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A C K N O W L E D G E M ENTS 

In 1985 the Rocester Project was established to undertake excavations, post-excavation work, 
publication of the results and display to the general public. Since the proposed work was to take place 
in consecrated ground, a Faculty was sought and readily granted by the Diocese of Lichfield for the 
three years 1985-1987. The then Vicar of Rocester, the Reverend Anthony Fothergill, and the 
churchwardens generously promoted the petition with the Diocese and supported the excavations 
throughout, accepting the unsightly disturbance of the parish burial-ground with equanimity. 

The principal financial sponsor of the Rocester Project was JCB Excavators Ltd, whose main 
factory faces the village from across the west side of the River Churnet. The extremely generous level 
of support was due to the personal interest and involvement of the Managing Director of JCB, Mr. 
(later Sir) Anthony Bamford. Without this backing the project could not have taken place. In addition 
to funds for the excavation, JCB also paid for the purchase and conversion of the disused Primitive 
Methodist chapel in Rocester (Ferris 1989c) as an excavation base and display centre. The company 
also gave considerable help in kind, including free use of their most famous product and of highly-
skilled operators. The debt of the Rocester Project to JCB was recognised by the University of 
Birmingham with the award to Anthony Bamford in 1987 of the honorary degree of Master of 
Engineering. The authors wish to record their gratitude to JCB, and in particular to Sir Anthony for 
his personal encouragement and commitment. The other principal sponsor of the project, both 
excavation and post-excavation, was the Historic Buildings and Monuments Commission for England 
(English Heritage), and we place on record our thanks to English Heritage and to the successive 
Inspectors of Ancient Monuments for the area, Dr. Graham Fairclough and Dr. Anthony Streeten. In 
addition, the Ancient Monuments Laboratory has been most helpful both in arranging the post-
excavation analysis of certain groups of material and in commenting on the work of the specialists. 
Further financial support for the excavation was forthcoming from various arms of local government. 
Staffordshire County Council made available its Manpower Services Commission-sponsored 
Archaeological Roving Team and offered valuable help, both financial and in kind. In particular 
we would like to thank the County Council for providing a grant for the illustration of the decorated 
samian. Throughout the devising and execution of the project the input of the Archaeology Section of 
the County Planning Department proved invaluable, particularly that of Ken Sheridan and Bob 
Meeson. East Staffordshire District Council offered financial support. Rocester Parish Council gave 
help in kind through the good offices of Councillor Philip Atkin (later Council Chairman) and the late 
Councillor Tony Hirst, who was a driving force behind the Parish Council support and an enthusiastic 
volunteer on site. A financial subvention from the Fieldwork Fund of the University of Birmingham 
was made available for the first season. 

In 1985 work on site was directed by Malcolm Cooper and Simon Esmonde Cleary and in 1986 and 
1987 the main task of directing the work fell on Iain Ferris, with Simon Esmonde Cleary only being 
present continuously over the period of the Training Excavation. The main workforce for the 
excavations was provided by the MSC-funded Archaeological Roving Teams of B U F A U and 
Staffordshire County Council, under the supervision respectively of Jon Sterenberg (BUFAU) and 
Jim Symonds, Ruth Waller and Sarah Shaw (SCC). The site was also used for the Training Excavation 
of the Department of Ancient History and Archaeology of the University of Birmingham under the 
tutelage of Dr. Esmonde Cleary, with Andy Briggs, Simon Dane, John Darlington, Nick Shepherd 
and John Salvatore Pamment acting as supervisors. The students were accommodated at Uttoxeter 
Race Course (Manager, Mr. David MacAllister), with excellent catering by Sue Brooker-Carey and 
John Barnett. 

The post-excavation work was principally carried out by Iain Ferris, who analysed the site records 
to build up the 'Level III ' archive and the draft 'Level I V report; he also managed the post-excavation 
programme, liaised with the specialists and edited all the specialist reports. Simon Esmonde Cleary 
was responsible for re-working the 'Level I V text in agreement with Iain Ferris into its present form; 
he also wrote the Discussion section. Iain Ferris was resposible for revising sections of the draft report 
after editorial comments had been received. The computing work for the pottery report was 
undertaken by Karen Walford, and computer charts and graphs were subsequently prepared by Sally 
Biswell. Illustrations were the work principally of Trevor Pearson and Sonia Hodges, with Mark 
Breedon, Nigel Dodds, Caroline Gait, Liz Hooper, Matthew Lilley, Chris Smith, and Tim Watkin. 
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Mark Breedon and Nigel Dodds mounted all figures. Photographic prints were prepared by Graham 
Norrie of the Department of Ancient History and Archaeology, University of Birmingham, and those 
of the intagli by R. Wilkins of the Institute of Archaeology, Oxford. The text was prepared by Ann 
Humphries, who is particularly thanked for her seemingly limitless patience and her skill in producing 
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Throughout , the project was co-ordinated by the successive Managers of BUFAU, Andrew 
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1 

INTRODUCTION 

SUMMARY 

Archaeological excavations at the so-called New Cemetery site, Rocester, Staffordshire, took place 
between 1985 and 1987. The work involved the area excavation of c. 750 sq. metres of the site, adjacent 
to trial trenches excavated by Dr Graham Webster in the 1960s. 

The archaeological sequence encountered was relatively complex, though the site stratigraphy was 
not deep, and consisted of seven phases of activity, beginning with Roman military activity of the first 
century. Remains of three successive Roman forts were examined, the last and best understood being 
occupied from the Antonine period (c. A.D. 140-160) up to c. A.D. 200. The excavations uncovered the 
remains of an almost complete timber barrack building of this third fort, and good associated 
assemblages of artefacts and environmental material. 

After the abandonment of the fort a civilian centre grew up here, the excavated features suggesting 
that it was, in the third and fourth centuries, a 'small town'. 

Evidence for post-Roman activity was rather patchy. A late Saxon presence in the area was attested 
by excavated features and a small number of diagnostic artefacts, but this presence is difficult to 
interpret. Grain processing was conducted on the site in the twelfth or thirteenth century, while in the 
sixteenth century a smithy was operating nearby. 

This report details the results of the post-excavation analysis of the data recovered from the site. In 
the first section, a summary description of the stratigraphic sequence is presented, along with a digest 
of the artefactual dating evidence for each phase of activity and an interpretation of that activity. Full 
reports on each category of recovered artefact then follow in section two, along with reports on the 
environmental evidence. In the third and final section, a discussion attempts to place the site in its 
wider context. The discussion,because of a period bias in the nature of the excavated evidence, 
concentrates on the Roman military activity at Rocester. 

THE NEW CEMETERY EXCAVATIONS 1985 1987: BACKGROUND 

The village of Rocester (centred on National Grid Reference SK 11053937) is situated in east 
Staffordshire, four miles from the town of Uttoxeter (Figure 1). The series of Roman, medieval and 
post-medieval settlements at Rocester lie on a raised promontory of ground on the western bank of the 
River Dove, here forming the boundary between Staffordshire and Derbyshire, with Rocester on the 
Staffordshire side. Rising in the Staffordshire Moorlands to the north-east, the Dove at Rocester flows 
north to south, before turning east near Uttoxeter to flow into the Trent just downstream of Burton-
upon-Trent. On the west side of Rocester lies the River Churnet, coming in from the north-west to join 
the Dove 1.6km. (1 mile) south of the village. In this central part of its course, the Dove lies in a broad 
valley, clearly defined to the east by the hills of south-western Derbyshire and to the north by high 
ground leading up to the Weaver Hills, the final gasp of the Peak District, and thus of the entire 
Pennine chain. 

The village of Rocester has attracted antiquarian interest as a source of Roman coins and pottery 
since at least the eighteenth century, and it is sporadically referred to in the antiquarian literature on 
Uttoxeter and eastern Staffordshire (Redfern 1886; Barns 1914). 

More recently, Dr. Graham Webster, then of the Department for Extra-Mural Studies of the 
University of Birmingham, noted that Rocester had a -cester name, suggesting Anglo-Saxon recognition 
of a former Roman defended site, and that it lay where the Roman road between the known military 
sites of the Derby area and the Stoke-on-Trent area crossed the Dove. Combined with the antiquarian 
notices of Roman material from the site, these clues suggested the location of a hitherto-unrecognised 
Roman military site. He visited Rocester and noted, in addition to the earthworks of the medieval abbey 
and of the post-medieval formal garden in Abbey Field, a bank defining the northern and western sides 
of the newly-designated 'New Cemetery'. He was of the opinion that this formed the north-western 
corner of a Roman fort, and obtained permission for limited trial-trenching in 1961 (for the location of 
these trenches in relation to the 1985-87 excavations see Figure 3). From this he was able to propose that 
there were two successive Roman forts with a later Roman defended civil settlement above them, as well 
as early-medieval activity, including a series of hearths (Webster 1962). 

Staffordshire County Studies 

Sample



2 EXCAVATIONS AT THE NEW CEMETERY, ROCESTER 

In 1964 further trenching was undertaken by Fiona Chapman-Purchase to the south-west of the 
presumed area of the fort. In 1968 she conducted a small excavation in the garden of the Old Vicarage, 
immediately to the south of the New Cemetery (Bell 1986). The 1964 excavations demonstrated that 
there was Roman-period occupation outside the fort site. The 1968 excavation only encountered 
medieval and post-medieval deposits. 

Apart from Abbey Field, a Scheduled Ancient Monument containing the remains of the medieval 
Augustinian abbey (County Monument Number, Staffordshire No. 66), the New Cemetery was in 
1985 the only substantial area of open ground remaining in the centre of Rocester village. Since 
Webster's excavations of 1961, the eastern third of the New Cemetery had been used for burial, and it 
was then planned to extend grave-digging into the western part of the cemetery which up to now had 
remained undisturbed and under grass. Attention was once again focused on the archaeology of 
Rocester, and aware of the encroaching threat to what was now recognised as a finite and important 
resource, the Archaeology Section of the Planning and Economic Development Department of 
Staffordshire County Council contacted the Birmingham University Field Archaeology Unit 
(BUFAU) with a view to excavating part at least of the remaining area in advance of its 
destruction. These excavations took place over three seasons between 1985 and 1987. 

