~00+ from Well 6, lay~r A, 
1 'he l.'ontCXI Sti~Sl.$ a mid fourth ttnu,1ry date. 

7. Oi~h YOUNG TYPE C4S dated AD 210-400+, Examples 
from (Atta A) Wcll I. bycr 64. and Period U/111 OC<'Up.al.i.oo in 
lrC'ncti C; (Aro 8 ) ™'U from Wcfl 6, Jaycr, A and 6 , 'l"bcst 
cxa.mpki ~Ug&C$1 11 wide date- rang:C' from d)(' bte third «ntwy 
oow:i.rds. 

8. Sc\'mi..l va:riet.ics of bowl similar 10 YOUNG TYP'E C6,1 f.nd 
C7l cbtcd AO 300-400. Examples from We:U S, layu 8 with 
roukned ~tion; Wdl 6, b)"(:r A (two cx.ampla, with cordon 
half WA)' down the wall); Well 6► l~f(r$ A-8 (with cordon :i.nd 
roscnc ,i:amp '1:l«ontion). The$,(' example$ suggCS-1 a tnid (ounh 10 
catly fifl.b CCft lUI)' d11e. 

9. Se\·craJ v:tricticsofbowl $hnibr to YOUNG TYPE C68 d:md 
AD 300-400+ dccooi.ted wi1h roukn:ina;. From (Arca C) 1:1.)'\':r 3: 
(~ B) Well :S, b,)"1:r 8 ; Pit 1-4, layer A: o.nd Well 5, la)·cr A and 
B. "OlCSt ocamplcs suggest a fourth to c:&:rl)' 6fth ttn1ury date. 

10. Bowl a, YOUNG TYl'E C7S da1<d AO 32'.>-400+ . Exam­
ple$ from Atta A: WclJ I, !a)-er 34t Wdl 2, l:aycr 79. ArtiB wilh 
rouktt«I dCC<>r..1lion1 from Well S, li.)'tt A (two cwnples); from 
Wc-U 6~ layer Ai undttora1a:I, from Wcll S, layC'r A; with roscue 
$tamp. frorn Well S, l:a)-cr A. 'locse .show o wide- range- from the 
late third to founh century, although d1it maj<,,ri1y of the sherds 
l-ame (l'l,)m l11u: founh ro fifth cemu.ry deposiJS. 

11. YOUNG iYPE CS I d:.it«l AO 240,,.,400+, thrtt \·ariie1ic:I: 
a) CSl.2: cxam;pks from Pit ◄, .I.Iyer ll j Pi1 16, b:)'Ct A and layer 
D; Pit I◄, laye-r J; and l:.a)'tr 4 of the ck:fe.nea (Arca C). 
b) Compare rim of C52.2: cumpk:s from Well 6, layer B; Well 
S, b)-er Bi and Well 6, b_ycr A. 
c) Compare run or CS2.4: exlll.'lplcs from Well 6, layer B; Wdl 
S. l.ayer A; and dt:fenc(1 (Area C) layer 3. 
That QOlltcxts sugge,1 .1 late third to founh ccruury date '4'ith thC' 
c"eplion of I.be eumplc (rom Pi1 4, whieh d:.il<:$ to the late 
1ee1.)nd - mid 1hlrd ce,uury. 

12. YOUNG 1-YJ>f P24 da1cd AO 240-fOO+, from Arca C, 
bytt 3, of the dc:fcn0t$. 0:>n1ex1 suggests a da1e po$! t AD 270. 

U. SmaJJ cups in Oxfordshire p;m;hrncm w~re F"tg 49._S and 9. 
The cwo exampln are from: Area E, trench l·C UMtt211fied (8); 
mnd Arn C layc-_r 3 oflht de:fmtt$(9). 'Tbc C)'pe is not iUus.~rau:d 
by You.os but it i:s in the OxfQrds.hire Pird1mcm1 watt fabric and 
d«or.a1ed v.ith brown ochre. The lim,i1td datins e\•idcricc suggesa 
a date J)0,),1 AO 270. 

Discussion 
Although not as imporc.ant as lhe New Forest wares_, 
the Oxfordshire pouery was an important compo­
nent of the fine ware assemblage in !he la1c thin! an~ 
fourlh cen1ucics (Table 20). For most of the period 11 
represented an average of just under S% of the mt.al 
poncry on the $iie. II appeared before c AD 250 in 
Pit 4 and oonrinued as: an important element, a1 

abou; tJ1e same percentage, imo the 6fth c~ntury .. rn 
comparison with the New Forest wares it became 
more imponant as they declined ~lightly in _the later 
period. Examples in foarures carher than Pn 12 can 
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Fig 49. Pottery: fine WllTCs 1-17. Scale 1:4. 

be explained as accidental intrusions, and form an •l 
insignificant clement in the assemblages. 

Local Red Fine Ware 
A detailed examination of the fabrics of the red 
colour coated wares confirmt'<I the presence of 
anolhcr group of fine wares. These were distinc1 
from the Oxfordshire wares although very similar to b) 
them in their micaceous, red colour coated surface$. 
The fabric was inferior in quality 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 simiiJlr 10 the local, 
Farnham, coatSc wares. Preliminary pctrol.ogical 
comparison of this fabric with Farnham ware and 
Oxfordshire ~•<:< carried out by .Miss Jane Timby 
showed that u JS close 10 Farnham, and different 
from 1hc O,fordshirc ware. Samplc-s were SUbicc1ed 
to Neu1r<>n Activation Anal)-sis by Jeremy Evans 

17 J 

Fig 40.10-l-1 i:n trumbly, dull ,urf~ "''a1e.: 
10. From Pat J2, bycr A - mKI lhird L"tn1ury. 
JI . From Pit 12. layer B - mid third «'11.tury, 
12. From Wcll 2, la)'tt lOO - mid third tlCOIUI)', 

U . From WcU 2, 1:a)'ff 79 - prob.lbl-y mid third cnitur)' 
14. Sc\'ffl c:u..mplcs, fl'OIJl P:i1 12., bSu A (thrtt examples),, 
and la)'er B (rwo ~•pb); irom Pit U, l~)'C:r &-Ji and from 
l'l1 lS, Jayier D . ThC'SC all 1,ugg~l <1 trod third 1<> early (owtb 
tttl!Ut)' date-. 

Fif;:$-18,26. 49.1>-17 and so.1s-21, \'C:1')' hard, ltpt ()n.Qg(Jn 
®!lour with graoul:ar (abrie and burnished surfaca:-
1 S. From Pit 16, layer G - l:aie chiffl ctntury 
16. From di-e sutfacc 1.0 the- a.reJ of Struc1u~ U. 
J?, ftom Atta A, StrU(ture 1, ph,i;k 2 - la1c s«oaJ..fflW 
«otury. 
JS. From Jc(eoOH (Arca C, la)'er 3, dcrort1cd ..,,jtt, v.ithc. 
slip dots - btc thlrd-founh ctntury. 
19-20. T11r,•o examples from Wtll s. layer A. both wil.b wt11:t 

sUp docs-, 1nd oac indented bcakt'r. Lale (ourtb-fiflh miaury. 
21. Two examples (ram Pi1 8, b)<cr A; ond (Artt 0 
defences- l:&ytr S. Both sua:g:cit a late sccoml-mid dtird 
century d;uc 
Pig "8. 26. An unuwa.lly,shapccl faoe Pot, probibly immtDI· 
i.ng • Amian mo,unum a( fonn 4S. A~ A, unstr1tdic'J• who bas shown t.hat i1 is not chernicaUy c.he same 11; 

Farnham ware. The conclusion seems 10 I>< that IQ<'al 
k~~s were producing fine wares, as two sJightJy 
d1flerent sub-groups can be identified within the 
fabric: 

A.s the f:ibric was not rccog:fU5'."CI until the pot~· irom Arca A Wlf 

c-umincd, ooly rim shtrdt ha.v( bcm ,d<"otitied tttrospcctivd)' • SO 
reliable percto1agn for lhe carlkr exe"av11tiont: ue not anibllle. 
11>e: figun:s from Arco A arc g1vc-o tn Table 21 

r 
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(" 

27 

F~ JO. Pottery: 

Talltl/. ilmou, 
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z.: 
o.: 
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Fig SO. Pouery: fine wares IS-30. Scale l :4 except for s1amp on 26 at 1:2. 

Table 21. Amou111.1 of loe,a/ Red Pin, Ware in Major 
P,a1ur,. of Area A. 

Pit l 
Pd 2 
W<'ll 1 
Wclll 
Wdl 3 
l'i1 S 
0\<tQ I 
Wdl 4 
Struetu.re l 

Pcrc<!nugc Fraccjoo 
or or Fine 

a.ut-mbl. IA'ttCJ 

l.5 
0.7 
1.0 
0.1 
0.9 

0.1 

,. 
I 
I 

" I 

Da"' 

c-,1.dy-rrud founh 
late third-early founh 
btc tbird--nrly (oonh 
mid•lhitd 
mid thi.rd 
tiru bait 1hlrd 
m,d third 
late s«~rfy chi.rd 
late 6tst 

~ f11w-c, . ~nd ro confirm the unptcssion given by me tims, 
l'h&s thi$ fa~"" was ptOdui.'td mainly during 1M third C'Ctttury. 

,.'OOld 11'.ldlatc thal the fabric probabl)' filled lht gap tn tine 
:c \UPl>fy bctwctn tal'.IUln wire, decluung in the My third 
d t~ry. and I.be New Forest and Oxfonhbi~ wares which 
,:U~~ the suPPly by tht end of the I.bud a-mluy (Fig Sl}. 
bo.-1 ... ,,., ~lhn sherds of tM (}1X M0\\·11 10 this 11.uthor ace of 11 

CU. ~iurulu to Fia 49.IS-J6) ftom the villi al W)d J km IOthc 
l8,t 24 chc,, l,lic which bear$ the gr.a.ffito "ABC06' (Bntmrm11 8, 

• • tDCOtl"fflly primed as 'Bruosttd'). 

Pevesney ware (Fulford l 973) 
A single sherd of this fabric (fig 50.22), idcn1iJied by 
Dr Fulford, h"s come from the site, from layer 3 or 
the defences (Arca CJ. This suggem a lare third­
fourth century dace consistent with the dating else­
where.. 

Other MisceUaneous Wares (Fig SO) 
23. La~ flagon .. IWCl.\ment "" with Cafrry <'O:i~, multi• 
coloo.rtd :sand ttm:ptt. 8f'1)1A•n ochre paiott'd dcron1t.1(1Q. h b 
dill'mm [n fabric to bo1h the Oxford.shire 11.nd New F()r(:tC 
p1rchmt:,:u Witt$. From Pit 13 l~)'er'S 8-C da.tins lO tht" I.ate 
thir~founh «nru.ry. 

24. TY."O sherds or same coars,e ~, in orange b.itnd•m.ade wun, 
tempered "''i 1h fine sand and gr"08. The cx-ruior 2nd rim h11\'c been 
tnmmc:d with a kn.if e.~ i-lmd ~ from Structure 3 { Jill) 
d.atcd to the bit qu..ancr of the {IJ'U «flltlt)', the othct (frvm the 
gmc v-mel) w.i, rcsidu.al lD Well I {7$). Tbt n1,urco(1hc \'ffitl" 
<>bKurc but ii <ibviowly clam co I.he- fim ccntwy and may b(-.a salt 
ronuaiMr. 

25. SmalJ flagon, ttd colour coo:1cd watt", stnd u:ntptttd. It bn 
btto hjghJy fittd mnking it sncmbk New F'ort:S1 war-.: ffid i, 
b.igbly burnhhcd, md d«onlcd with a sli3ht.ly )'CIIOW $lip. h may 
be- N<W fornc Wll~, 111l\hoogh the Jypc is 110t ~nown f~n there.. 
Ptom Well 6. b)'ct' B, indicating a mid founh ()ClllUI')' cbte. 
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26. Ottp bowl from Burial S. Volny RitbJ wtlrcs: . 
A bowl with. at the cmtre of lu. bast, a $lnglit lm,~.rm.1on o( 11 
potter-', m,rk " 'hkh ill~ tt-ndercd-. ·vt'v1_x11,,1 . TM fabric 
h11$ a pink undy oocc with 50o,c rec,I gtOS, a lhin cream cortex and 
dark ettam bumi.\hcd ,urfa«S $pancly $trcaktd Wllh rtd rrorn 
the grog gri11. There is • tighlly foes.sect doubk iJ:f"O(I"< oa lhe 
c)cltrloc- ju$( aOO\'e tht t,.as..-. Tbe bowl wu well m.ade and 
etttfuUy fmisb<d. 

Coarte '-''SIC vcucb sr.ampcd with the ,n;1ker's name (lr: mark •.cc 
fiairty rommor1 in Britain bul ii is unusual for I.besot stampi 10 
occur on dttp bowl$, noroully they occur on shaJtow ptaut~, 
J.ishC'S and more rarely wps which imiu11c $alJU11n Of Glllo-8clglC 
fomu. At pcacnt nc> l)lhcr suamps with the wnc name batt b«n 
fou.nd ahbe)Ugh 1ht arrangement of 'X' and •V' motif• Stparatcd 
by v1.'flkal S.trokes is cocnm.oo in the second hilf of the fm1 
c.'t:fUUI')' and early second century AD and is_ nol confincJ 10 

pouery from any pan.icul11 region. Tb~ stamp 1$ unusuaUy so:iall 
i:n a.lie for iu. l)'pc. 

The bowl fonn, wich its ~t)' wide, o,'tr-rollcd rim i& nn: b1.u can 
bt paraJJdcd at Winchcstcr where a pair, in white Wll,te ll.lso, were 
found in the. Nuns• Walk Burbl in 1961. The pair ud bttn made 
b)' chc potter whose Kmi-1itt11tt siamps arc be,1 rcndcml 
ATTIVlX, and they bad been sumptd wit.b the '30M' die. The 
only Olht'r koown i1ampof chis pott« was fou~ .in Gloo.()CJtcr. ~n 
lbc ~or a N!d cup. On the Continent, two sun1la.r bowl$, aJ&o 1n 
whhi! wsre h2\~ bttn found in fust ccncury AO oont~.s: the 6r1c 
in Grave F

1

at Coblcnz-Neucndod(Giinthtr 1901, 73) is probibl)' 
Cbudio-Neronian; the scoond from a cane1ery a1 Andc:m3eh 
(Koenen 1880, 1S2) is said to be Ncroctian. 

White Ware Flagons 
A small though significant group or \'esscls from the 

sand•tcmpercd ware which. are well-made and finely 
finjshcd . The four examples are: 

27, Buri.a.I ◄, \'CSS<I I. 
28. Bunal 4, \'C$/Kl 2. 
29. Afc:11, A , Period JI occupataon in 1r~ti 8, 
30, Burial s, vcwJ l6. 

No 27 ha.,, dose $.USU'britits with type 109 frQtn r;ishbourot 
(Cunliffe J97l 2 Fig 94) where 1be type was ~I comrnoo bcf0tt 
AD 7S 11.nJ ~•asnoc found 1.r1cr1hc Tnja.nic pcr;oo. 18 ab(t lwcl• 
paraUclUt Fisbboumc (CuJtliffe 1971 2 r,ypc 120, Fi3%) bu1 lb 
l$ only d:itabk ~roadly lO P~·AD JS,. The C\'idc!'tt. 1hmforc 
indic:.,tes 1hat lb.is ware w:u being supplied to the 1,nc 1n the tint 
~ nrury, possibly before c AO 7S. /\ number of Otbtt shcM ol 
this fabric rui,·c bttn ttCOVCrcd (Table 20) (rom 1bc foll~1ng 
con1cxu. (number in bra .. "ketJ ii the number ol sherds): 

S1ruorurc 3 (9) ; Pi1 t ( t); Pi1 8 (2); Pi< 17 (I); Pi, 5 (I); Pi1 E(t); 
11.nd Well I ( I). 

~ confirm 1hc: earl)· cbte $u83eittd b)' par.tlkls wilh Fi\b. 
boume. 30 is probably from the SroekJicy Hill kilns and d,.c same: 
.sow« is po,ssiblc for some or the other ,herds. 

Rhenish Ware (Fig SI) 
Rhenish ware (as defined by Brcwsier 1972) was not 
common on the site (see Table 20) but three com­
plete vessels _have been found in similar comcx~s 
(above, 32). In addllfon sherds from several other 
vessels have also been recovered: 

site are four flagons (Fig 50.27~30) in cr<amy white l l. A mono beaker wh;ch ....i, ' Vl(TVJLA' cs,.;,_;.. 6 2f6, 

Fig SI. 

\\a1;7 
~ 

38,F\ 

Pottery: fine wares and crucible,; 31- 39. Scale 1:4. 
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Fig 53. Poucry: graphs showing 1hc occurrence of Farnham ware types 1-31 in the major features, 
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pi ZJA). Mr M \'(' C Hass.all rcpom lhlu 1h13 ~ a ICffll o( 
~m-=cu, tJu•oogh ~ pun o~ 1hc "'"'Ord l'llt}W (laun rC)r a bull 
'2.II), ,M the dirrunum't- rodillJJ •vlrt Q( t'lta (lari.n ~or ~ Jo\•cJ 
()l)t'), Thii $Utlt: cndC'umc-n1, us.ng lht Gtmu.n form, 1s ~•ll U$Cd 
1odaY· Ttw \'CSSd wnc (rom Pit 16. by~ 6-J, a ComtXI 
~,121 a da1e ar,-:,ulld 1bc end of the 1h1rd ~tury. 

used for copper/bronze working. The main group 
t ame from the floor of S1ruc1ure 23. A group of the 
nms and bases from IJtis structure is shown on Fig 
51 (3<>-39). The only other rim came from Struc1urc 
24 (124), and is the same form as 38. 

Jl A ffiOCl(l bc-U« which reach 'DAM.ERfVJM' CBnta,m,o 6 
186. p1 .HB). Mr M. W C U.ass,U rq:,or1s l~t lhls means: 'awe mc­
J"lrt' wine' (lbat is wine unaduhe-nued wnh water). i'hi~ ,·esscl 
amt (IOal Pu 14, Ltycr F-K~ • context ~uggesiiog a Jue third or 
catlr (0111th cc-.n.tury date. 

u. A plai.n (old<d beaker o( B~tcr's (YJ)t I (8rtw$tcr 1972. 
rig Ii, The iJfusr.ratcd cxampleamc from WtlJ a.a context wbjcb 
wggcstu m.id 10 late third tttllUI)' date. AtK,lhcr more lragme:n. 
13ryc.x:ampk, W1hnogh $t1bi;13n(iaJl7 oomplctc, came: from We.JI S, 
U)u B, JU$SCSIIB3 t late fourth-6.(th-ecnrury dasc. Rim iherch 
(rllftl 1•'0 ol.bcr idtnlicaJ 'It$$(!$ came from Pl1 S (suggtUln,g a due 
In I.be 6m ti:i.tr of the thlrd «:oJury)and post hofr l .?4 or Stnit<urc 
"•·hJc'b $Uggdl a $eCOnd (lf third cenlUI)' dale. 

Otbtt body sherds o(fflC$(" \'cssdt came from: Ouch 2 ( I); Pil Ii 
(I); Pit S (.th Pl1 12 (.?); \lldl J (1); and Pi1 3 ( I), (Numbers in 
btackru indicate lM number of sherds), 

Rhcnish ware is usually considered 10 be one of the 
6ne wam; imponed during the early third century 
when samian ware was declining~ and as a sidc•linc 
10 ils impon. The Nea1ha.m dating evidence is of 
lflrcrtsl in this context, for although the earliest 
occurrence of the fabric is in the Jatc second or early 
1hird cenrury, 1he bulk of the ma1erial, including the 
complete vessels, came from contexts around the end 
of ~ third cea1ury. Mrs E Harris has kindly 
pointed out Lhat such dating is ctmsistcnc with much 
of the more recent continental evidence. 

Nene Valley Ware 

Nenc Valley (and possibly Colchester) products only 
appear as stray sherds in the assemblages on this site. 
Fragmen1s from two vessels arc illus1ratcd: 

3-1 <fig SI} T•'O (ragmmts (t(Jm the same huni cup, in the fonn 
of a bulbous~. from the floor ot Structun- 13. 

35. (F"c 51) Bui~ bcaktr with whites.Lip d-coorauon. frocn Pit 
JS, byers A,.,81 a context which w~ an early fourth ceolUI)' 
date. 

Other .-herds romt from; .Di1eb 2 ( I); Pi1 Ji ( I); P'it .S (2); Well 2 
0 21; Pit II (2); Pi, 16 ( I); Wcll 1 (2). 

These sherds suggest supply in the third century, 
ro~1ratcd on the period around c AD 250 and the 
fabnc thll.l presumably took advaniage of the gap in 
supply between the cod of samian production and 
lhc widespread distribu1ion of Oxfordshire and New 
Fores1 wares. h is comparatively insignificant in the 
o,·cratl pattern (Table 20). 

The Coarse Wares 

The Amphorae by Dr A J Parker 
I. Wc.U 6, la)"C':ts A-C. Run ia liKh1 buff sand 1cmptt«1 ware. 
The l)'J>(' is: corn.moo. and 1his example could be unl)Oned. 
APfXl,rtntJy evty nthct ,h:an l.:ue. Residu&I, 

2. Pit 6, !.-yen A-E. Slimptd Nndlt- of a Dmscl .?0 o( 
Batdc,.'IU) origin, Th.c fabric ~ pin.kish buff c~tern.;illy with a Irey 
core, and plem.ifu.l mica and whht inclusion,. 11w: bandk ha» 
t>ttn abradeJ and one end around smooth SUggt.'SWlg rtust as 2 

pcs:1lc, h bcm ~ $tamp: FSCJNNIANI (Fig 48.23). CaUcnder 
(196S) 1579, dated (0cAD 1~210, and lhi$d:Hc is SUppc)rtcd by 
finds made Ancc that datt, Rc:s.idWIJ. 

.3. Pi1 16, i.l)'t't G . Rim 1n but'rw-.tre ,.liilh $and tcmpcrmg, Tht' 
c:-:ctcrn:t.l hu:c o( the nm is smooth. No1 11 Mcdi1crrsnc~n rypc. tllus 
pcob3bl)· o(llritisb origin. Date ~am. ahh.;,up tht contC'.X't is 
fate rhir~rly fourth ttntury. 

.J. Pit 20. by\-r 8 . Body sberd in orangey butf ware wllb fine 
sand 1cmperi.ng. Ao imponcd Ort$$CI 20 of Sa.cticaa origin, 

S. OcfenCft, l;a)'t'l' 3 (Arca C}. Ot11ngcy bufl" "·11rc with fin.c: sand 
lcmpc:ri113.. Not a oocnmerdal aml)b(>n. but a 'two ba.ndJcd ju .. of 
Ga.Ilk or British oirigin, 

6. Otfe:oC'C'S, layer )(Atta C). Body sbc.rd i.n buff ware with fi~ 
sand 1empc.ring. Pl"Obably B2oetica.o. 

?. ()('(cRCC3, tayc:r 3 (Aiu C). H1ndlt" o(OrC$KJ 20, in tigh1 buff 
w1Lrc wnh und tempering lnciudmg visible qu1Wtni,es of mi'3. 
Ccrta101,, Saclican. 

8. Oefcnces, layu S (Arca CJ. Body $herd or ii DccswJ 20 in buff 
ware with ,.·cry 6ne sand tempering. Cerl.mJy .Bactican. 

9. Dc{c:occs, bycr S (Ara C}. Handle of I OJ"CUt.l 20 in buff 
ware wrth sand cecnpcring1 ecnainly ~tican. This handle 
11ppcars to h:lvc been reused as a pc:$.l lt . 

JO. DtltnttS, ll)·c1r 8 (Atta C). Lip of II Drcs.sd 20 in hard buff 
ware wlth a fu)c s:tlld tempering. CfflalriJy • fu-51 or SttOnd 
cemury 8:tetkian produ~t. 

The Monaria 
Oxfordshire products (Types from Young 1977) 

Wlnt,r Warn 
I. YOUNG TYPE MJ.7 dal<d AO 140-200, •m.tl• .-,pi, 
from ~ E, Inc: lhird to fourth ccmuey con1ttt. 

2. YOUNG TYPE MU.9 cbtro AD z~+. 'J\\,9 CJ:aJflplc$ 
(n)Cl:) Well S~ b)-er .A; and from Arc-1 8, surfa«>. The fOm'lc:r 
,001~~1 1$ late fourth-JiCth «ou1ry 

J. \'OUNG TYPE .1122. IS dated AD 2~0+ From:-'"" A, 
P"nod {lllJI OCC\lfl',,ltl()Q; WdJ S, JQYtr A> Well 6, li)-C.ff A-C; 
WC"U 6~ layer B; Pi1 16, l;aytr A; 11Jtd Oeftned (~ C) b)'tr 3 
(chrff ttitnpld). These all SU~t a J1uc: 1hirJ to IU1h CC0IUJ')' 
d:uc. 

The Crucibles 

Fragments of crucibles have been recovered from 
Scver.,1 con1ex1S all Ol'Cr the si1c. All have been 
tlCllmined by Mr 8iek, who reports 1ha1 1hcy were all 

~ YOUNG TYPE 1\U2.4r.?2,S d11tcd AD 240-400+ F°rocn: the 
surfatt of Wcll 6· WclJ 6, f.aycr A (cwo o:.unpla); P.u 16. bycr A; 
and [)c(CQ('n (A~ (..") J1yc:r ,t. ThCk> SU8$~1 a lll1r th.ird I~ nud 
(owtb ccnlUI)' d.Jlt. 

S, YOUNG TYPP. M17.2 duc'd AO Z40-JOO. £amplcs from 
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PcfcnQC:J (ArC'~ C) Jaye, 3; and Suuc1urc 19 occu;padon (1'-''0 
cxatr)plti) both c<mSiscC'nl wilh late third 10 mid (ourdi «ocury 
dlltc-. 

6. YOUNG TYPE Al 17,4 d;itcd AO 2.0..300. Se,·enl ~tpl~ 
from: Well 6. l~~r A: Wdl 6, b\'d'S A-C; Pit 16, t:lyt-r A: and 
Dc{etKc:s, (Arca C) layt:r 3. The comcxu arc c otlffi"ltri 'I wilh • J11tc 
rbitd 10 fourth «mury dim:. 

1. Qimparc YOUNG TYPE 19.2 dated AD 240-300. A iingk 
o~nple: (rom Wt'll 6, byers A-C. whKh $U~U a mid (ounb 
ttnlUJ')' cb!C', 

~- Compatt YOUN(i TYPE 17 d.11cd AO 240-300. from: Pit 
12. byC',-A; Pit 13. layer D~ Pi1 1-1. by-tr O; Pil 161 la~r A; Pit 
16. by.:r O; ri1 .?O~ by« B; and Sr.ruccurc B, $urfacc (t~•o 
cxam1>lrt). 11)Ck contc.x'IS su~t 3 mid third 1c., e2rly founh 
ccniUt)' da1c. 

9. YOUNG TYPE 12 dtltod AO 180-240. F.:xan:1pks from 
Oefca.:-e,; (A.tC'.a C) bycr t1 and Well S, b)tt A. T he (OfTllC'r 
suggests a btc s«ond tlt'ftlOJ')' d:uc whilst the Ian« is late fourth 
tO fifth C"Cl'HUJ)', 

R,d U74m 
10. \'OUNGTYPeC9!l datodAD3lO-l()O+. From, Dc(mcc,, 
bycr 3 (Ar~ C); Well S, layer Ai Well 5, laycr 8; Wtll 6, iurface.; 
Wdl 6, l~er 8: Wt:IJ 6-, layers A...C; Pit 12, l~"('r B; and Pit 16, 
layu C. Tbcsc contexu .1ugg.es1 • la1c third 10 early fi(lh cc:nhu;· 
date. 

II. YOUNG TYPE CIOO da,<d AD 3()(),.4-0()+. Dcfcno"' (/Ire, 
C) layer 3; Well l, b)'Cr 64; WclJ 6, $url'.et; Well 6, la)'Cl'S A-C;. 
Well 6, bytr 8 . 'These con.texts suggei1 a b1c 1hird to utid fourtll 
century date. 

Tiw:re are also siewral rod colour coa1td ,'C$Sd1, u S abo\'C 
(YOUNG TYPE ltl17). They ctme Crom: 1hc surface <>r Aita 8 
(1wo C"J<:,.mpkll): Wdl S, liyer A; and Pi1 U, l~"('r A, These 
examples, ea.me from la1e lhird 10 fifth ocmury cocncxt$. 

New Forest Products (Types refer 10 Fulford 1975a) 

Whu, tl7 OTt.i 

12. FULl~ORO TYPE JOS. Singk' enmplc from Pi1 U, layer 
A. which su~L~ a mid third ttntury <btc, Tb.is is probtlbl)' 
c:onsi:utnt wilb Pulford'$ f.'Vid<'ntt . 

13. _FULFORD 'f,YPE 106, k'Yt.ral cnmS)lci Crom: Pit 6, byct 
D: Pit 8, b)-er A; Pit 12, layer A; Pit 14, l:1.ycr £; Pit lei, b>·c:r A; 
and the surf~ of Stn1t'1urc 19, Tbcst" oo,ntcxts sugg-C5t a mid 
$CCOOd to early founh oemury d:i1e, which is «rtkr than Fulford 
suggests. 

I ◄,. FULFORD TYPE l~.6. from d)C Defences, ~)-er J 1,, 
whk:b ~ts an culy third otntury d.:uc, thus culicr than 
Fulford'$ da1e. 

JS. Simi.Jar to FULFORD TYPE 102, but then- is oo dose 
PQ.ralld. Fram the surfocc ol Struecure Jl, mid third ecnuuy or 
bter. 

I!>, A t)'S)C: without dirttt p:ataUel in FULFORD, although 
$llllilar ~o TYPE 102. Two a11mpb from Area A P'eriod 1/[J 
oocup.uon (tttnch B) and Well 8, "rbcySU;(lgcst a first to,b1e third 
«nru,y date. 

17. ~LFORDTYPE 102,from·Pii B,t.ytrC,wluc.hdatcsro 
the nuddlc of tbc third century. 

Rd W4m 
18. F\JLfORO TI''PE 78. From the wrfllct' o( Structure 1'3 
suwstioa: a late third century date. ' 

1:te ~rccntages of these .two mona.ria fabrics are 
given m Table 20 and Fig 52, and reinforce lhe 

conclusions abom the wares drawn oo the ba~is C>f 
the fine wares. However I the Oxfordshire morcana 
arc marginally more common than lhc remainder or 
the pt'()ducts (be.low, 89). 

Black Burnished Ware (Dorset origin) 
Only small quamities of thi$ fabric OC:<:urrcd on the 
sitt d~pitc its ubiquity over much or lhe te:$t of the 
country. Apart from a single example as Farrar 
(1973) 4 from layer 11 of lhe Defences (A""' C),onlv 
body sherds occur. The example mcmioned c.nie 
from an early third century context. These body 
sherds ( fable 20) represent only a tiny proportion of 
lhe total assemblage and are or mid lhlrd 10 mid 
fourth cenrnry date. 

The Farnham (Alice Holt) Wares 
The predominance of lhcse wares can be seen on 
Table 20, which shows lhat 1hey vary from 86% 10 
99.5% o( lhe assemblage during the occupation of 
lhe site. &cause of the imporiance of th<:$<: grouPS in 
dating lhe products of the indus1ry, the material is 
considered in a separate article (Millen 1979). Here 
only the evidence will be prcsemed and lhe s,quenct 
established. A Iota! of I 34 types have been defined 
wilhin the su·atilied groups and lhese are all illus­
lJ'ated in Figs 54-67. The occurrence of lhcse within 
lhe groups is shown in Figs 53--62. 

The method for defining lhe 1ypes has been a 
generalising one: ancmpting to group simiJar rims 
together in large enough assemblages 10 allow cross, 
dating between features. No1e lhat the rim is the 
characteristic used and thus variation in body Wpe: 
may occur within the same type. In cases whert 
rclativc.ly wide variation is app3rcnt these a_rc shown 
by illustrating a number of variants. The iypes 
illustrated should be self-explanatory, so !heir de­
scription is unnecessary. The origins of some of the 
types is, however, discussed. 

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

Eurly Fabrk (o) 
Circy "''arc whi~-h ,ends to bt- ligh, in colout. tootpt:rcd wi1h Lo1••ft' 

Grttnsand with gffltl$ up to I mm ffl05$, The rolkd qlllJ'U sand 
grains m mainJy e<>lourlcss or tramluce:01, The fabric l$ oot 
rcstrk1cd to ~ly types, u it 1.lkl occurs in thick v..alkd bm 
~Is, $UC'h ti $(0rage fan. 

Main Fobn, (h) 
As a bu1 mott variety i.n colour and a 1cndmc:y for tbe s:uid 
temper to bt f!Jla with most grains bcrwttn 0.1 mm and 0.S mm. 
Mafty ()f the \'C$$CJs are bl~k or white slipped, and bumi,;bcd. lo 
thest Clliot-S '11c.rt- att invaNbly c:oncenirations o( Mu$00vi1r 
(whj1c mka) Ul lh<" sua:f:aec. 

rafo,d /aMc (c) 
~ f,bric produeuJ 111 the Ov<"rwcy k,iln~ (Clark J9SO) •tld 
dnunct from I.be maift fabric in lha1 it is uMtally ligh1 fPY or 
ydkrwiib with a OOclr:S(:r temper "''hich alffl<)SI innriably prouu.ks 
lhrougb lh<' surf~ making it rough. tr is mo;;:1 common in l'fl.'d 
80 and 81 whc:,e the e:xrc:riars attoftcn rifled, Th.is ma)' be faboe 
D from rone.bC$tcr 0.$1k ( Fulfotd 197Sb, 299-JOJ). 
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The rclati\'e imponancc of these varieties of fabric in 
the scriated fo1nurcs is ~hown below, Table 22. 

These figures suggest that fabric a was esscnlially 
early~ common only up 10 the early third ccntur~­
Fabric b was common thr6ughout, although 11 
appears 10 show a slight decline in Wel_l S (':"fly fifth 
century}, and fabric c appears late. Wnh inc excep­
tion of WeU J. where it came only from the t~p 
layers, it was only common arter , AD 320, ~at l$, 
in \'(/e)L, 6, S aod Pit 21. Tus would be CO0S1'tent 
with I.he evidence from other sites examillcd. 

Dishes (Types 1-31, Figs 54-SS) 

Early types arc similar 10 and presumably influtne,,J 
by Gallo-lklgic types_(comparc types 6, 8, 13, and 14 
wi,h Rigby 1973, FJ.8 4). The la,er lypes seem 10 
have been influenced by the Black Burnished indus­
try wi,h 1ype 17 becoming predominant in <be 
sc,:ond ccn,ury. Some of the later 1ypcs (such 11$ 

types 30 and 31) are clobomely decorated with 
bumishing. 

Table 22. TJ,e r,/otiv< impt)rtanu of the three f'amham (Alie• Holt) warefabriu in tl,e seriat<d fea1ure,, ,h...., 
as a perce,11age of all pottery from rh, fea11rres. 

Structure Well Pi, J>jl 

3 7 20 8 

Fabric a 7.8 4.7 
Fabric b 89.0 90.0 95.0 97.0 
Fabric , 

Tobie 22 canlinued. 

Well Well Pit Pi, 
3 2 12 6 

Fabric a 0.7 
Fabric b 93.0 93.0 86.0 88.0 
Fabric , 3.8 0.8 

Bowls (Types 32~3, Fig,; SS-59) 
Gallo-Bdgic influence is also shown by the bowls 
(especially types 33 and 34). Types 41, 46 and SS 
seem to be influenced by other Roman types, poss­
ibly mili<ary, and Types 35-39 ore similar 10 Iron 
Age Types (tg Cunliffe I 974, Fig A6). Black Bur­
nished rypes also appear 10 have been copied (Types 
Sl-54). 

An example of a type SI bowl from layer B of Pi, 12 
bears the following graffi,o cut after firing: 
MATVGIIA) (Fig 48.24; see Britannia 6 Z86. I0). 

Mr M W C Hassall commems that the final lcller 
may be an 'N' a!lhough it is best rendered Marugena, 
a cehic name (the 'ii, being a cursive 'e'). The 
context suggests a mid third century date. 

Jars and S10rage Jars (Type,; 64-$8 and 89-99, Figs 
S~S) 
These show 1he same variety of influences as the 
dishes and bowls. An especially close parallel with an 
lron Age vessel is shown by types 65 and 69 wl\ich 
are almost identical with an Iron Ag-e vessel from 
Asham, Sussex (Cunliffe 1974, Fig A 29.8). Of 
panieular note i; type 79 (lower example) which is 

Pil Well Di1ch Pil Oven Pi, 
8 4 2 17 I s 

1.9 J.0 7.6 
90.0 97.0 96.0 98.0 99.0 88.0 

Pi, Well Well Pit Pit Well 
16 I 6 14 21 s 

I.I 
93.0 89.0 82.0 94.0 85.0 83.0 
0.3 0.2 4.1 J.2 6.8 

dccorarcd by wbi<e slip on top of a black burnish. 
These vessels were coo101on in several of the features 
(above, 32) and most arc decorated wilh motifs in 
this way. Type 73 appears to be a predecessor, and 
,ype 84 a successor. 

A base of a jar of uncertain type, in fabric b, bearing 
a gniffito was found by treasure hunters during 
building work on ,he site in 1979. Ir was kindly 
brought to our auemion by M, M Lyne. TI), 
gniffiro, cut afrer tiring reads (Fig 48.25; sec Briton• 
nia 12 384-5, Fig 26): BO 

NORP 

M< MW C Hassall comments that it can probably be 
expanded to BO/NO R(El)P(UBLICAE NA TO): 
'bom for the good of the state', a phrase which 
occurs on milesiones (eg RIB 2308 and 2314) and 
elsewhere on bases (eg RlB 289 and 930). A mil•· 
stone of Julian from Verona (CIL V 8035) uses tl!• 
same abbreviation, omi1ting NATO. The graffito" 
perhaps copied off a milestone as a wriung lesson. 

Beakers (Types 100-107, Figs 65--06) 
These art not common on the site and appear 10 be 
an unimportanl clcmcol in lhe indus:rry's produc· 
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uon. Oruy type 100 is early, the ttmaindcr an: thud 
111d founh ccnuuy. 

FJacons 'Types 1~119, Fig; 66-67• 
r,,<ariy 1)1)<$ (1~112) att appottntly mOucll<ed 
,;'the md11ary,and t)'J)e 118 =r bea.opyof • New 
°"" l)rOIOl}'pt Fulfon! l97S, !YJ)e 11 ). 

Lids (Typcs 120-132, 1',g 67) 
~ ~ •uon,ty anllucnccd by fW><uoo and show 

1"" lyp01ogicaJ d..,.clopmcnt. 

~ 1)11C> F11 67) 
l . Un..,ruu, func:taon, 2ppattn1ly • t,o,..-. 

~blP<dmaJ t.sc - form of ves,cl unttruun 
Y • awllatick 

13S. ~of• ,css,t from the pu ,.tu.;bcooc...ntd 
tht hoard an Well 2. h may ha•·• been the c:onraancr 
for tht hoard af pan of II WU tt<O•<ttd. 

Olhcr Coarse Wares 
S.,cnal 01hcr fat>ra<s, which ore awattntly loal, 
bnc come from 1hc <llt (T1blt 20) although 1hcy 
OC'cr con,u1u1cd • ma,.,, clancn1 an the .&SSC111t,bg,c 
T"o vessel, arc 1lluS1na1cd (Fig 67). 

136. A bulbous lbgon lrom 1hc fro,11 beam ,lot or 
Structure- l h l.S made 1n very hnct mu.:accou,, <and 
1cmptrcd •arc. Proboblv Hanlbam witt. 

137 A flagon nm in huff, und tcniptrcd ware. 
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Late Roman Grog Tempered Ware 
This fabric:, Kkntified by Fulford (197Sb, fabrkA), 
., lwld-mod• and has• comporou,-.,ly Wldt dmnbu• 
llOII 10 Hampshire (Fulford 197Sb, Faa IS6}. h 
an,carcd ,n the later thud century (Fig S2 and Table 
20) and was generally only• minor compoocnt 10 the 
-,,,bug, although it rose 10 S% Ill the nud fourth 
cm1ury. S.."cral tumplcs arc shown on Faa 68. 

ll \t'cU S, layer A 
14. Wtll S, lay<r A. 
IS. Sur!ac, in Area B. 
16. \t'tU S, layer A. 
17. Otcupotion in area of Structure 13 
II. Sun~ in Area D. 
19. Pu 14, bytr F. 

Th< da11ng f~ thi, s,1c ronfimu that from Port· 
chtsctr, 

Post Roman hand-made wares 
n.:.. bbncs "ere rclauvcly uncommon, o«urnng 
only as IOIM1$i<>M in the tops of scvtral f,.turc:s The 
tacq,t,oa, to thu arc W.Us S and 6 • •hct-c they.,...,.. 
mon 1mponan1. The GruM1/wus cur 1010 Wtll S 
P<oductd somt l7 ditrds-2.2% of the total asscmb­
"9< F,c S2 and Table 20). In odduaon to the 
" "'ificd ma1tr,al, occasional shcrd, came from the 
..ufact cl Area. 8 and c. The riDu UC mown m Fig 
63 and a« in acvcraJ fabrics: 

.._ .,,,.,,,,."' TnnJ)tffll ,.,th line sand CODIIIOIDg 
Pfcdonunandy qua.n, The sand 11 sim.lbr ro that 
"4cd Ul l'arnhan, ,.._,.. 'Fa& 68). 

I. W,11 S, laycr A. 

2. Well S, layer A. 
3. Well S, layer A. 
4. Swf1«: ,n Arca B . 
S. Wtll S, layer A. 
6. Well S, layer A. 
7. Well S, ia)'Cr A. 
8. Well S, layer A. 
9. Well S, layer A. 
10. Well S, layer A. 
11 . Well 7, layer A - probably 1h1nccnth-lif1ccn1h 
century intrusion. 
22. Ddcn,;cs, ba>-cr 3. 

The hu>dlc of 9 bean "''O deeply Impressed Stamps 
simtlar to those found on saxt"-•·cnth antury 
Anglo-Suon vcssc:ls although 1uch handles are not 
eommoo. 

Vtgttob/Nn,,pntd Coo1aining a significant amount 
t>f sond, a, the qnd tcmpcrcJ fibn<, although •.he 
sutfa« bean the rrurks ol chalT. The only ~•ucl nm 
as 12, from Pu 7, which ronwocd adUSJ•·cly thu 
pottery, which IS probably Early Mtdueval. Body 
sherds o( ,am.ilar ,-.u.,ls also came from the 
Gn,bmliov, (Well S, la)er A}. 

Gro, lnrfp,rtJ ,r,m ccrtk - ,lwUi. 20 and 21 arc the 
only t)·pcs in rhu fabnc and •gain appar to be Early 
Mcd,cval. 

20. WeU S, laytr A. 
21. WeU 6, bytt1 A-C. 

flint Tempered Ware 
A wwll quanu1y O'( brown -.·arc wi1h ~harp, coarse 
ftmt Only body ,l>crds 11,,.., been "'" '"<ml The 
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fig 63. Ponery: Farnham ware types 81- 92. Scale 1:4. 

fabric occurred only in Structure 3 of the first 
ctnturyJ ~hich suggesrs that it may 'be Iron Age. 
Th, _m~1er1al from St John's Hill nearby is similar, 
:d IS in the Saucepan Pot tradition (Hants County 
i.o,.~um, Ba~gstokc). The origin of these sherds, 

tver, rcmarns uncertain. 

DiScussion (see Table 20 and Fig 52) 

~~ods can be identified in pottery supply at 

200 . m. These are an early period (up to c AD 
the), Ii?• third century up to, AD 275; and finally 
.. riper,~ from< AD 275 to the fifth century. In the 
~ P<riod (up to c AD 200, Well 4) there were two 

components in the assemblage: the Farnham 
;;:cs, and the samian wares. In addition to these 

re were small quantities or other wares such a.,; lhe 

'white ware' 6.agons. This period is when the site was 
comparatively small and had only limited trade 
connections. Th.is is shown by the smaU quantities of 
samian (which never exceeded 4.5% of the assemb­
lage), and the fine wares (which never exceeded 5.0% 
or the total assemblage). These are small proportions 
in comparison with many other sites in the early 
period. The assemblage thus seems 10 reflect the 
site's size and contacts. 

In the second period which ron from c AD 200 to 275 
(up to Well 2), the 10ml quantity or line wares 
remained low, ah.ltough there was diversification in 
supply with Ncne ValJcy, Rhenish ware, and LocaJ 
Red wares becoming smaJI, although significant, cle• 
mcnts 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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divcrsiJication in the assemblage was probably the 
rcsuh of two fac10111. Fim, the si1e was beginning 10 
'10W, at the sam.e time as the Fa_rnham pottery 
Jndustry was c.xpaoding to supply its wares to a large 
area of the South-east (Milieu t979a; Lyne and 
l•ffcn<$ 1979). This would have given local people 
access to a wider range of pouery. Secondly the 
SUpPly of s:.mian ware was declining in the early 
lhird century offering greater opportunities for other 
~nufacturers to take over the fine ware market. 

1 • presence of Nene Valley wares in the asscmb­
;f.e! C\'cn though in smal.1 quantitiesl shows bow one 
ntish manufacture,r was exploitlng this advantage. 

The lhi,d period is that from c AD 275 into the fiflh 
::ury. This period shows a very differen1 panern 
fro c earlier periods with~ wider diversity of fabrics 

rn SOurc.cs forthcr afield. The fine wares were 

domina1ed by the New Forest and Oxfordshire 
products, whilst Nene Valley ware, Rhcnish ware, 
Local Red ware amd Pevcnsey ware are occasionally 
represented . These fabrics show the increasingly 
diversified contacts or lhe s.ite which arc also demon• 
stratcd by the very wide distribmion of Farnham 
wares at this period. The coarse pcmcry also shows 
an increasing variety with mortaria always present 
for the firs, tirne,. and la1e Roman grog tempered 
ware a frequent component. Dcspile these changes 
che total percenmg:e or fi.oe wares remained compara• 
1ively low a1 around 5% of 1he total assemblage 
throughou1 the fourth century (although ii rose 1.0 
9. 7% in 1he la1e third cenn,ry). When compared 
with other oontem poranc.ous sites such as Portchcs­
ter where the tota1 of the 6ne wan:s is about 20% of 
1hd 1oial assembla:ge (Fulford 1975b, Fig 14 I, 76-
178), i1 becomes importanl 10 explain the differ• 
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121A - 122~ .., 123 --..~ 

125 ~ 
12
:,,' t 

T 
.......... 

_l I 

) 
Fig 67. Poucry: Farnham watt types 120-13$, and ,\\Jscdbncoos 1ypc$ 1-2. Seal< U . 

<ncn. Three racton of importanc,: should bt consi­
dcml, 

I . Ncatham wu near, and chus dom1oa1cd by, a 
maio< coanc: •-att rroducing 0:0111:; 
2 Portchcster 'Na.$ near the c:oas,, and wuh1n easy 
rcacb of a ma,or fine ,.,.... producing o:ocrc; 
3. Ponchattr WllJ probably • rru.hiiry li,c, 
whtt<a, Ncatham WU cutt>ually civilian. 

B<fott 1h, nela1iv, imi;,orw,c, or thcJc fxton can bt 
asacsscd II will bt DC<ltSW')' 10 colka much mott 
inronnallOO on tha aspect or ponery aSJ<mbloga. 
Ho.nu, th<te is fortbcr cvid<nc,: for the dal.lDCc 
fK1or m the Ncatham evidence. This is available in 
lhc pcm:n11gcs or New Forest and Orfordshirc 
nze. TM nidcncz m Table 20 sunply lbows cha, 
the N<w Fore,1 ware, arc marginally mon, imponam 
chan the Orfonhhirc ........ As lhc: .... is 67 km 
from the Orford5hitt kilnt, and S6 km from lhc 
New Forest kilns lhc dutanc,: (ac1or WO<Jkl apPnr to 

npbm lhc results ldequatdy (Hoddtt and Flllfonl 
197$), Howe,·cr, ,.he make-up of chc assemblages of 
lhc two types o( poucry is cWTermr TM Ntw Foml 
wares on the sicc arc donunaccd by the •,1onewart1 

t)'J)CS, •uch as Fulford's ty~ 27 (Fulford l97Sa1 
TM J)lldunm1 ware, and ttd shppeJ ,...,.. f­
thcsc kilns arc uncommon, whils1 chcy arc the mos, 
common Orford.turc types rq>rcsent<d A ......, 
dilTtrcnc,: shows up ,n rhc mortaria which art 
domuiated by the Orfordslurc producu. Althoup u 
IS d11licult 10 draw conehmons about the rtlanft 
qualny or the various ware, 11 t«tns char whctt the 
Orfordslutt Ql'CS ~re su~ m qu;ai,ry, ._, 
pttdominared, bur where thctt was no Oxfordshirt 
typ,,, or II was uifcrior 10 qu.tliry, the Ntw Fore,, 
wara wac the more unponanc. This suggesu 1h11 
lhc rwo supplicn ~ llOC in dirca comp,utioa but 
- complementary. 

TM func11onal l'P<CU o( Romano-Bntub IJ0(1'IY 
att generally rather ncglccred, so there is l11d< 

I : 61 Poncry La 
Z0-21), Scale I :4, t> 

°"'l>lrati>c data ... 
.... _dasoi6ed .. 
• <110J()r1cs PIO.PO$C> 

1- - F"tg 69 
~1 from the o"' 

lltlallsamp1c­
, lht sit,. Certain 
"ron.ioosoru~ 
.__ tluouit, time, 
~d<d,nc •lightly in in 

"'"-no,~ 
~'!"P<>n.tnt m the 
-•~1u 
-. ILnnt 1979t, F 
lh<,.<1<<lod,~w 
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• Po1tery: Late Roman Grog-tempered ware (13-19) and Post-Roman ha.nd-made wares (1-12. and 
). Scale 1:4, except 9 at 1:2. 

OOlllparativc data available. The Ncatharn vessels 
~"' bcco ~lassified according 10 a series of function• 
Tb~,c~ones Pr?POSC<I ~lsewhcre (Millen 1979b). 
v . picture (F,g 69) 1s somewhat uneven with 
~ anouons from the overall pattern which may result 
rom srnall sample size, or from runctiooaJ variation 

across ~e site. Ccrlain points are however clear. The 
r>ropomons of Storage jars in the assemblages remain ::::r lh"?ugh tim~, whilst dishes a.nd jars appear 
the m nc s~ghtly m unportance in time. In contrast 
., ;0rtana, bcake.rs, flagons and bowls become 

Ort unpe • g-cneraJ • nam 1~ the later assemblages. The same 
sites (M:ronolog1cal trends arc also shown on other 
lh< <It 1979b, Fig 13 - note that the figures 

re CXdudc samian ware). Tb.is suggests that there 

is a chronological development in the usage of 
pottery in Roman Britain1 a$ a pan of the process of 
Romanisation which may reflect chaoges in cooking 
and eating habits. Against this background ce.rtain 
features may be picked out as unusual. Pits 17, 20 
and Oven I stand ou1 because of their small sample 
sizes, but Well 6 has a smalJer proportion of dishes 
and jars, and a larger proportion of bowls than migh1 
he expected a1 this period despite the fact that over 
100 V'essels were oounu.-d. This may suggest that 
there was some pa..-tlcular function taking place in 
this area of the sile. Collection of more such data for 
comparison is required before rbe interpretation of 
such anomalies is possible. 



92 NEATl-tAM CHAPTER J: POTn;:RY 

M TIME ) 
<I> 
~ 

N :::, 
M N <D In - i--- 0 '-l" 

J; .::: C 1/) ~ <D !,Q ::! N u 
N co <I> a; - - a; 

~ 
:::, - a; u <I> - - <I> ~ Qi -- > - 3: 3: a: a: a: 3: 3: a: ii ~ - .. ~ 

3: ci a: 0 a: ii\ 3: a: a: 0. 