In 1986, during the course of the main New Cemetery excavations, the opportunity was also taken to 
dig a trial-trench in the grounds of the nearby Dove First School in advance of development. This 
located the eastern side of the Roman fort and of the Phase 3 clay bank (cf. p. 24) (Ferris and Esmonde 
Cleary forthcoming). In 1987 a survey in advance of building in Mill Field, immediately to the east of 
the Dove and north of the present road east out of Rocester, revealed evidence of further Roman 
activity and medieval and post-medieval features, including banks connected with river management 
(Ferris and Esmonde Cleary forthcoming). In 1989 evaluation in Orton's Pasture, on the western bank 
of the Dove south of the road east, revealed that a depth of Roman deposits survived under the western 
part of the field (Ferris 1989b). Further small-scale work was carried out inside the area defined by the 
Phase 3 clay bank, at Abbey Farm in 1989 (Ferris 1989a). It is intended that these other excavations 
will be reported on in a future volume of these transactions. 

PROJECT AIMS, EXCAVATION AND RECORDING METHODS, POST-EXCAVATION 
AND PUBLICATION 

The aim of the project was to excavate and study a sufficiently large sample of the remaining 
archaeology in the New Cemetery before its destruction, in order to build up a credible archaeological 
database for the village, given the fact that previous archaeological work here had been small-scale and 
therefore difficult to interpret. This would also provide a fuller context of the results of all the 
archaeological work carried out in the village, whether past, present, or future. 

Webster's 1961 excavations suggested that any surviving archaeology here would mainly be of the 
Roman period, but that there was the possibility also of encountering medieval and later deposits. 

Prior to excavation a contour survey and a geophysical survey were undertaken in the western two-
thirds of the New Cemetery. The first, 1985, excavation season lasted for 13 weeks and was in the 
nature of an evaluation (for location of the excavated areas see Figure 3). An area 25m. north-south by 
10m. east-west (Area I) was opened in the eastern part of the available area. This was designed, for the 
Roman period, to run from the rear part of the northern rampart or bank, across the intervallum area 
with any rampart-back structures or road, and on into the interior of the fort. It was also intended to 
locate and characterise any prehistoric, medieval, or post-medieval deposits. In the event there proved 
to be not inconsiderable medieval and post-medieval features, and the 1985 season was essentially 
spent in elucidating them. As a condition of the Faculty the trench had to be backfilled at the end of 
each excavation season. In 1986 the same area was re-opened and extended southwards by 9.0m. (Area 
II). In this 24-week season the southern two-thirds of this extended area were excavated down to 
'natural ' . In 1987 the northern third of Area I, which because of the depth of its stratigraphy required 
further work, was again re-opened. In this 21-week season two further trenches were also opened. To 
the south of, but not quite continuous with, Area II was excavated Area III, an irregularly-shaped 
trench c. 10m. by 12m., designed to try to find the southern end of the Roman barrack-block excavated 
in the previous season. To the west of Area I was Area IV, 14m. by 14m., designed to identify any 
further structures, principally of the Roman period, to the west of the barrack-block. Area III was 
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EXCAVATIONS AT THE NEW CEMETERY, ROCESTER 39 

THE PREHISTORIC POTTERY 

by Ann Woodward 

A small, but significant, quantity of prehistoric pottery was recovered as residual items within 
features of Roman or medieval date. The identifiable sherds were of Late Neolithic and Late Iron Age 
type. 

1. One thin wall sherd in a brown sandy fabric with sparse medium to large angular flint 
inclusions, weight 4g. Probably Late Neolithic, Peterborough Ware. [1164, Phase 2A]. 

2. One shell-tempered wall sherd, weight 5g. Possibly Iron Age. [1075, Phase 2A]. 

3. Five rim sherds and 20 wall fragments from a jar with slightly everted and expanded flattened 
rim, the exterior finished with burnished bands: horizontal below the rim and vertical on the 
body. Angular limestone tempering of moderate density. (Figure 18). Total weight 273g. Late 
Iron Age. 
These fragments, from a single vessel, were found dispersed among three contexts: 1595 (Phase 
4, pit backfill), 1430 (Phase 4, surface) and 1478 (Phase 4, oven backfill), all of medieval date. 
These contexts were some distance apart, and it seems likely that a prehistoric deposit 
containing a complete, or near-complete, vessel had been disturbed and scattered during the 
medieval period. 

Neolithic pottery is not well represented in Staffordshire, but a plain rim fragment, probably from a 
Peterborough Ware bowl, is known from Wetton Mill Rock Shelter (Kelly 1976). This find comes from 
the Peak, but lowland finds of Peterborough Ware have become increasingly common in recent years 
both in Shropshire (Woodward in Hughes 1995) and in northern Warwickshire (Woodward in Hughes 
and Crawford 1995). Whilst most of the Beaker and Early Bronze Age finds in the county come from 
barrows or caves around the Manifold Valley, a complete Beaker of SI type was recovered at Rocester 
during road construction in 1939 and a bronze flat axe was found beneath Arkwright's cotton mill in 
1792 (Gunstone 1964, 32). By the Early Bronze Age, the deposition of pottery, Collared Urns and 
Food Vessels, had spread to the gravel floor of the Trent Valley (see distribution map in Hughes 1995, 
16). 

The Iron Age in Staffordshire is best represented by a series of hillforts and the important deposit 
within Thor 's Cave, Wetton (Thomas and Gunstone 1963), but the largest assemblage of Iron Age 
pottery was excavated at Fisherwick (Banks and Morris, in Smith 1979,45-57). This comprised simple 
plain jars, scored ware and briquetage, mainly in sandy fabrics and dating from the 5th to 2nd centuries 
BC (MIA). The limestone-tempered, burnished jar found at Rocester cannot be matched at 
Fisherwick, but would fit quite well with the assemblages of Late Iron Age pottery known from such 
sites as Gamston, Notts. (Knight 1992), Maxey, Cambs. (Simpson 1981) or Enderby, Leics. (Elsdon in 
Clay 1992). 

Fig. 18 Prehistoric pottery 
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40 EXCAVATIONS AT THE NEW CEMETERY, ROCESTER 

ROMAN COARSE POTTERY 

by R. S. Leary 

Some 23,598 sherds of Romano-British pottery from at least 660 vessels were recovered from the 
excavation and c. 50% of these came from stratified Romano-British contexts. The pottery was 
catalogued by context, recording fabrics and forms present, and quantified by sherd count and vessel 
equivalent using rim percentage values respectively (Orton 1989, 94-6). The full archive comprises 
fabric descriptions; form type series with verbal descriptions and illustrations; pottery recording sheets; 
list of abbreviations used in the archive; quantification of fabric and forms for all groups of contexts 
and phases, using sherd count and rim percentage values/estimated vessel equivalents, and lists of 
sherds with particular characteristics - burnt, distorted, sooted, perforated and with post-firing graffiti. 
The pottery recording sheets form the primary catalogue of the collection and the data on them have 
been entered on a Sanyo microcomputer at University of Birmingham, using dBase 2. 

The fabrics present are described below and sherds from key contexts, or representative of the forms 
present or of significant variations within a class of form, are illustrated in Figures 19-26. The later 
contexts contained much residual pottery, and to avoid excessive repetition reference is made to other 
illustrated sherds identical in form where possible. Illustrated vessels are not described separately in a 
catalogue here but their fabrics are listed at the end of this report and they are discussed in the text. 
Reference is made to published corpora where possible. Gillam's typologies for coarse wares and Black 
Burnished wares are used extensively (1970 and 1976) with the full knowledge that the dating in the 
latter publication particularly has been challenged (Farrar 1981, 419-27). The broad typological 
development was felt to be useful although more precise dating of contexts may be gained from a study 
of the samian and mortaria. 

Fabrics 

A sample of sherds (c. 1000) was examined under a x30 microscope and classified on the basis of 
colour, hardness, feel, fracture and the type, quantity, sorting, shape and size of the inclusions (Young 
1980; Peacock 1977). The remainder were classified by reference to type sherds and examination by eye 
or hand lens except in doubtful cases. A selection of sherds was submitted for petrological analysis (p. 
60-61). 

Colour: narrative descriptions only. Inclusions: 
Hardness: after Peacock 1977. Type: 

soft - can be scratched by finger nail Frequency: 
hard - can be scratched with penknife 
blade 
very hard - cannot be scratched by 
penknife blade 

Feel: Tactile qualities Sorting: 
smooth - no irregularities felt 
rough - irregularities felt Shape: 
sandy - grains can be felt across the 
surface 
leathery - smoothed surface like po
lished leather 
soapy - smooth feel like soap 

Fracture: visual texture of fresh break, after Orton Size: 
1980 
smooth - flat or slightly curved with no 
visible irregularities 
irregular - medium, fairly widely spaced 
irregularities 
laminar - 'stepped' appearance 
hackly - large and generally angular 
irregularities 

after Peacock 1977 
indicated on four-point scale - abundant, 
moderate, sparse and rare where abun
dant indicates the break is packed with 
an inclusion and rare indicates the break 
has only one or two of an inclusion, 
indicates homogeneity of size of inclu
sion. 
after Orton 1980 
angular - convex shape, sharp corners 
subangular - convex shape, rounded 
corners 
rounded - convex shape, no corners 
platey - flat 
fine - 0.1-0.25mm, medium - 0.25-
0.5mm, coarse - 0.5-lmm, very coarse -
1mm or greater. 
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EXCAVATIONS AT THE NEW CEMETERY, ROCESTER 41 

GRA1 Grey, hard with smooth feel. Smooth 
fracture. 
Moderate, fine, well-sorted, subangular OAA2 
quartz and sparse, medium- sized, rounded 
grey/brown oxides. Often micaceous. 