Mortaria ---~W?l=~ ZZb~-------"'~= =.,..=""""'Wz,'-""'-,..._--"'ml~ 

~~~~age em ~~ ~ :zz~ 

Jars 

Beakers :;===~vz:WZl:~:=========:::~:::~::~::;;;~=fmt?½J Flagons tz:1/l fV/Y/41 1%1 

Bowls 

Dishes 

0 10 20 30¾ 

Fig 69. Pottery: hi<togram showiog the proportiorn; of vessels of different shape categories within eh< 5eri:ned features. 
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An ,nntinJuoo of rigs S2 anJ S~2 shows one 
ICllbr fca1urc of oorc, This is the change m I.he ::.0 po<ttt)' asscmbbgc to the late 1hard ccnnuy. 

Fi tly rhctt was• n:latively connan1 •p~rancc of 
; l)Td up 10 Pu 12 (Figs S~2) wirh Ihm, new 

p,r (eaNtt oo 1,-erqo. Afl<r "11 12 thrn: was 
~pparcnt 1uagnauon in the amount of innovation 
: .... local u,dusuy. ThJJ SU~ tbal tbundusuy 
bad •-on its mark<I and wu sunply produana wb.11 
dlt market ~uir<d. Secondly 1hcrc was a suddon 
~ of new fabncs , '•w Forosr, Oxford­
shir< aod La1• Roman Grog 1<mporcd wares) and 
~ forms (monaria, bcaktts and fbaons) 11 
!he same urn<. Tius 001ncid<d wilh the greatly 
...,.....i numbers of coins on th< site (parallded, of 
....,.. 00 nnually all <lies 1n Roman Bnraio -
R«« '1972), and w11h lh< increasing con1acts 1he 
..,. ..,,..,.. 10 11.1,-. had The cxplanauon for thts 
phcflorn<nOtl, wh.1<h "-ould surely be atUcd '<uhurc 
clw>I<' by a prchis1orian, sccrru cxpl1<able here 1n 
lalllS of an «oDOCNC boom ID tbc late Roman poriod 
brins,ng wilh i1 increasingly wide soc1e>«onom,c 
-. Perhaps wnilar explanations sboukl be 
.,ugh1 for och<r such phenomena. 

~IS 1wo probkms; fin1 its top layer (A) oontaioe,l a 
Stgnmcan1 quanuty of Early M<dac,..i hand-mode 
wares (3.S~ of the wcmblages). This group WI$ 
associated with the G~.,, and the R-.­
Brmsh POll<ry from II can lhcrcforc be s«n as 
residual. This •~ supponcd by tbc fac1 Iha, tbc 
a,·cragc shenl sac fo, poc1ery from layer B was .,._ 
that for layer A. Secondly rhe whole fca1urc con­
tained a large, •ban utual porcm..,_ of the Ttlfonl 
fabroc of Farnham ware (6.8' of the 101&1 assom­
blago). If wo look only 11 layer B, which is less likely 
10 be raidual than layer A, the P<l'CalQSe ma 10 
I0.S%of 1he assemblage. 1bc ,ncrca .. in tbc n:luivc 
quanti1y of this fabric IS also seen on other nrly lif1h 
century astembloga u, lhe So<,IIHffl (M1lkt1 1979, 
133). Two aplanauons can be offered for 1his 
phenomonon: 

l . tha1 there was an u,crcasc in production of tbc 
Talfonl fabr1< towards the end o( tbc penod, 
2, tba1 the fabric cootinu<d 10 be produced for 
longer than the other Farnham bbna, thus a!Jow. 
u,g 11 10 accumula1e an the latest groups, 

At presen1 no choi« can be mode bctwttn these 
11 r...t pou,1 10 be COOSldffl:d tS the tn1<rpn:11tion of alt<mati,1: cxplan.ations. 
Ila< uscmblages from Well S. This atscmbbgc pn:-
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Chapter 4 

The Coins 
by RA Merson 

Trus diseus.sion is divided into two pares, with the 
fu,1 considering the site finds, and the second, the 
board from Arca A, Well 2. 

The coins are listed on fiche (Ml/8-79) and sunuru,. 
riscd in Tables 3, S, 7, 9, 11, 12 and 19 following t.he 
descriptions of each Arca. All coins, including the 
post-Roman and unstratificd, have been included. 
Initial deaning and conservation, and preliminary 
listing of the coins from Areas B 10 F was undertaken 
by Mr Peter May. The coin lists prcsen.t full descrip­
tions because of the difficulties in attributing poorly 
pr..,rved coins specific catalogue numbers. Dr 
Simon Keay kindly prepared the list from the 1979 
excavations (Arca B, trench V). 

1,066 Roman coins from the excavations arc summa .. 
rised in Table 23, which docs not include either the 
195 coins from the hoard, or 251 uncemiin or 
modern coins. Before examining these figures in any 
de1ail it would be helpful 10 put the total into 
perspective. 

E"co if most of lhc coins from lhe site were to be 
recovered the total amount in mon.etary terms would 
be rcl>tively insignificant. Dividing the list arbitrari• 
ly by cen1•uries, lhere is a total sum of Jess than four 
denarii from the first century, a.nd approximately 
seven dnuuii from the second. The sums for the 
lhird and fourth centuries a.re more difficult 10 
quantify. For the period AD 193-260 1.herc are 
a~proximately twelve drnarii (counting an antoni .. 
n~us as tv.'O denarir', and ignoring possible non­
pamy be.two-en base metal, plated and silver dmari,). 
It could be argued that taking into account the 
progrtSs1ve debasement of the dtnarius between lhe 
lir$1 century and AD 260, the sums of four, seven 
a,i>d twelve denarii are not very different in terms of 
S?vt~ content or purchasing power, and any varia-
1100 is due to chance. The coins of the period AD 
260-402 ~eprescnt similar sums. Up 10 ,;D 364 
bron2c coins contained a fixed proportion of silver 
~often_onlyone or two per cent) which was dearly an 
:tcn11onal addition to the alloy. After AD 364 silver 
~ not added. A late fourth cemury source givd a 

~It of 1800 bronze coins 10 each gold coin (Ravetz 
ra~' 217 and note 2) which with the gold:silver 
b 110 between 1:14.4 and 1:18 gives at leas, 100 
r ronzc coins 10 each sliver one. Thus the 48 coins 
ram the site which date 10 AD 388-402 are equiva-

lent 10 about half a silver coin. It is apparent that 
despue the wide wriation from cenrury to century in 
terms or numbers of coins recovered, 1he totaJ vaJuc 
of the coins in term,s of silver varied very little. In 
te"l?s of gold all the coins probably amount to ,be 
equivalent of less lhan two aurei or soldi, underlining 
lhe fact that the finds represent no more than a very 
small residue of the currency of Roman Neatham. 

This may be explained by multiplying our totals by 
SO 10 produce a very rough estimate for the coin 
losses from the whole: site, and ancmpting to present 
this in te.rms of prices and incomes. Unforruoatcly 
there is little such information relating to Roman 
Britain, the only example known 10 me being in 
Duncan-Jones (1974, 126) so it is necessary 10 use 
other sources such as anny pay (Webster 1969, 
256-260). The basic pay of a legionary in the first 
century was 225 dettan'i per annum. Domitian in­
creased it co 300 denarii and it remained at t.bat level 
until the reign of Septimjus Sevcrus, but i1 is not 
known how much was actuaJJy in coin, rather than 
being deducted for \'3.rious expenses, or recorded in 
an account in the soldier's name. The troops would 
have received some coin for incidentaJ purchases. 
perhaps an absolute minimum of one dtnan'us per 
legionary per payday. A total site loss 6gurc of some 
100 aureii or 2500 dnrari_j from some 350 o.r so years 
can therefore be seen 10 represent an average of 
seven denarii per y-ear for the occupation or the site; a 
tiny proportion of the P3Y of even one legionary. 
Expressed in these tenns the total value of lhc'sitc 
finds can begin to be seen in dim perspective. 

Rernrning to the O\'CralJ summary for the site in 
Table 23, it is clea-r that the picture is very similar to 
that from other civiJinn sites in Roman Britain 
(above, S; Fig 4) . Although by comparison with 
neighbouring 1owins a few more firs• and second 
century coi.ns might have been cx~tcd , there ~re 
sufficient eady coins 10 support lhe view that the Site 
was continuously occupied throug.hOUl the Romano­
British period. Radiate and other copies are ~nclud~ 
in the tables as being comemporaneous wuh their 
prototypes (tg radiates AD 259-~96, and fallen 
horseman copies AD 348-364). It is no, cl~r how 
extt.nsive the third! and fourth century copymg was, 
bm jt looks as though the imiuuions w~ produced 
during the troughs in the supply of corns from the 
cootinem and were thcrdore filling a JocaJ need. The 
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suggestion thn the radiate copies were a currency 
which was discarded as worthless foUowing a period 
of rapid inflation is no1 borne out by tbe rompara­
tively small quanlit.ies or l,hcse coins found on the 
site. Expressed in terms or value or purchasing 
power I.he-re is no indicalion Lhat losses arc d.ispro­
ponionatc to 1hose from any other period. 

A comparison "'ith other settlements is more likely 
to bt informative than a simple examination of the 
figures for Neathm, alone. Only in this way will any 
deviation from the normal currency pattern stand 
out (above, S). 

Table 25 shows the figure,; for WincheSter and 
Chichester compiled in the same formal as those for 
Neatham. The Winchester figures were published by 
Reece ( I 972), aod the Chichester figures are based 
on tbe information in Winbolt (1935), Down and 
Rule {1971) and Down (1974). The number of coins 
from Chichester is surprisingly smaU. 

The figures from Winchesier are very similar co 
those from Neatham except for a noticc~bly larger 
perccniage of coins of AD 3~378 at Nea1ham, and 
of the period AO 388-402 al Winchester. The 
difference bet\teen Winchester and Ncatham in 
Period XIV probably arises from the fact tbat the 

Table 23. Summary of 1h, coins [rMn all Areas. 

Period Date AR AEI 

I 27 BC-AD 41 
lla AD 41- S4 
flb AD~9 
Ill AD 69-96 I 
IV AD 96-11 7 3 
V AO 117-138 5 
VI AD 13&-161 2 6 
Vila AD 161-180 3 
Vlfb AD 180-193 3 vm AD 193-222 4 
IXa AO 222--238 4 
IXb AD 23&-259 l 
X AD 259-275 } 
Xl AD 27S-29516 
XII AD 294/6--317 
Xllla AO 317- 330 
Xlllb AD 330-348 
XIV AD 34&-364 
XVa AD 364--378 
XVb AD 3~378 
XVI AD 388-402 

Totals 15 21 

Excluded from above: Hoard from Well 2 
AE uncertain and modem 
Coins from 1971 trial tr,enches 

Ncatham coins arc tabulated by size (AE 314) whilst 
Reece has gone by the dcnornmabOns c-opied (AE 2) 
allhough th4 point remains to be confirmed. ' 

The figures for Chichester arc more difficult 
10 

interpret and more information is needed. The figu.rt 
of I 19 coins from seven sites seems very low and 
there is an almost complete absence or Thood~ian 
iss~cs, a maue.r for comment_ in an area which, it is 
clauncd, rcmamed a Romaruscd enclave until well 
into 1hc fifth century (Welch 1971). The problem is 
complicated by the fact that the coin sequences on 
most Sussex villa sites arc said to end around AD 370 
(Cunliffe 1973, chapte.r 6). 

The figures for Silches1er presented in Table 24 are 
based on a list kindly made available by Dr Rcec,, 
As the list was compjled some years ago, the cxa.c; 
division berwee.n the periods a,nd denominations is 
lacking, so the coins have been arranged by reign as 
near to the scheme as possible. With all their faults 
and 1he possibility of contamination or the PrtSc:nc-: 
of dispersed hoards, the breakdown of these figures 
shows linle significant difference from those for 
Ncatham. The coinage prior to 260 is present in a 
greater proportion compared with Ncatham., sug­
gesting a difference in the nature aod history of th, 
rwo sites. 

AEl AE3/4 total percent 

I 0.09 
I 0.09 
I 0.09 

I 3 0.28 
I 4 0.37 
I 6 0.62 s 13 1.21 

3 0.28 
3 0.28 
4 0.47 
4 0.37 
3 0.28 

444 444 41.65 

3 6 10 0.93 
22 22 2.06 

270 270 25.32 
4 99 I03 9.66 

120 120 11.lS 
3 3 0.28 

48 48 4.50 

17 l012 1066 JOO.Oil 

= 195 coins 
= 276 coins 
= 4 coins 

f,!/1 24. Sumnw,Y 

r,,,od D 

~ 
I Al 
Ill Al 
lib Al 
JlJ Al 
~• AJ 
I' 
\"I Al 
111, Al 

Al 
Vllb Al 
VIII 
~ Al 
IXb Al 
X Al 

Al 
XI AI XII 
(l:IIIWIUllC I 
;an, Al 
Xlllb AC 
xmblXV 
XJV Al 
XV• AI 
1-vb AI 
XI~ AI 

Eiclll<kd: Ancient B 

TI!!~ 25. Summa,y OJ 

WJ)(Cl!ESTER 
Pniod I 

I 
1h 
lib 
DI 
IV 
V 
11 
Ill, 
111b 
\1J) 
lX, 
1Xb 
l 
lJ 
lU 
Xllb 
lJJ)b 
XII' 

27 BC 
AD, 
AO! 
AD f 
AO S 
AO I 
AO I 
AD I 
AD I 
AD J• 
AD 2. 
AD 2. 
AD 2: 

AO 27. 
AD 29. 
AO 3J 
AD 3, 
AD 34 
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3/4} .. hila Tabk 24_ Summary of the Sileh,.,;r coiti fmds. 
'<l (A£2h 

Date Numbers 
Pcrctotage 

lllcd. Ptriod 

lillieu1t lo 
I 27 BC.AD 41 20 (including 9 republican} 

0.31 Theligu,. 
AD 41- 54 57 (Claudius) 

0.90 ''°"' Ind 
Ila 

AD 54--09 22 (Nero) 
0.35 "h~ lib 

AD 69-96 15 1 (Civil war to Domitian) 
2.38 rh.icb, it~ lJl 

AD 96-117 87 (Nerva and Trajan) 
1.37 unti] Wdl rv 

AD 117-138 87 (Hadrian and Sabina) 
1.37 V >r,ibltn, ii 

VI AD 138-161 I 13 (Antoninus Pius and Faustina scruor) 1.78 ucnces- e,i; 
VII• AD 161-180 87 (M Aurelius and Faustina juruor) 1.37 1d ADJTO 
Vllb AD 180-193 35 (including Lucilla and Crispina) 0.55 
VIII AD 193-222 80 1.26 
IXa AD 222-238 48 0.76 .hie 24ttt 
IXb AD 238-259 21 0.33 Dr~ 
X AO 259-275} 2386 (including all 200 Gallicnus, 30 'Tetrici' and 657 the •Utt XI AD 275-296 radiates) 37.57 inatioos i 
XII AD 296-317 40 0.63 ,y rcig,,11 
Constantine I 301 4.64 ,cir fauiu, 
Xllla AD 317-330 42 (Crispus) 0.66 ~ PrtScDct XJllb AD 330-348 1113 (including Constantinian, 526) 17.52 est figt,ra X11lb1XV 350 (Constans and Constanrius II} 5.51 th0$t fc, 
XIV AO 348-364 86 1.35 tscnt in t xv, AD 364-378 820 12.91 ,am, q. 
XVb AO 378-388 8 (Magnus Maximus and F1. Victor) 0.13 ory of die XVI AD 388-402 397 6.25 

6351 100.00 

i"'rctlll Excluded: Ancient British ~ 16. 

0.09 
0.09 
0.09 
O.l8 
OJl 

Tab/, 25. Summary of tire coins from Wincl1esrer and Chichtster. 0.61 
1.21 WINCHESTER 0.28 Period Date AR AEJ AE2 AE3/4 Total percent 0.2, 
0.47 

I 0.13 0.)1 I 27 BC.AD 41 
5 0.63 o.28 Ila AD 41- 54 5 

0.25 2 41.65 
llb AO 54-69 2 

ll J. 39 Ill AD 69-96 I 10 
0. 13 IV l I 0.91 AD 96-117 

10 1.26 2.06 V AD 117-138 s 5 
5 0.63 25.32 VI AO 138-161 2 2 
7 0.88 9.66 111, AO 161-180 s I 

0.00 11.25 Vllb AD 180-193 
2 0.25 0.28 YIU AD 19}-222 2 
2 0.25 4.SO IX, 

AD 222-238 2 
2 0.25 - IXb AD 238-259 2 X 

AD 259-275 } 374 374 47.22 100.00 XI 
AD 27>-29416 

13 1.64 - XU 
AD 294/6-317 13 

24 3.03 xui. 24 
Xlllb AD 317- 330 

160 160 20.20 AO 330-348 
SI 6.44 XIV 

AO 348-364 SI 
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Period 

xv. 
XVb 
XVI 

Tocals 

Date 

AD 364-378 
AD 378-388 
AD 38S--402 

AR AEI 

13 

A£l AEJ.4 Tott.I pttetul 

--- - --- -------

87 

SS 
s 

61 

679 

S6 
s 

61 

792 

7.07 
0,63 
7.70 

99.98 

---------
l!xcludcd: unlUlown number 

To61L ZS. $""""'11)' of tllt co,ns from W1n<l1estn and CA..,,,,,n, con11nu,,d. 

OIICIIESTER 
Pcrrod AR AEI A£2 AE314 Total 

I 
111 
lib 
m 
IV 
\I 
VJ 
VIia 
Vllb 
VIU 
IX. 
lXb 
X 
Xl 
XII 
Xllla 
Xlllb 
XIV 
xv. 
XVb 
XVI 

27 BC-AD 41 
AD 41-S4 
AD 54-{,9 
AD 69-96 
AD 96-117 
AD 117- 138 
AD 138-161 
AD 161- 180 
AD 180-193 
AD 19}-222 
AD 222-238 
AD 238-2S9 
AD 2S9-s27S } 

AD 275-294/6 
AD 29-1 ~317 
AD 317- 330 
AD 330-348 
AD 348-364 
AD 364-378 
AD 378-388 
AD 388-402 

Exduckd. Ancient Bnush • I 
AR dcm.nus • I 
AE 3-41h ocntury • S 
AV Solidus • I 

8 

2 

4 

The Hoard from Well 2 (Fig 20; for lis1 sec 
Ml/21 ) 

Althoogh lhc 19S coins rccovc:rcd rcpruer,1 111 or 
mos, oftbot,c surv,vmg U'l the ph, 1t is unpowbk to 
determine whwlcr or noc 1bit as lhc whole of lhc 
orig,nal board. ~ uncontaincd na1urc of lhc find 
EManS that 1t may lDICludc OM or two strays. as it 
pou,bly "l)rtscn11 only lhc rcs,duc lcf1 behind when 
a much f2raer board wa, recovered. 1f 1hc a>1ras arc 
noc 111<, complete boards, arc they rq>r<scntauvc and 
do 1hc coiras rcprc,cn1 a cross-scc:uon or the cur rcncy 

I 
I 
2 

6 

I 
l 
I 
s 

12 

36 

6 
44 
3 
6 
I 
I 

91 

36 

I 
6 

44 
3 
8 
I 
I 

119 

0.84 
1.68 
0.84 
S.04 
168 
2.s2 
0.84 
0.84 
0.00 
1.68 
0.00 
o.oo 

30.ZS 

0.84 
S.04 

36.97 
2.S2 
6.72 
0.84 
0.84 

99.98 

in circulation in lhe early 390s? The prc,w,ncc or chc 
old<sc (pre AD 330) coins tn only lhc upper ()111 ti 
111<, ru scncs as an ind,cation or lhc PfOb.k­
involvc:d in ancmpung 10 answer lhC5C qu,.uoos. 
Comparison wuh othtt boards ol siaular mu 1111" 
gcs11 chat the hoard could tasily be bo1h com""'< 
and rcprcscncativc:. 

Twcn1y-cwo lace fourlh ccn1ury bronze coin board• 
from Roman Britain arc summarised by I««< 
(1974a); lhcse ~ 10 sw: from under SO 10 -
-4000 coins, bu1 17 of lhc 22 hoards have under 600 

""170 
r.tr.Empu-e 
m.Jl7 
,r JJO 
llt,14$ 
11$-.164 
liHl 
~l" 
J,µoz -



•rctn, -7.0) 
0.6) 
1.10 -99.98 -
-0.84 

1.611 
0.84 
5.0,I 
1.611 
2.52 
0.84 
0.84 
0.00 
1.68 
0.00 
0.00 

I0.21 

0.84 
5.0,i 

16.97 
2.52 
6.72 
0.84 
0.84 -

)9.98 -

HOARD FROM WGLL l 

• i,) them. A 'normal' Thcodosian hoard is 
=ed by Re«< (1974a) and his delinition includes 

8 ftbe 22 hoards summarised. Like Ncatham, the 1 0
:,ining four hoards contain a maximum of 10'/4 of 

"'" post-AD 388, suggesting a date of deposition 
"""'after that date. JI should be pointed out that rhe 
"'°~ham board contains five large bronzes of the 
N~od AD 350-353, and no small coins of the Spes 
f"pubti,ae type of AD 356-361, and in these re­
s:«,.s it is different from even the four 'abnormaJ' 
boordS cited by Reece. The five bron1,es of AD 
JS0-363 arc all large coins in good condition with 
ooeortwoshowing 1races of the ongmal sdver wash. 
It is difficult 10 poinr to a similar board to Neatbarn. 
or th< four 'abn~rmal' hoards Little Lan~ford 
(Nwnismaric Chmuclt 1906) has 43% of the eoms of 
AD 378-388, but Neatharn has none; Warle and 
R<denhall (Numismatic Clrronick 1946) contain large 

Tab/, 16. Comparison of Wiveliscmnbe and Neatham 
Hoards 

Pcriod WivcJiscombe Neatham 

p .... 210 I 0.5% 
Gallic Empire 10 0.9% 7 3.6% 
270-317 2 1.0% 
317-33-0 3 0.3% I 0.5% 
330-348 74 6.5% 21 10.8% 
348-364 62 5.4% 34 17.4% 
364-378 866 76.0'/4 121 62.0'/o 
378-388 17 1.5% 
388-4-02 78 6.9% 3 1.5% 
u.ocertain 29 2.5% 5 2.5% 

Totals 11 39 19S 

99 

percentages of ~ins of the period AD 330-364, and 
the Galli; ~mp!rc respectively; leaving only Wivelis• 
Combe similar m c~mposilion, although 001 in size, 
to N;3tham. A bnef account of the 1139 coins was 
published by Hall (1946), and it is compared with 
Neatharn in Table 26. 

The composition of the Wiveliscombe hoard is simi­
lar to N;3tharn in the long period covered by the 
early coms, and the dominance of coins of the 
V alcntin.ianic period. However, I-here arc no coins of 
the period AD 378-388 from Neatbarn whilst Wive­
liscombe has 17 ( 1.5%). Neatbam also has only 3 
~ins (1.5%) of the period AD 388-402, compared 
with the 78 coms (6.9%) from Wiveliscombe. AU the 
evidence therefore points 10 the Neatharn hoard 
having been deposited very early in the Tbeodosian 
period, perhaps c AD 390. 

Tabll. 27. Summary of the hoord from Well 2. 

Period Number of Percentage of 
Coins total 

(AE 3/4 (10 nearest 
unless stated) 0. 1%) 

pro-253 I (AE 2) 0.5 
25>-270 
Gallic Empire 7 3.6 
270-294 I 0.5 
British Empire 
294-307 
307-317 I 0.5 
317- 330 I o.s 
330-348 7 3.6 
348-350 2 1.0 
350-353 5 (AE 2) 2.6 
35>-360 2 1.0 
Fallen horseman 

copies 16 8.2 
Magnetian copies 9 4.6 
364-378 121 62.0 
378-388 
38µQ2 3 1.5 
4th century 4 2.0 
Uncertain I 0.5 

Total 195 99.8 
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Chapter 5 

The Small Finds 
by Mark Redknap 

with coOlributioos by Dr Giles Clarke, Dr Martin Henig, the late Mr M R Hull, 
Or D Peacock, John Shepherd, V Snettertoo-Lewis and Dr Jane Tunby 

Th< smJll finds from each Area were examined at the 
eod of 1hat excavation, 3nd preliminary reporcs 
pr,parcd by Mr G H Cole. The bulk of the present 
rtpon has been compiled and produced by Mr M 
!Wknap using Mr Coles' drawings for objccrs from 
Areas D 10 F. Additional drawings have been pre­
pared by Miles Ellis (wallplaster), Simon Jones (Area 
B, 11<nch V finds), Martin Millett (Learher) and 
Jane Timby (stonework). Mr V Snettenon-Lewis 
,!so compiled descriptions of the objects from the 
1979 excavations (Area B, trench V). 

The catalogue is presented by material, and grouped 
by Area. The object numbers arc also used in the 
alustntions. In the caralogue the context is given at 
the end of the description, together with the likely 
darc of deposition (all dares are AD). 

The Objects of Bronze 

The Brooches 

The llrc .¼r M R Hull, MA, FSA , writes: 

I: A rather large T-shapcd bronze brooch with 
hinged pin. The rather Jong crossbar is almoo1 
rou.od, wnh several vertical mouldings on a flattened 
flll01 "!rface. The hole for the axis-pin may have 
been drilled or laid in a saw-cut and hammered over. 
The bow is SCm.i-<:ircular behind and hollowed down 
the £root with a small central rib; towards the toe are 
•. ••mbcr of cross-mouldings. Tbe catch plate is 
tmpk with one round hole. 

This b~h is _unique in my experience. The Jong 
~ bar wuh hinged pin is probably de.rived from a 
IJ nng brooch of the same dcscriprion, and a proto­
.: ~an be found in the British Museum (no 
loo tsston number, and no provenance) with similar 
gro~ Crossbar, f?ng spring, and a $0mewhat siotllar 
by P or mouldings ar the foot. A problem is posed 
"":"" <ound«J, almost cylindrical bow, with one 
flill~ and two marginal ribs. This is of the Polden 

YllC, bur the Dolphin 1ype also ofren has a long 

ornamental crossbar; among these is a hinged Dol­
phin Crom R;chborough (Cunliffe I 968, brooch 26). 

The hollow face o:f the bow is difficult to parallel. 
Th~re arc a few known with hollow, simple, rounded 
Outang: from York., Lincoln, Circncester, Leiccstc.r 
and Strarford-on-A von. But rhcsc are all Polden Hill 
rypes with short or comparatively shon crossbar 
(and all spring). These are rwo hinged variants of the 
Dolphin type in which the bows arc deeply grooved 
with v .. shaped grooves but our example is a wide, 
shallow V-groove with a central rib. 

Whether our brooch is deri\'ed rro,n Polden HiU , or 
Dolphin type, this fact, combined with the Jong 
crossba.r and the round hole in the catchphue, would 
date it to the mid first cenn,ry. 
Area F , Burial 4 (later firs, century). 

2. A Nauheirn derivative brooch of iron with a 
spring of three 1urns, narrow flat bow and short, Oat 
catcbplare to which the bow drops in a s,nooth 
curve. This brooch belongs to a group distinguished 
by the profile of the foor, with parallels from West 
Lavington, Upper Upham, Ashdown (Berks), 
Armsley, Stockton, CirencC$rer, Cold Kitchen Hill, 
Caisror-by-Norwich, Russel Down and Silchcster. 
The distribution seems 10 be pre1ty general, bur 
concentrates on Wilrshire to some extent. 
Area F, Structure 23, surface (third-fourth century). 

3. One of the very smaU and varied forms of the 
Hod Hill scriC$ in bronze. The head is rypical in Hod 
Hi.II form· below it, on the bow, is an oval boss 
between ,'wo rougllly knurled mouldings. I know 
nothing really like it although there are on~ or two 
(unpublished) or th.e same class. The dare is prob­
ably Claudian-Neronian, certatnly pre-Flav,an. 
Arca F, Structure 23, surfacc (rhird-fourth century). 

4. Bron7.e plate brooch. Aroun~ rh_e rim are ten 
rounded lugs; the centre or the disc_•~ now empty, 
but may have held a stud or enamel; u is surroun~cd 
by two enamel ring.s, lhe inner rather narrow wuh 
red enamel the outer wider with blue enamel. The 
pin was sp:.Ung on a single Jug. 
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brooches arc not at all common and never 
n,e,t the size o( this example. The panem is 
~ cither an open star, or a circle of round spo_ts 
usu Y d b\.• festoons, in each case the enamel 1,s in 
.-..,n«:IC,. I , K' colours. A similar cxarnp e comes lrom ates 
(\',!: ..,.,_:scJcton. ll is not clear what may have 
c,.,o, "" bo • ,=~-, .ed the larger space: a large SS ,s mos, ""'y. 
(11."t'UP~uotc cvlO examples where these survive and 1 can ical one from Kidlingtoo (Hunter and Kirk 
m4""'Fig '26.IO), the otber from Corbridge, but 
,i,CS: are on disc brooches of other types. Date 

=r~;,.,cture 24, unstratified (third-fourth cen• 
tuJY). 

S, 8,1.."tkt o{ v.itt cwisl~ lo part and with flat ~LSted wirt 
,pitll drt'ontioo. Found clipped to brooch I, abo\:c, Probably 
mi.i to bit Brst tt:01u.ry AD. 
.\rea F, Boria! 4 (later lust etntUI')'), 

, SraodN ol wire, twi$.1ed in prut. From l~r ~bovc road 
.,..... Att> E, trmt,b A (child-founb «ncucy). No< illus1n«d . 

7 Pwo ~ ring rrom bcknv th~ day ftOQf of Structu.tt 23, 
AJCf F (tb.ird-fol.'rth centu.ry), No« ilh.isuatcd, 

s, Simplt fingtrring \\ith i.ociscd vcrtica.l Jines. UrtSu·ntified,arai 
« s .... - 2l, A"'1 F (chfrd..fourch CffllU<y). 

, , Ring K(ting with grtcn gbss i~t. Abo~~ floor or Structure 
21, Am,£ (lhitd-(ounb ct'(llUty) , 

IO. 8t'OCl.lt clti$d with a sbon t.ang, possibly used for dccorath'c 
~ worlcing. Below day floot or Structure 21, Are2 F 
(d>ild4.uth m>IUr)'). 

U. Saw! bronz:e fitting . UrtStl'ltif>ed, Arca F, near Strucrutc 25 
(...._ "oln<y). 

U. Sil.Id with dccontc-d htm.isphericaJ held, $lot fn squal't' 
rcc1ioa shaft, and a globular hc:id. Unstntified, Atta F, near 
S....,. U (llunl-founb «nlu<y). 

B. &«WtgUJu fitting whh cbamfcml ends and tot, , with tloc 
CfOIS rap. Uns.i.nti6td, Area F. area o ( Sttucum 26 (third­
lw'1ll .,.,u,yi 

il &001.t pb.1c with loop at tOp, pttptndieu1a.r to the , urfact. 
~ • blt'nffl mo\lnt, Art:a E, trc:nc:h .L (third-fou.nb 
cxo;u,y). 

IS. Bronze fi.gurinc broke.n off at waist, with worn 
!ttSpcnsion hole between crooked arm and head, and 
• 2 nun deep slot from the shoulder to the waist on 
Ilic lcf, band side. 

Or Manin Henig writes: 

~JlllCr pan of a bronze figurine, male figure. The 
~th>nd_ rests on the head, and the left by the side. 
. '"' head IS turned slightly 10 the right. The figurine 
~ \'try worn but sufficient of the face with its 
"'«P'!'sivc mouth, and the simplified striated 
•~Ddtring of the hair, remains 10 aUow us 10 ha,.ard 
~ Opinion that this is no import. ii is probably a 11

10n of the well-known Lycian Appollo, and we 
: ~°'• much more accomplished renderings of the 
196 rom a Dutch rerp (Zadoks-Josepbus, Jitta , r al 7

, 4f.2), Louvigils (Faider-Feyunans 1957, SS 

and P! 13.58: not a funerary genius as stared) and 
Vr!an,, Yugosl~via (Pol_)Ovit t1 al 1969, 87.78). Also 
note examples m ,be B1bho1bcquc NationaJc (Babe­
Ion et al 1895, SI. 109) and in Boucher (1976, 131 
026, pi 48.21S-9). 

The origin of the type was a Prax.itelcan statue 
which was used l»th for representations or Apoll~ 
and also for figures of Dionysos-Bacchus (Henig 
1978, 117). 

16. Pan of a bn~~I of lW'i$tcd wife with wnipptd end and book 
or loop. Ab<J\'e Roor, Structure 19 (btc thfrd «nrury). 

l?. Plain linger ring with nine faOcts. Abo\·c 6oot, Struccu~ 19 
(Jatc rhifd cenrury). 

18. Plain fiAgcr ring with ttetanguJar, plain bt-<.~I. Swfik:c of 
COWtyatd betwcc-n Sltuaures 19 and 20 (b1e tb.i~founh cen­
lucy). 

19. Finger ring with double band d«ora1ion and upcu.mcd 
terminal. Above floor, Slructutt 19 (lue third c.auury). 

20. T\ll"«'Ufs (Cuoliffe 1971, 1<W.S9). Ab<we Boor of Structure 
19 (bte third ct't'l.tury). 

21. Spoon-shaped sparula broken off :u bowl. Infill of Well 8 
(lhird «ntury). 

22. 'T'-slupcd 6u.ing. Ab<we floor, Structure 19 (bte third 
cenrury). 

23. Curvtd nttdk. Fnom Pie 22 (late $1CCOod-mid third cen­
tury). 

24. Pin with fused green glus bead. Abo\--C 6oor, Strucrutt 19 
(late third ttnrury) . 

25. Brooch. The late Mr M R Hull, MA, FSA, 
writes; 

Nauhe.im derivative brooch with a straight bow and 
several cross-groove$ or indenracion.s struck, more or 
less, squarely across the bow, possibly with a eold 
chisel. 

Many such types wecre found at Fishbourne, and the 
type seems to have been centred there. Few have 
been found elsewhere. The date ,s generally pre­
Flavian and at Fishboume before the dare of the 
Palace (Cunliffe 1971, cypc U). Defences, layer 3 
(late third-fourth century). 

26 Rrccangular $crip 0( brolll.C with rtpoosst omanmu oom.ist • 
in8 of a border or s,nalJ docs down each .edge, Lengt.h 43.Smm, 
width 12mm. Ode11ces, layer 3 (la1e dt.ird-foorth century), 

27 :\$ 26 and protx&blf from the same ot,iect. Length 49mm, 
width. 12mm. Dcl'encet, Ja~r 3 (ble third-fourth ccmury). Noe 
illustntcd . 

?3. Plain win: brattktJ $ll))pk"hook 1~~•(~~~= 
sectioa. Diameter r, 40mm. Oc1eoce,, aytr 
ceon.ity). 

·,w 0~ twkc-
29. Thin broa:tc wlre br.cekt, ~eh. ccnnie k co s·milu co 

d t.h bod co fonn expanded fa$tcmogs. to c-n. i 

""""' • Y 3 (la ""ird-roun:h centUJY). Not iJlustr11t'<l. 31. OcJeoccs, lay« t~ u, 

30. Wire bnu:clel u 29(0.nlifl'e-1971, fig I 1 l.l4A). Oe(mon, 
layc-r 3 (la.1e tbird--fou«h ttatury). 
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BRONZE OBJECTS 

JJ Wtre t,~ICC a, 29. 0c<t:n0e$, Jayer 7 (mid du.rd CffltlAr)'}, 

Fi., ewnrb of brontc br.t.!clets of twisted wl~ o( 
P-36• ~ cypc, four with simple hooked termjnats (Brodrlbb 
"1uti-9$;J F"c S,4.19S-8). OtftnCel, l:a~r 3 {late third .. founh 
~ flll1). jJ no1 lllustnted. 

11 
~ scrip 1}'pt dtcotatcd wi1b puni:.h«t border and 

• 1 ""' 0 ,onf (Fm, 1972, F",g 32.31). 1.e,,glh 29mm. 
~co«S,. b)-U- J (btc third--founh ttnmry) . 

JS. ftl&fldl ol c(lfl\lDII and body <>f brac;clct~ fla1 and rtt• 
IJl$Ubr in CJOS$«ction. Body taper5 at md, and lUmi:ng inward 
~ OD-C atouod i1sclf 10 form terminal. Om:unent«I by 
~ J tnns,-el'St poo,-e~ and intel'\'cnins $.hallow no1chcs 
m:h ,llfflljlC Crom side to t:klc • .Length 4Jmm. Od'cnct$, IJi)'ct 

1 {11!t dlir<J..-fourth otntu.ry). 

39, frag:ffl(at of b~k,, _fJat and r«1angu_la.r in cross-sccooo. 
D«crltic)D l»,,c(f OD groupu)Sf of lta.i'IS\'CT$C' gro()\'n, separ.i.tc:d 
(l\'Cll cxb oilier l)y kang, pbio panels wb,c-h arc given (Wal form 
by~· doag;atcd 1riangular notches a1 the corners of each 
pad, Tumill31n in a hook tor f.astcning; otbcr end los-1 (Cunliffe 
mt f'c II I.JI). Dc:fcn«s, layer 3 (la1e lhi:rd-founb c:cniury). 

ii), Fngmc:ol of bnttk:1, fta1 and r«lafl$UIOr i:o cross-section, 
~ tmniDU wilh ptr(ora1ion. Oeronncd down ce.ntre by 
111111,ng S pa11m1. Length 7 lnw. De.fences, lll)tt 3 (late third­
~tlb <tl\lllr)'), 

.tJ. foipneat of bncdcc. ttet11nguJ1r cross-section. Dcconued 
-,!h tnlllg\lbt lk)lching:~ lca,'Ulg raised rlg-zag a.l<>ng l-ength. 
LtQgtb 22.1mm. Defmces. b)'c-r 3 (la1e r.hird-foorth ccruury). 

~?. Omt:t fact only is decorated, with ahcma1e lrianguJar 
IOlffiq as 41 . Lcnath 41.Smm. Ocfffl~, Jayu 3 (b1c t.hild­
bmb etn.1Ur)') , 

tJ. Plala fingtt ring ()f 0-shaped cross-section. Diamc-1cr , 
~ Od~ b:yer .3 (hue third-fourth «mury). 

44. t'ingtr ring of l'CCllfflilllar cross,sett.ion. Flmc-ned tnds 
decwt1ed •itb ~1 trans~t$t 8-rOOVes. Diamc1cr 18.Smm. 
~ B}·t:r S (mid I.bird century). 

it Rq of !bi Cl'OU«Ction. ~tin: clement l'tSlrieted to 
tr:llliads., tOosius of groups of tnnsvcrsc groo,•cs :separated by 
1hlllo-- IIOl(hitig. Pairs of grooves dfyttgc towards squart C'UI 
aids, ODr of wbi(b 1s cmb(llishc-d with nlstd circle. Ofa.rne1cr 
~ - DcleDOC$, byer 3 (late l.hird-founh century). 

4'. ~ of round D-$hapc-d section, dccorattd with sroups 
ol)-4 llllftut.cd tnosvcr$( cuts separated bv rrans,·cne moulded 
:-lsi ~ 4S.Smm (Cunliffe 1971. P'ii: 111 ,29). Defences. 

)ff l. 

f1 • Swil ~er ring of roundtd rmangufa.r ct0$$-s«"liun, Plain =~t Diainclcr 16.Smm. Ocfeocn., layer 3 (late third-fourth 

=-~liog« ring of ,harp 0-,h>pcd CTO<S•-•· Dwneter 
• =f-., r.1-cr 2 (plougbsoil). 

~ linger ring or O,$haped c:ros,s-stCtion. Overlapping 
~ru '~m~ on front f1cc by three n.istd (acc1s. chc outer 
ti6:d. l)JIQrtiQg l'tttnl grooves. Diametn 19mm. N"tl) C

1 
W'lstr.1• 

l0, 8..,.,. 1 ~ 
CQI IOd iplht a. vi;I~ ffillnlc, tear-,bapcd probe at one 
ll/1,1, Pi~nvc:,i blade 111 lhc Olhtr, Length 175mm (NeaJ 
....._ i;y.. 9 •; her, and St /oocph 1974. Fig Jl.67). 0.-

()ate ~nd--~bird c:mtury). 
II T 
~ ~ ~o d«oratioo, one arm broken; length 45mm 
Cl'ri!~). I. F.g I B.S4). Defences-, laye:r 3 (late lhird-(ourth 
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si. El(pa.Dded 1\\'«ztr end 1 -.... ,h 16 s-- h , I 
( • •'I .. • d • '-"-•-o • ........ vc1c1KtS aycr 3 rtuu- a1c. um et.ntury) . • 

rl, . Bron,~ olli_J deancr, ~lind.rical, dttwat«t by two Nnds o( ~:·~t. wnh iuspei:mon . nng Iii rop fot •nachmcnt lo 
c. t ame. &nd aUows for 1hkkncsl q( WfL 1.-cngth S,2 Smm 
(Lon M~ Ou 3 1930, pi 39). Dtfl"DCtt, la)'tr 3 {late third-fount, 
oc-nrury,. 

S-1. Bronic pin wtth .green $1:.m head, Lmg'.lb c S7 Smm 
Defences, la)'et 3 (b1e 1hinJ .. founh ecnrory). • • 

SS, 'M.andolin' shaped spoon bowl; width 24mm (Cunliffe: 1968 
PI 44. 160}. Defences, l~r? (mid third CWl\uy). • 

S6. J:lancncd bton2:c shtt1. reu sb:apc,d, captrlng into a oarrow 
c-i:ctros,on 1h11 bc.od.s bacik to Form a hook. P<m1bly a pc-oda.nt or 
dmoncd spoon bowl! wi~tb 30mm (Hoblcy 1969, Fig 21.11). 
Octenccs, layer S (mid third cen1ury). 

S7, Dc-corath·c bronze !Shad with rtictangular shaft 11nd cin:ul2r 
ht3d,_ 9rn:uuemcd with lhrtt conct:ntric J)Mlcls, the middle 
c.'Ontatrun,iJ crumcl; lcogth llnun (Cunliffe 1971 , Fig Sl.16S). 
Ot(en«:$, lay« 3 (latt thi.rd-founh Cffltwy). 

SS. Bronu obiecto 00.Ck dcooratcd by gf'QUP1> o( 1rimvcnt 
groo\•c.s. Ltnath 25.Smm. Atta C, un:matilit-d, 

S9. Bronze ob;tet with expanded cod. Purpose: unknown. 
Ltn:gth 29.5mm. Dd'cnccs, J~r 3 (la1e lhir~founh century) . 

60. 8ro01.t $tylus- md; $hank ci.rcubr in c:ross-~on. Lcngtb 
47mm. Ocfcnocs, b.yc:r 3 (late lhird,.founb century), 

61. Stylus, p(lint llOO scraper IO$l, CircuJar in 1;ro$$-$00Uon. 
Length 68tnn\. Od'cnccs., b)·cr 3 (late third .. (QUrtb «ntucy). 

62. Stylus poin1 (?). Re1un<kd squal't' Cl"OS$«'«ion. No decora­
tion. l.cngtb 32mm. Oc-!ell«S, layer }(btc- lhird-founh crn1ury). 

63. Bronze: petal <mian•11cnt; cv.'O pcrfontion1 for attaduu.tnt co 
doth or lc-:uher. Diameter 10mm, Dc!cnc-e&, ll)'Ct 3 (b1c third­
founh «ntury). 

64. Broru:c pla1c1 decorated wi.tb thrtt panels: kr-\'Cr wi!h (nu1 
motifs; middle with gr:ass (?); and upper plain. Hrigbc l 3mm. 
Ddcnces, b)--tt 3 {bte lhird--fourth etnrul')'), 

6S. Triangular broau a.beet with $ml.lJ pcrfonlic,ns •t ellCb 
rounded apex. Dccorat«I with singJc inci.1cd line border 1nd fa.in 1, 
coocen,ric arcs on one side. Htigh1 27mm. Odcooes, la}'t:r 3 (la1e 
lhircJ..founh «n1u.ry). 

66. Brooch pin, l)bint missing, Thrtt CQib. Probibay lhc l:!Oil 
from a Nauhcim ckrivalh'C. Len81,h 31mm. Defences, lay<"J' 3 (lat.c 
third»founh oeniury). Not ilhmratcd. 

67. Brooch pio, proba;bly from a r:tauhc:im derivative. Lc:nglh 
40.Jm.m. DcfcnOC$, Jll)'tr S (mid lh.ird (Cnlllt)'). 

68. Flauencd bronz.e $b«c. ~ 36mm. Dt(mciQ, 113-·cr 3 
(late tbird,.fourth century). Noi lllwtnted. 

69. Rccum,t:ubr bronze: plate with attatbmcnt hoJC:S in each 
a,mer, Length 2J.Smm, lxfcnccs, bycr 3 (late thifd..fourrh 
oentu:ry). N« illus:rr21cd. 

70. Bronxr plate wi1h ri'\'ct, ~th 16mm. Odcnm. layer 3 
Oate lbitd,.lounh century), N04 illustn11ed. 

71 Squ:att bron:te binding. Lcogth )Omm. Odcnces, 12),Yr 3 
(la~c tbif'd...foun.b cen1ury) , No1 illu~tratcd. 

12-n Studs with $Qua.re '1,1ft aod domed be~. Lcn,ih \-an;; 

from io hl 2Smm (11\Ttligc 16mm), Ddtnc<s, ~·er 3, exccpi 
from la)'tr S (rrud chi'td--fwttb ccn(ut)'), Noe illusi.r:a1ed, 
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n. ru~'t'C«t $1ud with large domed bead of lb.in shm._ fixed to 3 

squatt itttionc:d $ha.ft (Frere .ind St J()$CJ)b 1974, Fqc: 34.?9). 
Lcngt.b 40mm, diametct 12mm. Ocfenco, b)'Cr 3 (bte third­
foutth Ctnl.W)'J, No1 tUusu,ned. 

19. Stud wub tlat head and !iQ~ SC(11oned Wf1. Lw.g:lh 
Jlnun. Oc(mcd, laytt S (mid third ttnnuy). Noe ill'\IStrttc:d. 

80. St-:mi<in:::ubr~ted bron:t.e_()lltc. Doco~tiol'I imptc:SSro 
into sw1acc~ Probably 11. bc)x fituntl · Odcl'loes, la:ytr 3 (late 
thitd--(ourth oentury). 

Fig 72. Small Find 80. Bronze objec1 from Arca C. 
S<:ale 1:1. 

81. Brooches. The la1c .Mr .M R Hull, .MA, FSA, 
writes: 

A small cruciform brooch of Hull type 190 almost 
exactly similar 10 Bushe-Fox (1949) brooch SS. 
Brooches or !his type arc regarded by Dr Van 
Buchem as fore.runners of the heaV'icr c:ross~bow 
brooches, and date toe AD 170-200. The peculiarity 
of lhese brooches is !hat lhc centnl knob is very 
of,en cut off fla, a1 lhe back. The end of lhe foot is 
usually square and not rounded as in this example. 
Hull reference 9878. Arca B, Well 6, layer B (mid 
fourth cenrucy). 

82. A disc brooch, probably Hull type 249, which 
may have bad an ornamemed, embossed pla1c sol­
dered onto 1he front. The brooch has a n-ansversc 
catch, a feature which also appears on knee brooches 
before lhc end of the second cenruiy. These 
brooches generally date 10 lhe firs1 and seeond 
centuries AD. Hull reference 9879. Area B, Pit 19, 
layer B (fourth century). 

83. A fusiform or shuttle shaped brooch or Hull 
type 273, being a rypical example wilh yellow enamel 
studs. II is 63mm long, and the largest yer found. 
Two corded bands across the middle are separated, 
whereas ,hey are generally close together, The type 
is difficult to dare because, besides lhe several found 
at Nor'oour t they are very scarce. Since the majority 
or lhe 250 Nor'nour brooches are second cenrury i1 is 
presumed Iha, this date also applies here. Hull 
reference 9880. Ar-ea 81 surface, trench IV. 

84. A Nauheim derivative with fla1tish bow and 
cold punched grooves down each side. Leng1h 

45mm. Arca B, surface or Structure 13 (late third­
fourth eentuiy), 

8S. A Nauhcim derivative wirh the pin miSSiJJt, 
The bow is flat with a gradual taper from hip. 
swelling to knife-edge foo1 which IS bcn1 at right 
angles 10 lhc main axis. N_o kick at lhe_hcad: 1he bow 
tapers in10 two-coil springs. Bc~elJang down the 
sides of the bow. Length 37mm. Pu 21, layer A (mid 
fourlh century). 

36. .B·rooch pin, ~bly from a Nauhcirn dcrivacivc. ~ 
27mm. Pr, 6, ,urfacc (lalc third c,c-nmry). Noi tllu$tti1cd. 

87. fragme:01 (){ a brooch ,Pin, Length 14mm, Pi1 20, b)w C 
(b1c second «n1wy), Not illustrated. 

88. Dr Giles Clarke writes: 

An interesting li1tle hinged buckle found in layer A 
or Well S where it was associated wilh Theodosian 
coins, !are Oxfordshire and Alice Holt potrety, 
togelher with chaff-tempered pouery. Nothing de­
finitely pos1-Roman was found in lhe layer and as 1be 
site as a whole discloses no evidence for subsequent 
occupation, i1 can confidently be ascribed to the fiwil 
stages of lhc Roman period. The buckle itself is 
comple1e save for its broken tongue and ahhough 
corroded shows few s.igns of wear. This suggests 1h21 
i1 was not made long before it was deposited and thus 
that it too is of very late Roman date. As such it is an 
extremely useful addj1ion to lhe small corpus of weU­
datcd and complete beh fittings of the latter fourth 
and early liflh cemurics (Hawkes and Dunning 1%1; 
Hawkes 1973; Hawkes 1974; and Clarke 1979). 

Overall 1he buckle is narrow (plate 19mm wide) and 
elongated. It is made from four elements: a long, 
rectangular bron7..e plate; a rectangular bronze loop, 
an iron tongue - now incomplete - and a.n iron 
hinge-pin, round which the other pans or lht buckk 
pivot. The plate is ornamented wilh lines of dif­
ferently sized rcpousse dots, and the loop, whose 
1crminals clasp lhe outer ends of the hinge-pin, ~ 
decorated wilh slashed diagonal incisions. The sa­
lient points about t.h.e buckle arc its eJongation, its 
hinged construction combined with its rectangular 
loop, and lhc de<:oration on lhc loop and on the 
plate. Each or these points are significant to a 
typological undemanding of lhe piece, and acoor• 
dingly require more detailed oomment. 

Buckles like this with elonga1ed plates were a charac­
teristically Bri1ish type of object in 1he late Roman 
period. They were made to fasten a form or narrow 
beh (less lhan 20mm wide) which became coml!l-00 
here in the last lhird of the fourth century, and some 
or !hem have plares much narrower and more eloo­
ga1ed lhan lhar on this example. Mos1 such buckles 
have zoomorphic 01113.mcnr on their loop, and lh~ 
were classified as dolphin buckles of rypeslA and 1B 111 
1961 (Hawkes and Dunning 1961, 41- S0). The pla1c 
on this example is cxaclly the same shape and size as 
tha< on a type IA buckle from Silcbcstcr (Fig 13.1). 
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BRONZE OBJECTS 

Su Ides with a binged cons1ruction are comparative• 
~usual in the la.re Roman period. On Lhe <:onti­

ly 1 (Clarke I 979 V 20) they were only in ,•ogue in 
;:' middle third of the fourth century when they 

rt used to fasten the elaborate two-strap belts with 
"~pellor stiffeners which w~re almost certainly 
::Wi,ary unifortn. These conunental buckles have 
open-work plates aod their loops are either plain and 
"'-wigular or decora1ed with conf'?nted, animal 
l\ddS. In Britain the la11er type were widely unnated 
/or usc on standard-width (30-40mm) single-strap 
belts from c 350 onwards and these imiuu..ions were 
ct,,sificd as Type IIA dolphin buckles by Mrs 
!lawkes(t!awkes and Dunning 1961, S0-57). So far 
io Britain no binged buckles corresponding with the 
6rst (OntincntaJ type, with a rectangular loop, have 
been recognised, but here our buckle Crom Neatham 
is iroportanl, for it seems to filJ this gap: it has a 
t«iangular loop and a hinged construction. With il 
..., should perhaps group two rcciangula.r loops from 
rounb century deposits at Porichester Caslle, which 
arc described as harness fittings, bul which surely 
belong 10 belts (Cunliffe 1975, 203, Fig I 10.21 and 
22), Taken with lhe Ncatham buckle these finds 
bvt Litde doubt that hinged buckles with reclangu­
lar loaps were used in fourth-<:entury Britain. 

But in their constructi.on, lhcsc three pieces are nor 
typical, for their loop-terminals clasp the ends of the 
~•· In Ibis they contrast with continental hinged 
bucklts and with British <ype IIA buckles all of 
wnooe terminals return at the base of the loop, aod 
ba1~ affixed 10 them small collars, which interlock 
wilh further collars extending from the pla1e and so 
form a slo1 through which the pin passes. The only 
parallel in iliis respect is provided by a most unusual 
Type IA buckle from Upper Upham, Wil1s (Hawkes 
aod Dunning 1961, Fig 13, g) which alone of its type 
has an independent binge-pin, clasped at its end by 
the loop terminals. This and the Ncatham and 
Ponchtster pieces suggest that loops so arranged 
may be a feature of British buckles in the fourth 
«n11uy, in lhc case of the rectangular - looped 
buckles perhap$ serving to distinguish them from 
their continental counterparts. 

The diagonal cuts wh.ich decorate the loop of tbe 
Ncatham buckle extend acros~ its full width near lhe 
lercninals, arc absent at the comers, and run along 
oo, edgt only on the loop's outer side. This very 
!unple d":oration is matched on the rcc1angular loop 
of an unhmged buckle from Lankhills, Winchester 
~Buckle 279 from grave 234) and on the loop of the 
_ype IA buckle from Silchester with a plate the same f 3$ the N"!lham example (Hawkes and Dunning 
.961, F,g 13.,), The in1ensi.6ca1ion of the diagonal :i: lOWards_ the terminals of the la11cr could suggeSI 
htad arc lcad11\g up 10 something, perhaps an animal 
bi such as that on the Upper Upham Type IA .::r CX>lllplc, There are however no signs of any 
lhc features, although it has 10 be poin1ed out that 
~~ion ai the <ertninals is so heavy that all 

u,·c det2il has been lost. 
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Em~ed d~oratioo, consisting of lines or dots and 
somctunes c1tcles and crescent$, is a fearure seen on 
several late Roman_o-Bri1ish buckle plates, Some of 
these plates are neither narrow nor elongated, they 
must have !>':en fiued 10 standard width belts, and 
where surviving, the associated loops are pJafo and 
oval. Examples come from Richborougb (Cunliffe 
1968,_ pi 35. 107), Ospringe (Whiting et al 1931 , pi 
57, Fig 3) and Lank.hills (Clarke 1970, Fig 6) and on 
all these the dots fonn a diagonal cross and border. 
Other plates with embossed decoration arc narrow 
and elongated and must have been fined 10 the 
narrow British beats. This type is represented by 
plates from Portches1er (Cunliffe 1975, 201- 3, Fig 
l 10.17 and 18) and Colchester (Hull 1958, 118, Fig 
47.8), by the type IA buckle from Silchester 
(Hawkes and Dunning 1961, Fig 13.i) and by our 
Ncatham buckle. Apar1 from the SilcheS1er example, 
no Type I buckles have embossed decoration: on the 
five 01her decorated Type I buckle plates still 
anached 10 Type I loops, the decoration is almost 
invariably incised (Fig 1.16; Fig 13, g and I; Fig IS, 
m; and Hawkes 1973, pi 22). This could imply that 
the buckles used 10 fasten the narrow British belts 
generally fell into well-defined <ypcs, each involving 
a particular form of loop and a particular fortn of 
plate. The Neatham piece suggests thai where lhe 
pla1e had embossed decoration, the loop was rCC· 
rangular, or, if nor that, at least without womorpb.ic 
ornament. The Silchcster Type IA buckle which is 
similar 10 the Neatham buckle in i1s pJaie and loop 
seems to be an exception. But the decoration on its 
loop is extremely simple and, alone amongsi the Type 
I buckles, requfres imagination to see in h con­
fronted animal heads. Perhaps then it is nol a Type 
IA buckle at all ti>u1 one of 1his group with an 
embossed plale and non-zoomorphic loop. 

It is clear that in all its fcarures, the Ncatham buckle 
falls comforiably w;thio the range of fourth cenrury 
British buckles. It has enlarged our knowledge of 
that range in lwo imporrant respects: it has indicated 
that h.inged buckles with rectangular loops were 
made in Britain_, a.nd it has drawn at:cenoon to a 
group of buckles with non-zoomorphic loops aod 
embossed plates that were usc<i 10 fasien lhe British 
narrow bells. But in being made for a narrow belt 
and having an independent binge•pin construction, 
the Ncatham buckle discloses something of • con• 
flict, for those 1wo attribu1es almost ne\ler characu:r­
ise lhe same buckk One has only to_ look at the 
differences between Type I and II dolphin buckles 10 
see Lhis: the former were rnade for ~arrow belts and 
lack hinges, while the laner have hmgcs but are of 
s1andard width. Why then should 1he Ncatham 
buckle display such a mixture? 

The reason could simply siem from thcfact 1ha1 the 
Neatham buckle is the firs1 complete h,~ged _buc.k!e 
with 3 rectang-ular loop to be recognised m i~,s 
country, II could be that, unlike the hinged dolphm 
buckles, all such buckles made here were fined 1_0 
the narrow bells and had long narrow plates. But th1S 
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is unlikely, partJy bec'Jusc lhc two Porccbcsu:r rcc• 
umgular loops arc far too wide for a narrow bell,. and 
also because of a fixed-plate buckle rcce.nd~ disco• 
,·ered at Wye in Kent (Hawkes 1974, 389 Fog 3.7). 
The latter is of soandard wid1h (40mm), its P!•tc has 
openwork arcaded decoration, and its loop 1s plam 
and basically rccwngular. iL is perhaps the fixed­
plate equivalen1 of a binged buckle wiob an al'C3ded 
plate and 3 rectangular loop, and it would bear cbc 
same relationship co such a buckle as the 6xed ... pl~te 
Type [lB dolphin buckles (Hawkes and Dunnmg 
1961, 57) bear to 1he hinged Type UA pi':""•· Tbe 
importance of the Wyc buckle here ,s precisely tb~• 
it docs suggest the existence of a hinged cqwv~Jent in 

Ibis country and thus that the hinged_ N~tham 
buckle is unlikely 10 be a standard Bnush h.mged 
buckle with rectangular loop. 

In these cfrcunis-tances j{ would seem more probable 
Lha1 the Ncatbam buckle is in fact a hybrid piece. 
Among the well-defined types of late Roman buckle 
there are several examples which arc definitely hy­
brid: ohe example from Upper Upham has already 
been noted and beside it should be placed a loop 
from LankhiJls (loop 496 from grave 283) wh;ch in 
shape and size is of Type I, but in decoration is of 
Type lll (Hawkes and Dunning 1%1, 59-60), The 
same hybridity could well explain the Neatharn 
example. Like the Upper Upham buckle i1 could 
well be a piece made for a narrow belt to which has 
been fined an independent hinge-pin appropria1e to 
quite 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 seulers 
(see Clarke 1979 for discussion on this point), More 
dif1icult is whether the owner held any official or 
militar;• position. 

Hinged buckles on 1he continent belonged to belts 
that do seem to have been mililary, and the hinged 
Type UA buckles in this country may, by virtue of 
their insular cbarac'ter and distribution, ha\•e !been 
used by local, native forces. Presumably any hinged 
buckle wilh a rcc1angular loop and openwork plate 
would also have had similar associations. But as we 
have seen our Neatham buck.le is a long way re• 
moved from such hinged pieces, and, unlike thcrn, it 
will have belonged to a narrow belt. In the present 
state of rese.ateh, there is no reason to associate these 
narrow bells with military or official personnel: their 
fittings are common on rural sites, and they have E>een 
found in at least two Anglo-Saxon female graves of the 
early fifth ccn1ury (Hawkes and Dunning 1961, 
47.5, Fig 1.14-16; Hawk~'S 1974, 387). ln the light 
of this evjdencc, any military or official connections 
for the Ncatbarn buckle would be at best tenu,ou;. 
Area B, Well 5, layer A (late fourtb-fifth ccmu ry). 

89. iwo rcct.angular pl11tC'$ rl,·e1.ed rogclMr b)' st'V't"n .stt.Jd&. 
Potsibl)' • bth pl;m:t IC'ngth 36mm, widlh 2:S.Smm {Cbal)mln and 

Johnsor1 1973, 1-13 22. 10), Arca B, surface of Struecu~ u flatc: 
1ha.rd,.founh century). 

90. Pragmc:111 of bron:oe witt, cirwbr tn eross-.loCCtioQ, eu1 u 
oncC'nd, pc>S,$,ibly a si.mpJc bangle. l.t'l'lglh 67mm. ArQ 8, Wt-116 
l:1~rs A..c (mid founh «:otury). • 

91. Bracelc-1 of thin bronze wU'c, squa.c tn C"r0$~1ac)n, wilh 
!!'aCh rcrtlUoaJ coi.lcd twioe around body 10 form c:-Xpandro fattn­
ing. Wlt"C 1W1~1C'd 10 rmmble twi.sttd doobk-stnnd type-. f.a1gt1i 
121mm. Art'.i 8, :>Urfa« ol Structure U (late thlfd ... (oon11 
'"cn1u.ry). 

92, F~nu.,n of bni~ltl con1~ of 1wo strands ol bron:tc 
1wisc.ed 10$(:lhtt and lightly tlimmcr«I to product' :i cimib:r 
i.":r'Q$N«lion. l,.cng1h 46mm. Arca .8, Mirfacc: ofSLnKlu.rt J 3(1att 
chitd,.J'ourdi cen1ury). 

9J. Fntgmen1 of l).Stttion(.-d bnc;;dct. Pla,in cxcqn for a Broop 
ofthn:tegrocW(:$()nonesidc. Lmglh 74mm. Atta 8, Pi1 l4, bytr 
E (t.:1tly fqunh century). 

94. Ft-J.3ffl(nt of a br-.. edct, flattened 0-$.bapcd Cfos.t-atttion, 
Oc«,f;lltcd ¥iilh \'Old cb~I pu.ncboo ?.ig•~ hoe ,;.,,tucb bttomcs 
disj()intcd lt one end. Length 146mm. Arca 8, WcU S, layn A 
(bte fQt.11'\h-6fl.b eentul)'}, 

95. Fragment ()( a braccl,c11 6a1 rC'ttangle in crocss--~'Uoft. 
Onwncnlcd by central I.in< of hollow dots and intcn·c.ning pain 
o( tri11ngula.r itclc n<Mchcs. lcn51h 39mm. Area 8. Well s , by<'n 
AJ;;. (mid founh ccnrury) . 

96. Brattlt"1 wirh <>blona C1'0$S•k'Ction, only 1hc oarrow ou1tr 
(attl is omamt'nted by lrian_g:uJa'r no1t:hcs on alternate $kb, 
leaving ffl$Cd factU. Length 41mm. An-~ 8, Well 6. bycn A...C 
(mid founh cencury). 

97. As 96 bu1 with only 04.ltCT f:acc: om;tJnc:mcd by squ,~ 
notebc:$ on ahcma1e sidc,, lc:llving a Sltpp(d ridge. c...ni,th 37mm. 
Area B, Pit 19, Utl$ltatificd, 

98. Fragment of a bna-le1J outer (ace only dccoratc-d •ith 
sbalJow ltlll'l$\'«st moulding. Length 62mm. Art:a B. un11nti.6cd. 

99. Narrow outer face onJy dtt0ra1ed on bncclc1 or oblong 
CN)i$$.ok(tion, and ronsisting of ra.i$td ~cJs, <ach scp:an1cd from 
1be nc:xt by 3-4 ligtu ridged tntl$Wl'k mouldings.. Ltogth SOmm. 
Arca B, Well 6, laym A-C {mid fourth ttntury). 

l~JOJ. TWo fragm<nrs ofbraodtt s.imfJar to 97 bu1 of diffcr­
cn1 width$.. Length 102tn.m and 41mm rt$pCC1.ivcly. Atta B. Wtll 
S, la)'cn B :llld A (bte fourth--fifth «.n1ury). 

J02. Thin ft1gincnt of b~let, dccontcd only by pbiA l'fflCd 
panel$; length SJ. Smm. Att:l B, surfa«

1 
1rcnch JV, 

103. Plain hepeagona.l fingt:r ring of shlirp [).$ha:pcd aos:s­
stetion. Diameter 22mm. Att.a B, surfac;c of Structure 13 (lat(' 
third-fourth ~atury). 

104. Octagonal 6,ngtr ring; ttCUngular ln C:t'OS$-Sttl.ion. D«,o,. 
riled with «ntro.l gtotwc 6:a.nked by light punch &rO()\'H. Di,. 
mc1er 17,4mm. Arca B. Pit 19, surface {foun:h ctruury). 

JOS. Finger ring of [).shaped cross-.sc"C:OOIJ, d~r.ttcd "'ith ligbt 
ridgiAg, Diameter 18mm. Arca B, Ditch 2, b)-er A (early third 
century). 

106. 'f wee~rs. Flat shce1 broiue. PbrA. Length .«m.m, Aft~ B, 
Wen S, l:tyer A (bte (ounb-.6ftb ccmury). 

107. ',.\badoljn' shaped spoon bowl. Wtdlh 26mm. Am B, Pit 
14, bytt A {culy founb c:c1Uury). 

JOS. 8t'O«l.2c" spc;»n handk~ both mds mi»:in,s. Rec1anaub.t Ill 
aoss•k'CtiO'l.; tllpcr$ t()ward:s bowl md. (Cunliffe 19"72, f"ig 
113.S9). Area 8, Wt-lJ 6, Jayt:r A (mid f0W1h ~ntUI)'), 
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Fig 74. Small Finds 123-135. Bronze objects from Area B. Scale l :I. 

109. BrOM.e ring; circular in tross•Sttt.km.., tapering to one end, 
Boch ends broken. Diameter r 2S.Smm. Arca 8 , 1,111.$.tratified. 

110. Bronze bafan~ arm with central suspension lug and t»J;w.. 
tc:r mouktcd lmninals. ~.ngth 99.Smm. Area B. Well s. layer A 
(late fnon.h-fiflh «tuury). 

Ill. Sp:atub-bcadtd 1ltedk or $1'ylm. Length 91mm. Area B. 
Pil B , laytt A (btc 1h.i.rd-culy fourth cctuwy). 

112, NaJTO'A• tinpof shttt blon7.c. Widlh ?mm. Bent. From Pit 
6t surface (late I.bird ttn1ury). Noe iltustntled. 

I u. l-Ut fragmttll ofbronu pb.tc. l..tngtb 27 .◄mm. Arta a. Ph 
20, la~t C (late s«ond ctntury), Not ilhmratcd. 

114. Sc,•ni f~ncs of thin broozr :sl1eeting. Arca 8.., Pit 16 
b)·c, C {latt third Cffltury). Not Wusirottd, • 

I IS, Ft2gmco1 of b,ronzc sheet binding. Arca 8 , Pi1 19, unstn• 
ti.fic-d (fourth ccmury) . Noe mu.ma1«1. 

116-119. Bronic studi: with squatt shaft 11nd round bead.. 
LC'ng1h vairi-es from 9.S-13aun. Area B, Pi1 9, layer A ( 116, Jl7: 
bte s«<>od-thitd century); Wdl 6, layer1 A..C. (1 13: mid foortb 
ccmury)o and Pit 20, b)'1:r C ( 119: late $CICOnd ecntury). 117- 119 
noc ilhatnt«I. 

J20..IU. Bron:tt s1ud.s with hollow shaft aod 8a1 bcad. Lmgtb 
var-es from 9-ISrnm. Atta B, Pit 16. layer O (120: latt thud 
century); Pi1 6, Jay,cr f ( 121: 1111c: third ttntury); and WclJ 6, layrt 
A ( 122: mid founh <cornry). 121-122 not ithmnurd. 

123. s~u '°1.cng< $hoped bronze brooch with circular I'!· 
minals on corners. Inlaid with ~mcl, t('ntral vc-rtic:il band Ill 

orang(" ~-i.ng holJowJ. for tbr« i~tli, 11.lld yclk,w spocs 1111 
terminals. Rcmai~d« of cnlllll('I miuing; maximum width 29mm 

• ,ypcb"" 
t!~ ()ol~:n lop of 
It ........ Fi 80 4 firtl.ellrl 
I,.,• 'I ' ~ ( CSI 
~,!JOO 

Dolphin !)'IX brc 
iJS. llt(OPtioll Oft b()w, 

~ ly dlitd (ffl(Uf)I) , I , 

~ s,....piApiooa 
s, Pk Z7 (third tt.Ol\111 

111 s,..,. pin, prob< 
I, Di«!> l (..,Jy dunl 

/j Sm'1l - · "' l • .,,.i Dunning ( I 
a,,tc< --'-' 
6t bit R()(IW) .,.., ..,.,., 

_.., kngtb 18mm. 
-,t,,oo;«tmo«: • 
11111 S'Cdl to hive parallel 
kt!d NB, uostr11i6cd. 

u, Sawl belt buckle 
r,1onl>o<scd d<>l,al 
""""p1a1c, (compue 
,rot.,ably late ,Ronun. A 

if. Hiagtd su-.1:p end• 
fll' Cwwl(, 1968, pi ,I 
fm ,cicood,,,lhird a'O l'W 

m ?li'uclcaM.r, lmgtl 
:m,di V, pblghsoil. 

1,n. T ermina.l to brace: 
1p111tcrw-sec1iie:>n, with 
Am B, uroc:b V, unstr, 

U3. Loop of bronz~ wir 
v.~. 
IJ.I. W"ut with cxpan,c 
~ trench (lhtrc: 

US. Scylus with Q.:paod 
""'8.tt<ndt V,pk>(JgJ 

U6. Two fra:gmc"Dts of I 
I' di 9 ltliW-.founb gm1 

ll1. F_, o( bn>nu 
caairr~ Noe illu.,u:trcd. 

Ill T'NCI lrf8mcnts of 
-.«bird eco1ury) . Ne 

0t. ~ stud, $Q.UiK 
k~ 8, Suucrutt 27 eot - ' 
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SILVER OBJECTS, l.EAO OB!f.CTS 
111 

Bush<--Fox 1~9. pJ 29.49).Arr .. B, trench V, pfougn. 

·""'""' ,..;i, 

l.J ()olphin t)'J>C brooch with pcrfon1cd catch-plate and c.itcu. 
~ ~ t c.-i top of bow. lA:ngth 44mm (f.:ompa:rt Kenyon 
I~ t•« SOA fitst-nriy KC01,d Cffltury). Arc-a 8, Struccurc 27, 
cua,,;n,ctioll ~b (e.1.rly--mid chird cco1ury). 

US. Dolphin type- brooch ~lh perforated C31('h"1)(acc and_ in­
mri)d«Ofltlo11 on tx,.w. Marunum length 54mm. Arca B, O1tc;b 
I (early lhirJ etntury), 

144. Small ~d W ped stud. Width Srrun. Arca A Pit 2 
b)'(r 135 (mid fourth <ffllury). Nol illU$U11ttd. ' • 

145. Sm3.JI globu.le o_r bronie, Ate.i A, WcU 1, l~ft'r 34 (mid 
fourth ttniury). Not dJ~trattd, 

1461 • 8f!l'11tt loop P~bly from :t buckt.e. Atta A trctiieb C 
poughsod. • ' 

147, Owbk sided bronze.buckle. Nt-1 A. surfacc-of 1ttndt C. 

l2'. sronzr. pin probably from a brooch. Length 39mm, Area 
s. l'il 11 (iJ,iro ... ,ury). The Obje cts o:f Silver 
127, Bro~ pin, pr0bat:>ly (rom a brooch. Length 21mm . .-\rca 
a, Oilcb 2 (culy lhird century). 

1.23. Small bro1t1A:, zoomo,pbk belt buckle wi1h iron ta.ng, 
Htwl.es 10d Dunning (1961) 1ypc Jiu\, con,·cntio-oa!Jy dated co 
tbt bee Romal'l period. Hca,•ily worn. Muimum width 20mm, 
,:;anmcim length 18mm. The hingt l».r it lhid:.rocd in 1he cco.ttt 
caking !lit obi«t more similar co a fuigcr ring. This fc:lturc does 
DOl Sfflll 10 batt pandlcls 1moagst the other pub.lishtd examples. 
.,\ttas A/8, urwnti6cd. 

1?9. Small bdt buckle similtr tn styk to otben from the silt. 
Ti~ embossed do'5 along margins and thrtt ri\'ets holding 
IO$dbcrplatcs(compare26and 88). Width llmm, length 26mm. 
trcNbb' btt Romart. ArtaS A/B, ll0Slnti6cd. 

IJO. Hlilg«I 1lnp end, length 44mm, strap width 6mm (com­
put tAuW«c 1968, pi 37.121). Ptthap$ military. Arca B, Pit 2S 
\ix< s«ood-third cc:nnuy). 

131. N:nl de-.1.Jltl , ltt13th 42mm, maxi.mum width 9mm. Arca 8 , 
tttodi V, ploupsoil. 

Bl. Tttmioal to btacele1 made from twii:tcd bronze rod or 
SQuatt cross-section, with spoon~sb3,,pcd 1enninal. Leng1h 62mm, 
Am 8, utoeb V, uosuati&d. 

IJ.4. W°"llC' wWi expanded terminal. Ma 8, Structure 27, 
--..i utoeb (third ttntury). 

US. Scylu$ wilh t.:rpa.nded and waisted rnbbcr. Length Simm. 
Area 8, Ufflcb V, plough$0i], 

~36.II T'll'O fragine:nts of bronzt $hee1 with rh'ei holes. Am 8, 
t ' (Lhird,..founh ccnuuy). Not illusutted, 

U7. F~t ()(' broftU shtt1. Am B, dni.nage gulley (third 
cau1ay). Noe illustrated. 

~}~ Crag:ments of bronze sb«t. Na B, Pit 26 (la1t 
--third oentury), Not ilhmnicd. 

~l9. 8r<1ett w.ud. f.Quare sbaf1 ~ domed bead. Length 13mm. 
~~• Struct1.1tt 271 <-'Onsrruelion (third century). Not i.Uus• 

~Broau N'au.btirn drrivati~ bfooch. l.cngTh .. 9.Smm. Two 
mid 

1
J;ovcs 1Cro5$ bow, Arcs A, trench 8 , Period 11 (scoond--

~atury). r 18 13. 

148. ~racelct of two Slr.lllds of silver, beaten slight­
If 10 give an oval section. Terminal cappcd in lhin 
silver shee1. Othe, end missing. Length 58.Smm. 
Area C, ploughsoill. 

149. Plain finger ring of D-shapcd cross-section. 
Bl'Onzc wi1h a silver surface. Expanded 1erminal. 
Diameter 22mm. Area C, ploughsoil. 

1s.o. Oetagonal 6:nger ring; rounded outer edge. 
Diameter 21mm. Area B, ploughsoil above Structure 
13. 

IS I. F ragmem of silver ring with D-shapcd cross­
scctfon, and setting for stone. Area B, trench V, pose 
hole S (fourth century). 

152. Square headed pin, with setting on terniuul. 
Faces of head decora1cd with incised lines. Arca B, 
rubble of Structure 27 (fourth cenrury). 

153. Frigment of en.de lead ingot & 62mm wide by< 42mm 
1h.ick w1lh chamfered top edges, kogth < 65mm. AR:a F, b<-nc:i.lh 
11oor ol Structure 23 (lhi.rd-(ounh cco1wy), Not illustrated. 

I S4. Coflical kad wdght whh ff:mtncd top and iron ring in.set. 
Pl'OOlbly o, phunb b<>b o, ,1celyard weight. Area O, abo,'t' floor or 
S1ruccu~ 19 (third cc-nlury). 

ISS. Lnd nail (sic), squ.tl't' in st1:tioc1, tb1 held. Bent bu1 
compkle. 1.,.c:llg.tb 46mm. Oc(caces. la)'f'r 7 (inid thitd ttrttury). 

IS6. Rod ol 1"0U3h rttrtaflg'U,l.ar shape, Probably a Ctiting ~ 
from molten lead. Lenau l.flmm. Dc(cm:cs, ~)'tt 3 (late lhlrd­
founh century). 

IS7. Lead object, squue U'l cross-section with flan~ c:rp&n• 
siOP 10 aocq,t rwl hole i.n cc:n1rt. Probably t buckle clip, length 
66.Smm. Area 8 , near 0.>cfl IS. 

tS8. Conkll lead wt:ight, with sm:.tl.1 hole in ~- P~~y • 
$1ccl)'atd wtij;.bt. Aft'a B, S1ruc1urc 27 construcuon {1hird ccn• 
rury}. 

~- Hollow $hid "''ith &qU2rt head Am A, Wcll Z, laycr JOO 159. Otopld o( le,d, An-A B, plougb$0tl above: Struetuic 27• 
c 1211rd ttruury). Not tllustra1cd. • Noe iJJustntcd. 

Ill. Sm,Ji I' 
C. Ptnod l~t inks~ alCb 4,Smm in diamcttr. A~ A, m-:ncb 

ls«ond-foorth «ntury). 
HJ.. T"'> fi 
l~ty aamcots oC bronic sheeting. Arca A, Suucrutt 3 

l«Ocld tt'.nnuy). Not illuMntcd. 

160. Trim.mio.$ from• kad shtt1. t\«"2 BJ Pi1 U (l:m· scwnd­
third .:e01ury). Not iUu.stn11cd. 

161, Acom $hapn1 balIA:>Ce wt:isbl, 'A'ilh ffl$.h~ conical pe.r(on• 
lion. Area A, Period U ocxupatioii {s«ond--thi:rd cearury). 
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Fig 7S. Small Finds 142-166 and 170. Lead, si)\'Cr and iron objms (all Areas). Scale 1:2, except 154 and 