GRA2 Grey, hard with smooth feel. Smooth 
fracture. 
Moderate, fine, well-sorted, subangular OAA3 
quartz and moderate, fine- medium-sized, 
ill-sorted subangular black iron oxides. 
Often micaceous. OAB1 

GRA3 Grey, soft with sandy feel. Smooth fracture. 
Moderate, very fine, well-sorted, angular 
quartz; sparse-moderate, medium-sized, 
well-sorted, subangular quartz; sparse-mod
erate, medium-sized, rounded, well-sorted, OAB2 
grey inclusions ?grog; sparse-moderate, 
medium-sized, well-sorted, rounded, brown 
oxides. 

GRA4 Pale grey with off-white paste, hard with OAB3 
smooth feel. Smooth fracture. 
Moderate, very fine, well-sorted quartz and 
sparse, fine, rounded, black oxides. Very 
similar to a fabric from the Derby Race
course kilns (samples in Derby Museum). OBA1 

GRB1 Grey, sometimes with dirty buff core. Hard 
with slightly sandy feel. Irregular fracture. 
Moderate, medium-sized, well-sorted, sub-
angular quartz; rare, medium-sized, well-
sorted, subangular, black oxides. Sometimes OBA2 
slightly micaceous. 

GRB2 Grey/greyish brown. Hard with smooth feel 
and finely irregular fracture. 
Moderate, medium-sized, well-sorted, sub-
angular, clear quartz; sparse, medium-sized/ OBA3 
coarse, ill-sorted, rounded, buff/orange 
grog; rare, medium-sized, well-sorted, sub-
angular, opaque, white quartz. 

GRB3 Grey with orange core. Soft, slightly gritty OBB1 
feel and irregular fracture. 
Moderate, medium-sized, well-sorted, sub-
angular quartz; moderate, medium-sized, 
well-sorted, laminar vesicles (but only 
visible in fracture); rare, medium-sized, OBC1 
angular, black oxides. Slightly micaceous. 

GRC1 Grey, hard with an appearance of very fine 
'goosepimples'. Irregular fracture. 
Abundant, medium-coarse, well-sorted, sub-
angular quartz. Possibly a Northampton
shire product as OBC2. OBC2 

GRC2 Grey or brown/reddish brown, hard with 
rough feel. Irregular fracture. GTA 
Moderate, coarse, ill-sorted, subangular 
quartz and sparse, coarse, rounded, grey, 
brown and orange grog. 

OAA1 Fairly bright orange through to pink, DBY 
usually with self slip. Soft with smooth feel BB1 
and smooth fracture. Sparse, fine, well-
sorted, subangular quartz and rare, coarse, FLA1 

rounded, black iron oxides. Often mica
ceous. 
Paler orange than OAA1 with slightly dark 
orange slip. Moderate, fine, well-sorted, 
subangular quartz; rare, fine, well-sorted, 
rounded, red/brown iron oxides; rare, 
coarse, rounded, black iron oxides. 
As OAA2 but for distinct reddish slip and 
lighter red body with moderate, fine, well-
sorted, rounded, red/brown, iron oxides. 
Pale orange with slightly darker slip. Hard 
with smooth but slightly sandy feel. Smooth 
fracture. Sparse, medium-sized, well-sorted, 
subangular quartz; sparse, medium-sized, 
well-sorted, rounded brown inclusions. 
Pale orange. Soft with gritty feel and 
irregular fracture. Moderate, medium-sized, 
well-sorted, subangular quartz; rare, med
ium-sized, rounded, black inclusions. 
Pinkish buff. Hard with granular feel and 
fracture. Abundant, fine or medium-sized, 
well-sorted, subangular quartz; sparse, fine 
to medium-sized, well-sorted, rounded, 
brown inclusions. 

Buff or brownish orange. Soft with very 
smooth feel and smooth fracture. Sparse, 
very fine, subangular quartz; moderate, fine, 
rounded, red/brown inclusions. Often mi
caceous. 
Pale orange/buff. Hard with smooth feel and 
finely irregular fracture. Very thin walled. 
Moderate, very fine, well-sorted, subangular 
quartz; moderate, fine, well-sorted, rounded, 
black iron oxides. Micaceous. 
Buff/beige. Very hard fired with smooth feel 
and conchoidal fracture. Very thin walled. 
Moderate, very fine, well-sorted quartz; rare, 
very fine, black inclusions. Micaceous. 
Buff. Hard with gritty feel and finely 
irregular fracture. Sparse, medium-sized, 
well-sorted, subangular quartz; sparse, med
ium-sized, black and brown inclusions; 
sparse, medium-sized white inclusions. 
Buff with grey core. Hard with rough feel 
and irregular fracture. Moderate, coarse/ 
medium-sized, ill-sorted, subangular quartz; 
moderate, medium-sized/fine, rounded 
brown inclusions. Cf. pre-Derbyshire ware 
(Brassington 1971, nos. 226-52). 
As GRC1 but greyish, off-white. Cf. Wood 
1970, 37, fabric A used for painted ware. 
Brown. Soft with fairly smooth feel and 
irregular fracture. Moderate, very coarse, 
irregular and rounded grog; sparse, fine, 
angular quartz. 
Derbyshire ware as Kay 1962. 
Black Burnished ware category 1 as Williams 
1977. 
White/cream. Hard with smooth feel and 
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Fig. 26 Romano-British coarse pottery: Vessels 126-136 
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Fig. 27 Romano-British pottery quantification. Pie charts showing: {1} Percentages, by sherd count, of fabrics present in total 
assemblage; {2} Rim percentage totals for coarseware fabrics 
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1673 i) Form 37, South Gaulish, probably by Mercator i. c. A.D. 80-110. 
ii) Form 18/31 or 31 Central Gaulish. Hadrianic or early-Antonine. 

1675 i) Form 37, by X-2 of Les Martres-de-Veyre. c. A.D. 100-120. 
ii) Form 18/31 or 31 and -, Central Gaulish. Hadrianic or early-Antonine. 

1682 Forms 18/31 or 31, Curie 15 or 23 and -, Central Gaulish. Hadrianic or early-Antonine. 
1684 i) Form 18/31, South Gaulish. Flavian-Trajanic. 

ii) Form 27, from Les Martres-de-Veyre. Trajanic. 
iii) Form 27, Central Gaulish. The pale, coarse micaceous fabric and orange-brown glaze, almost all 
worn away, recall first-century Lezoux ware. See, however, the group of samian discussed in the 
summary, below. 
iv) Form 18/31 or 31, Central Gaulish. Hadrianic or early-Antonine. 
v) - (3), Central Gaulish. Hadrianic or Antonine. 
vi) (Two sherds, with 1477 (2), 1488/90(3), 1557(4), 1100, some joining) Form 37, Central Gaulish. A 
bowl in the style of Advocisus, with his larger ovolo (Rogers B103) and panels including: 
1) a horse and rider (D. 156 = 0.245, but with cloak and spear) over a bear to left (apparently not in 
Oswald). 
2) A kneeling stag (D.846 = 0.1703), in a double medallion), over a lion to right (0.1404). For the rider, 
see a stamped bowl from Corbridge (Stanfield and Simpson 1958, pi. 113, 15), and he is known to have 
used the stag and lion. The reverse of the spiral on this bowl is on one from Heronbridge. This is one of 
the latest, and more complete, second-century vessels from the excavation, c. A.D. 160-190. 

1689 Flavian to Hadrianic or early-Antonine, with forms: 
South Gaulish: 15/17 or 18 (with stamp of Onensor i, no.9), 18, 27, 37 (see 1292). 
Central Gaulish: 18/31R, Curie 11. 

1690 Form 27g, stamped 0[ or ]0, South Gaulish. Flavian. 
1693 i) Form 18 or 18/31, stamped ]ITI or ]III. The footring is bevelled, with diagonal 'cheese-wire' marks 

across the underside, which also has parallel nicks cut into it, after firing. The pale fabric and orange 
glaze recall pre-export Lezoux ware. See the group discussed in the summary, below. Trajanic? 
ii) Form 18/31R. Either Central Gaulish or second-century Montans ware. Hadrianic or early-
Antonine. 

1703 Form 15/17, South Gaulish. Flavian. 
1711 i) Form 37, burnt, South Gaulish, with trident-tongued ovolo. The panels include: 1A) satyr with 

grapes (D.323 = 0.596). 2A) lion to right (D.747 = 0.1400); 2B) hare to right (D.941 = 0.2056). The lion 
is on a stamped bowl of Mercator i from York; the hare is on an unprovenanced form 29 with internal 
stamp and the satyr is on a bowl in his style from Ebchester. c. A.D. 80-110. 
ii) Form 37, South Gaulish. A panelled bowl, with a basal wreath of overlapping trifid motifs (perhaps 
Hermet, pi.14, 56). Cf. two bowls from Wels (Karnitsch 1959, Taf.20, 1, 2. c. A.D. 80-110. 
iii) -, burnt, South Gaulish. Flavian or Flavian-Trajanic. 

1712 Form 27 and -, South Gaulish. Flavian or Flavian-Trajanic. 
1714 Form 37, South Gaulish. Flavian-Trajanic. 

Cemetery grave 
Form 37, Central Gaulish. The mould-stamp has no letters visible, but the length of the frame fits a stamp of 
Cinnamus ii (CINNAMI, retrograde, no.12). The ovolo (Rogers B144) occurs on some of his earlier bowls and 
was also used by Onerialis ii, Paullus iv and other associated potters. The unusual freestyle scene includes a kilted 
fisherman (D.103 = 0.177, with freestyle line), two sizes of fish, 'waves' (made up of triangular motifs, in full and 
partial impressions) a tree (Rogers N4) and the tips of large vine leaves. The boat is made from a single festoon and 
spiral, with the triangular motifs for oars. The figure in it is D.403 = 0.688. c. A.D. 140-170. 

THE POTTERS' STAMPS 

by B. Hartley 

Each entry gives: context number, potter (i, ii, etc., where homonyms are involved), die number, form, reading of 
the stamp, pottery of origin, date. 
(a), (b) and (c) indicate: 
(a) Stamp attested at the pottery in question. 
(b) Potter, but not the particular stamp, attested at the pottery in question. 
(c) Assigned to the pottery on the evidence of fabric, distribution and, or, form. 
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Ligatured letters are underlined. 