164-166 at I :4. 

l62. Rlm from the «lg.col a lead tank or ,·d5c1, Am A, Period 
lll1 OO..'tlp;1tion (6rst-.sccond ttn1ury). 

163. T\lo'O fragmcn1S: ollead lining with 1mm-en.<' gtOO\'CS. Are:a 
A, Srnmutt 3 (6r$t-nrly second century), 

T he Objects of Iron 

l64. 1.roa knife wit.h tan$, Arca F', bdow Ooor or Struc1ure 2J 
(third-fourth ccnrury). 

)6S. Sod,ctcd iroo sickle Of «apiog hook. Area F1 gta\'CI 111 

ftot1t of Struc:1.ure 24 (third- fourth Cffltury}. 

166. Small socktttd spear (John~ton 19-72, Fig I). Area F. 
ommnifi«I,. 

167. Sma0 1(0Q C'INt, Atta F, grr,cl in front ol Structu.~ 2-4 
(lh.i.rd-fou.nh oc-n1ury). Not i.llus1r.tl«I. 

168. Tbrtt-batt,(:d obJC'Cl ..... itb drcular, ,.rdi:d (?) top. Part or 1 
door lotk rncchatusr.n. Atta f, un,u-atmed, atta <,t S1ructu.re 24. 

169. Split tpike loop witb arms forgtd a pan. Area F, btk)w Boor 
ot Suuc11.ttt 23, Not illustrtted. 

170. Knife blade. Arca F, above- floot ol Strucu,re 19 (1.lurd 
ttntury). 

111 . Flat t.apercd pi.ate with hole a.t end. Carperuct'$ pl;mc 
black. A~ D, obo~-c Boor of Sr.ructurc 19 (lh.ird «ruu:ry). 

172. Pare of an axt head, Arca D, p&c,ughsoil, 

173. (ron gouge, sbowLng: linJ<' ~gn of wear. Wdl 8 (third 
cauuty). 

174. lron gouge, Arca D, 1\>ovc floor of Srruc.,utt 19 (1bitd 
ctr'llury). 

17S, Small iron dc:u. Arca 0) Well 8 (tlurd century). N0t 
illustraicd. 

116. Small iron clcaL Arca D. abo\'C- counyud bccwC'cn St.N'• 
lures 19 and 20 (lhlrd-(ounh ctntwy). 

1n. Sl)'lus with dimagc,d en.w:r (Frere 1972, fig 49}. Arca D, 
aOO\•e Ooor of Structure 19 (Lb.ird «mury}. 

l7ll. St)<lus with d~cd tta.S('t. Arca 0. ibcwe 6oot ofSuut· 
tutt 19 (third «:n1ury). 

179. Pan of door l()Ck mcc-ha.rtii,:m, Ami 0 , pkM.lgbsoiJ. 

180. latch Uftcr "''ilh ring mac.bed (&oa J9S7, pi 27.6; Fttrt 
tm, ISS.73), Am D, Well S (thud «nlwy), 

ltll. F~m ofbi.nd.ing~thasingktwl hole-. A.reaD, WdlS 
(lhltd Century), 

16& 

178 

"" 
177 

Fe i6. Small Finds 

Ill. Fi,gm,n1 of bill<tini 
.__,ad~ beaded n 

l<J. F_, or binding 
dlrd ctntwy). Not illusrn 

,II. Lint too suip with t 
--... Am D, h<>rth , 
"""1l-

!~ C...,, "2ll. Ar,. D, fl 
1'111'. •rattd, 

Ill Pii~ ~ with $pita 
tc 7L~ Dd't:l'ICn, li)'et 

::_. Ftqll')cni of kni(c: ta 
-, II)"< 5 (mid lhird c, 

1•• f~I o( knife: bla, 
~ !bird ctnn.1ry). 

!"· , F~1 o( krufc: bbd 
• ~ mitd «ntury ). 

;'°,.,;-"' ofkoifo blad 
-fOllnb (truury), 

ffL F~•-· . 
... <hiJ'-• • of koifc blod 

<'tnrury). 

&i 0... 
i...i,: P"'• .,,_,, wiu 

19mm, D<ftnc,,, l,y 
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Fig ib. Small Finds 168, 171-184. Iron from Areas C and D. Scale 1:2, c,:ccpt 184 at 1:4. 

ltl • . ~npn,NJ1 of bi.Dding wil.h one nail hole, and anothtt 
«Gr1tllq I domc- bead~ n&il. Arca 0 , Wdl 8 (thitd ctnlury). 

113. Fragment or bi.odiog W11b two nail hob, Area 0, Wdl 8 
I third (!C'fltu.ry). Noe illusu:1.t«l. 

li4. ~ and wap with a pivo1cd 1crmiNI bM and ring. U.sc 
IIOttrtltn. Att1 O, h(,anh south of Struc1urc 19 (third-fourth 
~ ury). 

!~· ... ~:! na0. Arca 0 , Ooo, o( StruCIUtt 19 (third « ntucy), 
l'IOI • IOUlllCd. 

~·, t:k) ~ with spiral S()(:kct; length 30mm (NdlJ 1974, 
• • uefc~, b)'tr S (mid third ocntuty). 

~ Fr1gmcn1 of kni!t lill\g and bl~c. Lc:ng1h 49mm. De-
~ br,r S (mid lhird century), 

!. ,!:rqnl IIIC'Qt of knife blade. length 48mm. Otfcnocs, layt:r 5 
- ttfttury). 

:~~r;:ndcut of bi.ft bl:lil.k. Length 44.Smm. l>c(c-m-es, by« 
-•,y), 

~~1,~mtn\ or knife bl.lde. Lcn,:th 63,Snun. Dcfroccs, la:ycr 
OUnb ctotury). 

191 F 
mid th·'-"°'°' of kl)1fc bbde. ~n3th 63mm. Dtft.-nces l.a)'Cr 7 

""' cuuury}. • 

19• ~ 
~~ )9ui brooch wilb sharp ltidts at head and foot, 

m.. Drre:oeres, layer 3 (1h1rd-fout1h ctruury). 

193. Carpenter's plane bb de or JOOlt probably iroll budttt 
ha.ndJc mount, tbuci,cd Oil one face and rounded on lhc other. 
Tbickt'ncd top plate i.s pierced by a bolt fortbc bandk, and below 
tbis t\\'O ri,•ct hoks to Sti."Ul't the bandit' to the bucket (CunUffe 
1975, F13 ll7.207; Ftcr• 1970, Fig 66.53-4). Lcng,h 93mm, 
Exfoncts. layer 10 (late sccond--m.id third cen(ury), 

194. Fr.agmcnt o( iron with ro1.1ndcd bl:lde edge; ~;dtb 73.run 
{Fttre 1970. Fig 61.20). Oeft'm'C'S, byu J (1hird,-(ounh crnu,iry). 

J9S. TOOi (()nSi.5'ing o( '.I stem of 5qU3tt crosNcction wilh tbt 
blade 111 ooc end; length 62mm (F~ 1970, Fig 72.JS9). ~ 
(etll:C$, layer 3 (third .. (011.rtb century), 

196, Socketed (crruk OC' "shoe' for attachn'l,cnt 10 wooden ,haJt. 
Pc>.in1 square in cross-section. Uflgth 84m,n. Dcfeoocs, byer,, 6,.7 
(mid third century). 

19?. Sockc1 for tool, u: 1%; length l l9inm (Brodri~ tt al 1974, 
fig 34.24). l)e(c:nca, byet 11 (late :scoond,..w-Jy third «mury). 

198. Goo~, shartk. squa« in cross--scc1ion: k~gth 80mm (Frctt 
1970, Fite 72. IS2}. OcfcoetS, bycr S (mid third «t1tllf)'), 

199. Socke1 wilh a su('(ll;the.ning bar for attachment co a wooden 
handle. Could bu~ come i'rom a ""ric1y or toob. Oe(eocics, Jayer 3 
(b1c 1hird-foun.h orntury). 

2()(). Iron scytus. Complc1e. Lcnath I 13mm. De(~. 1:&yi:r 8 
(mid tbfrd ~c:nmry), 

201. Iron s,tylut., JKN,nttd tip~; k~gth~,◄m.ni (CunJ~{fc 19'7S. 
r.,g J 30,.?46). Ddcnc.tt~ b)'C' 8 (nud thlrd ccmury). 
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IRON OBJECTS 
115 

102 
ff011 $Q'f~ poio1. Lcnglb 57.5mm. lkfenccs, la.ycrS (mid 

~ CCIUIZI')'). 

:!OJ. (roo 5cyti,s (ftd. Lt:ngth Simm. Defeo~. layer g (mid 

~<ftlNIJ), 

10-l lto11 saodal SlUd. Lt:ngth 14mm. Dd'tnen, Jayu 3 (la1t 
~(\'lllrth- ceotury). 

~ s:1:ap&e or cleat for tot or boor or $hot. Lengths vary 
{r(o36..Snw-4Bmm, J)c(cncrs:, byet 3 (206-7) and laf1:r 5 (20S)~ 
mi.J itw'J-iourtb «n1ury. 

a,'$,,ll0. S1aplc or cleat (ot boo! or shot' heal. ~id1h v11,~.es from 
.(l . .sJlllm. l)c(coecs, l:a)ffl s, 8 and 3 rt:Si~IVCI)· (m,d third 
MlW)' oa11.-.n.is). 

lit Fragmetil o( iron strap binding with S(CtioN of two rivet 
~ic,,gth ?Smm(Clinli/Tt 1915, Fig 130.231). 0tftn<n, layu 
s (~ tbird cenrury). 

m. f~nl ofbioding strip with one nai} bole; length 33mm 
~ctl 197'1., Fig 76.S92). Ocfenccs, la)tt 3(th1rd,,.,fou.rth <:rotwy). 

iu. ffl&:(Dtnt o( \'-shaped biodlng. Ltngth 48mm. Defences., 
lqcr II (lace s«Qtld-.tarly I.bird CtnlUI)'). 

114. Ferrult bi:od.ing. Formed b)· bending an U'Oo rod into a 
J;1111tt; ko.gtb S7mm (Frtrc 1910., F"4169. 12.3). OtJen«ft l2f" 9 
l)loc: st'ffl'IIJ.rn.id third CffllU.ty) , 

llS. Narrow pbte, kx>pcd edge-binding. Lc.-ng1h 36mm. Oe­
ftt!o.'U. ll}'tl S {mid third century). 

ll6.. f'~I of fl:lm)\\' iron strip, bcnl back on ilstl(. Hi~? 
lcng1h 6So:11n. De(enOC$, layer 4 (m.id-latc 1hird ttnrury). 

m. Nmow iron bindin;; J)OiSibty for knjfc-sbcath. Wid1h 
♦ha., Dd'mc:t'.S. b)scr S (rnid lhird century). 

m. Curved. binding s1rip or D•shapc:d cross-section. Length 
llSmm. Oefcncn, layer 3 (late third-(ounh ccmury). 

ll9. F41 bindint strap; mil hok at end. Length 14mm, Oc­
(CllC'CS, l;yu 5 (mid third century), 

UO: IJ.sll2r,ed drop hinge, long trn'a narrowing in10 round 
lffliOocd 1xlir :at cur,..c; length 164mm (Fttrc 1970, fig 66.59). 
Od'~ts, byc·.r S (mid I.bird century). 

;::}l)Q pbte (door hinge ?) with n1.il hole 11 rounded ctld. 
~ 107nw, Odtt1<le$, layer S (mid lhi.rd century). 

lll1 • Fnaznm1 of laicb lifter. l.tngtb 222mm. Defences, layer 1 {bk st'(loDdo(arly m.i,d century). 

f~ Sena.II latch liftu or hook, without suspc0$ion n.A3. Lt:ng:d, 
• Dd'tf'Ca., il)'tr 11 (btc second-early third century) . 

f~·_._Cilalplcte latch lifter wilh 'f.13urc of cigh1' su$J)fflsion ring. 
~ 213mm. Odtnc:cs, la~r S (mid third ttmury). 

i~ 1:-i o( twnblcr,lock slide key with lhrce t~th; kn,gth 
loci~ (Ne-al 1914, F"ig 7l.}82-S). Dtfencc:s, layer 3 (late third-

CltGrnty). 

:s ~oolt whb ~ for susp:nsioo; length 109m.m (Cunlifte 
' 

18 l30.2lt). Arct C, uostra.tlfied. 

~-62.<:-' ot stapk:. Width 78mm, bent (Brodribb d (J/ 1973, 
tru,J _ 50; Ctuitiffc. 197S, Fig 129.229), Oe:(coces, La)•c,r S (mid 

, .. n,ury). 

IIJ.IU I 
~ )• • tort mplo. Widths vary from J8-79mm. Odcnccs, 

• Qocpc 231, lartt 5 (mid 1hird-foo.nh ccmu.ry). 

l35,.z)6, f'our iroa supl,es o( L•shapc. W1d1hs vary from 

40-.?9mrn. OcfcnC.U, layer s, txttpl 2JS, layu 7 (mid third cen1ury). 

237, Fragmcn1 of an iron $pik(, rtvt'ncd cip 10 s«'Urt i.nto 
WOOd. Ung1h 39mm. Dtfcoccs, layer 3 (late dlitd-(ounh (en n.iry). • 

2.~s. Split spiU loop with ring ~ing 1hroogb {Cunliffe 1975, 
Fig 129,223). Dc(enees,. la)'tt 8 (mid thinl: cemu.ry). 

239. T -shapcd scap'-:-, cwaJ lD s«t.ioa, Nail hole at t"nd of one 
arm. Lcft81b 66mm. DeJmcn, laycr 3 (late 1b~rourth ctr11wy). 

.?40. Iron rod wilb '°'>pc,d end$. HaodJc (?). U:o3th 125mm 
Dc(coocs, layer 7 (mid I.bird ttftl\uy). ' 

241. Fragment o( iron binding (?), purJ)():SC unknown. Length 
45mm. Defeo«$, la~r 3 (la«- chird-lourth century). No, ilh,1s­
in.tcd, 

242. F~ment ofi:~ ri.n;g. Oianl('tcr 38mm. OcfeiKn, layer 11 
(late second-c:lrly third century), No1 iUu.uratcd. 

243, Square scc:ciootd rod ftancning imo loop. Possfbly stein 
from a larch lifter or cumbler-lock. (I( ring-bcatdcd pin. Length 
43mm. Ocfenca, la~r 8 (mid third cc-ntu.ry), 

244. Fla1 iron $palula b lade Wilh Sq~tt·scetioatd sbaf1, incom~ 
pletc. Ltngth 47mm. Dcftn«s, b)'tt 3 (late l.hird-founh cto~ 
mry) . 

24S. lroo obi<ct, bl~c-d, with a squatc shaf't. Lcogtb 75i:nm. 
Dd'coces, layer 3 (la.tc tbird-founh ct:1Uury), 

.?.46. lron rod with sidt- lug. Lcnglh 147mm, Defences., la~ 3 
(late third-(ounh century). 

247. Iron spike with lbttcncd eod, Lc-ngl.b S3mm. De:fcn«s, 
Jayer S (mid thud ccntu:ry). 

248. Tang or Maple ('.?); 1(-ngth S2mm (Cunliffe J9?S, Fi,$ 
131.2}9). Otf,-, layc, 5 (mid lhitd ttnlUIJ). 

249. Fragment or iron loop wilh cwo rings ud cc:ntral oail 
J)(:rforatioo. Chain auachmcnt(?). l.e.ngtb 81mm, Dcfcm-cs, l~ r 
3 (bte thitd,.founh ccnrury). 

2SO. lron bu, square U'.I cross-scc1M>n. Purpose unknownt lcnglh 
198.m.m (Cunliffe J97S, F"i3 131.261). De(cnccs,. la)'t'-t 3 (I.tic 
third-founh ce:n1ury). 

251. ll'"()Q r()d, squuc in cr055-s«ti0fl. Purpose un~. 
Ltngtb 178mm. Otfcnccs. b.yer 11 (Ja1c ~ I.bird 
oc:niu.ry), N01 iUU;fttatcd~ 

252. [ron rod, r-cetangubt in cross-~, looped at both ends. 
L.cogth 70mm. Oc:(CDCe$i, layer 3 (btc thitJ .. founh cmtury). 

2SJ. ln,m s trip with k,opcd te:nrtin~. Pu~ unknown. Leogl.b 
61.Smm, Odcnces, Jay« 3 (btc th11d-fo11r1.h century). 

2:S4. Iron La$ or nail. Lc-n~b 60mm. Ocfct1.«s, layer 3 (latc 
l.hitd,,,founh oca1ury). 

?SS. Y,shapcd strip or unMOWO puq,o,.sc. Lcng'th 43.Smm. 
Ocfco«s, bft'f J (lare third-foun.b c:cn1ury). 

256. Roundtd iron plate: ~ t of a t»w~? Width 9Smm. De· 
(cncn, b)'tt S (mid third cenrury). NOt llJU.stnitcd. 

?-57 fr1gment of CU/\'cd iton. Purpose uti)cao'ol'O, Uflgth 
48~, Dt{t:neC:$, la)'Ct S (n1id third t'Cllltll)') , 

2$8. Iron suip. purpose unk.ftow1,>- LcnJtb 7s.Sm.m. Dc(~n, 
layer s (mid third « otu~). Noe illustn!ed, 

2S9. lron objc:ct, Olk" 11;m1 broken. Possibly a spur, althoillgb 
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whboo1 httl hook air pti,Ct; kng1h Mmm {Cunliffe l97S, F"ig 

60,52), Ami B, WdJ 6 (mid founh ttn1ury). 

260. Iron rutb t,i1. Sd a1 righ1-angks 10 amfflc links, the 
figun--of-cigh1 loops would be s«U.ttd to lbc bridle, and • cotd 
pai$in,: below the horse's chin whic:b would act u a dM>ket 
wbe.nc\'Cf the reins were pulled; length 10.brun {Prerc 1910, Fig 
162.23). Art2 B, Pil 14 (t:uiy founh C'Ctlrury). 

261. Prick goad, liOCkct ol wound $piral twice wrapped •round 
,ha.rt. Length 38mm. Atta .8, I>ic 1 Z? b)"tr O (mid third Cit'nn.1ry). 

161. KftiJt with tt.raighl cutting: cd3(' and cur,.W bKI<.; l.e:n:gth 
138mm (CUnliffo l97S, Fig JlS.189). A~ 8. surfac:t of Wdl 6 
(mid (ounb ttnrury). 

263. lron knife with curved cun.ing edge. and 11(r,1jgb1 bade. wil.b 
ll l3.IJ8, length 130mm, Aro 8. Pi1 14, laytr F (eatly foonb 
century). 

264. Small knife, t0r.uplt1e; length l4Smm (0.,.ntifi'c 1975, Fig 
126. 195). Atta 8, Pi1 16, b)'tr C Ollle! third ttnrury). 

26S. Sockc:1 with SUCl\g:Wning b2r which would bave run t»ck 
a.Jons wooden bandk. Ungth 131mm. Atta B1 Pit IS, surface 
(mid (ounh ccn1ury). 

266. Socketed book si.m.iJar to 26S. Bar t>nd1 in a nail hok. 
Ler1gili 98mm. Arca 81 surface, Suucmrt J3 (third-fourtbi ccn• 
1ur,•). 

267. Socl<.tted book, as 26S. lncomplc1c sumgtht>oing bu. 
Length 110mm. Arca B. Well 6. laycrs A-C(mid (ounh ~enrury). 

268,.269. T...,·o $hoe dcau. Widths Slmm and S8m.m. Arca B. 
Wdl 6, b)'tt$ A-C (mid fowth century) . 169 not illustn1cd. 

270-271. Twob«lebts. Widtbs44and 49m.m.A!'C'2B,Pit 1-t, 
layu F (early {()ll&rth «otury). 270 001 illustnccd. 

272. Shot deat. Width 40mm, Arca B, Wdl S, la}'t:r A (l:.Hc 
(oon.b-fifth (cntwy), Not illustn1cd. 

273. Coll«tion of fu&ed hobnails from a kalber sok (Cunliffe 
1975, Frg 130.237}. Arca B. Pit 6., .surfa« Q:.tc third century). 

274. Cron uyl~; circular in cross•Stt'lion . .O.:Contcd on ex• 
pandcd t>nd with tnMVt'r'$C grooves and il)(bed cro,.s, Length 
73.Smm. Att2 B, Pit 21, l;iycr A (mid fourtb cc:-mwy). 

27S. Iron ,-ytus. f,Quarc in cross-seer.ion . .Boll shapt"d head. 
lc-ngth 124mm, Area 8, Well 6, layer A (mid founh Cffltuty), 

276. lron uylu,, circular in cros.s.s«doo. Bolt shaped bead. 
Lc:ngtb 124mm. A.rea 8, Pit 13, layer O (late third-nrly ft>urth 
century), 

27?-278. ,Two strap binge, prob3;1)1y from I.be s.amc t.ypc ol 
obtctt. Nalls pass thmugb p:rforauon on one ann into co:rrcs­
Ponding hokoJ>P«iicc:-. Two holcs on each ann. A\uimum lengths 
103mm and J 10mm rC$1)e(li\'d)'. Art-a B. Pit 21J Ja)'tr 8· and 
WcU 6, U)'t'r 0 (mid fourth «ntut)'). ' 

283. Heievy iron clea1. 8r<>k.,en. Length 58mm. Arn B, Ph II>, 
la)'cr E (late 1hmf ttnl\lry), 

2.8,1. lroo cki,t or drop handtc {?). Body or V•i.ba~ cr-os. 
~,ion, Leng(h 44mm. Arca 8, Pit 16, 1~ D {late third 
CffllUt)'), 

28S. Fngmem. o( drop or Joc:,p hingc formed fn:>cn ph1c ~ 
ins at cod co rtcch•~ nail before formhig loop. l..cogth 90nun. 
Att'J. 8, Wdl 6, la~r A (mid founh ttnh1ry). 

1&6. L-sbapcd drop hinge. L,c,ttgl.h <ISmm. Arca B, area ol 
St:ruc:1urc J l (third-founh ttniury). 

287, Bi.od.ing angle wilh naiJ holt>. Length 77mm. Atta 8~ Wdl 
s. bytt A (lace four1h,.;fif1h ttaruty). 

288. Lron fmgcr ring wilh bcztl fw gem SC\1.it\g~ s1~ now 
missing. Diamccor 20mm. Atta B, Ditch l (late keond-arty 
l.btrd <eotury). 

289. SmaU rod wi1h co<h 1urncd i:nto lipped hooks for , usr,ea. 
sion. Length 64mrr. Atta 8, Well S, faycr C (btc (ourtlrfiflb 
cc.n1wy). 

290. tron ring, Diameter 48mm. Arca 8, Pie 6, laytr A (late 
I.bird ccatury), Noe i.lhmra1cd, 

291. Frigmcnt o( iron ring; $Qll2tt in <:coss-scc1ion. Diamcccr 
47.Smm. AJn B, Pit 6, layc:r A (brc third century). Not 
illustrated. 

292. Fta8)Ylct11 of it0ti ring. Triangular 1ttm_inal ai one C11d. 
Oiamc1u 44mm. A~ 8. unsm11..ified. 

293. Jron hook with i-baok for auachmeo1. Ltngtb 88mm. Aru 
8 , Pi1 21, layer B (mid fourth ocmury). 

294. Small iron h<>ok wflh auachmcm bok. Square in tfW. 
~tion, l.roglh 60mm, Arca 8, area of Stn1c1ul'c 13 (1hlrd-founb 
Clentury), 

2~. lt9n nail, SQUatt in Cl'(ll$$>1«tiOn. Tip m1~ng. Length 
82mm. Arca B. WclJ S, byer B (late fourth-firth c;c-ntury). 

296. Iron N.r, purpose unknown. Ung1h l4$uun. Arta 8 , '-"'cl! 
6, bycr A (trud fourth IX'nrury). 

7.97. lrvn skiJlc1 handle; suspeo$ion hole at end. Lc:ngth 
149mm. Arca B, Wdl 5, la)'et B (Ill.Jc fouttb-6flh ocntury), 

298. T•shapc,dwple . Length S9mm. A.~ 8 , Well 6,la)'t':rA-C 
(mid fourth century), 

299. Curved iron pl:.te with dome-headed ti\·e1. Width I 18mm. 
P~unknown. Arc-a B. Pit 1-1, ta,·er E (cartyfounhLYntur1). 

3()(). F'ngment of iron plate. Squ;arc wich chrtt perforarfons (0( 

auachmc:-m. l..tfl.glh 80mm) widih 75mm. Area 8, WclJ 6, layn A 
(mid fourth century}. Noe i]1us,ra1ed, 

301 , Spring:. pm aDd pw:1 of th< bow or a bro(M.'h pf UOCttWll 
279. Iron bind.ing ttrap. Width 70mm. Aftj B. surfllOI: o( form. Arca B, Pit 26 (fate $C'Cond~rfy 1hird ccntUl')'). 
O,·cn 2. 

302, Knife with 10().g tang o( square $el."lion. Ottrall krl&(h 
280. Iron collar, probaba)• from a pipe. DWl'lctcr 38mm. Arca 178mm. Area B, plough.soil abcwe Structure 27, 
B~ Well S, l:ayt:r B (b1e founh-6fth ~ntury). 

281. Key (o, a bol>-$J)rill.3 pad.Jock. But woukl originally have 
btcn square; stc:m ends in rOllcd loop; length 230mm ('8rodribb n 
al 1972) Fig 40.181; Neal 1974, Flj: 71.3'92). Arca B, WlStratificd. 

282. ~ 1«:y hl!J!d'! wi.tb S1,1$pension l00p, R«tangulall' in 
CrQ$$-5Cttloa, end nu.:mog, Length 122mm. &ea 8, Pit 14 12)'tr 
C (early fourth «atury). ' 

303. K.niJc blade. Length 69mm. Arca 8. plooghsoiJ at,o\-c: 
Struc1ure 27. 

304. Rod wj1h expanded terminal, probably a siylu,. USJgth 
S3mm. Arca 8. Pit 1.7 (I.bird «ntury). 

305. Anglt>•brxk.t"c with sfjghEI)' npandcd rctminalj. Each 11111'1 
t 60mm. long. Arca 8 , Pit :Z:S (lar.c second-third century). 
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Fig 83. SDlllll Finds 310 and 317. Iron from Arca A. Scale t:i. 

306, Ai;mmctrb.l bncket, arms 2Smm and J07mm long tt· 
~\'Cl)', Atta 8 , drainage- gullc-y (lhitd etntUI')'}, 

Jf7, Loop, made from square-s«tion bar. Lc-nglh SS mm. Area 
B. minl8, cullcy (<bird century). 

l>l ·l"'-sbapcd loop, made from square-SCC"tion bar. Lcogth 
.CStta. Arn B, drainage gulle:y (1hird ctnlul')'). 

.»,. Sandal stud. Lcaath 12mm. Arca B., $1ructurt 11 ru~k 
,birth <tru:wy). Noe ill~tra1cd. 

lit. lrw lind1pi1t. Area A, surface of ctst, .. ~t ro:id. 

JII. Iron bbdc wil.b ang. From WdJ I, la~r 71 {mid founh 
ctn:lil)'). Not illustntcJ. 

!:_ Sw41 v.'01Jnd win ring. ln11metcr 18mm. Atta A. WclJ 1. 
• ,.. 19 Out founh tt.nruty). Not iJhmratcd. 

lU. ThcenJ or a mttal punch. LC'ngth 41mm. Art-a A, Well 2. 
'-tn 19 (btc founh «nlury). Not i.llustmed. 

~too l'UI wuh !be top mming. Lcnith 30ntm. Ar1..-a A. 
rt 3 (firs:i--carly 5CC0nd century). Noe illusu•.ucd. 

,~.!!:~11 punch or uylus ffld. length 43mm. Stnic1ure 3 
-,, keond century), Noe UJu.mated. 

lK. m•- f • Pu ~ --•1t o uon. rpo1oe unttniain. Arca A, Stto,c1ure.4 
«ntury), No, llh.as1ratcd. 

111. Sl,gtik, • • 
lfMcl. Ar A cop~IOO,powblyafurnact iopor thebaodko(a 

Cl I mod HI {third-founh ecmury). 

l'be Objects of Paste and Glass 
lll Jl~f, 
~))' finh~ bl~d or gteyi$h•whitt paste and p;ilc blue 
- <::totury), Arca E, abcl\'t Boor or SmJcturt 21 (tbil(I... 

319. Gius bc-ad. Arca E_. abo'I(': floor of SU"IJCtun: 21 (thi:rd,. 
founh century). 

320. Glass bead aod bson:r..c wire necklace. A,ea E, abo\•c Boor of 
Struccure 21 (third-fourth century). 

321. Fr~nt bf the rim o( • \'e$kl: blue-green. O\ilbetH, 
tubular rim folded outward Uld downwards. Surfa« knt<hing, 
~pccially along 1op or rim; iricksccnt. Oiamcs1er , J20mm . 
Dcfe.nees, b)'cr S (mid third ecmu:ry). 

322. Fragmcni of shallow bowl rim; blu,e-gr«n, sim.ilu to 321 
although sm:al!er;dianu-tt'1 c 160mm (Cunliffe 1971. f"ig 141,10), 
Ocfc-occs, la)-tr- S (o,td third centW)'), 

323. Fragment o( the rim and side of a cup; pale ~-bhx. 
VcrlklJ $idcd, thickcocd run. Surf-ace scmchtd. Ownct~ 
82mm. Dc(en~, Ja~r S ( mid third crntul)') • 

324. Fragment of (Up rim as 3?3, ai,d possibly fn:,m the $1mt 

,·mcl. Defences, layer S ('mid th.i.rJ t't'fltu~·). 

32S. Fragment of vessel $~e. cleat, mou_ld-~ aod deconto:l 
with 'pimple' tints. txrcooa, lll)·et 3 (la~c thmt-foc.irth century). 

.326 f~mcnt of body, de.t.r, Ribbi.ng aod dot d«oration. NOi 
defutittly Roman. Dcfc:nces, ~t J (tatc third-(outth cemury). 

327. f ragme.n,s of boc1om of a foor sided (Jt'ismatic bo!tk • 8:ise 
Oat Two c,on«nuic circles on unck.nstde. Wtr.tl dunpk on 
inside (Fme 1972, ,..-18 ?S.14: .Brodribb ,, a./ 1973, f't.g SZ.178). 
DdfflCC$, byer 3 (Jarc thiJ'd,,.(ourlh «atUrf). 

32S-329, T"'·o g~ gla~ bead'-. Obmccc-rt 4 •nd 6mm. Oc­
fwres, layct 3 (btc 1hird-fou.rth ccn1ury). 

13-0. Cylindrical g}a$S bc:lld. O..fc:nces. layer -I (mid-btcr tbi.td 

ocntucy). 

331 \telon bead brigh1 blue gbS))' fiobh; dim<-icr 17mm 
(Cu~ljffc 1911, Fig

0 

69.4-S). Dc(c:nct$, layer 3 (blc: lh.in1- (ourtb 

~e.n1ury). 



122 NEATI.CAM CHAPTERS: SMAl~L P'INDS 

332. FnajpDCnt of~ footring and loYo-cr pirt o( a bowl ~ ~p; 
l.igh1 grttt1. Foo1rtnf $Olid. Surf~ $tntCM$, air bubble$. I.OClp­
icnt uidC'SCtntt. Diameter at foo1 J5inm. Atta B, Well S, b yc:r A 
(13te (oiu.rtb-6.flh «mill)'). 

3.B. Fragmtr11 of ~'e$SCI base-, bh)C.•~n. llt.in roncu'1t: twie. 
air bubbles, wrracc scratchcf CSJ)C!clally along boct01nlc,dgf!. Dia­
mctcrof tklSC' c 30mm. Ami 8,, Pit 16, f:&)"C:t C (bte th1.rd ttntu.ry), 

334. Fragment or~ ~de· p.1k gm:,n to d~r. Deconitc:d 
with panllcl ribbiog; a.ir bu\>bk'; ( Frere. 19?2, Fig 76.S24-6). 
Am 8, Wt<II S, layt:r 8 (b1c fourth-,fifth cco1ury), 

335. Fr-lgmc.nt o( 5quatt honk side; bluc-grc:cn. Air bohbb. 
Atta B, Pit 18, layc-r A (la1c 5t0000-tbird cc.ntury), 

336. Rau:: of,'C$$tl. Clear with .1ir OObblC$, Arca 8, Well S, l:a)'C( 
8 (late fourth-filth ct:ntu_ry). 

'337. Fngments of bowl; dull t.lea_r. R.iin outsplaycd, thia sides 
thiekcnin3 al bottom into bir.c. Air bubbles, iridesttr,n. Diameter 
c 100mm. Arca .8, Pit 14, larcr H (~.tfy founb ccnrury). 

338. Mc-Jon bead, Light blue paste. Diaim1cr c 21mm. A.rca B, 
Wdl 7 (mid s,etood oenlury), 

The Area A Glass 
Mr J D Shepherd writes: 

J39, fngmcn1 of rim and part of Lhc body of a bea~r ; rim 
outbC'm and knocked olf, kf1 in rough 5u11c. GN:fflisb i lm wilh 
fine bubbles and impuritic:s:Os.ings 1957, 129_.. fonn 106<:). A:reii A, 
Wc:U 3, laytt 158 (mid third century). 

3,40, frag~t of base o( a beak«; ot:ntrc slightl)' pushed in. 
Grttnish gli.1,S with fioc bubble$ (hings 1957, 12-6, form 106). 
Area A, Pit 2, layt:r 13S (mid (ounh wuury). 

341. fnigment of rttdcd handlt: of a cytiodrii:al botdc. Dull 
grttn glass (bing:$ 1957. 157, form 127). Period Ul occup:ti,oo 
(btc- third-.fourth century). Noe illuma1ed. 

3'42-JSJ. 1\l't':h--C body fragmen1t of a,celllsb glal.$ fro.n, 1n 

indcic:rmi.na1c number of ~tt. 342,.]SZ arc: )'CIJowi:sh green, 
J S] is grttn. All a.re from thin waJl«I bcik.crs or bowls cxcq" 3.52 
wbkh is a fragment from the Jowtt pan. o( I.be body of a lhick 
w;iJ)cd bowl. The metal o( all art u l4Z-143 Area A: Period UJ 
occupation (lhird-fouith ccmury); 346-7 (Period cm oec:vpition 
- 6.nt-third cen1uty) ; 349 (S1ruc1ure 7 - s«0nd «ntu.r.y); 3S2 
(Stl'UCl.urc 3 - 6t$t «ntur.y}. Not illusl.rlted. 

354. F~ru of rUD of a bd.kcr; rim sl.ightly outbmt, dtic:k, 
cncd &nd rounded in Oamc. l~k ~nish-bluc glass (°"-ark-$• 
v.'OJth 1974, 206, u), Arca A. Period UI occu~1ion (third-fourth 
CiCl'UUry). 

lS~. Fn'1°c-m from the vertical angle of a boulc; mould-blown, 
Thick bhush-grttn gbu {lsings 19S?. 63, fol'ln SO). A~ A 
(fusi-cady SC'COnd ct.ntury), Not illustntcd. 

3S6-3S3: Tb~ ~ragmmts o( bfuisb•trttn glU$. 3S6 probibl)' 
from a ,~sel simil;u 10 ).SS. Atta A, P(riod m (third-founh 
oemury). Not ilhutrucd. 

3S9. Fragmen1 ol rim of a bowl; rim oo.tsplaycd bor®olalJy 
Up thickened :t.nd rounded in 6.unc. Dull green glass: (Olwks~ 
worth 1974, 206, 1). Arca A, Period rum OCCUIXllion (~ 
f0tirth oen1ury), 

¥>(). TW<> .fragments from .the ba" of Lhe n«k oh small bouk. 
Dull, gtttnnh-blue glau- vmh many $1:l"lin cncks. An-a A ((U$l ... 
kalnd century). Noe illusu.ned. 

361- 371. E&c .. ~n fragments of dulJ &r«nish blue glas:s, rrom an 

incktcrroiruu.c numb« o( vesstb, all chin Wlllkd, Are1 A Period 
WIii (5C«lnd-founb century) <'.XCCJ)C for Angle cx:ampl~ froni 
Di1ci, I (first cen1ury), Smx:lurc 3 (6rsr.ur-11 s«ond ct.nturyJ 
and Ditch I. ~~r 49 (Mt century), Noe illuscnttd. 

372, FnpneD1 (){ rim and part of side: of a hcmispbcrk:al oo.1. 
rim MQtkcd off and ground smooth. Wall of vessel ~pes i.nwvd 
towards rim. Millc:y, colourless glass. Ami A, Pi1 2, la)'t':r 13S(a\id 
foutch cien1ury). 

373. Ocar blui5h.-g:r«n tubu.lar bcld, Length I Imm, Arca A 
unstratincd. • 

374. Clear bluish-green tubular bead. Length l~mm. Arca A 
P.:riod III occupation (c.hird-(oonh ctntury). ' 

375. Pan of a c:br gr«n scg:rn.:ntcd glass bead. Arca A Pttiod 
UJ occupation (lhir~fou.rth ~enrury). ' 

376. Lump o( (used glass. The lump c.:ons:ists or a number of 
fngmtolS o( thick bluisb-grccn gJ~, J)O$Sibly from boulc-$ lil:c 
3S5. Surface, Wdl 4 (lat<' s«ond,..ch1rd ccn1ury). Noe illu·s1.ra1td, 

Discussion of the Giass 
Although relatively liule glass was recovered from 
Area A it is apparent from the absence in quantity of 
common firsr and second cenrury forms lrult the 
group is essentially third and founh 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 a 
good example of this type and the form is :unongSt 
the moot common late Roman types. The two round­
ed rim fragments (354 and 359) probably belong to 
the late fourth cenmry when this finishing technique 
tended 10 replace simple cut rims (339). 

That the glass in the group is solely late is 001 true 
for some fragments, apparently from mould-blown 
bonles (355 and 356) are present, but 1hey may be 
surviv_als 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 mL<ture of 
glasses~ or at feast a homogenous mixture in the 
cullc1. 

As a group therefore this assemblage represents a 
good, although small, cross-section of the vessels or 
the late third and fourth centuries with some sur.•iv• 
als from the earlie.r period. Vcsscl.s such as th<se 
from Ncarham appear on many Roman sites with 
late deposits, useful parallels being provided by 
Gadebridge Park (Charlesworth 1974) an<! 
Shakenoak (Harden 1968, 1971 , 1972 and 1973). 

The Object of Jet 

377 ~ Pi.n wi_th ftccnc:<t head, probabJ)' o( the l;1tc lbi~owtb 
C:Clltury (RCHM 19621 142). Length 64mm. Arca 6. Pil 17(1.hird 
«ntUl)'). 
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The Objects of Shale 

378. Put or• sm:..11 d«or2ttd bracdc1. Am D, Well 8 (third 
ttntury). 

379. Pan o( • pbin 1>haJc b,nl(tkt. Dt(mces. lay,:r 3 (larc 
&hi~fourtb ccn1ury). 

J.80. P:111 of a plain Wk' bncckt, ~fences, la)'" 3 (late 
lhird-(ou.rth ttmury), Noe Ulunnated. 

381. Pin or a plWI $hale br.tttlct. Ckfcn«S, b)·tt 3 (late 
1htr&..rounh «mury}. Not iUt1s1ratcd. 

332. P2n 6f 2 pl:ain sh:alie bracdct (Neal 1914, Fig 61.174). A~ 
8, Pil 16, l:iyer D (late: third cc:01ury). 

J.83, l>an of a plain sbaJe lncclc-1 (NC"aJ 19?4, Fig 61.17S:). ~ 
B., surfatt, in am o( Ditch J (? fintheCOnd ttmury). 

3$-4, Part of a shale bnc;-ck:1 wi lh Mr;tg)c ridgt moulding on chc 
i0$tde. Ama 8, Well 6, bycrt A..C (mid founb ccnlury), 

J8S. Ptrl of a pbin $bode bratdel. Art:i B, Wtll 51 la~r 8 (lare 
foun_b..{ifl.b ctntury). 

}36. Patt of a pb.io $b:dC" bracelet. A~ B, Pit 161 layer O (late 
third ttnluty). 

~7. P:in of a pJ/1,{n ihoJe br.ictlc1. Are:t A, Period Ill occuwuon 
(thitd,.(ounh ttl'HOty). 

The Objects of Clay 

388. Ponery <:oumer in grey ware, probl.lbly from the Farnham 
kilns. Tritt,mcd to~ and ~rlo~1cd. Diameter 44mm. Atta 8, 
surface, in :u·b of Structurt 13 (third-fourth ccnrury). 

389. Shaped cik, P>I lid or COWltcr. Diamt:tc-r 67mm. An.-a Q( 
Pit IS. byet O (ciad"-mid fourth century). 

39(). Shaped we, brokca along two side$. Two ,urviv:i.q: nail 
boks, lnees of cros:s-.sh:aped linger g,oo~-cs, Lc:ogth 3()7mm. 
Probably an aotctix. Arca B> Well S, b)·tr C (late (ou~fifth 
Ctl'l.lUfY), 

391. Pipe-day ·Venus' figurine . LA:gs and upJ)C':T body a\.1$.~1'1$' 
hti.g.hc 42.Smm, hCMlow (Jcokins 1958, ()()ft). Ddcoett, bycr 8 
(mid thlrd «:n1ury). 

392. Pottery counter made rrom a trimmed po1 ~ i11: g,ey 
w:i.rc, pl"OWbJ)• from the Farnham kilns. Oiamctcr 41mm. Oc­
fcn,!ti, layer S (mid 1hitd ecnn.uy). 

393. Graffito sketch of a woman on a piece. of tile: 
this ambiguous doodle appears to show both a pot 
and a woman's race outlined whilst the clay wa:s still 
wet: The head, which is missing its lower pan, is 
depicted frontally, but slightly turned down 10 the 
spectator's left. The sex of tJ,e bust is only betrayed 
by the ha.ir, which falls in waves from a central 
par\ing in a style commonly depicted on Roman 
coinage (C<?mpare Fol/U of Constantine I, for Pausta. 
Obv showing draped bust of Fausta LIMAJ< FA v. 
STA A VG C Lugdunum dated c AD 324-S in British 
Museum). The remainder of the face is ~igorously 
although crudely, moulded, although grcacer car: 
sec~s to have ~n spcm on the eyes and lashes. 
This concen~-raoon on eyes i.s typical of late Roman 
an_ (c/ ~losa1c bust dalcd to 1he foun.h ccn1ury in 
Bnta1111u, S, pls 10-4). The pot is drawn w;th a 

narrow neck and appears to represent a flagon. rr 
both the features were cxecuied by the same hand 
the doodle may be intended to represent a face 
flagon, although it is equally likely to have been the 
result of a change in mind of a dc\.'Clopmcm of the 
doodJe. Whatever the motive i_nvolvcd it remains an 
intriguing illustratioo of spOntancous free-hand «>m­
position, and a valuable insigh1 into Romano-Briijsh 
an. Sec Britannia 4, pi 358. Defences, layer 3 (later 
third-fourth century). • 

394. PoUiht;rd counter. Oiamctet l6.5m.m. Ami C, Period II 
OCC'Upation ($eCODd-third ccotury). 

395. Poubtrd coumcr.1 broken. Atta A> Structure I l (third­
fourtb CCl'll l,11')'). 

The Objects of Bone 

396, Pin with popp)' head. A~ F, SlrUC1utt 2.3 (thitd-fowth 
oentury), 

391. Pin with pointed hc-.td and transverse cut. Arca F, unstn,­
tioo:I. Noe lUu:s:tntcd. 

398. Pin with rtttangul-ar head and diamond moc.if. Am p 
unStnil.if»cd, ~ or Suucturt 2J. ' 

399. Scmi-drtular obi«'t. cut from a rib bone. and d~ltd 
with in<:tsed g«)O\'($, Arca F, below floor, S(rueturt 23 (third-­
fourth ttntury). 

400. Pin wir.h pbn<><0nvu h(:o.d. Area 0. alxwc Door, Suur,. 
!Ute 19 (tbitd (f:.I\IUry). 

401. Pin with bi-<0nvcx head. Atta D, abo,~ 6ooc orSuuetul'f 
19 (third ceotury). 

402. Pin with conical bead, Are.a 0, Well g (third Cc:nlwy). 

403, Hexagonal h2ndlt of kn.ifc (lr 1ool. At~ 0, O\'CTCtMJTl)'lRi 
between Structures 19 ll)d 20 (lhi~fourth century). 

404. Bou~ sc~pe:r? Area 0 , Well 8 (th&d ttl'ltury).. 

405. Plain, $.lmght bone pin with plil.n rou.nd end, oo bnd; 
complete~ length 71.5mm (N~I 1914, .Fig 67.30S). DdCOOCJ. 
layer S (m~ lhird century), 

-106. Plain sN:nkcd pin withou1 $'Wtllin3: t11pcrs d()WII 10 a poalt 
and has a round end; Jengl.h 90mm (Kcn)'0n 19-48, T)'J.'lC' E). 
OtftnCC'$, l.i)·cr S (mid third century), 

.J-07. Fial head, lllpcring shaft wilhou1 S\\'C'lUng. Pointed ttld, 
d«onted with band of tttllis-w-ork and horizontal gt'OO\'CS, Point 
mming. Ungt.b 72,4mm. Dtfenct$, lay« 6 (mid third cent\11)'). 

408. Plain Ulpcnng shaft, no ,welling. Pointed e.t1d, tip nu~; 
llmgth 65mm (Ken~ 1948. Type 8). Dcrc-nc:u, layer S (mid 
lhird ccn1ury). No, illusuated. 

409. Pb.in tapering W(1; no swcUing. lnrompkte. poiilttd 
bead. Length 97mm. Dtf'cnces., byer S (ntid third ceruury). 

41°="4 I l . 'fwo :&S -l09. Complete:, lengths J03.Srnm and 111mm. 
Deleo«$, hlycrs 11 and 13 (lau: 5C'OOnd-early third «n1uiy). NOii 
tllusc.r.ncd. 

4l2, Pla.in shaf1, nc> twdli.ng. Tape-n: rowards tbe poinl, Brokal, 
length 151J\m. Dcfcl\-Ce$, byc.r 3 (fa1c tbitd-(owth «n1uty). Not 
iltunnncd. 

413. Potn1ed head, slightly 1apcring $haf1. ~tcd v.ith f\11'0 

391 
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BONE OBJECTS 

rcs· pofnt missing; kngth 72,4mm (l<tn)'On 1943, 
~ t."o:lifre 1971, fig 68.16). Dcfcocts. layer<> (late 
~ mil 1bi,d centu0')-

1 with bead $lightly rounded; P(l,in1 rni$$i:ng; length 
~~,;\~~1 11>74, F;g67.Jll). Defcn<e>, b l", 9(b«-nd-

,it """ """"'~ 
C,ooiaJ bead: wiih (aoe1s; band of s~on dia.gonaJ a_nd 

~J~ al aits dcronting the end. No swtlhng, 1apcd to op. 
:: 114cntn. l)d'CDCC$, layer S (mid lhird century), 

rounded btad, No swl'lling on .shaft~ polnt. m.issing; 
~ ~ (Ke.nyon 1948, Type Cl). lx{rnces, fayer -4 {mid-­
,. mtd "'1twY~ 

il1 Burboos head .Wpcd to conical poinl. Hip-swdliAg. Com­
~. lcllg'lb us.Soun, De.ftned., b)•er 7 (mid lhird century). 

~JS. M 4161 com!=!leit, kngth 94mm, Oe(encu, layer 8 (mid 
11,td «ntuf)"~ 

~l9 u•l6 bu1e:rpandstOW1.fdt.1enninal. lncomplcte. Lt11,gth 
~ .' Ddt:~C$, b ytt 5 (mid third century). No1 ilJusuatcd. 

~1' .As 416' point tnissaog and <::cntral s"'-c:llUlj:. Length 96mm, 
~ . a,~ 7 (mid thud OC'nlury), Not illustrated. 

m As .&16, but with fl'.'tllina 1owirds head. Incomplete. 
~ 40.Smm. Oc(mcn, layt>r 4 (OUd-late lhird «mury) . Noe 
...,.,cd 

UL As.fl6.1 bul wilb hip .Swelling. lncompJe1c, lcngth 97mm, 
Am C, tJllSlnti&d, N0t dlusuatcd. 

~B. Smlll oa.il head ri$ifl.3 to poim. Ct111raJ .swdJing. Comple1.e, 
im,tb 91atm (Neal 191'1, Fis 67. 317). lxfcnecs , la)'cr l (late 
~ fourth ~l\ll)"), 

"1.4 N -423. Ctntnal $\•;c-Jling. Jncomple1e, knglh 6hnm. [)c. 
tn.'Q, t.yn J (btc third-fourth CCftl\11')'), 

~- As •Ul but with flancnc:d nail head dccont«I with zig-ug 
-. Cwral .swdliftg. Complete, kn.gth 91 .Smm, Defences, layer 
l imi llurd ccatury). 

~!6.. Fbttcord buJbou, bead, «ntral f\\'tlli.ng, Complete, ten,glh 
._ Ot(~ , byer 4 (m.id,..latc lhird CCOl'Uty). 

~?1. As -126. Complm, length 83.Smm. Ocf1:1m:$, la)'t"t 4 
~- third ctatury), 

-ul. kl000$ he3d sbaptd to a pointtd tip and .stpanucd from 
:; ~eJ ait.lar. Knob has no dc1ai.lcd ornamc.n1ation. 

0 sv.'tOi~ llkOmplctc, length 46mm (Kcn)·on 1948, t)'pc 
J Drfcnces., 11)'tt J (late third-fourth century). 

~-~ hod, slight «ntnl swelling., Compk1c, kngth 
._, Dtfclkt$, 1:t)'tt J (blc 1hird-fourth century). 

4* HeW«lMtS1, of 1hrtt trimYcrst mouldings .al 1."Vllar which 
~~tcd il:uizc; point m.in i.ng; length 26mm (NeaJ 1914, Fig 

• l). Dcftncu-, bycr 3 (l,tc: lhitd-fourth tcnlury), 

.:ia!°II( IX'edJc. Straight ~haft, arC'ulat [n t'f1)$S ~ "lion: 
~ ffld '11.' ith r« tangt1br skit;. c:omple1e; k11gth 116mm 
""' ., .. ,

1
~ 8. Type F; ftcrc 1970, fig l3.8). OcJc:nce,, l:i)'Cr 7 

UllJ <'ffltwy), 

•ll 11,q ly 
~ b.. t ori , ~bty from a n~dlc. Ltngth I l8mm. J.x. 

' ~et 9 (btc- t«or)d-.mid thitd ~ ntury), Not illunratc-d. 

~ ~~P.~~dbtig from a pm. Ltn31h 58mm. [)cfo~cs. b)'l.'"t ~ 
"141d c«i1t.u-y). Not tllu$lrattd. 

•k "S' ,.._ __ , 
~ bon.t pJat<, ends broken. Ptobably p;.rt of a 
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PJ;ncl inb)', U:o,gth 22.5'mm. Dd'cnoc.s, Jaye1 3 (la.te t,hird,.founb 
ttnfury). 

4~S. B<mc $))()On, handle broken; ltngth 63mm (Kcnyoo 1948, 
Fig 92. ~7). Dcfcnc:es, lay·c-r 11 (bte $«0nd.-arly third «nnu·y). 

436. Booe haodle, 1-ength 8$.Smm (Brodribb n 11I 1970 f""I$ 
37. I). Deren~1 la)'t'r 8 (mid third century). • 

4)7, . Bo~c obtffi, circufa:r in cross--stetioo. Hok at ooe end and 
swc:lbns m. ttntre. Deoo.r.ncd wi.Lh horuonta.J rfogs, Length 
17mm. Pos.s1bly a bone h:mdJe(Ncal 1914, Fig 67,334), Defences 
layer l (late third-fourth Cffltury). ' 

433, Decorated booc kni:fc handk:. Hexagonal in cro5s s«tioo 
with ffl'tn.l do\ttllu.ng bole. Lengthwise it is d«omcd wilb 
bands or 5ingle ~ngs and d«s; ~glh 32.5mm (Cunliffc l97S, Fig 
I I~. I I I; Brodnbb tt al 1910. Fig 37.3). Ocfeuccs., bye:r 3 (la1c 
th1rJ-.founh century). 

439. Rc«angubr strip of dccor.11tcd bone, ornamented by a row 
of doub.Jeand single:- ririg-and-<lo!. PQlttrns; length l9rnm(Cunliifc 
1968, pi 62.22S). Od'tneC$, layer 3 (bte third-fourth ttntuty). 

440. A knife handle. Dr Manin Henig writes: 

A bone knife handle, now stained black, with some 
surfaces worn through use. Dimensions: maximum 
length 59mm, width 21mm, 1hickness 10mm . 

The handle is carved in the form of a male figure 
with a bald head, prominent nose and large e,irs. He 
wears a mantle (pallium) which is rocked up jusi 
above the knees but covers 1he rest of the body a pan 
from his right hand (compare Ilea.re 1950, 176). It is 
difficult to be sure whether he is in1endcd to be 
shown seated or standing: only che right leg survives 
and this is somewhat bent as though the figure were 
sitting. The knife was a11achcd to the handle at this 
poin1 and 1he bone backing, seen from behind has 
something of the form of a chair. 

Knife handles of bone or ivory, carved in the shape 
or human or animal figures arc relatively common (eg 
Octsicas I 975 ). 

Three from South Shields (Toynbee 1962, 149 pi 
54) Avcnchcs (Doppdfeld 1967, 321 pi I 18) and 
Ca:0untum (Swoboda 1964, 97 pls 17.l and 3), show 
gladjators. A tiger on a handle from W_roxeier 
(Bushe-Fox 1914, 22 p i JO) also aucsis to an m1crcst 
in the arena. The Ncalham figure, h?"'.evcr, CQmcs 
from the world of gender, more soph1sucated enter• 
1ainment: the theatre-

A bronze figurine in the Metropolitan Muse~!'°' 
New York, shows an actor of Atcllan farces w1lh 
vcr ~imilar features to the personage on our handle 
(Bi:ber 1961, 247 Fis ~17). _Two such_ acm• •r: 
figures on a comelian mtagho from Richborof 

• 1974 74 I J,4.S22) and a cameo foun at 
\~~:fn (He~ig {9~4 96, pi 47 .741) dcpic1s a p,ofilc 
h"'ead of one. An ac:o:r is also included amon,8$1 n~ 
group of pipe-clay figurines from Colchester (fr 
bee I 964, 4 I 9 pi 96). Also a bronze figunne ,;;:~ 
V• d I nda represents a teacher wcarmg a pa 

m o a ·rh. lmost cenainly formed (Birley 1973, pi 20.24). .c<a 
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Fig 87. Small Find 440. B<>ne from Area B. Scale l:J. 

the handle of a small knife as there is a. hole irr 1he 
lead filling of the object 10 bed the tang. 

Perhaps b<cause they were regarded a, figures of 
fun, who deserved to be burlesqued, lec1ors and 
pedagogues also somewhat resemble comedy ac1ors 
in their exaggerated facial features, and of course 
they arc almos1 always sea1ed. There are some 
splendid examples in pipe-clay from Vcchten (Dop­
pelfeld 1967, 309 pi 112}. In some ways the most 
revealing comparison may be made with the: ;e1 
rcpresentadoo of a teacher found in Aquincum, for 
the cutting has the same coarse and vigorous ,exiure 
as the Neatham handle (S,Jlagyi 19S6, 70 pi 62}. The 
lauer must be dated to Lhe tctrarchic period, a date 
consistent with the late third co earJy fourth century 
date here indicated. Area B, Pit 16, layer E. 

441. Double pointed spindlt pin-beater. Polished sorface, po$$· 
ibly antler; length 101mm (Brodn'bb tt <J/ 1972, Pig 62.SSZ-!i9)). 
It Ans)o-Suon this is unliktly to d111e before the seventh 4,.-c01ury 
(Cook 197$, 233). From I.be Grubt-1t""1J11 alxwe Well S, Arc"B U. 

442. Fb1 boot plaqut with peg-bole. Prob:l~y dccol"8lti.tt. 
l...cngtb 49mm, width 9mm. Are,; B. l'it 16, bycr A (bte third 
century). 

40. RouJbly worked bone, dark brown. Cxt11gon1I in cross,. 
SCC"do(I, {Qp ootchcs cu1 socond~ri)y to bod)'· Top trimmed, oo 
swelling, Peg Or un(uu.1hcd bone pin (Cunliffe 1971, Pig 6$.28), 
:\JC°;I 8, Pit 16, b)'« I) {bte lhird century). 

◄44. Cu~ bone horn, sheet, or goo:1, made imo a tt.ndk, 
Smooth surface. hollow 10 1ip. Siogk gtOO\~ llround 1a~ cod, 
l,:ngth 76mm (Frtff and St J()SCf)h 197◄, Fig 37.120). Are:i 8, Pit 
16. la)'C':t A (l:ttC' 1bird ocmury). 

•HS. Pfo wi1h plii:n pointed end, plain shaft met no ~',1,-e:Uing. 
Poi.nt missing. l~lh 70mm. ArQ D, Pi1 9,. layer A ( latC' 
Stt'()ll(Kllrly third oen1ury), 

446. Flancocd bull»llJ ht-.ad«I pin, 1ocomp~1c, Ctatr':11 iv.-cll• 
mg. Lcngili S3mm. Arca 8, Wcll 6. la)'(r A (mid foo.nb ttntUT)'). 

447, BuJboo, head, .s.Jigbdy llanenit'CJ; poini ouuing, leagdt 
97mm (~cn)·on 19-48, 'fyptCl). Arct8,Pi1 l6,b}'n-li(la1etni.rd 
century), Not illuStnitcd. 

448. As ◄47 but booc blackened. C.Omplc1c, knglh 9Smm. Am 
B, Pit 16, b)'cr K (late thi.rd ccmury). 

449. As -M7. Poim missing. Length S 1.5mm. Atea B, Pi, J6, 
1a,~r K (lalC" third ctntury). No1 illUlllrtittd. 

4SO. As +f7. Incomplete-. Hip swelling. Length 70mm, Attt B. 
Pi1 IS, layer 8 (carlY-mid fourth ocntury). 

,151 , Pio 'Ailh plain t{ltlnded lw!ad, swclli!'1g in middJco(sbaf1; 
oomplcte; lcng1h S2nim (Frere 1970. fig 13,9; Neal 1974, Fe 
67 •. 414), Arta B, Pi1 I ◄• la)'Cr £ (early founh ttl'.'lhtry). Not 
Ulu1tra11.-d. 

452. A$ 4SJ . Poin1 broken and reworked. H.ip iwdling. l..e"'1h 
78mm. AR"-' 8, .s:urCace,, in 11Ie.a of O,·tn 2. 

4S), Simillr 10451 bu1 with $nlllUcr bead. Inoompkte. Length 
42mm. An.-11 B. Pit l-4, layer £ (early fourth century). 

45'4. Bulbou\ head shaped to a pointed conk:ll tip. lhpswdlins. 
Con1pJ,:te. Length 67mm, Atta B, Pi1 1-4. J1,1yer F (tatty footth 
ttl'Jtury), Not illu3cratcd. 

45S. Bulbous head shaped 10 pointt:d conical tfp. Hip swelling. 
C".c>mplctc, Leng1h 83mm. Arca B, Pit 16, lay<:r D (bit 1hird 
ceiuury), 

456. Alli 4S4 and 4SS. Ctnrral $\1,'(':lling. Roughly ~·orktd. Com­
pic1t. Length 881nm. From Pi1 14, bycr r (t".atly fOtlnh muury). 
Noe iUu.str.ucd. 

'451. As 454. CmmJ $Welling, Roughly 6ni.shcdt abcadcd aJoog 
(la)(' side. Complctc. length 69nun. Atta B, Pi1 16, b)'C':r E (btc 
third «ntW')'). Noe illU$tratcd. 

458. As 454. Ccnl.ral swclli11g. Rough lbncaaj sha.fl. l..cQSth 
69mm. Arca 8. Wc-U 6) b)'l."r O (mid fo1.1t1h .. 't:ntury), No1 
i1Jus1111tC'd. 

'4S9. FlattC"nl-d hCild, l"C'ntriil ~wdling. O)Q1pkte, leng1h 77mm, 
AtC".l B, Pi1 1-4, layer C k uly (ounh century). No1 tllu.sm11cd. 

460, 8vJbous he3d shaped 10 a pofn1tJ 1ip and scp.tr~led from 
~baf1 by Oangcd collar. Cc:ntraJ $Welling: head short 1111d brood, 
P?in1 l'l'li$Sing; length ~mm ( Kl!nyon 1948, Type 03). Atta B, 
Pi1 16, layer O (la1c 1hitd et:otury). 

461, As 460 bu1 w11.hou1 cen1~I $Wtlling; h~ 1hk kcr. l11001P· 
pkcc , lc-ngrb 16cnin. An!.1 U, WdJ 6, byn .l. (mMJ foo.nh« n1ury). 

441 
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fig SS. Small F,·nds ,, 1-471. ~ Bone from Area 8. Scale 1 :2. 

4U. As460but ""·ith -··--•--t h d S. • -=c, Lcnpb ,_,,,u~ ea • light hip swcU1ng. Pomt 
ctawJ~ Simm. Area 8, Well 5, lo)"t'r C (fate founh-Jifth 

~I. wk,J bead lnd . . 
Clll lflllb dawn remains of wide CQfbr. Rougbl)' wwktd 
t. bJ'CTl A-C (~~m,k. lncoc,pk-cc., lcogtb 34mm. Atta B, WclJ 

,.....,. 1Wrth QC:ntury). 

"4, As ~l bu • 
_. _ ~ rt• 1 wilh ~1er head and shank thinning below 
~ l4k8 100\lldeJ plain ht:ad? Complete, length 88mm 
Ntli 8, Pit 

1
4 Tr:c Ali Hcbdi1ch and M.cUor 1973. Fig 1 1.lS). 
' Y« 8 (early founh cc:ntury). 

~). Al46lwi • 
fllof lritli ~!coo~ h~ bul bulbou$ collar, bolb d«o­
~ ~It an horu.ontal cuts. Thttc 'herring bone' 
~lut- Poiftt':~ th,:Ddwft, whkh has ot\ly 1 $light t"COtr:-t.l 

4 6, la}w 8 (mid' tn1 • rcworkcd. Un&th 86mm, A.rei ..8, 
,out'\h c~nury). 

!,!_up, loefbc,d wi•• ·•-• • • 
., .:"I- C«npt« w vt.MJ-..u Ul<:1kd decoration. No ttntral 
Qi:d tttllir,y), c. length 91mm. Arca o. Pit )2, layer D {mid 

467. AH60 bur with lWO narrow and a third, IOWC"t one of bcuTtl 
shape. Incomplete. Len,gth 37mm. Acea B. Pit 21, layer A (m.id 
fourth ccnt·ury). 

468. Fnigmeni o( a bone l)Ctdk, bolh ends mi,ss1ng. Cin:ul.u 
shaft lbncning 1oward.s pcrfor.ufon; Jc°'t.b S6mm (Hebdi1cb and 
Mellor 1973, Fig 21.37), Aft'2 B• Pl1 16, bycr E (bte I.bird 
century). 

469. F~mcn1 of DCCdk~ Similar to 468 wilh roughly worked 
sha(1; boch cod$ miss.ins, IA:ngth 64m,ot. Arca 8, \Vcll 7, b)'<r A 
(mid sccood «ntury), 

470, Fragmen1 ci,r nc«llc. both ends mi$$ing, SU1 pcrf~.fion , 
~nk drt'ular IA en»S•~Lion. [..tngth (i6mm. Arn B, 0 11cb l. 
layer A (la1c $C(l0fld-<vl)' third «nJury), 

471. Bone ne<'dk, oompflttc with bok! at bead; kr:i,ch 3Smm 
( KCD)'Otl 1948, Fis 91.8). Ard B, Well s, l11ye.t 8 (!:ate (ounb­
ea.tly fifth ttntUO'), 
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Fig 89. Small Finds 472-484. S:One (rom Area B. Scale I :2. 

472. Counttr, 19nun di11meta, wlth roncicmric ~ on 
uppc.r awfacc. Atta 8, Ditch 2 (early-mid lhitd «mu:ry)~ 

-173. Pi.n with bulbou$ head, .iwt:lling on Jowc:t $haft. Length 
72mm. Area B, drain3gt: guUy (early t~founh ccn1ury). 

474, Pin with bu.lbou$, bot $1.igbtly Jbucncd. bead. lip missing. 
Ung(b 72mm. Arca B. Pi1 27 (third century). 

47S. Pin wrlh fbucncd h~. Tip m.isaiog, Length 89mm. i\te2 
B. Pit 21 (third century). 

476. Pin wfth wnalJ flancn«I h~, and swelling midwsy (lo,._,n 
shaft. Tip missing. l...cogth 76mm. A~a 8 1 plougb.s<>il 11b<,,1: 
Strucrutt ?i, 

477. H~d of bumi pin, originally poi:ntC'd and :surr'()Undcd by 
two groove$. Length 17mm. Arca B. Pit 26 (late second-mid lhird 
«-ntury). 

'478-483. Six fni3Xncnts from pin sbaflS. Arca B, Drain38,C g:ul.Jy 
(3: early th.itd-foo.rtb cennuy); StructUtt 27 rubble ( I: fourth 
century); Wdl 9 ( l: tbird-foun.b ccnmry); uiu.tntitied (1). Nor 
i:IJwuar«I. 

-484. N(CfJJc, tip and bead b-roken, l..cn&th 74mm. Atta B, PSt 
26 (late SttQn<J-mid third ctl'Hury). 

48S. Knife ~odlc made from a horn. ~led with tnnsvcrsc. 
grooving. Area A, Period 1111 oocupation (fi(fl-thlrd cet1,rucy). 

4$6. Frtgi:ntnl of bone dcromed with double ting-tind-dot. 
Knife handle? Arca A, Period JU occupation {third-founh cm­
H.U)'). 

487, Fta,mer:u o( • blackened booc handle, Arca A. Wc.JJ 2, 
~« 79. (btc durd century). 

488. Bone- inlay in the sM.pe of a 'banJJter n.il'. Arca A J Pit S 
(early third century). 

439. Broken pin shaft~ Area A, Wtll 3, lay.er 146 (mid third 
ctnuuy). Not illusrr:utd. 

490. Oval beaded \)Ol)c pin. Complete. Lcogth 86mm. Arca A, 
Wc:11 I, lllytr 6S (i:nld foureh century). Not ilhn:trattd. 

The Objects of Wood 

491. Fragment of a wooden lavatory seat. Broken 
along two sides, the plank measures 277mm by 
174mm and is 35mm thick. Tbe edges arc bcvdled 
on top and bonom, and the surviving section of the 
seat hole, when extended) has a diameter of c. 
190mm. These dimensions compare well with the 
surviving examp1es of stone, for example those from 
North Africa, and confirm the view thal it Corms the 
front section of a standard 'key hole' pattern lavatory 
seat - making it the first example from Britain. 

The large number of pits suggest that this belongs 10 
a simple domestic lavatory - either suppvrted on 
stone_, or more likely a cess pit with che seat sup­
ported a.t each corner by posts (as at Portchestcr). 
The thickness o( the wood is essential if it is to be 
strong enough 10 support someone whilst retaining 
the accommodating slot in the front - a functional 
necessity omitted in many reconstructions (Britannia 

1 
Fig 90. SmaJJ Finds 48S-488. Bone from Area A. Sea.le 1:2. 
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Fig 91. Small Find 491. Wood from Area B. Scale 1,4. 

7, !87-288). Atta B, Pi1 16, layer F- K (la1e third 
fflllW)'). 

~t Wedge wr,,cd piece o( W'&SIC wood. OiikJ mark acrC>SS 
.i;i lia:. ~ JUmm. Arca B, Pit 16, layers F-K (late third 
caoar,). Not al.ustrattd. 

493,. Slupcd stick, square in crosuc(tion. Lfflgth 2 I 0mm. Arca 
a., Pit 1,, la:yer F-K 0 11,e lh.ird ttnnuy) . 

* Fla1 piece af w'()o(:11 saw cuts down both sioo, one wi.tb 
lN!led~.Brokcocnd. Length 161mm. Area 8, Pit l6, layers 
F-l (btc third (eotury). 

~- Piett of wood rccta.~l,,r in Cl'OSS•$C!Ction1 expanding inio 
•"- bbdtJt ooc end. S~tuJa (?), Length 355mm. Arca B, Pi1 
16, ~ F-K (ta1c lhird ctntury), 

616.. Smill twig wilb rou.odod cl)d, Length 93mm. Area 8, Pi1 
l&_llytrJ P..K (late third ttatwy). Not flluslr.llcd. 

m. ~od piece of WOOd, r«liogular in CR)$$•SCCtion. Top 
;;:._"'8<, b,,,,ikd •• - Ca«. h!inglgable end (?), Length 

- Ana 8, Pi1 16, la>ffl F-K (late lhird century), 

:-.. ~.i,. lhapod pi«<: of w<>Od. Leng1h 13-lmm. Arn B, r;, 
~ f-..K (late third «nru,y). N01 illUMnted. 

4'J. ~r P•CCIC <>f wood pierced by iron nail near 
~ edgt. Probably half of a buckcL bouom. Di.an'it(et 

"'11111. ~ 8, Pit 16t layers F-K (l:uc third cen1ury), 

~t:' stick stall or enc. Slightly expanded •nd rounded 
~ i ,, l of sb_,Jt missing. l.cngth 279mm. Area B, Pil 16, 

II\ (bte third «'Dl\try). 

~ S~ ~ . Cutular in eN)$.Ht(tiOO, wilh bark surviving in 
u...; Al~~ on two M.dts \O product a poitu. Length 
~). ~ter S3n11u. Atta B. Pit 16, layers F-K (la1c I.bird 

l4l, lb;n. 
""'8 Pil P•ccc o( - • Rigb1 '"1gk in profile. Lenglh 86mm. 

' l6, bYtt$ P- K (l;ue third century), Not illu.st.nced, 

.503. Wooden ob;tct, J»n)lel sides trimmed imo a ~aper. T~:o 
large (-aces broken. Ungth 143mm. Atta J3., Pi1 16. b)"trt F-K 
(late third century), 

S04. Pie« of timber, rounded top with tran$,·c:ne jotnt. Ungth 
132mtn, Wood1i1r--ormed. Atc3. 8, Pit 16, 1.aycrs F-K (late third 
«.mury). No1 illusu111cd. 

~. Wooden shingle (?). Square: with susptnsioft. hole: in one 
oomer, Length 250mm, width 192mm. A~ B, Pit U, laycts. 
f-l< (t3rly fourth century). 

S06. Fbt piece of $hctci:ng, rounded c-nd. JnQJlnplctc:, Lc::nglh 
B9mm, 1i1ridth 78mm. Arca B, Pit 14, layers F-K (culy fourth 
century). Noe illm.rritcd. 

507. As 506 with rounded ends . .Ler,,gtb 28hnm> width 83mm. 
Art3 B, Pit 141 layers F-K (car1y fourlh cc:ntury). 

SOS. As S06, length J30mm, "'·idtb S7mm, tbic~4mm. Area 
B, Ph 14, byers F-K (ea.dy founh «ntury). Noe ilhtsmtcd, 

The Objects of Leather 

509. Almost comple1e righ1 s~oe,. with heel miss­
ing. Sole three layers thick . w11h iron s1uds. The 
upper is made of a single piece of le~1her seamed 
down the ins1ep. Ankle tie-straps surv1vf and f~r< 
arc indications of furLher str.ips on t!'e ronl, 0 E-J 
upper. Sole length 180mm. Area B, Pi1 16, la)<r 
(la1e third century). 

510 Shoe sole for right foo1, 1oge1~er wi~• f!'38· 
• f Sole three layers thick w1uo iron 

mcn1s o up1rr. h. b are missing. The fragments _of 
sruds, many o f ~c , . rap around> type and constSt 
the upper are .0 e . w , ether with pieces 
of the ankle piece, with an e)c, t_og 4 la E-J (loie 
of thong. Sole 218mm. Area B, P11 I • yer 
lhird century). 
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Fig 92. Small Finds 493-507. Wood from Arca B. Scale 1:4, except SOS 31 1:8. 

SI I. Fore part of a lef1 shoe, heel missing. Similar 
10 510, possibly iis pair. Ungthoffragment 162mm. 
A= B, Pi, 16, layer E-J (la,e lhird cenrury). 

512. U fl shoe, virtually complete. The. size indi• 
cates a child's shoe. Sole rhree layers thick with iron 
studs, many of which arc missing. Longitudinal 
thong runs lhrough sole. Upper made in ooc piece 
and is seamed down 1hc ios1cpas 510. Tic-stral)6 and 
eyes prcscn1. Area B, Pit 16, layer E-J (late third 
century). 

513. Lef, shoe sole with holes for me,al sruds. 
S!!ven or her pieces of leather including Lhc iUU$lr&tcd 
piece of upper (?) with eul decoration (ound wilh it. 
Arca B, Well S, layer C (late fourth- fifth cenrury). 

The Objects of Stone 
by Jane Tunby with identifications 
by Dr D Peacock 

Sl4. Pin of ~r st()nt of roci1ry qUtm. diameter 39()nun. 
Radiating grooves on grirnil11,g (upr,t'r) $1lrface. Upper Grctf!Slnd 
.series. Atta F'. adj3Ct'nt to Structure 24. 

SJS. Lower $tone o( a rotary quern, dbmc1er 400mm. Upper 
GttfflRnd seriet. A©- F, Suuiocurc 26 (u.od1ncd). 

Sl6. Sb.aped $1()ot'> 5<1wi« in cross sm..ioo. A coarse wicbtotl( 
from the Upper Gn:cnsand scrie,. Arc:-Ji O, &rca o( Suumm.· 19 
(third ct,uu11·). 

Sl1, Whe.u.1onc ~hly sh.1ped to rectangle with a ootcb wc,m 
io 04:'IC 5ide. Sutf1:L<:e$1ightJycooowc. S1one U SJ6. Atta O. WclJS 
(ddrd amury), 

509 
510 

Fig 93. Sm: 
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Fig 93. Small Finds 509--510. Leather from Arca B. Scale 1:2. 
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Fig 94. Small Finds 511- 513. Leather from Arca B. Scale 1:2. 
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S-18. &St or a m/Jnar fn Purhtck wut>lc. lnttrior -SI11oothtd. Its 
cur.-ed profile is. typical of late: fim to early keond ccnrury 

roduelf (rocn 1~ Isk- of Purbeck, which Wett widt-ly traded 
f0unruns 1968), Defences., laytr 4 (mid-late 1hlrd «:nmry). 

519. Sh11pcd stone: with rounded edge. All the original surfactS 
tiavc a $m<»1h polish, Pur~k marble. Ocfc:nOh-. layer l (blc 
third-founh cco1ury). 

S20 S1onc objcet, probably pan of a quern edge. S11ndy time­
st~ probably from a Wc:alden ck-posit. Sligh1ly bum 1. Defence$, 
layer 3 (late 1hito--founh eeniury). 

S2l. Roughly rectangular s.tonc, upper surfatc worn, probably a 
whetstone. Glauconitic sandy limestone, probably derived from 
local g:ra\·cls. Defences, la)•er 4 (roid-1:uc third century). 

516 ('-----,----"'\-' 

sn. Triangular shaped wbets1ooe, one comet broken, other• 
wise aJI surfac« smooth. Micaccou$ Grcensand probably a locally 
derived gravcl pebble. Arca B. Pit 12, layer B (mid third otntury). 

S2J. Whetstone, apJ)foximatdy $qwire. Both large ,urfaocs 
show signs or 'A'Clr, one being conca,•c. M.k:iQcou, Gttensand 
prOb.ably dctiv«I from locaJ gnYds. Area 8, Pit 12, laytt B (mid 
third ocntury). 

524, Irregular shaped whetstone with cone0;vc surf~. Cu1 
nurks visible. Grtcnsaod scrb:. Arca B, WdJ 6, layer, A..c (mid 
fourth ccn1ury). 

S2S. Slab or grey l..imcuonc, PfObabl>· from the Purbeck Jeric:s, 
Surlaocs sa-atchcd and wcJJ worn. Arca B> Well 5, la~r 8 Oate 
fourth-fif\h century). 

'-L_/' 
5 18 

~"'-'-'5 1:..;..;...4 '-'-"--'--'-'~"----"-~'-'-'-.........,,.<..<-<., WJ 
519 

517 ~ -

521 

Fig 95. Small Finds 51~521. S1one from Areas C to F Scale 1:2, except 514, 515 and 518 a1 1:4. 



136 NEATHA.M CIIAJ"TP.R S: SMALi. FINDS 
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~~ 

Fig 96. Small Finds 522-525. Stone from Areas B and C. Scale 1:2. 

S26. SnuJI f)(''A'let mo1dd1 an:u1ar in $h;ipc. Diam«et 160mm, 
Buff cokwurc.-d sil1 $!One J>()$libly dcrh-«I from an outcrop of the 
Hastings Bt-ds. Show$ Jigns o( c-x-po1.utt ro beat. Tl"ll1Ct$ of mi 
r,a.inl on 1hc Unerior of $0mc grooves .s:ugge,1 reuse, Sim.ifar 001 
!artier enmpk in 8a1h Mu.k'Um. Atta 8 , Wdl 6, layt:r A (mid 
fourth century). 

527. Fragmcm of !o\1.-rr stone o( a rotar,• quern. Upper J.urfact 
showi incikd radiating lmC$.. Grttnsand scrie$. Burm. Area 13, 
surface, i.n atCI of Struetur'e 13 (Lhird-foun..b Ccnlury). 

528, SmaJI fnisment of quern,tone. Ferruginous sanJstooc, 
probably •c:u·sh)11£

0 

derived from a local sourtt. Area 8 1 Well 6, 
lay« A (mid rounh CC!ltury), 

529. Pirt o( upper StQ,nc of a rorsry qu,ern. Grttas..1nd striC$.. 
Arca B, Well 6, layct R (mid founb century) . 

SJO. Part of lower s1QDC of 1,1 rotary qucrn. Gtttnsand smcs. 
.dm.ilar 10 52:9. A.rn 8 , Well 6, b)'et D (mid founh «tuury), 

53 1. Fr;a;gment of qucrnstonc, t)'J)Ologieally diffacn1 10 1hr 
others, being a saddle qucm with lhc uwer $Urfll(e ()Or)Ca\~, 

Otttnsud series, Arct B. Wdl 6, fa)<tt E (mid (owtb ce,uury). 

S32. Pan or the upper stone of a .roca,y qucem . OrtmsanlJ ktics. 
Aru 8. Ph 11, b)'(:r A (late- seco-nd n-ntur;). 

533. Fnlgmcnt <>f I.be- upper $tone of a rotary· quern, G~d 
st.rit'$. Bum1. Arca 8 , Well S, layer A {late (ounh-Mtb tt.ntury). 

534. Pan of the upper $tone o( a rotary qUN11. Outer rd~ 
scored wilh \--Cttical groove$. Grecruand series similar 10 S29. Am 
B, Well S, l:a)-er 8 ()au: fou.rth-fi.ftb 1."t:ntury). 

S3S. Fl\~ fNi;(Jmcnts of a large rotary quem. 0~ send, 
ArC3 A, Wc-U 2, bycr 100 (bte lhird «atury). 

529 

530 (::% 

533 ~ 

534 ~ 

Small 
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Fig 97. Small Finds 52~534. Stone from Area B. Scale 1:4. 
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I 539 

536 
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537 

Fig 98. SmaU Finds 535--539. Slone from Arca A. Scale 1:4, except 537 a1 1:2. 

S36. Part of I.be upptr $U)rtc from a rotary quern wlth $0Ckcc , 
Burnt Creem:md. Arta A, Sl.ructurt' 8 (s,ccond-third ctmury). 

Sl7, F'ngrncnt (){ wheutone i.n One gnined sand~me. Arc:i A, 
Well 2, la)'tt 79 {btc founh cttllury). 

SJ8. Part of tM upper $lone of a racary qucm. Grecnsand scritt. 
Atta A, Wdl 2, b )'Ct 79 (late fourth ccnru.,y). 

539. Small whct.stc>nc, wcU worn on narrow side. Atta A, 
Structure- 3 (tirs.t..ear!y $tCOOd century). 

The Wallplaster 

Relatively large quantities of daub and plain wau. 
plasrer came from feamres in Area B, whilst less 
came from other pans of the site. Without exception 
it was found in rubbish deposits unassociated with 
strucmres. The only painred plasrer (Fig 99) from 
the site came from the infill of Pit 21 (ntid fourth 
century). 

The Flints 
by P Clarke 

About 100 flints were rec-ovcred from various unstra• 
tiJied contexts all over rhe site. lr is clear tha1 the 
assemblage represcnrs no more than lhe accidenraJ 
accumulation of flims 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 out elsewhere, 
possibly around the known chlpping floors on Holy• 
bourae Down. 

For the most part, the films could rcprc.scnt almos:t 
any industry. Typologically darable forms occur in 
only three eases. These are a fragmcn1 of a polished 
Neolithic axe from Area E (Millen 1971), a broken 
pe1i1 tranche, derivative arrowhead also (probably) 
Neolithic, and a narrow blade with one blunted edge 
whlch is charncteristieaUy Mesolithic. All lhe Hints 
are quite unlike the Iron Age material from Kiuuner· 
idge i11 the collection of the lnsti1ute of Archaeology, 
London. 
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Fig99 Deco b : rated wallplastcr from Area B p· 21 S 1 rown1sh g,ey with red-brown edges. ' It • ea e 1:2. ColoutS 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: 
I. Data on the distribution, numbers, size, age, sex 
and bmchcring of the species present (Tables 28-
31); 
2. Information derived from the data; 
3. A discll$Sion of the impljca1ions, relating 10 the 
following hypotheses: 

a. The food bones fall into two groups, early (c 
AD 7S-2S0) and late (c AD 2S0-4-00), a change in 
the ljvestock occurring in the late third century. 
b. Sheep predominate in the early group but arc 
overtaken in the later period, when meat produc• 
tion and consumption increased . Estimated meat 
wcighrs indicace the usefulness of the pig as a 
source of food. 
c. The contents of Pies 14 and 16 were investi­
gated buc it was impossible to confirm or refute a 
theory thac cock bones in them were of sacrificial 
origin. 
d. There were local idiosyncrasies in butchering. 

l)e,ailed bone measurements arc available in the site 
archive. 

Some 2,000 pieces of well-preserved bone were 
examined, most of which were identifiable, though a 
small proportion, c 10%, consisted of rib and other 
fragments not classifiable beyond !he broad grouping 
of large or small animal. The species recognised were 
ox, sheep/goac, 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 chey can be assumed to represent one bone. 
All skull fragments were counted, including maxilla, 
premaxilla, and hyoid. The figures serve only to 
md1cate roughly the amount of skull; in 1wo cases an 
almost complete cranium is rCpre$Cnted as one frag• 
ment. 

For the rest of the skeleton, the usual practice of 
cou_nting only bones with an epiphysis does not 
cmuc]y serve in this case as, for e~mplc, most 
scapulae had no glenoid cavity and a count based on 
the available g]enoids would have produced a serious 
underestimate. Estimating pelves from acetabula 
Presen~s a similar difficulty in the presence of many 
large pieces of illium; 39 pieces of pelvis in Well 6 

were rationalised into 13 innominatcs_, though only 
ten. •~tabula were found. Though the counting 
tec:hmque bas thus perforce been modified to 
accommodate che butchering procedures, it is possi­
ble, in a oollection of this fairly manageable size, to 
pay more detailed auention 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• 
cutatioo have ~n 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 
litde bone was recovered from early features, c AD 
7S-2SO, while chc later features, c AD ZS0-400, 
produced considerable amounts. Further, ii appears 
that though in the early groups sheep predominated, 
if such a term can be used for I.he small numbers 
un-der consideration, they were greatly ournumbcred 
by canle in I.he 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 but again both 
Pits 14 and 16 contributed generously ro !he total. 

Table 31 shows che frequency of individual bones for 
each of the three main food animals. 

Ca11k. The cattle bones indicate a uniform popula­
tion of small beasts, probably generally not exceed­
ing 350kg Live weight, though weigh, 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 
born cores were of the standard shorlhorn partern, 
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 !hose given by Miller 
an.d Robertson ( 1937) for cross-bred canle. Though 
the ages in years may not precisely apply to Romano­
British animals, they serve to indica1e the relation 
between numbe<s of 'older' and 'younger'. 

There were 1wo age groups discernablc in the later 
fcacures comprising 21 beasts with complete denti­