1. 1044 Apolinaris la 27 [ PO I ]RI Les Martres-de-Veyre (c). One of this potter's dies was used at Vichy 
(Terre-Franone), but la seems always to be associated with fabrics in the Les Martres range. Examples 
occur in the Rhineland and at the Saalburg Erdkastell (before A.D. 139: Hartley 1970, 28, 8). A stamp 
from the Vichy die comes from Camelon. Hadrianic-Antonine. 

2. 1009/3 Attianus ii 4a 37 [OF]ATT retrograde (S.& S.1958, pi. 85, 1) Lezoux (a). 

This large label-stamp of Attianus was normally used in the Hadrianic and early-Antonine periods, but 
the decoration of this bowl, and its unusual fabric, suggest that it may be slightly earlier. See the summary 
for discussion of a group of vessels in similar fabric. Trajanic? 

3. 1162 Attius ii 5b 18/31 TTIV[S FE] (Esser, Selzer & Decker 1969, 46, no. 26) Lezoux (b). 

The appearance of this stamp on forms 18/31R and 27 and at sites in the Rhineland suggests that the die 
was in use before the middle of the second century, c. A.D. 135-150. 

4. 1508 Beliniccus i Uncertain 1 18/31 BELI[ Lezoux (c). No other examples of this stamp have been noted, 
but the lettering is close to that of some used by Beliniccus. He started work under Trajan at Les Martres-
de-Veyre, but is also known to have worked at Lezoux, where this was made, in the Hadrianic period. 
There is a graffito, ]icto r[, inscribed under the base, after firing, c. A.D. 125-140. 

5. 1062 & 1101, 1072, joining, Calvus i 5u 18R OFCALVI La Graufesenque (a). 

The site record for this stamp includes Caer Gai (founded by Frontinus), Verulamium (in a pit filled 
before c. A.D. 80: Hartley 1972, 223, 57) and the main site at Corbridge. It is also on form 29 from 
Rottweil. The footring is unworn, suggesting that the vessel was unused when broken, c. A.D. 70s 

6. 1430 Carantus i 5a 15/17Ror 18R C R TIM La Graufesenque (a). Carantus i's output seems to be entirely 
Flavian or later. This particular stamp occurs at Catterick and Chesterholm and stamps from other dies 
are known from sites founded under Domitian, such as Binchester and Butzbach. c. A.D. 80-100. 

7. 1081 Carbola 15/17Ror 18R (C)ARfBONISMAj (Hermet, pl.110, 25). This is mainly Flavian, but the die 
was occasionally used (normally in partial impressions) on cups of form 24 . The latest examples come 
from Wilderspool and the main site at Corbridge. c. A.D. 65-85. 

8. 1228 Onensor i 3b 18 OFC [EN] La Graufesenque (a). Stamps from this die are recorded from Caersws, 
Chesterholm (2) and the main site at Corbridge. c. A.D. 65-95. 

9. 1689 Onensor i 3c 18 [OFJONEN (Knorr 1907, Taf. 29, 168) La Graufesenque (b). 
There is no evidence that this stamp was in use in the pre-Flavian period. It is probably from one of 
Onensor's later dies, with examples noted from Butzbach and the Saalburg. c. A.D. 80-100. 

10-11. 1378 Onensor i 3g' 27 (2, both burnt and almost complete, in pieces) OFONE <N> La Graufesenque (a). 
A stamp from a broken die, used only on form 27. The unbroken version occurs mainly on bowls of form 
29, including one from the main site at Corbridge (Dickinson & Hartley 1989, 243, no. 85). c. A.D. 70-90. 

12. Cemetery grave Cinnamus ii 5d (probably), CINNAMI retrograde Lezoux (a). 
A stamp from one of Cinnamus's small plainware dies, though it is only known on moulds. It occurs at 
Malton and is almost certainly on a bowl from Aquincum, with a cursive signature of Onerialis ii (Knorr 
1910, Taf. VI, 10). c. A.D. 140-170. 

13-14. 1263; 1503 Dagomarus 4a 18/31 (2) DAGOMARVS[ F]; DAGOMARVS F (Vanderhoeven 1975,61, no. 
255). 
Dagomarus began his career at Les Martres-de-Veyre and ended it at Lezoux. The fabrics of these two 
dishes suggest that they were made at Les Martres. There is no site dating for the stamp, but examples 
from one of his other dies occur in the London Second Fire groups, c. A.D. 110-125. 

15. 1251 Docilis i 2a 37 DOCILISFE, retrograde (S.& S.1958, pl.92, 11) Lezoux (a). 
This is from a die also used on plain ware, including forms 27 and 31. Docilis's decorated bowls occur both 
on Hadrian's Wall and in Antonine Scotland, c. A.D. 135-165. 

16. 1162 Flavius Germanus 9k 18 OFFLGER La Graufesenque (a). 
A stamp of a Flavian-Trajanic potter, noted from Brecon (Wheeler 1926, 234, no.6), Chesterholm and the 
main site at Corbridge. Others, from different dies, come from Butzbach and the Saalburg. There are 
occasional examples on form 29, which ought to be before A.D. 85. c. A.D. 80-110. 

17. 1132 Inea(?) la 18 I I I F La Graufesenque (c). 
This may be an illiterate stamp, but it is sufficiently common to be given some means of identification. It 
occurs at Caerleon and the Nijmegen fortress and an example from Chichester is, like the Rocester piece, 
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late-Neronian or early-Flavian. 

18. 1263 Iullinus i 3a 27 IVLLINI La Graufesenque (b). 
A stamp noted from Chesterholm, Doncaster, Lancaster and Malton. c. A.D. 70-95. 

19-22. 1351 (burnt); 1358; 1385; 1595 Iullinus i 7a 15/17 or 18 4) [I]VLL[I ]; ]LI; ] ; IV[ (Vanderhoeven 1975,79, 
no. 374) La Graufesenque (a). 
Several examples of this stamp occur at sites founded, or abandoned, in the later Flavian period. These 
include Inchtuthil (where it is in the Gutter hoard), Butzbach, Chesterholm and the main site at 
Corbridge. c. A.D. 80-100. 

23. 1326 Macrinus ii 4a 18/31 or 31 [M CRI (de Schaetzen & Vanderhoeven 1964, pl.VII, 57) Lezoux (a). 
This stamp was used most commonly on forms 18/31 and 27. It occurs in Hadrianic-Antonine groups at 
Lezoux. c. A.D. 125-150. 

24. 1100 Masclinus 2a 15/17R or 18R [OFMASCLIJN, in a frame with swallow-tail ends. La Graufesenque 
(a). 
Some of this potter's decorated ware is almost certainly pre-Flavian, but his stamped plain ware 
occasionally turns up at sites founded in the 80s. This particular stamp is known from Caerleon, Chester 
(2), Manchester and the Saalburg (2). c. A.D. 60-90. 

25. 1228 Mercator i la 18 FWERC (Loeschcke 1911, 1715m?) La Graufesenque (a). 
A stamp of the well-known Flavian-Trajanic potter, noted from the Saalburg and the main site at 
Corbridge. c. A.D. 80-110. 

26. 1119 Montanus i 7b 27 MONT[ NIj (Notet 1986, no.67) La Graufesenque (a). 
This, like some of Montanus's other stamps, is from a die used in both the Neronian and Flavian periods. 
It occurs on the pre-Flavian cup, form Ritterling 8, but is also known from Chesterholm and the main site 
at Corbridge. c. A.D. 60-85. 

27. 1132 Murranus 8c' 18 < FMVRRA < > La Graufesenque (b). 
A stamp from one of Murranus's latest dies. Both the complete and broken versions of the stamp turn up 
at Flavian foundations, 8c at the Nijmegen fortress and 8c' at Caerleon, Chester and York. c. A.D. 60-75. 

28. 1384 Patricius i 5a 18 OFP TRC (Laubenheimer 1979, no. 167) La Graufesenque (a). 

This stamp is common in Flavian contexts and occurs at sites such as York, Bainbridge, likely and the 
Nijmegen fortress (2). The footring is slightly worn and there is a little kilngrit inside the base. c. A.D. 75-
90. 

29. 1162 Rufus iii 3b 18 [OFRJVFI La Graufesenque (a). 
Most of Rufus iii's output is Flavian, but a few earlier pieces are known. The only dating evidence for this 
particular stamp comes from Ilkley. c. A.D. 65-90. 

30. 1390 Sacirotus la 18/31 [SACIRoTI ]MAS] (Dickinson 1984, 180, 563) Les Martres-de-Veyre (a). 

Sacirotus is one of the Les Martres potters represented in the London Second Fire groups, placing him 
within the range c. A.D. 100-120. 

31. 1378 Salvetus iii la 18 (heavily burnt) SALVET[V] La Graufesenque (c). 
All the other Salvetus stamps from La Graufesenque are Tiberio-Claudian or very early Neronian, but the 
form of this is early-Flavian and it certainly belongs to a different potter. The date is supported by a stamp 
from Friedberg (ORL B36, 33, no.43). 

32. 1101 Secundinus i 4a 18R (riveted, and over three-quarters complete) SECVNDINIMA. This occurs in a 
predominantly Flavian-Trajanic group from La Graufesenque (Vernhet 1981, 34, no. 19). Other examples 
come from Dambach, Ober Florstadt and the Saalburg (3). c. A.D. 80-110 . 

33. 1598 C. Silvius Patricius 1 lb 15/17R or 18R CSILV[IP] La Graufesenque (b). 

There are several examples of this stamp on early-Flavian bowls of form 29 and one on form 18R from 
Caerleon. c. A.D. 70-90. 

34. 1248 Tasgillus i 4b 27 [T ]SCI IV, retrograde (de Schaetzen & Vanderhoeven 1964, pi. XIII, 15, 17). 
This is from a die known to have been used at Les Martres-deVeyre in the Trajanic period, but the fabric is 
one of those in the Lezoux range, where he also worked, c. A.D. 125-140. 