tion and 13 aged , Zl years. Of the 21 full-mouthed, 
J 3 were young adults, u all permanent teeth were 
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Fig 100. Histograms coroJ)'1fing the early and late groups of animal bones. 

fuUy erupted bur wear on PM4 was very slight; the 
remainder contained teelh showing more wear but 
none of the t.eeth found could be considered old. A 
fur1her eight jaws were aged as follows: two c 6 
months; two c 18 months; and four which could not 
be aged more accurately lhan at least 21 years. Bones 
of new born calves were noted in Wells 5 and 6 a,,d 
were presumed to represent accidental neonatal 
deaths, the small number of bones being inadequate 
to support the proposition of burial as offerings. 

Auempts at sex de1crmination were inconclusive but 
interesting. Both metapodial indices (Howard 1963) 
were calcula1ed for all complcie metapodials. The 
minimum shaft breadth, being quicker and easier to 
measure> was used instead of the mid shaft breadth. 
For metacarpals the 1womcasuremcntsagreed bur the 
mid-shaft me13tarsal breadth was generally slightly 
greater than the minimum. Bones were alJocatcd as 
female only if the index fell clear of the steer range 
and the results see·m to show, unexpectedly, a pre­
dominately female population, the metacarpal MB 
index being anomalou~. 

Tabk 28. Metapqdial indices 

MctJcarpaJ 08/L x JOO 12 6 
Mtucarpal MBIL x I 00 I 17 
Mttatam.J 08/L x JOO 12 2 
Mcuwsal M.BIL x JOO 13 I 

lrul<x 9 
rang, 

2◄.2,28 .8 

H.7 
21.7, 23.8 
10.2-12.3 

29.2,JZ.9 
14 . .Z.-18.J 
2◄ .S-2S..4 

13.3 

Two factors may bear on these figures. The fir'1 is 
the small size of sample of complete mctapodials (i, 
3S bones out of ISO). A further 36% were complete 
except for the diSt.al end. Had these distals been 
available it is quite possible for the range of DB 
iJldiees 10 have been radicaJJy altered. 

1"hc second facmr, which may account for lhe 
femaleness of the metatarsal MB index compared to 
the me13carpal, is that the bones on the forelimb in 
the ox mature slightly ahead of those of thehlndlimb 
so that, though the epiphyses have fused ond growth 
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in length finished, the metatarsal shafts have poss­
ibly not attained their full thickness. The youth of 
tile population would fit with incomplete metatarsal 
mamciry, and there is evidence elsewhere at Neath­
am {Done, unpublished) that forelimbs did in fact 
m.arure earlier, as expected. 

Radiographs of mctapodials show, as at Staines 
{Done, unpublished}, impressive thickness of cortic­
al bone consistent with slow maruratioo, so it seems 
reasonable, taking account of dental evidence for a 
you1hful 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 
popula1ion 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 c 23 kg might be proposed. Both horned 
and hornless skull fragments were found. One of the 
bore 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 is useful to be able 10 divide the sheep into 
progrcssi,•e stages. Fig JOO 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 
10 coincide in fact with ages c 18 months, then this 
would be an autumn killing. The second peak at i, 
shown by 1be early group, would similarly be an 
autumn killing and could possibly include ewes 
found 10 be barren at the previous lambing. These 
migh1 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. 
year, the curve flattened out over the whole 'edible' 
age range. 

The absence of goat does not rule ou1 their presence, 
although environmental conditions favoured sheep. 

Pig. As with the sht-ep, the pig is represented chiefly 
by mandibles (Table 31 ) and measurable bones arc 
almost oon-exlstcn,. A complete radius and ulna 
were found in Pit 14 but no useful size comparisoiis 
can be made with modern pigs which are the produc1 
of intensive specialised breeding programmes. A live 
weight/age curve for wild/domestic crossbreds (Rei• 
land 1975) offers perhaps the best means of estimat-

ing the size, bearing in mind lhat the crossbreds 
were fed ad lib 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 oooerved age of death. 

Of the dentally adult jaws, eight had a third molar in 
~ear and in 12 others lb.is tooth was newly erupted, 
,. 3bou1 18 months (Miller and Robertwn 1937) . 
Eight other jaws ranged from 3 to 12 monihs. One 
smaU immature humerus of doubtful origin, re­
co"ered from Pit 16, might be pig and if so is foetal. 

Hurse. There were at least five horses. The large 
number of bones in Pit 12 included 16 thoracic and 
thr,cc lumbar vertebrae of a single spinal column and 
14 rib heads. These were distribuied through two 
layers. An incisor of c LO years was also re<:overed 
here. Other evidence of age consisted of a first 
phalanx in Well 7 of less than 2 and an incisor of c 13 
in Well 5. The measurements (in 1he archive) are 
comjXltible with animals of New Forest pony size. A 
metacarpal in Pit 16 and a tibia in Well 6 gave 
slightly greater withers heights. 

Do,;. Pit 16 contained the remains of at least five 
dogs. Owing to vertical movement between the 
layers., attempts ar the reconstruction of these were 
unsatisfactory. A young jaw was found in Pit 16, 
layer H., with deciduous molars in position and M 
visible in crypt. It was accompanied by an immature 
scapula and ulna, the pairs of which were in Pit 14, 
layer J, along with an immature lumbar vertebra and 
metapodials. Pit 16, layer E, contributed an imma­
ture prox.imaJ femur, thus spreading the bones of, 
what is arguably, one dog over five layers. The rest 
of the bones in Pit 16 arc adult but equally mixed. 
None examined is in any way exceptional to the 
range of Romano-British dogs described by Har­
COllrt (1974). 

Deer. Red deer was the only species positively iden­
tiJicd though ooe metatarsal fragment was consi• 
dered 10 be possibly Fallow. The posterior halves of 
rwo crania from Well S showed that antlers had been 
cut off above the burr. They were accompanied by 
two cut lengths of beam c JO 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. 

Birds. Pits 14 and 16 produced the majority of the 
bird bones but, as with the dogs, they were in some 
confusion. Jn 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 1he uppermost and the skull in 1he 
lowest. There were also three goose bones in this pit. 
Pit 16 also had the makings of a cock (layers 0-F/K), 
with JO bones, including the pelvic girdle, associated 
with a spurred rarso-mctatarsal. Here also was a pair 
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9( unspurrcd carso~mctatarsaJs and 1wo olher proxi­
mal ends, makfog at least tbrecl and possibly four, 
birds. Apart from rhe small duck clavicle from P;t 13 
and an as yet unidentifo,.-d bone from oven JO, the 
rest of the bird bones arc from domestic fowl. 

Bu1che·ring 
Fn..-sh long bone is ex1reme.ly strong and rC$ists 
breaking un1css subjected to scvc.rc sltess or to at t:1<:k 
by an implement designed for 1he purpose. The 
bones being studied were apparentJy wcU presel'ved 
so consideration was a1 first given to the propoSi1ion 
that virtually all breakages, and in particular those 
occurring along or across long bone shafts, were 1he 
result of butchering. As bone strength depends very 
much on the relation between organic and inorg.anic 
components, a limited analysis of the bone substance 
WB.$ made. The. organic content was found LO be c 
25%, as opposed 10 a fresh bone value of c 40%, S() 

Iha, although still quite high, the decrease in propor• 
tion of organic:inorganic material was probably 
enough to c.ause a decline in impact strength. It was 
therefore ooncluded that breakages oould have 
occurred either before or after the bones were dis• 
carded and so the investigation of butchering was 
confined to evidence of actuaJ interference, ie chops, 
cuts and saw marks. 

The impress-ion conveyed by these is 1hat there was 
more chopping than was strictly necessary for the 
efficient detachmem of meat. Shoulder blades, for 
example, were subjected to heavy chopping in the 
region of the glcnoid and neck and we.re often found 
with glenoid caviry and moot of the neck cut off. If 
the intention was to sever the tendons of insertion of 
the scapula muscle mass, this proecdu.rc V.'aS so.me~ 
what drastic and contrasts strongly with shoulder 
blades from the Staines excavations (Done, uopul>­
lished), where there was very linle chopping and the 
shoulder had apparendy been boned-out, leaving no 
mark or ligh1 cuts only. 

Nothing remains to show what happened to the 
proximal end of the humeros; being mootly spongy 
bone it wa$ less likely 10 survive, especially if 
involved in the desrroctfon in the region of che 
shoulder join,. 

Distal halves and 1hirds of humcrii were frequently 
found, often with chops on the shafts and, in nine 
cases, having the la1eral oondylc chopped off. This 
again looks like over-exuberance when freeing the 
muscle mass attached to the oJccranon process 
(elbow), but similar chopping was in,•estigated in 
'Belgic' bo.ncs from Puckeridge (Ashdown 1976), 
and was though, to be a good method of disarcirulat­
ing the joint and removing the shin meat. 

On the pelvis, chops were noted around and into 
aceiabula, possibly occuring during detachment of 
the hiJ1d limb. Chops on is.:hia were, as migh, be 
expected, apparently aimed at freeing the massive 
muscles attached in that region. A commonJy occur• 

ring piece or pelvis coosis1ed of the Heal shaft from 
immcdia1ely in ftont of the acc1.abulum extending 
forwards to the posterior border of the sacral anicu­
Jar area> and many chunks of sacral angle of ilium 
were also found. 

Femurs seem to have undergone considerable chop­
ping at both ends and along 1he shaft, which is 
reasonable in view of the large amount of meat 
surrounding this booe. Chops and cuts we.re al$0 
seen on proximal tibias and tibia! shafts. A, 1hc hock 
the hcaV)'•handcd approach was a.gain evident. The 
articular ridges of one tibja bad been sliced off 
presumable as a 'follow through' of a blow intended 
10 cu1 1he Achilles tendon, the joint perhaps being 
held in Oc:<ion over 1he edge of • chopping block. 

The mctapodials are of particular interest as 38% 
were damaged in the same way. The distal epiphy,;is 
[rom about the le\'el of 1he epiphyseal plate had 
gone, but the diaphyses did no, ha"c the char11cteris­
tic appearance of the immature bone which had los1 
it.s epiphysis, nor were any unfuscd cpiphyses found. 
.As there were also some ems and chops, il seems 
likely that feet were being removed, possibly 10 
supply hoof, the raw material for glue-making. Two 
observadons support this: first, one of the few firs1 
phalanges found had heavy chops on its anterior fact 
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 1he recovery rate for the first phalanx 10 
be about 25-303/o of the possible t01al had all pha· 
langes or all metapodials survived. At Neatham the 
6gurc is 9%. The dearth of fee, may, alternatively, 
suggest that cattle were slaughtered elsewhere but in 
view of the skulJ fragments> numerous mctapodials 
and S-Omc phalanges it is likely cha, the killing 100k 
place on I.be site. 

Skull fragments showed no sign of pole-a:<ing as a 
method of slaughter and indeed all sizeable pieces 
indicated otherwise. Two se1s of skull fragments 
previously e.amined from Neatham (Done, unpub• 
lished) were cons:istenl with opening the cranium to 
remove lhe brain. 

Chops noted on the ou1e.r face of mandibles would 
b.avc occurred i.o removal of the cheek, and in the 
region of the dias1ema were possibly to do ,vith 
facilitating removal of the tongue. 

There was very little evidence of butchering tcch• 
nique in the pig and none in the sheep. Being small, 
the carcases would have needed Jess preparation for 
the pot. Marks as of gnawing were seen on man)' 
bones, including some large ones, and as Granl 
(1975) points ou1, the local attendant carnivores may 
have had an effect on wha, survived of the shee!>'pig 
bones. A rabbit-catching an known to c.he writer was 
observed to consume almost totaUy a young rabbit, 
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leaving only the lci!th and scraps of jaw: plainly cve.n 
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 arc 
weU known; i1 is imp0ssiblc accurately to assess 
either li~e 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-kepi Soay ewe), the carcase weights would be 
as follows: ox, c 159 kg; sheep, c 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 littlcsign 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 late 
features, and Lhe early predominance of the sheep is 
seen to give way before the rise of Lhc 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 c AD 75 
10 250 and the second from c AD 250 10 400. 
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 pattern is based on a 
relatively small sample of bone but its authenticity 
may, ipw /aero, become more acceptable as the sheep 
have overcome built-in biases against them. 

h is 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 we.re used primarily for meat, beef consti­
tuting the major part with pork at least as important 
as mutton and probablv 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 meal requirements and 
may point to a rise in popu.Jalion 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/ 
co~. The evidence for age su-ucturc is, it must be 
emphasised, from smaU numbers relative to the lime 
co,•ered. Such as it is, it suggests that bcasLS were 

kill~ mainly as young adults, which would be 
unlikely if the purpose was milk production and 
31\ICS no ume for Lhe breeding of replacements. The 
cattle scene is incompletely represented, the record 
so far covering 'fat' canle, both heifers and steers, 
kept and killed for meat production. They may have 
b<:en bred in_ the vicinity and broughl in as required, 
abvc or possibly (in view of the small quantity of fee, 
bones) as partially d ressed carcases. Older cows of a 
br,:eding herd there must have been somewhere at 
ha.nd, and presumably in old age they died or were 
killed and probably eaten, but not, it seems, a1 
Neatham. 

The alteration in the kill-off pattern of sheep raises 
fu,ther points. In the early period there arc two 
~s, both probably corresponding 10 an autumn 
killing_. In the later period, the ma.in peak is still at 
the prune meat age; there is little difference between 
the proportions killed at ages 213 and 314. This may 
simply reflect an ovetall increase in sheep numbers -
the larger flocks of the later period allowing more of 
the younger ewes 10 be used to make up the meat 
requirement. In both groups the presence of animals 
up 10 c 8 years old suggests the maintenance of 
breeding flocks. Shocp have potential value as pro­
ducers of milk and wool but the age structure he.re 
indjcaces that neither was imponant. In fac.t , most 
aspects of the bone collection point to meat produc­
lion as the objective of livestock husbandry a, Neath• 
am, and to some expansion of this: sector of agricul• 
ture in t..he late third century. 

The lack of finesse in the butchering trade does not 
necessarily mean waste, and no doubt all available 
meat was made use of, but the chopper seems 10 h2\•c 
been used often when a sharp knife would better 
have served the purpose. The removal of ox feet and 
some horns might point to a local glue-making 
industry. The alternative, that the cattle bones de­
rive from partially dressed ca.rcases brought in as 
such, is less appealing as it would have been more 
pra.ccical in most circumstances to tTallspon beef to 
the point of slaughter on the hoof. Pieces of cut 
antler were the only other evidence of use of bone. 

The contents of Pits 14 and 16 agree with the general 
two-phase pattern in respect of food waste but 
included additional refuse such as whole dogs, whole 
chickens, an articulated ox forelimb (ie an unbutch­
crcd, inedible? forequartcr). 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 potentially smelly 
rubbish. Amongst the domestic chicken remains 
were at least two cocks, giving rise to speculation 
al>out offerings. It was impossible to either confirm 
or refute 1hls by means of the bones. 

In the absence of sieving, small mammal and bird 
bones were not found. 
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Tab/~ 29. Number, of b(lttt fragments in the mai,r fe.aturtl. T•bl' JI. 8011, fr 

Context Ox Sheep Pig Ho.-se Dog Red Doer 8ird Others 

Structure 3 9 IS 
Pi, I s 
Well 7 12 18 4 SkuD 
Pit II 14 26 2 2 M,ndible 
Pit 20 3 6 3 vwc.brae 
Pit 8 9 12 I I I Scapula 
Well 4 43 46 4 4 10 l{u,ncnis 
Ditch 2 9 30 4 2 I? R,dius 
Pit 17 6 6 Uloa Pit 3 I l roe deer ,I\Clacarpal 
Pit 4 3 2 2 2 

1.,,omin• te 
Pit 5 12 8 I fc,nur 
Well 3 56 16 3 7 Tibia Well 2 10 8 2 7 w:uer vole skull 0s Calcis Pit 12 23 18 5 38 2 Astragalus Pit 6 40 22 4 5 Mcatarsal Pit 16 158 52 35 z II I 2? 27 1 hare JAOSttceth Pit 2 I I 1st phalanx Well I 27 37 6 I I I lnd phalanx Well 6 343 98 37 ID I? 3 3 I cat 3rd phalanx Pit 14 59 8 9 n l JS 
Pit 21 8 4 I 
Well S 225 53 2S 10 3? 19 2 rabbit + = pig meiapod 

Table 30. Minimum numbers of i11divid(Ja/s repre:sent-td ;n the maifl ftaturt.t. 

Context Ox Sheep Pig Horse Dog Red deer Bird Other.; The Human B, 
and Geraldine l 

Structure 3 p 2 p The reports on th, 
Pit I p and tw0 infant buri Well 7 p 2 p p di< fiche (M 1/30, Pit II 3 7 p 
Pit 20 p p p p 
Pit 8 p 2 p p p 
WeU 4 2 7 p p p 
Ditch 2 p 3 p p 
Pit 17 p p 
Pit 3 p p 
Pit 4 p 2 p p 
Pit S p 3 p p 
WcU 3 s 3 p p 
Wen 2 3 2 p 2? p 
Pit 12 2 4 2 p p 
Pit 6 2 3 2 p 
Pit 16 10 8 6 p s p 4 p 
Pit 2 p p 
Well I 2 4 p p p p Well 6 37 18 9 2 p p p p Pit 14 s 4 2 p p p p Pit 21 2 3 p 
Well S 11 8 8 p p 2 p 

p er presence 
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AN[MAL BONES, AREAS A AND 8; HUMAN BONES 

Table 31. 8011c frcqwm,y - food a11imals. 

Total Early Groups 
Ox Sheep l'ig Ox Sbeep Pig 

Skull 167 27 17 35 )2 4 
Mandible IOS 166 58 12 61 8 
Vertebrae 117 20 5 18 I I 
Scilpula 119 16 2 13 3 I 
Humerus 37 IS 8 s 6 3 
Radius 45 49 4 6 21 0 
Ulna 15 4 12 3 3 3 
Metacarpal 84 so 9 9' 17 I 
Innominace 62 6 s 3- 4 5 
Femur 25 7 I? 4 2 I? 
Tibia 39 25 7 s- 12 2? 
Os Calcis 20 0 2 I 0 0 
Asttagalus 39 7 3 s I 0 
Metatarsal 66 99 + 9 34 + 
Loose teeth 352 194 30 38 49 4 
1st phalanx 31 5 4 8 4 0 
2nd phalanx 9 I 0 5 0 0 
3rd phalanx 2 0 0 0 0 0 

+ = pig metapodials counted under metacarpal. 

The Human Bones by Terry O'Connor 
and Geraldine Done 

The reports on the two inhurnations from Area F 
and two infant burials from Area B, arc included on 
the fiche (Ml/30, M tn9). 
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Late Groups 
Ox Sheep Pig 

132 JS 13 
93 105 so 
99 19 4 

106 13 0 
32 8 s 
39 28 4 
12 I 9 
75 33 8 
59 0 0 
21 5 0 
34 13 5 
19 0 0 
34 6 3 
57 65 + 

314 145 26 
23 I 0 
4 I 0 
2 0 0 
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Chapter 7 

Fruits and Seeds from Four Roman Wells 
(Area B) 

by Peter Murphy 

Thirteen small soil samples, 1aken by the excavators, 
were received for examination (Table 32). The 
majority of the fruits and seeds from these samples 
were reco\1ered by flotation, collcellng the flot in a 
250 micron mesh sieve; Lhe non--Aoating rtsiduc was 
washed through a 1mm mesh sieve, and the remain­
ing plant material, mainly fruitstoncs, was extracted 
from this sieved fraction. Samples from Well 6 aod 
Pit 21 produced only small charcoal fragments and 
this report is therefore concerned solely with the 
material from Pits 14 and 16. The fruits and seeds 
idemified in samples from these features arc listed in 
Table 33. 

Table 32. The Samples 

Sampk Volume Notes 

Plt 14 SSI (lay,:rs F-J) ZSOml Fruitstoncs m $ill nuitri.x. 
SS2 (laycn F-J) 700ml Fine plam dcuitu-s, with 

-Sttds and fr'uitS1oncs. 
SSl (lay<n F-)) 500ml Coane woody detritus 

with mo5$, tetd$, fruit• 
, (<JDC$. 

Pn 16 SSI (Laycn F-Jl 400ml Simihr 10 Pit l4lSS2. 
SS2 (by,,. F-J) lOOml SimiJar to Pit 14/SS2. 
SSl (lay,:r, F-)) 300ml fruitMonu. link mineral 

C'()flfCfl(. 

SS4 (lay,:rs F-J) 400ml Simi.In to Pit 14ISS2. 
SSS (lai~rt F-J) 300ml Orf-white day, """" -· 

Wdl 6 SSI (layu D) 300ml G·rt.yish brcwn ~al with 
chatcoal. 

Pi, 21 A (bye, A) 
500ml} B (bye, 8) s C (lay<r C) BJack $OU with ch.lircoal. 

D (layu D) 

Discussion 
~rom ,.heir composition these samples seem [O con­
"" largely of domestic food refuse, apparently 
dumped in 1he disused wells over a relatively short 

period, thus allowing little opportunity for seeds 
from the local rudcral flora to become incorporated 
in the deposits. The cultivated plants represented are 
plums (Pnmus domestica}, cherries (Prum,s cf at1ium), 
walnut (Jugla,u regia} and coriander (Coriandrum 
sativum); 1he fruimones ofbullace 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 
Willcox 1977) and increasingly arc being reported 
from rural sites (,g Jones 1977; Lambrick and 
Robinson 1979). lt is apparent. that the cultivation 
and consumption of such crops was widespread in 
Roman Britain. 

The cultivated Pnmus fruitstones have been de­
scribed and illustrated elsewhere (Murphy I 977). 
Although the Prunus dqmestica group includes a wide 
range of infertile forms, Lhc stont.'S of P dom.estica 
subsp ®mestica from this site appear 10 fall into three 
fairly distinct groups, which may correspond 10 
varieties. These groups are cbaracteriscd by the 
following mean fruimone 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 flattened. The smooth-surfaced 
fruit.stones of cherry are though! to be of P avium. 
Tbe walnut is represented only by a small fragment 
of the characteristic,,Uy wrinkled endocarp. It has 
been reported from Roman conte.xts at Scolc, Nor­
folk CToncs 1977), Winchester (Murphy 1977), 
Rotbcrlcy, Wiltshire (Godwin 1975) and London 
(Willcox 1977). Coriander, here represented by two 
frujts, appears to have been an imp0rtant he.rb or 
spice plant in Roman Britain; there arc records from 
Silchcster, Caerwent, Godmaocbcster (God111in 
1975}, London (Willcox 1977), Winchester (Murphy 
1977) and Farmoor, Oxfordshire (Lambrick and 
Robinson 1979). 

Remains of edible wild fruits and nuts, including 
~roe, bramble, cider, rose, hawthorn and hazel, are 
common in these samples. These may re6cc1 the 
presence of scrub vegetation or h(,,-dgerows in the 
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immediate area, bu1 the picture f.s probably djs1orted 
by seasonal gathering from the surrounding counuy• 
side. The seeds of bilberry (Vaecini'um myrti/1111)., a 
plant of hea1hland and woods on acid soiJ, may have 
come from a more distanc source. The Neal.ham si(e 
is on a grovel terrace_, ovcrlyin,g and surrounded by 
the Lower Chalk. The nearest extensive area of 
healh existing nowadays is in Woolmer Forest, 
several miles awny. Townsend (1883, 207) rc<-,,rds 
bilberry in Woolmcr Forest, and it seems probable 
that the seeds from these samples came from tilat 
area. 

The remaining seeds represent a restricted range of 
wetland and grassland plants and rudcrals. The 
single sc;;d of Typha (reedmace) probably indicatcs 
some reed-swamp in the vicinity though seeds of this 
plant arc widely dispersed by the wind. The mnun. 
culi {both tentatively iden,ified) and the S<:ed.s of 
rushes (Juncus spp) n:Oect the presence of damp 
hnbita1s. Pnm,lla fJulgaris (self-heal) is a grassland 
species. The ruderals - poppy, docks, nettles 
orache:, goosefoot and nippJewort - arc all commo~ 
in disturbed habitats. 

1'able JJ. Frnits and secds/ro,n Pbs /4 and 16. Notarfont cg / Z 1(2), mdicaus that /rurtsiones of tlus sf>tt-JU wtrt 
extracted from only ltalfthe sample; ic /2/ frui/Slones WL"1'etx.tracttd, arrd ,I is es1ima1td 1J1at about Z40 Wi'Tt prtJenr 
tJVera/1. 

Sample number 

Ranwrculus et repens L 
Ra11uncul,1.,f cf /i,iguo L 
Rommc"lus sp 
Popav,r rhoeos _L 
Crut·ifcrae indet 
Viola sp 
Ctra,rlum cf arvense L 
Cltem,podimn sp 
Atriplex po1Ula/hanaca 
Potemilla sp 
M a/11, sylves1ris Miller 
Pyrus/Malu, sp 
Rubm fmtic:osus agg 
PnmiJS spinosa L 
Prnmu domestic.a L subsp insititia 
Pnmus domestica L subsp domesu'co 
Pnml4s cf avium L 
PrumJs sp 
Rosa sp 
Crataegus motrogyna Jacq 
Cor,'a,rdrunt sativmn L 
Umbellifcrae indet 
Rumex sp 
Polygo11um aviculare agg 
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Chapter 8 

General Discussion 

The excavations have examined about 0.37 heclares 
which represents about 2.6% of the estimated area of 
,he site. Wben considering this discussion this 
lim.iwtion must be borne in mind. However, it is 
worth pointing om that this represents ~ relatively 
large sample in comparison wi1h other Romano­
British 'urban' sites. 

II is often held that a Romano-British settlement 
requires certa.in clcmcn1s in order to be called a t<)wn 
(Wacber 1975; Millen 1976 for an alternative view). 
It is my aim 10 compare the Neatham ev'idenc.c with 
these requirements of public buildings, 1own plan• 
ning, defences, and administratjve functions. 

The Roads and Street system 
There is no evidence for a street grid, indeed the 
evidence for roads as a whole is rather poor. The 
Silcbestcr-Chicbester road was examined in four 
places, but only in Area C was it found to have a 
made surface. This is 001 unexpec,ed as the site lies 
on gravd 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 ,he line of the road was 
examined in Areas B, A and E but in each Area only 
,be natural gravel, patched with large films, was 
reached. On this evidence it seems clear that our 
definition of wha1 constitute roads on the si1e has 
been ma narrow and we ought to consider any area 
devoid of occupation within the site a.~ a possible 
access way or road. In contrast to the Silches1er­
Cbichesier road both the line and surface of the 
eas1- wes1 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 prohably involved a widen­
mg of the road. The general line of this road is 
shown on Fig l on the basis of evidence at Bentley 
(SU 770433) and Holybourne (SU 730405) lOgcther 
with the s1re1cbes of Alton High Street and a road in 
Four Marks (SU 674353 to 657336) which appear to 
be on the line. The ultimate destination of the road 
re.mains uncenain but it is presumed to run from 
Winchesier towards London (for recent Work sec 
Simons 1981) . 

Positive evidence for a road or U3Ck was also found 
in Area E, irench A, where a gravel surface bounded 

by a ditch on its downhill side appears 10 have been a 
road, which when projected joins the present Bin­
sted road. This would appear to have been the site's 
connection to the Roman potteries in the Alice Holt 
Forest (Fig I). Neither this road, nor that found 
leading off from the eastern side of the Silchester­
Chichestcr road in Arca B (Pig 21), provide any 
evidence or a rectangular street grid. lo contrast, 
tha, running 10 the north of Structure 27 (Fig J 02) 
and probably servicing it, formed a right-angk with 
the main road. On balance, however, the road 
system does not seem to have been orthogonally 
planned; an organic network similar co that ~n in 
other small 1owns is most likely (eg Mackreth 1979; 
Booth 1980). This provides an important distinction 
from the plans of the civitas capitals. 

The Strucrures and Site Layout 
The majority of the evidence for structures within 
the site is of late third or fourth century da,e, 
probably because ephemeral struc1Ures of earlier 
dale have not survived the later more intensive 
occupation. This earlier occupation is however 
aues1ed by the structures on Area A together with 
rubbish pits on Area Band the burials from Area P. 
An examination of 1hese structures in relation ,o the 
site's 1opography provides important information 
about the organisation of the settleroen<. Out of 1he 
24 buildings so far examined only 1wo (StruclUrcs 22 
and 27) were s1one-buil1. Both of these were of the 
third- fourth century. The other 22 s,rucrures were 
all of timber, varying in form > with the use of p0s1 
holes, sill beams, beam sloes, post bases, and other 
more enigmatic blocks which presumably supported 
wooden walls or frames. The third-cemury buildings 
showed certain common fearures in thcir location . 
First, moot of them formed a ribbon development, 
within 30m of the two principal roads. Mos1 of these 
were also built end-on ,o these roads. The cxcep1ioos 
were the buildings close 10 the river which may have 
been orientated towards this, especially as it seems to 
have been navigable (Millett 1979a). 

Jn Areas A, Band D there was a ditch oflirsl cenrury 
dale (Ditches I and 3) running parallel to, and abou, 
20m wes1 of, the Silchester-Chichcster road. In Area 
B Lhis ditch was replaced by Di,cb 2, infilled in tbc 
la« second-early third century, which was again 
parallel with the road but some 40m west of it. The 
laner seems to have acted as the boundary of the 
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se1tlcmem 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 
Arca A, facing onto the easr-west road, and in Area 
B, facing onto the west side of the Silchester­
Chicbestcr rood. In Area B (Fig 102) the cluster of 
ccss pits close to Ditch 2 at the back of the properties 
were regularly spaced at c 25m centres. If each of 
these c.an be related to one or two properties, we 
have evidence for regular property division. Within 
these properties the srrucrures seem 10 have been 
regularly speced, facing end-on 10 1he suee, , with 
yard areas becwecn and behind them. Similar Orga­
nisation is seen in Area A, although the structures 

were more close.ly spaced. In both Areas some of the 
yards between the buildings con1ained a well, which 
,can be interpreted as the private water supply for 
!hat property. Evidence for this organised layou, is 
:also available from Areas D and perhaps E, whilst to 
~he east of the Silchestcr-Chichester Road in Area B 
Ilhe only pit group located was in a position consis­
tent with the same interpre1a1ion. 

These regularities suggest organisation (Fig 102), 
bu1 whether this was imposed or co--operative il is 
impossible lO decide. This type of organisation is 
comparable in importance with the orthogonal plan­
ning seen at larger towns both here and in other pans 
of the Empire. 
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Site Size and Population 
If OCl'upatioo was continuous in ribbon develop­
ment along the roods, as the excavations and 
6eldwork suggest_, the area occupied would It.ave 
been around 14 hectares (35 acres). An absoluce 
minimum estimate on the basis or aJI the areas so far 
examined would be 8h:t. 

A common feature of all the areas so far cxamiocd 
was gra\•clled or cobbk-d yard.s, whith opened o ut 
onto the roads, between buildings. In these w,ere 
generally IO<..-alcd lhc wcUs, whilst O\'Cns and p its 
were also found in them. These yards were probalbly 
the places where the industrial and tommercial 
3ctivities of 1he setllcment took place, much as they 
did in Medieval towns. 

The que,;tion of p0pulation size, although impor• 
lam, is difficult to answer. Assuming the area of the 
scuJcmcnt to have been 14 hectares we can calcul:ate 
the probable Popu.1-ation, whilst a minimum can be 
calculared from the m.inimuro are.a of8 hectares. The 
area excavated has produced 24 structures of which 
21 date 10 the third and founh centuries. IC one 
asswne$ a constant density of occupation, and a low 
average of five people per s-trucmre, lbe foUowing is 
possib)e: 

0.37 ha excavated = 21 x S people ~ I0S people 
8 ha population = .t.., x 21 x 5 people = 2270 
people 
14 ha population = , !-h x 21 x 5 people = 3972 
people. 

Thus rhe total population was probably betwc;:n 
2,270 and 3,972 people. This is not a large popula­
tion by modern standards, buc it should be not,ed 
th:tt few medieval towns c:x<:ceded a population of 
1,000 (Plan 1976, IS). It seems likely that Roman 
Brilain was more like Medieval EngJand than mod­
em Britain, especially in its economic basis, so this 
population represents a comparatively large conce.o­
Lration. 

Tbe Economic Basis 
Such a population raises the question of the way in 
which these people were supported. The first prob­
lem in in\'estigaliog th.is is the definition of the are;a 
on which Lhe settlement relied, as it seems probable 
that such a population was not wholly engaged in 
agriculture. The approach used here ls based on 
Hodder's work, which foUow,; that of geographers in 
using Theissen polygons to define service areas. ln 
his most recent ar.ticle on lhe application or this 
method 10 Romano-British towns (Hodder J 975), 
several hypotheses were examined but none was 
found totally satisfactory in explaining the distribu­
tion of towns. One limitation of his methods is th.at 
only .the larger towns, the waJled towns and dvi1as 
capitals, were considered. Tb.is approach has been 
questioned elsewhere (Millc11 fonhcoming a). One 

poim or interest Lhat arises from HOOdcr's work 
( 1975) is chat Neatham lies near che point where the 
three poJygQns of \'(/inchcstcr, Silche$tcr and 
Chichcs1er mee1. This is the Point where Hodder 
( 1975, 69) suggcscs that lesser cow?si tikc Ncatham, 
we.re most likely to grow up, as 11 1s where urban 
services were mos-t in demand. This is itself a 
pOSSible ..:ause for the deve1opmcm of Nca1ham. 

A more rcalL~tic approach to defining the area served 
by the centre is to treat all the centres in the region as 
equal, whethc.r walJcd or un~Jled, with or withou1 
adminis1rJtivc srarus. Weighung can then be gh•en 
simply on the basis of their si1..c_, which may be a 
function of the economic imporrnoce of the site. This 
assumes the following: 

a) that the area of a centre is related to the size of 
tha1 centre; 
b) chat the area of that centre is related to its 
C(:0nomic importance; 
c) that adjacent centres arc in compctiton; 
d) that a centre's sphere of economic influence is 
nol strongly rel:ued 10 its administralive posilioo 
(see Millett forthcoming a). 

It is then p<>ssiblc co draw a hypothetical boundary 
between adjace.nt centres using Reilly's break,ing­
poim formula (Hodder and Orton 1976, 188) which 
st.-cms to have some validity for archaeological data. 
The areas of all Roman nucleated settlements adja­
cent to Neatham were there.fore calculated frorn .the 
la1est published plans or excavator's est.iin.ate, and 
this information used to draw a predicted ser\'ice 
area around Nearham (Fig l03) which encloses about 
5-00km2

• The polygon so defined represents an un­
testabJe hypothesis, but it may give a general im­
pression of the area served by the senlemcnt. The 
only evidence against which the polygon can be 
compared is that of adjacent ponery distributions: 
Rowlands Castle ware ( Hodder 1974b); Silchester 
ware (Charles 1980); and Farnham ware (Lyne and 
Jcffcrie,; 1979, Fig 46). These are summarised in Fig 
103. 

These distributions neither confirm nor deny the 
txtem of t.hc suggested service area, but the area so 
defined can be used as the basis for an hypothesis 
concerning the economic basis of the scttfemtot. 

The economy of the seule,:nent C'1Jl notionally be 
divided imo two pans: first, the economy of the area 
around the settlement, and secondly the economy of 
rhe suggested Neatha,m service area itself. 

Fig 104 gjvcs a good indication of 1he extent to 
which the area around rhe site was exploited ln the 
Roman period, although Mr Lyne's current work in 
<he Binsted area has alrClldy radically expanded our 
knowledge of the density of senlement. The eco­
nomy would_, on this evidence, seem to consist of two 
eJcments. First..ly, rhere arc some villas or probable 
villas on the ricb soils which surround the sire. The 
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additions). 

majority of these arc known only from surface 
indications, or from unsatisfactory excavations of dte 
IJist 200 year.;, so little can be said of their chronolo­
gical developmcn1, although all kn.own surface in­
dications suggest occupation in the fourth cenrury. 
In addition to these villas, recent work has also 
located numerous smalJ farmsteads. However, the 

numbers of known villas themselves are an indica~ 
t.ioa of the imponance of agrkuJtui::e to the area's 
economy. The locations of these villJis shows lilllc 
apparent relationship to the postulated service area 
of the town, although lh.ey are strongly rela1ed to the 
solid geology (Fig 3), with a marked preference for 
the Upper Greensand and Chalk. There does howev-
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er seem to be spatial ocganisation in the distribulion 
of the villas in re·lation to Ncatham. The numbers of 
known villa sites around Nealh3m were ploned i.n 
concemric rings and the densiry in each band calcu• 
latcd. This shows that there was a concentration or 
sites around the town, but that the density of sites 
falls of)' markedly with distance from !he town. This 
fall-off in density has been compared with tha1 aw"y 
from other ,owns in Roman Brit.ain (Hodder and 
Millen 1980) showing thai Nea!bam was less inftuco• 
tial in attracting villas than other towns of higher 
adminiscnati\'e status. 

There is one group of three sites very close to the 
Neatham (Fig 104). Similar groups have been no1ed 
elsewhere (eg Circnccster; sec also Todd 1970, 124-
8). These si1cs may have been fanns bu1 i1 is equally 
probable that they were the houses of the wealthier 
inhabitants who preferred to live outside Lhc centre, 
whJch may have been rather squalid. Beyond these 

three sites !here is a blank in the dis1tiburion which 
is not explicable in terms of land quality. The 
explanation docs not seem to be a bias io fieldwork, 
and ii thus seems that the land was either being 
worked by people living in these three si1cs close 10 
the town (compare Hodder and Orton 1976, Fig 
4.22d) or alternatively by the people of 1he town 
(Wacher 1974). The lauer type of c-conomy is known 
in Italy during the Empire, and is perhaps suggested 
by the evidence of querns and a smaU reaping hook 
from the site. The economy of rhe villas remains 
unexplored although !be bones from Neatham 
(above, 141) suggest a shift away from sheep towards 
cattle was taking place during the Romon period. 
The only way for these factors 10 be propc.rly 
explo['(.."d is through excavation on the viUa sites. 

The other main economic activity within the post• 
ulated sen•icc area was that of pottery production. 
There was a la.rgc number of kilns in the Farnham 
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ar"" and in !he Alice Holt Forest, where the Gault 
clay outcrop widens due to slight upwarpiog in the 
Wcalden An1ictine ( f ig 3; Millctl 1979a; Lyne and 
Jefferies 1979). These kilns can be shown 10 have 
been in production throughout the Roman period, 
and arc probably a development from an Iron Age 
craft industry. The main development of the indus-
1ry came in the third century when the pottery began 
to capture a large market throughom southeastern 
England. This development coincides with Neath­
am's expansion. Although i1 is impossible to define 
the relationship between the town and the industry, it 
is probable that some of the pottery was marketed 
through Neatham. The distribution evidence sug­
gests that much of the pottery was sent down tile 
River Wey towards London, wi1h 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 tbe 
economic developmeni of Neatham. 

The economic acch•i1ies within the seulcment itself 
arc more difficult to examine as many urban fun c• 
tions arc difficult t.o document archaeologjcally. All 
the areas so far examined have produced some 
ec.-onomic evidence which this section can do no 
more than summarise. All areas have produced 
evidence of metal working, with the freque.ot occ:urr• 
ence of smaU quantities of iron slag, probably the 
result of small scale smithing, smelting and forging. 
There is no evidence to determine whether this 
activiry exploired the Marcasite (Iron Pyrites) which 
occurs locally in the Chalk, although the difficulty in 
working this ore makes it unlikely. Copper and 
bronze working is also attested particularly around 
Structures 23 and 24 on Area F, with further , more 
scanty C\,jdence from Areas A and B. The available 
dating suggests that these activities continued 
throughout the period of occupation. There is 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 Arca A, although there is no 
evidence from other Areas> excep1 for a waster from 
Well 5 which may not bave been manufactured on 
the site as it was perfectly serviceable. The small 
finds also suggest industrial or craft activity. There 
a_re particular conccntratiQns 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 10ge1ber 
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 loc;il 
agriculture which is also indicated by sever-"1 other 
objects: the reaping hook (Fig 75.165) from Area F, 
and the spindle pin beater from Well S (Fig 88.441) 
wnich is suggestive of weaving. This agriculrural 

connection is also suggested by the presence or 
numerous que.ms, which were presumably pan of 
the equipment of every household. The scale of this 
activity is nol induslrial 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 
is indicated by the occasional gouge (tg Fig 77. 198) 
and a punch (313). There was a major concentration 
of woodworking objects around Structure 19, Area 
D (Fig 76.171-174), which suggests that it may have 
been a carpente.r's workshop. This catalogue of 6nds 
does suggest some speciaHsalion of function, 
although this is difficult to test objectively both 
because of the ,m of the available sample, and the 
nature of the evideoce. 

Marketing and exchange are also difficuJt to demon• 
strate archaeologically although there arc rwo pieces 
of steelyard (Fig 73.1 JO and 75.161) from Areas A 
and B, which suggest commercial activity> and a 
number of styli, perhaps associated with the scribal 
functions concerned wilh trade, come from alJ parts 
or the site. 

Despite its scanty nature, the evidence does demon .. 
Strate the variety of economic activity associated with 
urban life. ln the absence of evidence to the con­
trary, it therefore seems that Neath.am fulfilled a role 
as a centre of tertiary industry and redisrribution and 
thus quatifies as a town in a geographical, if not a 
classical, sense (compare Wacher 1975) . Indeed such 
is the narure of the scnJcment evidence that we 
should perhaps call it a 'Native Town' (Mille11 
1976): an economic entity rather than an administra­
tive device. 

Defences and Administrative Status 
Despite the apparent predominance of economic 
factors in Lhc development of the site, there is some 
evidence for its administrative functions. The 
archaeological evidence for these is constimtcd by 
the defended enclosure e.xcavated in Area C (Fig 
IOI). This consisted of a pair of parallel ditches, 
crossed by a causeway carrying the Silchcster -
Chichester road. Fieldwork since the excavation has 
defined the exte,u of the enclosure to be about 2.Sha 
within the banks, not 3.2ha as previously stated 
(Graham and Millett J 980). As the nonb-sou1h road 
ran through the enclosure it cannot ha\1e been a fon. 
This is confirmed by the late second-urly third 
century dat.e of the primary ditch silt. The dme given 
by Hobley (1983, 79) is erroneous and has no basis in 
the published sources. There are two possibilities for 
the function of these defences: 

a) a posti.ng station (either a mutatio or a mansio 
of the c,usus public,,s); 
b) a town defence. 

The former explanation is more probable if the 
argument for the site being Vindomi' is accepted 
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(below). The only eomparable sites in 1he arc• 
were !ping (10 the south on the same road) where an 
enclosure about I I0m by IOOm is known (Margary 
1973, 78). This also sat astride the road bu1 is not 
dated, and wa.s about haJf (he size of Neatham 
( I. I ha). Other eomparablc sites are Alfoldean and 
Hardham on Stane Street. At Hardham (Winbolt 
1927) the enclosure was similar in size to !ping 
(about 100m by JOOm) and was again astride the 
road. Alfoldean was similarly located (Winbolt 1928; 
1924) and ahhough larger ( l2Sm by 12Sm) was still 
only two-thirds the size of the Neatham enclosure. 
Both these sires we.re da[ed, on 1hc evidence of rather 
dubious excavations, to the first ceo1ury AD. As 
such they diffc.r from Neatham although their dating 
requires rcacxamination, especially as lhe Hardhan1 
plans indicate 1hac the enclosure bank covered buriaJ 
4, making h later than the excavator sugges1ed. The 
smaller size of all three when eompared with Neath­
am perhaps suggests that they were mucationes whils.t 
Ncatham was a numsio. It is likely that t.he sites wer~ 
all road posts wnich were defended for the same 
reasons, if al different times. Another simi.lar group 
of sites lies along Watling St.reet (Webster 1971) . 
These were of similar size but of early fourth century 
date (Webster 1975, no1e 3) and appear in the 
Antoninc Itinerary as is Neatham (below). 

The second possibility, lhat we are dealing wilh a 
town defence, poses problems. There are a number 
of parallels amongst British urban defences for the 
date of construction, which i.s often related to a 
particular historical event (Wacher 1975). The prob­
lem with this interpretation is that imperial consent 
was probably required for the consiruction of de­
fences even if lhey were not in.itiated Crom lhe 
centre. This implies that the town in question had an 
administrati\'C importance, as the coou-ols were cxer .. 
ciscd to prevent the threat of individual cities gaining 
too much power. ThconJy evidence for such status is 
in Neat.ham'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 •s 3 
posting Stal.ion. lo this context it is imp<,rtant to note 
thal the defences did no, define the limi,s of the 
scnlemenc in the late second century. The nature of 
the interior of the encJos·ure is not clear, as only a 
single are,i (Area D) within the defences has been 
exc3vatcd, but il is likely th.at there were substantial 
buildings within lhe enclosure associated with the 
mansio. This is supponed by the presence of tesscrae 
and hypocaust tiles from the 611 of the defensive 
ditches. 

Wilson (1975 pi 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 Arca F and 
proved lO be pc)St~medieval. However, another bank 
which has not been excavated is now covered by the 
By-pass (Fig 101). This, perhaps significantly, had 
an incurned entrance in iu; south side just off the 
presumed line of 1he Silchestcr--Chichester road. le 

may be this feature which was cut by the comractors• 
roadside ditch (feature t, M2122). If of Roman date, 
as suggested by the intumcd entrance, il might 
represent a later defended enclosure, and may poss. 
ibly be a fourth century town defence. This sugges­
tion rc0l.3ins to be 1es1ed by excavation. 

Given the circumstantial evidence suggestive of the 
site's adminisuative importance, we must consider 
its s1atus. Johnson ( I 975) has recently considered 1he 
stams of sites which nmk below the level of cfoitas 
capital. At Neatham, we have no direct evidence 
from inscriptions to contribute, and the concJus'ions 
are therefore only inferential. 

leer XV of the Antonine Itinerary reads (Rivet 1970, 
60; a.ISO Rivet and Smith 1979, 178): 

!rem a Ca/1,va /sea Dumnonionmt m.p. CXXXVI 
(tic): 

Vi'tui(Jmi 
Ve,ua Btlgarum 
Brig, 
Sorbioduni 
Vindocladia 
Durnonwaria 
MuruJwu, 
I sea Dumnt.mWfUm 

m.p. XV 
m.p. XXJ 
m.p. XI 
m.p. VIU 
m.p. X II (read XXll) 
m.p. Vlp (read XVIII) 
m.p. XXXVI 
m.p. XV 

AU the places on the route arc known with the 
exception of Muriduno and Vindomi (Rive, and Smith 
1979, J78). For the 1,mer there arc two possible 
locations, one to Lhe nonh-wcst and the other 10 the 
south-east of the Silchester-Winchester road. Rivet 
( l970, 61) concluded that Neatbam could be perhaps 
identified as Vi11domi. Rive, and Smith (1979, 179) 
eonclude that, in 1he absence of a road from Neath­
am 10 Winchester, the best location for Vindomi is at 
North Waltham. With the existence of a Roman road 
from \Vinchcstcr to Neatham now proven, the t:o­
ordinates almost exactly fil the position of Neatham. 
This seems to make the identification of Neatham as 
Vindomi extremely probable, although a similar 
small lOwn site recently excavated at East Anlon. 
near Andover, perhaps represents an alternative 
location (W Startin, pers comm). 

This identification has implications concenting (he 
sratus of the site. (1 would like to thank Mr M W C 
Hassan for discussing the poinis in this paragraph.) 
As the Antoninc Itinerary is almost certainly con· 
nec1ed with the Cur,us P11b/icus, Neatham was prob­
ably cither a mansio or a mlllati.o, and the size of the 
defences suggest the former (above). Tlus fonc• 
tion ma)' represent the catalyst for the development 
of lhc site in this position. The site's possible 
administrative role is more difficuh 10 assess. The 
two p6ssibiJitics arc Lha1 h had no status in the 
administration of 1he area, or that it was a vkus 
(Johnson 1975) . As a vic11s i, would have been 1he 
srnaU"·st self.governing unit within a tivilas. Johnson 
has argued lhat in the later Roman Empire the term 
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vic,,s was used for any unwaUcd scnlemcnt, a.nd 
,a.1trum for an)' dcfc.ndcd ones, although lhe impl.ica• 
tions of this djs1inction are not clear. Thus Neatham 
may have been a fl~us in administrative terms 
although referTcd to as a ,as1rnm. 

Jn the context of 1he site~s administrative status the 
presence of a late Roman belt buckle (Fig 73.88) may 
be significant. It may ha\'e been either a mHitary or a 
(i\ril service U, .... gnia. If the former it might be taken 
to suggest 1bat the site was important enough to 
demand defence; if l.he latter, the pre-$Cnce of ci\,jJ 
servants might be taken as an indication of status. 
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 
beyond the evidence. 

The role and situarion or the town in Roman Britain 
has been touched upon above, but certain points 
ha\'C yer to be considered. Firstly, the site lay 
between four major cenrres (Fig I}: Winchester 
(Vmta Belgarwn); Chichester (NO'IJiomagu, Reg,,en­
tium), Silchester (Cal/,.,,, Atrebatum) and London 
(Londi11iw11} in what can be considered a boundary 
area in both administrative and tribal terms. It was 
\'Cry dose to lhe assumed border of the A trebates 
with the Regni and not far from that with the Civitas 
Belgorum. There is no cenaimy abo01 cithe.r the 
ruuure or posirion of these boundaries although, for 
locational reasons, ii could be argued that Ncatham 
lay within 1he Ctt'licas Regnensium, as it was oriented 
<owards the Weald (Fig 3}. It could equally be 
argued that its proximity to Silches1er would bring it 
with.in the Civitas Atrebatum. Dr Hodder has pointed 
our (1975} that small towns were often located at or 
neat the boundaries of the service areas of lhe a'vi1as 
capitals (Fig 103) as that is the position where there 
was greatest demand for services. Neat.ham con• 
forms 10 this model, but lies within lhe predicted 
scrvice area of Silchesrcr and should therefore 
perhaps be seen as a VJ·au of the Civitas A1rebo111m. 

Cultural Affinities 
In many ways the most interesting aspects of the 
site's material culture are those whi<:h relate to its 
brooder culrural affinities. We are fortunate in hav• 
ing evidence for several aspects of this problem. 
First, building styles and decoration can be consi­
dered, as 1hey arc an enduring indicator of the c,hoices 
made by lhe inhabitants. Roman building methods, 
usmg stone waJJs1 mosaics and hypOCaustS, were 
avaiJable in the area (eg Neatham Manor, Binsted 
Wyck and Sarley Pound villas) but only cwo of the 
~wt.nty•four strucrurcs on the site were of stone, and 
1t seems unlikely that the areas e~amined on the site 
a_re atypical. It is possible that only the poorer people 
bved within the 1owo~ but even if true, the predomi• 
nancc of timber buildings requires explanation in an 
area of abundant building sione. The buildings 
should probably be see.n as pru-t of a long tradition of 

building in limber which is seen in the local Iron Age 
and Medieval structures. f1mber docs not necessari­
ly indicate pove.ny in architectural tradition as ti.in­
ber buildings can be of equal quality to tho.se of 
s1one. Indeed the weallh of Lhc sculement is prob­
ably no1 lhc explanation, as the many good quality 
small 6nds- are inconsisteni with matcriaJ poverty. 
The limber building tradition is therefore seen as an 
indicator or the indigenous culture of this area in 
Roman 8rilain: a resuJt of a pusitive choice, not 
neces:sity. 

The artistic material from the site is small in quanti• 
,y! and not particularly distinguished in quality, 
with the ~iception of the bone knife handle, which is 
a ponable object and thus of limited interpretative 
value. The most intcresllng object is undoubtedly 
the draw'iog on a tile (Fig 85.393) which seems 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 sires (Millett 1977). This comparison shows 
that Ncatham 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 I.be pipe-clay Vcnu, figurine (Fig 85.391) is 
of a class of obje<.1 which can be shown ro have 
indigenous, rather than Rom.an connections (Green 
1976, 20-1). There is however some evidence for 
Celtic rCligion on the she as there is evidence for 
water having had a religious signilicance (Ross 1974, 
46-59). The evidence comes from s,veral of the deep 
pits and the wcUs (Wells 5, 6 and 8; PilS 14 and 16}. 
AU these produced a selection of apparently perfect, 
complete polS. These include ,he four Rhenish 
beakers (two with mo11os) and a large concentration 
of type 79 jars which were uncommon elsewhere on 
the site. lo addition, the two of rhese features 
completely cleared (Pits 14 and 16) also each pro­
duced a cockerel skele1on and a variety of other 
bones including dogs and ox skulls. Ta~en as a 
whole, this evidence suggests votive dcposns, both 
when the wells were first dug, and also when they 
had gone foul and had to be infill ed. This i! again. an 
aspect of the indigenous culture of the sue which 
owes liule or nothing to Roman influence. 

Another category of e\l'idencc is tha1 of literacy, 
which should surely be seen as an imp0nan1 aspect 
of Romanisation. h is demonstrated by the presence 
of the pair of mono beakers,. rwo gr~t~, and a 
number of s1y/i from across the sue. ln addiuon there 
is a small bone 's' (Fig 86.434) from Area B. These 
dcmo.nstrate that at least a minority of the population 
were lituate, indicariog some depth of Rolf!anisa• 
tion. lt is., however, obvious from lh~ other cv1den~e 
that the t..-uJture of the site "'as a fus1on of lhc Celuc 
a.nd the classical, largely dominated by the former. 



160 NEATIIAM CflAl'l"ER i : DISCUSSION 

The End of the Site 
The final point for discussion is the problem o>f 
(.-Onlinuity into the m.iddle ages. The evjdencc for the 
latest period of occupation is scam, and CQnsis1s ofa 
handful of sherds of poucry which appear 10 date 10 
the period after the end of centralised potter produc­
rion (above:) 81). Most of this ma1erial came from one 
of the two Grvbe,1Muser on Area B. The larger group 
(from the Grvbet1haus above Well 6) can really only 
be dated 10 the early Anglo-Saxon period in the 
broadest rcrms. Other evidence is provided by the 
place-name. Smith (1956) suggeSls the fo llowing 
meaning for the name Ncatham: 

Nia, n1eaning 'cattle' in old English; 
l:4m meaning 'village, village communiLy, rnanor 
or Homestead' in Old English. 

Brought together ,his suggests that Ncatham was a 

catllc market in lhe Anglo,,Saxon period, c:spe.ciaHy 
as Ncatham is mcnrioned as one of the four markets 
of Hampsltire at Domesday (Munby 1982), and was 
,he ccmre of a large Royal Hundred (Himon 1981). 
It sl-el'l"is most likcJy Lhat this was a bureaucratic 
remnant of rhe Roman situation, as there is Htde or 
no archaeological evidence for continuity. The ccn­
tte of the site seems to have been almost cOJnplercly 
abando11ed1 and only the surrounding \'illas. such as 
Binstcd \X1yck> Holyboumc, and ~eatham Manor, 
remained as nodes for later Med1evaJ seulement. 
This suggests that Lhe breakdown of the economy at 
the end of the Roman pc.riod led 10 • reversion 10 
simple, scJf~su.fficient agricultural communities 
around Lhe former villas. A final point of imereSl is 
lhat Holybournc Church is located aear a p.robable 
Roman cemetery and above a spring (see RO$s 1974, 
for the discussion of Lhe rcligfou.s importance of 
water sources). 
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Chapter 9 

Microfiche 

Two mkrofiche a.re included at the back o( lhis volume. The firsr, Microfiche 1, inc.ludcs written reports· the 
second t Microfiche 2, plans and section drawings. Detailed contents arc provided below, and on frame; 1- 2 
or each fiche. 

C1»1ten1S of Microfith, I 

ArtoA 
Archaeomagnetic Measurements of OvCJ1 I, by A J Clark 
Note on 1he Archacomagnetic dating, by M Millen 
The Charcoal from Area A, by Miss PA Rhodes 
Area A Samian, by J=n• Bird with B R Hartley 
Area A Coins, by R A Merson 
(including 1he Hoard) 

Area 8 
Flagon from Burial 6, by Mark Corney 
The Huow, Bones, by Terry O'Connor 
Area B Samian, by J=n• Bird with BR Hartley and Brenda Dickinson 
Area B Coins (Trenches I-IV), by R A Merson 
Area B Coins (Trench V), by S J Keay 

Ar,a C 
Area C Samian, by Joanna Bird 
Area C Coins, by R A Merson 

Areg D 
Area O Samian, by Joanna Bird 
Arca O Coins, by R A Merson 

Ar,a Fi 
Area E Coins, by R A Merson 

Area F 
The Human Bones, by Geraldine Done 
Arca F Coins, by RA Merson 

Figure A 
Figure B 
Figure C 
Figure D 
Figuro £ 
Figuro F 
Figure G 
Figure H 
l' igure I 
Figure J 
Figure K 
Figure L 

Area A: 
Area A: 
Area A: 
Arca A: 
Area A: 
Arca A: 
Area A: 
Arca A: 
Arca A: 
Area B: 
Area ll: 
Arca B: 

Conte111J of Microfiche 2 

Plan and Section orGullcy I 
Soctions of Structures 2,3,4.5 and 11 
Plan and Section of Pit I 
Section of Well 3 
Section of Well I 
1>1an and Section of Pit 4 
Plan and Section of Pit 2 
Plan and Section of Pit 3 
Sections of Trial Trenches Ill and N (Pii 5 and Wcll 4) 
Sections of Well 7, Gulley 2 and Ditch 2 
Sections of Pits 6, 9 and 11 
Section of Pit 12 

Reference Numbers 
Ml/3 
Ml/3 
Ml/4 
Ml/4 
Ml/8 

M.1/21 

Ml/29 
Ml/30 
Ml/31 
M.1138 
Ml/54 

Ml/55 
Ml/60 

Ml/69 
Ml/70 

Mlll4 

Ml/79 
Mln 9 

Rcfcrcoce Numbers 
M1/3 
MZ/4 
M215 
M2/6 
M2/7 
M2/8 
M2/ll 

MZ/10 
M2/11 
M2/12 
M2/13 
M2/14 
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Figure M 
Figure N 
Figure 0 
Figure P 

Figure Q 

Figure R 
Figure S 
Figure T 
Figure U 
Figure V 

Area B: 
Arca B: 
Are. B: 
Area B: 
Arca D: 
Arca E: 
Area F: 
Area F: 
Arca. F: 
Arca F: 
Arca F: 
Area A: 
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S<:c1ions of Pits 13 and IS 
Sections showing the relationship between Pits 17. 18, 19, 20and 21 
Scc,ion for Well 6 
Trench V: Section aero$$ Structure 27 
Seclions across Structures: 19 and 201 Oven J 7 and Well 8 
SecLion across the road co AJjcc Holt, Trench A 
Section beside Structure 22 
Sections AB and CD across Strucrurc 23 
S<:c,ions AB and CD aaro,ss S1ruc1urc 24 
Sec-lions of Featutts l and 2 in northern road ditch 
Section of Feamre 3 in norlhcrn road dhch 
Pot from Burial 6 

M2/IS 
M2/16 
MZ/17 

M2/18 

M21l9 
MZ/20 
M2/21 
M2/22 
M2/23 
M2124 

Ashdown, 
Askew, G 

Babclon, I 
Beare, W 
Bieber, M 
Birley, R • 

Boon, G C 
--- 1 

I 

I 
Boo1h, P } 
Bouchc.r, S 

8rcws1er, ~ 

Bushc-fox. 

Callender, 1 

Chapman, l 

' Chorles, D 
I 

CharlcsworL 
t 

Childcrhous 
l 

CIL Corpus 
Cla.rk, A J 

( 
Clarke, A I! 
Clarke, G I' 
---19 
Cook, A 197 

N 
Crummy, P 

A 
Cunliffe, B \ 

19' 
--- 19: 
---19: 
---19; 
Detsicas, A 1 
0.pcyrot, G 

3/ 
Done, G unp 
Doppelfeld. ( 
Doran J E a11 
Down. A 197 
Do,.,,, A o nd 
Duncan-Jones 
Dunning, G C 

Rit 



.11211s 
M21I6 
Ml/17 

A\2118 

A\2119 
M212o 
,\12121 
M2122 
i\12123 
A\2124 
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