35-36. 1072; 1101 L. Ter(tius?) Secundus a 15/17 or 18; 18 [L ]TER SECV (2) (de Schaetzen & Vanderhoeven 
1964, pi.XIII,) La Graufesenque (b). 
There are several examples of this from Domitianic foundations, such as Wilderspool, the Saalburg and 
the main site at Corbridge. It also occurs in the group from the Bregenz Cellar, c. A.D. 80-110. 
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44 1044 Phase 4 
Base fragment of hexagonal bottle. Base design - 5 
concentric circular mouldings, fragment possibly 
broken on edge of small central dot. Base worn. 
Diameter of outer circle c. 115, width of bottle 
(centre of sides) c. 135. 

45 1444 Phase 4/5/6 
Lower body and base fragment of prismatic bottle. 
Base design - at least 1 circular moulding. 
PH 15, diameter of outer circle c. 70, width of bottle 
c. 90. 

Also 2 similar fragments from edges of prismatic 
bottles, each with at least 1 circular moulding 

b 1044 S55 Phase 4 
c 1009 S89 Phase 6 

46 1390 F212 Phase 2A; 1220 Phase 3 
3 base fragments (2 joining) of large prismatic 
bottle. Base design - at least 3 concentric circular 
mouldings. 
Dim. 58x51, 41x26, diameter of largest extant 
circular moulding c. 140. 

47 1483 F295 Phase 4 
Fragment from centre of base of prismatic bottle. 
Base design - at least 2 concentric circular 
mouldings, central area chipped. Mouldings re
flected on interior of base. 
Dim. 37 x 30, diameter of extant outer moulding c. 
60 (Figure 43 No. 28). 

Also 1 other fragment from centre of prismatic bottle 
base with 1 circular moulding 

b 1477 Phase 3 

Also 3 prismatic bottle base fragments with part of 1 
circular moulding 

c U00F30 Phase 3 
d 1458 F297 Phase 4 
e 1119 Phase 5 

Also 5 prismatic bottle base fragments with part of 2 
circular mouldings 

J 

1278 F152 
1401 
1100 F30 
1120 
1049 F16 

Phase 2A 
Phase 2B 
Phase 3 
Phase 5 
Phase 5A 

Also 1 prismatic bottle base fragment with part of 3 
circular mouldings 

k 1447 Phase 5 

48 1272 F148 Phase 2A; 1264 F162 Phase 2A 
2 lower body and base and 8 body fragments of 
square bottle (several joining). Concave base. Base 
design - 2 concentric circular mouldings with L-
shaped angle mouldings. Indistinct letters (some 
retrograde) in very shallow relief between 2 circular 
mouldings -]MA (triangular stop) INS[?. 

PH 184, diameter of outer moulding c. 85, width of 
bottle 105 (Figure 43 No. 29). 

49 1024 S54 Phase 5 
Base fragment of prismatic bottle. Base design -
part of 1 circular moulding with 2 'V'-shaped 
mouldings internally. 
Dim. 40 x 21 (Figure 43 No. 30). 

50 1443 F289 Phase 3 or 4 
Base fragment of square bottle. Base design -
terminal of straight moulding with expanded 
terminal, possibly from a serifed letter. 
Dim. 35 x 25 (Figure 43 No. 31). 

51 1631 349 Phase 3A 
4 joining base fragments of cylindrical bottle. 
Concave base. Edge worn. 
BD 115 (Figure 43 No. 32) 

52 1202 F84 Phase 2A 
Base fragment of cylindrical bottle. Concave base. 
Edge worn. Distorted by heat. 
BD c. 110 (Figure 43 No. 33) 

Also 2 other fragments from the edges of cylindrical 
bottle bases 

b 1485 Phase2A/B 
c 1009 S87 Phase 6 

53 1023 Phase 5 
Counter? Sub-triangular flat body fragment of 
prismatic bottle. Rough edge ground smooth. 
Dim. 23 x 17 (Figure 43 No. 34). 

54 1490 Phase 3 
Counter? Sub-rectangular flat body fragment of 
prismatic bottle; 3 edges grozed to shape. 
Dim. 21 x 19 (Figure 43 No. 35). 

55 247 body fragments from prismatic bottles 

5 fragments with 120° angles from hexagonal 
bottles 
a 1179F26 Phase 2A 
b 1212 F109 Phase 2A (width of side c. 
115) 
c 1136 F51 Phase 4 
d 1430 Phase 4 
e 1018 Phase 5 S223 

18 fragments with 90° angles from square bottles 
f 1355 F194 Phase 1A 
g 1250 F143 Phase 2B (2 fr.) 
h 1425 Phase 2A 
i 1168 F87 Phase 2B 

(width of bottle c. 110) 
j 1424 Phase 2B (melted) 
k 1220 Phase 3 
1 1343 F176 Phase 3 
m 1477 Phase 3 

(2 joining fr. heat affected) 
n 1044 Phase 4 S77 
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o 
P 
q 
r 
s 
t 
u 
224 flat 
v 
w 
X 

y 
z 
aa 
ab 
ac 
ad 
ae 
af 
ag 
ah 
ai 
aj 
ak 
al 

1430 
1438 F290 
1454 F291 
1516 F328 
1018/44 
1069 
1119 
body fragments 
1419 F194 Phase 1A 
1671 F406 Phase IB 
1623 F376 Phase 1C 
1385 Phase 1/2 (2 fr.) 

Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4/5 S46 
Phase 5 S3 
Phase 5 

ao 
ap 
aq 
ar 
as 
at 

aw 
ax 
ay 
az 
ba 
bb 
be 
bd 
be 
bf 
bg 
bh 
bi 
bj 
bk 
bl 
bm 
bn 
bo 
bp 
bq 
br 
bs 
bt 
bu 
bv 
bw 
bx 
by 

1307 F143 
1075 F26 
1075 F26 
1114 
1169 F86 
1178 F26 
1193 F83 
1196 F88 
1202 F84 
1221 F122 
1243 F130 
1264 F162 
1275 F144 
1278 F152 
1289 F154 (8?) 
1360 F191 
1368 F197 
1382 
1383 R10 
1384 F208 
1390 F212 
1412 F217 
1511 F326 
1485 
1165/1217 F87 
1219 F120 
1358 
1379 F209 
1381 F207 
1410 F224 
1424 
1505 F322 
1242 
1170 
1228 
1364 
1052 
1079 F24 
1101 F334 
1162 
1220 
1321 F176 
1326 
1341 F176 
1401 
1414 
1437 
1477 
1488 
1583 
1662 
1100 F30 

Phase 2B 
Phase 2A (S32) 
Phase 2A (SI89) 
Phase 2A (3 fr.) (S26) 
Phase 2A (3 fr.) 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A (2 fr.) 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A (2 fr) 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A (also 3 chips) 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A (9 fr.) 
Phase 2A (5 fr.) 
Phase 2A 
Phase 2A/B (5 fr. & 1 chip) 
Phase 2B (2 fr.) 
Phase 2B (2 fr.) 
Phase 2B (3 fr.) 
Phase 2B 
Phase 2B 
Phase 2B (2 fr.) 
Phase 2B (4 fr.) 
Phase 2B 
Phase 2B/C (2 fr.) 
Phase 2C 
Phase 2C (2 fr.) 
Phase 2C (2 fr.) 
Phase 3 (6 fr.) 
Phase 3 
Phase 3 (2 fr.) 
Phase 3 (5 fr.) 
Phase 3 (5 fr.) 
Phase 3 
Phase 3 (2 fr.) 
Phase 3 
Phase 3 (2 fr.) 
Phase 3 (2 fr.) 
Phase 3 (2 fr.) 
Phase 3 (4 fr.) 
Phase 3 (4 fr.) 
Phase 3 (4 fr.) 
Phase 3 
Phase 3 (5 fr.) 

bz 
ca 
cb 
cc 
cd 
ce 
cf 
eg 
ch 
ci 
cj 
ck 
cl 
cm 

cn 
CO 

cp 
cq 
cr 
cs 
ct 
cu 
cv 
cw 
cx 
cy 
cz 
da 
db 
dc 
dd 
de 
df 
dg 
dh 
di 
dj 
dk 
dl 
dm 
dn 
do 
dp 
dq 
dr 

ds 
dt 
du 
dv 
dw 
dx 
dy 
dz 
ea 
eb 
ec 
ed 
ef 
eg 
eh 
ei 
ej 

1248 F134 
1268 F136 
1515 F307 
1551 F341 
1557 F346 
1577 F349 
1587 F359 
1622 F387 
1631 f349 
1466 F305 
1439 
1027 F9 
1044 
1044 

1126 F47 
1129 F48 
1132 
1143 F50 
1154 F56 
1171 
1428 F286 
1431 F286 
1458 F297 
1457 F294/296 
1461 F300 
1465 F304 
1480 F304 
1472 F297 
1516 F328 
1018/44 
1018/44 
1007 
1007 
1017/8 
1018 
1018 
1018 
1018 
1018 
1018 
1018 
1018 
1018 
1023 
1023 

1023 
1023 
1023 
1023 
1024 
1024 
1024 
1066 
1066 
1066 
1066 
1119 
1120 
1447 
1010 F2 
1446 
1003 

Phase 3A (4 fr.) 
Phase 3A 
Phase 3A 
Phase 3A 
Phase 3A 
Phase 3A 
Phase 3A 
Phase 3A (2 joining fr.) 
Phase 3A (3 fr) 
Phase 3B 
Phase 3/4 
Phase 4 (SI) 
Phase 4 (S30) 
Phase 4 
(3 fr., 1 heat affected) 
Phase 4 (3 fr.) 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 (2 fr.) 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 (2 fr.) 
Phase 4 (2 fr.) 
Phase 4 (2 fr.) 
Phase 4/5 S35 
Phase 4/5 
Phase 5 S13 

S14 
SI 
S59 
S61 
S90A 
S150 
S256 
S262 
S293 
S310 

Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 (2 fr.) 
Phase 5 Sll 
Phase 5 
(3 fr. & : 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 (5 fr.) 
Phase 5 (2 fr.) 
Phase 5 
Phase 5B SI5 
Phase 5/6 (6 fr.) 
Phase 6 

S45 
chip) 
S57 
S78 
S266 

S8 
S21 
S89 
S22 
S25 
S26 
S29 
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ek 
el 
em 
en 
eo 
ep 
eq 
er 
es 
et 
eu 
ev 

1009 
1009 
1009 
1009 
1011 
1001 
1442 
1445 
U/S 
U/S 
U/S 
U/S 

Phase 6 S55 
Phase 6 0 
Phase 6 119B 
Phase 6 159 
Phase 6 Sll 
Phase 7 
Phase 7 
Phase 7 (2 fr.) 
(2 fr.) 

56 34 body fragments from cylindrical bottles, many 
with vertical scratch marks 
a 1623 F376 Phase 1C (3 fr.) 
b 1693 F424 Phase 1C (2 fr.) 
c 1465 F353 Phase 2B 
d 1115 F26 Phase 2A 
e 1189 FS0 Phase 2A 
f 1243 F130 Phase 2A 
g 1278 F152 Phase 2A 
h 1397 F152 Phase 2A 
i 1488 Phase 3 
j 1251 Fl 36 Phase 3A 
k 1523 F307 Phase 3A 
1 1532 F331 Phase 3A 
m 1577 F349 Phase 3A (heat affected) 
n 1631 F349 Phase 3A (3 fr.) 
o 1661 F387 Phase 3A (2 fr.) 
p 1466 F305 Phase 3B 
q 1044 Phase 4 (2 fr.) 
r 1226 F50 Phase 4 
s 1465 F304 Phase 4 
t 1069 Phase 5 S13 
u 1446 Phase 5/6 (2 fr.) 
v 1009 Phase 6 S65 
w 1009 Phase 6 SI67 
x 1009 Phase 6 SI68 
y 1001 Phase 7 
z 1442 Phase 7 

lumps and body fragments 
aa 1385 Phase 1/2 
ab 1250 F143 Phase 2AA 
ac 1345 F143 Phase 2B (4 small fr.) 
ad 1562 F367 Phase 2A 
ae 1092 F26 Phase 2A Sll 
af 1106F26 Phase 2A (2 fr.) 
ag 1114F25 Phase 2AS3 
ah 1115 F26 Phase 2A 
ai 1192 F84 Phase 2A (3 fr.) 
aj 1264 F162 Phase 2A (2 fr.) 
ak 1368 F197 Phase 2A 
al 1672 F407 Phase 2A 
am 1687 F421 Phase 2A (4 fr.) 
an 1277 F151 Phase 2B 
ao 1365 Phase 2B (2 fr.) 
ap 1387 Phase 2B 
aq 1228 Phase 2C (3 fr.) 
ar 1091 Phase 3 S27 
as 1101 F34 Phase 3 
at 1162 Phase 3 
au 1220 Phase 3 

Also 54 melted blue/green 

av 
aw 
ax 
ay 
az 
ba 
bb 
be 
bd 
be 
bf 
bg 
bh 
bi 
bj 
bk 

1583 
1577 
1597 
1600 
1466 
1027 
1044 
1044 
1044 
1465 
1534 
1120 
1018 
1024 
1024 
1024 

F349 
F349 
F359 
F305 
F9 

F304 
F332 

Phase 3 
Phase 3A 
Phase 3A 
Phase 3A (2 fr.) 
Phase 3B (2 fr.) 
Phase 4 (2 fr.) 
Phase 4 S36 
Phase 4 S42 
Phase 4 (2 fr.) 
Phase 4 
Phase 4 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 
Phase 5 

S27 

S16 
S94 

Dark blue/green 
57 1162 Phase 3 

2 joining handle fragments. Elongated bubbles; 
black impurities. Straight ribbon handle with 
central rib. 
Handle section (excluding rib) 27 x 4.5 (Figure 43 
No. 36). 

Also 1 fragment from tip of prong of lower handle 
attachment retaining part of body, 

b 1248 F134 Phase 3A 

58 1412 F217 Phase 2A 
45 body fragments of globular jar or jug, many 
joining. Occasional small bubbles; iridescent 
surfaces. Convex-curved side thickening towards 
base. Narrow vertical ribs over widest part of body. 
Internal body diameter at widest part c. 130, WT 
0.5-2. 

Also 4 convex-curved body fragments each with part 
of 1 rib 

b 1389 F211 Phase 1C 
c 1488 Phase 3 
d 1018/44 S99 Phase 4/5 
e 1120 Phase 5 

59 1044 Phase 4 
2 upper body fragment of jug? Occasional small 
bubbles. Concave side expanding out for neck. 
Each fragment retaining terminals of 3 shallow 
vertical ribs. Also 2 other body fragments, 1 with 
part of 1 rib. 
Diam. (largest fr.) 55 x 49, WT 2.5 

Also 1 other concave-sided fragment with 2 vertical 
ribs 

b 1251 F136 Phase 3A 

Also 3 undecorated dark blue/green body fragments 
c 1384 F208 Phase 2A (2 fr.) 

1162 Phase 3 
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THE GLASS A N D FAIENCE OBJECTS 

by H. E. M. Cool 

Faience and glass melon beads and glass plano-convex counters are normally very common finds on 
military sites of the first to late second centuries. As can be seen from Table 6, 38 complete or 
fragmentary faience melon beads were found at Rocester (nos. 1-38) with the greatest concentration 
being associated with the Phase 2A Structure 1. As is normal, translucent deep blue glass melon beads 
(nos. 37-39 and possibly 40) are less numerous. The melon bead no. 41 is most unusual as it is made of 
blue/green rather than deep blue glass. In comparison to melon beads, plano-convex glass counters 
(nos. 51-6) are relatively rare and only one (no. 51) was found in direct association with the fort 
occupation. As, however, the use of glass counters declines in the later second century as bone counters 
became more popular (Cool et al forthcoming), it is likely that most of the Rocester glass counters were 
originally associated with the military or immediately post-military activity on the site. Two other glass 
counters may be represented by the two prismatic body fragments (vessel catalogue) nos.53-4 which 
appear to have been roughly grozed to shape. 

A small number of other glass beads was recovered (nos. 44-50). With the exception of the shattered 
fragments no. 50, none was associated with the military activity and most can be dated to the mid 
second century or later. Gold-in-glass beads like no. 50 are not uncommon in later-second- to mid-
third-century contexts (Guido 1978, 93; Boon 1977), and the use of long opaque blue biconical beads 
seems to centre on the second and third centuries (Guido 1978, 98). Cubic beads like nos. 44-46 and 
tiny biconical beads beads like no. 47 are late Roman forms (ibid. 96-7) 

Faience melon Glass melon Other beads Counters 
beads beads 

Phase 1C 2 -
Phase 2A Structure 1 6 
Phase 2B Structure 1 - 1 

Phase 2A Structure 2 1 
Phase 2A Structure 3 1 
Phase 2B Structure 4 1 - " 
Phase 2B 1 1 

Phase 3A 4 - " 
Phase 3 4 
Phase 3/4 3 - 1 

Phase 4 6 " 
Phase 4/5 2 - • 
Phase 5 5 1 i 
Phase 7 
Unstratified 2 

Total 38 3 6 6 

Table 6 : Glass and faience objects found at Rocester 
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102. 1001 P9 File. Length 310mm. Maximum width 30mm. A modern file with a semi-circular cross-section, ridged on 
both the convex and the flat surfaces. There is evidence of a tang, broken off at the wider end. The whole has a 
coating of rusty corrosion. [Topsoil. Phase 7] 

103. 1001 P37 Scissors. Length 166mm. Modern scissors, in good condition, with a little surface corrosion. They are 
corroded into an open position. [Topsoil. Phase 7] 

THE IRON KNIVES: 104-123 

by G. Grainger 

A total of 25 iron knives recovered from the excavations at Rocester between 1985-1987 was 
examined, with 15 being thought to be of Roman date and four of Anglo-Saxon date, while the 
remaining six could not be assigned to a specific period. While the indeterminate knives are fully 
catalogued for archive purposes, only one example is described in detail below. 

Typology 
The Roman knives are classified according to the typology set out by Manning, based on the 

Romano-British knives in the British Museum collection (Manning 1985, 108-123), and the Anglo-
Saxon knives are identified according to the framework initially put forward for post-Roman knives of 
the Trier region by Bohner (Bohner 1958, 214-8), with further sub-division by the writer, based on the 
examination of the knives from the Anglo-Saxon cemeteries of Finglesham, Kent and Kingsworthy, 
Hampshire (Grainger, forthcoming (a) and (b)). Those knives of uncertain period are classified, where 
possible, according to both Roman and Anglo-Saxon typologies. 

CATALOGUE 

A. The Roman Knives 
104. 1044-S62 

Iron cleaver 
Form/Damage (due to corrosion): Some corrosion flakes have been detached from the blade closest to the point, but 
the original shape and size of the cleaver survives. 
Straight back with long angled back slope. Convex blade edge. Straight tang, level with the back of the blade. 
Type: Manning Cleaver Type 2.b. (Manning 1985, 122, Fig. 30) 
Size: Total length 24mm. Blade length 180mm. Maximum blade width 70.0mm. 
Other damage: The tang is bent through 10° to the right, as seen from above, 24mm from the end. 
[Phase 4. Cultivation soil.]. (Figure 58 No. 33). 

105. 1433 -S13 
Iron knife 
Form/Damage (due to corrosion): Some surface chips detached from either side of blade. 
Long, thin blade. Tang angled at c. 20° to the blade. Inclined back, blade point missing. Blade edge straight or very 
slightly convex. Square sectioned tang. 
Type: Manning Type 8 (Manning 1985, 113, Plate 54, Q25-7) 
Size: Surviving length 100.5mm. Maximum blade width 18.5mm. 
[Phase 4. Backfill of pit F288.]. 

106. 1100 -S41 
Iron Knife 
Form: The blade as seen from the side is long and thin with a concave back and a convex edge, while the tang is a 
tapering convex curve extending the line of the back of the blade. The tang is rectangular in section. 
Damage (due to corrosion): The blade in particular of this knife has been affected by corrosion with fragments 
(blisters) having been detached along the side, for most of the length of the back and for the entire length of the 
blade edge. The blade is now trapezoidal in cross section, tapering gradually from back to 'edge'. 
Type: Manning Type 9 (Manning 1985, 113, Plate 54 Q29) 
Size: Total length 231mm. Blade length 173mm. Maximum blade width 27mm. 
[Phase 3 Structure 6. Matrix of laid cobble surface F30.]. (Figure 58 No. 34). 

107. 1194-S01 
Iron knife 
Form: Straight back, curving back slope, blade point central. Curved leading edge, straight edge. Tang just below 
back of blade. 
Type: Manning Type 10 (Manning 1985, 113-114; Plate 54, Q30-33) 
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162 EXCAVATIONS AT THE NEW CEMETERY, ROCESTER 

Size: Total length 97mm. Blade length 73mm. Maximum blade width 24mm. 
[Phase 2A Structure 1. Backfill of beam trench F85.]. (Figure 58 No. 35). 

108. 1446 -S12 
Iron knife 
Form: Blade - incomplete? 
Slightly convex back which slopes sharply towards the tip. Blade edge straight, but with a long, slightly curving 
leading edge. Blade point on long axis of blade. 
Type: Manning Type 10. (Manning 1985, 113-114, Plate 54: Q30-33) 
Size: Surviving blade length 65mm. Maximum blade width 14.5mm. 
Damage: The blade is bent through c. 38° to the right as seen from above, 22mm from the broken rear end. 
[Phase 5-6. Ploughsoil.]. (Figure 58 No. 36). 

109. 1162-S73 
Iron knife 
Form/Damage (due to corrosion): Only blade survives. The surface of all of one side and part of the other has flaked 
off. 
Slightly concave back, angled back slope close to blade point. Slightly concave edge (due to grinding?) and angled 
leading edge. Blade point close to back. The tang (now missing) would have apparently continued from the line of 
the back. 
Type: Manning Type 11 (Manning 1985, 114; Plate 54, Q34-6) 
This knife has a very similar blade profile to No. 117, which has been classified as belonging to Manning Type 17. 
Size: Blade length 111.5mm. Maximum surviving blade width 35.0mm. 
Other damage: The blade is bent through 16° to the right as seen from above, 25mm from the rear of the blade. 
[Phase 3 Structure 6. Make-up of yard surfacing.]. (Figure 58 No. 37). 

110. 1430 -S06 
Iron knife 
Form/Damage (due to corrosion): Only blade survives. Small surface flakes missing from bottom of rear of blade 
and blade point. 
Slightly concave back, angled back slope close to blade point. Blade edge now concave (due to grinding) with a 
curved leading edge. 
Type: Manning Type 11 (Manning 1985, 114; Plate 54, Q34-6) 
Size: Surviving blade length 106mm. Maximum blade width 40.5mm. 
Other damage: The blade is bent slightly to the right, through 5°, as seen from above, c. 29mm from the rear of the 
blade. The blade edge appears to have been moderately ground, with up to 2.5mm of the blade width having been 
removed. 
[Phase 4. Cultivation soil.]. 

111. 1669 - S4 (ii) 
Iron knife 
Form: Only the blade and a vestigial remnant of the tang survives. The blade is triangular in plan with back and 
edge converging towards a rounded (incomplete?) tip. Tang apparently level with back of blade, but orientation is 
unknown. 
Type: Either Manning Type 11 or Type 13 (Manning 1985, 114-5; Plate 54-5) 
Size: Surviving length 98.5mm. Blade length 96.5mm? Maximum blade width 29.5mm. 
[Phase 2A Structure 3. Backfill of pit F405.]. 

112. 1669 -S4(i) 
Iron knife, or possibly a leaf-like tool. 
Form: Inclined curving back, blade point missing? Straight edge. The tang is angled to the right, as seen from above, 
at the junction with the blade, but then curves progressively to the left, perhaps suggesting an off-set handle, parallel 
and to the right of the line of the blade. 
Type: Manning Type 13 (Manning 1985, 115; Plate 55, Q43-7) 
Size: Surviving length 113mm. Maximum blade width 25.5mm. 
[Phase 2A Structure 3. Backfill of pit F405.]. 

113. 1162-S40 
Iron knife 
Form: Straight back, convex edge. Blade point at edge. Tang just below back of blade. 
Type: Manning Type 15 (Manning 1985, 115-116; Plate 55, Q48) 54) 
Size: Surviving length 156mm. Blade length 140mm. Maximum blade width 32mm. 
Damagej Wear: Blade bent to right, as seen from above, through 4°, 54mm from tip. Centre part of blade 
moderately ground with up to 2.0mm of the blade width removed. 
[Phase 3 Structure 6. Make-up of yard surfacing.]. (Figure 59 No. 38). 

114. 1003 -S97 
Iron knife 
Form/Damage (due to corrosion): All that remains is a blade fragment that is heavily corroded, and which is 
starting to shed post-excavation blisters. Nevertheless there are signs that the blade edge was convex in plan, while 
the back was straight or slightly convex in plan. 
Type: Manning Type 15? (Manning 1985, 115-116). 
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Fig. 59 Iron objects: Numbers 38-46 
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Size: Surviving length 114.5mm. Maximum surviving blade width 34.5mm. 
Other damage: The fragment is bent through 20° to the left as seen from above, 22mm from one (the tang?) end. 
[Phase 6. Ploughsoil.]. 

115. 1052 -S13 
Iron knife 
Form: Long triangular blade with back and edge tapering towards central tip. The tang is relatively long, oval (?) in 
cross-section and lies on the long axis of the blade. 
Type: Manning Type 16 (Manning 1985, 116) 
Size: Total length 144mm. Blade length 101mm. Maximum blade width 26.0mm. 
Damage: Blade bent to left, as seen from above, through 22° 56mm from blade tip. 
[Phase 3. Clay make-up of rampart F463.]. (Figure 59 No. 39). 

116. 1069 -S24 
Iron knife 
Form: Only rear of blade and tang survives. Back and edge taper towards each other from tang. Edge possibly 
somewhat convex. 
Type: Manning Type 16 (Manning 1985, 116) 
Size: Surviving length 64mm. Maximum blade width 31mm. 
[Phase 5. Cultivation soil.]. (Figure 59 No. 40). 

117. 1044-S30 
Iron knife, blade and vestigial remnant of tang survives. 
Form: Inclined, possibly slightly concave back, angled back slope, blade point close to edge, angled leading edge. 
Tang just below line of back. 
Type: Manning Type 17 (Manning 1985, 116). 
This knife has a very similar blade profile to that of No. 109 which has been classified as belonging to Manning 
Type 11. 
Size: Surviving length 137mm. Blade length 133.5mm. 
[Phase 4. Cultivation soil.]. 

118. 1365 -S04 
Iron knife 
Form: Markedly concave back and convex edge, meeting at an upturned tip. Short neck between the blade and the 
tang, which emerges from the back of the blade. 
Type: Manning Type 24 (Manning 1985, 118; Plate 56, Q72-85) 
Size: Total length 115mm. Blade length 98mm. Maximum blade width not measurable. 
[Phase 2C. Spread.]. (Figure 59 No. 41). 

B. The Anglo-Saxon knives 
119. 1023 -SOI 

Iron knife 
Form: The knife appears to have a straight back, angled back slope, central blade point and an angled leading edge. 
The tang is set somewhat lower than the back and just above the blade edge. 
Damage (due to corrosion): The knife has suffered extensively from corrosion, having split along its length into a 
number of splinters. When looked at in cross-section, these splinters seem to represent a central triangular core 
flanked on either side by two major thicknesses (perhaps up to six minor thicknesses). 
Type: Closest Roman forms perhaps Manning Types 10, 18B and 19 (Manning 1985, 113-4, 117), though none are 
convincing. It is felt that this knife fits more comfortably into the Anglo-Saxon typology where it may be classified 
as Bohner/Grainger Type A. 2. b. (Bohner 1958, 214-216; Grainger, forthcoming (a)). 
Size: Total length 166.4mm. Blade length c. 105mm. Maximum blade width 23.5mm. 
[Phase 5. Cultivation soil.]. (Figure 59 No. 43). 

120. 1444-S03 
Iron knife 
Form: Raised convex back, angled back slope, blade point central, angled leading edge. Edge originally straight. 
Tang just below line of back, sub-rectangular in cross-section. 
Type: Bohner/Grainger A. 4. b (Bohner 1958, 214-6; Grainger, forthcoming (a)). 
Size: Total length 135mm. Blade length c. 93mm. Maximum blade width c. 21mm. 
Damage/ Wear: Knife curved slightly to the left as seen from above. Blade moderately ground, with up to c. 2.0mm 
removed from the blade width. 
[Phase 4-6. Ploughsoil.]. (Figure 59 No. 44). 

121. 1086- SOI 
Iron knife 
Form: Straight back, angled back slope, blade point close to edge (tip missing). Leading edge almost straight. Tang 
level with back of blade. 
Type: Bohner/Grainger C. 2. a (Bohner 1958, 214-6; Grainger, forthcoming (a)) 
Size: Total length 112mm. Blade length 70mm. Maximum blade width 27.5mm. 
[Phase 5. Backfill of pit F27.]. (Figure 59 No. 45). 
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122. 1538 -S07 
Iron knife 
Form: Straight back, angled back slope, blade point close to edge? (tip missing?). Tang close to edge. 
Type: Bonner/Grainger C? 2.b (Bohner 1958, 214-6; Grainger, forthcoming (a)) 
Size: Surviving length 91.5mm. Estimated blade length c. 79mm. Maximum blade width 18.0mm. 
[Phase 4. Make-up of cobble flooring F336.]. (Figure 59 No. 46). 

C. Knives of Indeterminate Period. 
123. 1100-S08 

Iron knife 
Form: Convex back, straight edge with curved leading edge. Blade point central. Tang on long axis of blade. 
Type: This form is known in both the Roman and Anglo-Saxon periods, being classifiable as Manning Type 14 
(Manning 1985, 115) if Roman, and Bohner/Grainger A. 4. a. (Bohner 1958,214-216; Grainger, forthcoming (a)), if 
Anglo-Saxon.The context suggests that it is more likely to be Roman in date. 
Size: Total length 121mm. Blade length 76mm. Maximum blade width 15mm. 
Damage J Wear: The tang is bent slightly to the left, as seen from above, at the junction with the blade, through 5°, 
and again, through 21° to the right, 16mm from the tang tip. Possibly slightly ground cutting edge. 
[Phase 3 Structure 6. Matrix of laid cobble surface F30.]. (Figure 59 No. 42). 

Discussion 
The types assigned to the various knives (and cleaver) examined from the 1985-1987 excavations at Rocester are set out 
below. 

Table 7 : Summary of knife types 

PERIOD MANNING BOHNER/GRAINGER KNIVES/CLEAVER 
(No of cases) TYPE TYPE - Context 

ROMAN 
8 1433-S13 

1 9 110-S41 
2 10 1194-S01; 1446-S12 
2 11 1162-S73; 1430-S06 
1 11/13 1669-S04 (i) 
1 13 1669-S04 (ii) 
2 15 1003-S97; 1162-S40 
2 16 1052-S13; 1069-S24 
1 17 1044-S30 
1 24 1365-S04 
1 Cleaver 2b 1044-S62 

ANGLO-SAXON 
1 - A. 2. b 1023-S01 
1 A. 4. b 1444-S03 
1 C. 2. b 1086-S01 
1 C?2. b 1358-S07 

ROMAN/ANGLO-SAXON 
1 14 A. 4. a U00-S08 
1 14 ?. 4. 7 1001-S01 
1 17 C. 1. c 1003-S76 
3 ? ?. ?. ? 1044-S51; S044-S56; 

1387-S03 

Roman knives 
The Roman knives recovered from Rocester are in the main fairly standard types which excite no surprise. The types that 
Manning has noted as uncommon, 8 and 9, should not be considered as unusual either at present, as the British Museum 
collection and other parallels utilised by Manning cannot be taken as being in any way representative of all sites, 
whatever the location and date, within Roman Britain. As has been noted above, Manning points out the possibly 
unbalanced nature of the British Museum collection in explaining the scarcity of Types 13-15 within it (Manning 1985, 
115). 
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It is hoped that the rigorous identification of Roman knife forms from other Romano-British sites will provide an 
increasingly precise method for the consideration of such knives so that questions such as the nature of the distribution of 
forms according to time and location can be answered. 

The Anglo-Saxon knives 
Knives Nos 119, 121 and 122 all have blades with a straight back and an angled back slope (Sub-type 2.b). 
Knife No. 120, with the point central on the long axis of the blade (Type A), is a common form throughout the pagan 
Anglo-Saxon period, certainly continuing at least until the general cessation of the deposition of grave goods, probably 
sometime between A.D. 700-750. 

No 121 and probably No. 122 have the point close to the blade edge (Type C), a form which seems to have been 
introduced about the start of the seventh century. The primary evidence for this was Bohner's work on the material from 
the Trier region (Bohner 1958, 214-6), and there has been no subsequent reason to bring forward the starting point for 
this type into the sixth century. However, it must be said that conventional 'seventh century' date grouping used with 
reference to Anglo-Saxon grave good assemblages could easily represent a period that actually started anywhere between 
c. A.D. 580-620 and almost certainly extended beyond A.D. 700. 

Knife No. 120 has a raised, convex back (Sub-type 4) and an angled back slope (Sub-type b) down to a central blade 
point (Type A). 

The raised back, either angled (Sub-type 3) or convex, was first noticed as a possible indicator of eighth century date by 
Hawkes in her consideration of the knives from the Anglo-Saxon cemetery at Polhill, Kent (Hawkes 1973, 200). More 
precisely, the similarity of form of certain of the Polhill knives to North German examples which were common in burials 
locally dated to the eighth century was recognised (op. cit., 199). 

Despite attempts to show that burial with artifacts continued into the eighth century, perhaps most recently seen in the 
consideration of the Dover, Buckland cemetery in Kent (Evison 1987, 136-142), the writer is not aware of any specific 
Anglo-Saxon burials for which the associated objects certainly indicate a date of later than A.D. 700. 

It is true that the latest phases of burial with artifacts can sometimes be picked out in Anglo-Saxon cemeteries, and that 
quite sizeable numbers of burials can appear to belong to these phases — but in the absence of any absolute dating 
evidence, the relative phases are of no use in attempting to divide pre-A.D. 700 burials from post-A.D. 700 burials. 

SMALL ARTICLES O F DRESS: 124-135 

1273 S2 Spur 
Length 74mm. Maximum width of prick 14mm. Width of arms 11mm. Length of prick 54mm. A spur with broken 
arms which makes it difficult to type using the system devised by Shortt (Shortt 1959). The prick is quite long 
compared to Roman examples cited by Manning (Manning 1985, 69-70). A lump at the tip end of the prick is 
corrosion not a detail of decoration. Roman spurs are relatively rare finds in Britain and the Rocester example 
would appear to be a previously unrecorded type. [Backfill of trench F144. Phase 2A, Structure 1] (Figure 60 No. 
47) 
1379 SI Bracelet 
Diameter 71mm. A simple wire circlet with a hook and eye type fastening which is now corroded. [Backfill of oven 
F206. Phase 2A, Structure 1] (Figure 60 No. 48) 
1445 S4 Bracelet 
Inside Diameter 58mm. Width of metal strip 20mm. Although badly damaged by corrosion some decoration is 
evident in the form of a raised band which presumably runs the whole circumference of the bracelet. Heavy and 
misshapen. [Topsoil. Phase 7] 
1101 SI 1 Finger ring with intaglio 
Maximum diameter 33mm. Maximum Height 23mm. Surface Width of gem 9mm. In its present corroded state, this 
ring fits into Henig's Type III. (Henig 1978). Black, oval gem is intact though mostly disguised by corrosion. There 
is a female figure incised on the gem. The iron hoop is broken leaving two pointed arms. See report on gemstones p. 
128. [Matrix of laid cobble surface F34. Phase 3, Structure 6] 
Spoilheap Finger ring with intaglio 
Maximum width 28mm. Maximum width of bezel 14mm. A badly corroded and damaged ring, only the bezel and 
shoulders survive. Henig Type III. Though the blue gem is still intact only a small patch is visible under the 
corrosion. See report on gemstones p. 128. [Unstratified] 
1385 S6 Finger ring 
Hoop diameter 18mm inside. Oval bezel 18x22mm. Gem missing. The hoop is circular and appears to be intact 
although heavily encrusted. The bezel is large. A simple form of ring which Henig places amongst the trinket type 
Type X6 or XIII which appear in the third century. (Henig 1978) [Make-up for surfaces to south of boundry ditch 
F176. Phase 2/3] 
1018 S54 Finger ring 
Maximum width 31mm. Maximum height 20mm. Depth at bezel 7mm, Oval bezel 17.5x15mm. 'U'-shaped hoop 
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the sheep/goat are sheep. This is not to underestimate the importance of goats to the Romans (e.g. 
Levitan forthcoming), but the general pattern certainly seems to be that described above. The 
anatomical distribution of the sheep/goat is summarised in Table 18. This table incorporates 
unidentified medium mammal bones. Unlike cattle, where the majority of the unidentified large 
mammal bones are likely to be cattle, the unidentified medium mammal bones are as likely to be pig as 
sheep/goat. For this reason, the numbers of ribs, etc in the unidentified medium mammal category 
have been halved, and each has been 'assigned' to sheep/goat and pig. This is admittedly arbitrary, but 
it has been done so that some impression can be gained of the representation of ribs and vertebrae. 
Generally speaking, most skeletal elements are present, though smallest bones are not well represented 
(or not at all) - this is likely to result from recovery bias, and selective deposition should not necessarily 
be inferred. Other data are in the site archive. 

ii. Pig 

Two aspects concerning the pig bones are worth noting. First, there are 15 bones from a pig skeleton 
from Phase 1C-2B. These are: thoracic vertebrae (2), ribs (7), scapulae (pair), humeri (pair), radii (pair). 
This is an infant: none of the bones' epiphyses are fused. It is possible that more of the skeleton was 
present (from context 1650, F393, Phase 2A - there are no sieved bones from this context). 

Secondly, there are high proportions of pig in Phase 1C-2B and Phase 3 Structure 6. In both cases, 
percentages are higher than for sheep/goat (Table 12). Although the percentages for pig are variable, 
these peaks and troughs occur in both military and civilian phases, so are characteristic of both. The 
lower percentages are more typical of the Roman period in general than the high percentages. In Phase 
1C-2B the pig bones are distributed fairly evenly through all the bone-bearing contexts, whereas in 
Structure 6, 37 of the bones (54%) are from two contexts (1588: 18; 1631: 19). This is from a possible 
tot al of 17 contexts. In the latter case, therefore, it seems possible that the pig percentages have been 
boosted by two particular deposits which had a lot of pig present, but this does not appear to be the 
case for the former deposits. The anatomical part representation is given in Table 19. The patterns are 
similar to sheep/goat. Other data are in the site archive. 

iii. Dog 

Two dog skeletons were recovered, one with only 19 bones present (Phase 1C-2B) and one with 50 
bones present (Phase 2C-3). The first is from context 1547 (Phase 2A/2B) and comprises 3 lumbar 
vertebrae, 2 ribs, left humerus and radius, both ulnae and pelves, right femur and tibia, left calcaneum, 
the left set of metatarsals II-IV and 2 metapodials (distal ends only). This is a small juvenile; proximal 
humerus, distal radius and both ends of femur and tibia are unfused, as are the vertebral centrum 
epiphyses. 

The second skeleton comprises skull, mandibles, 2 thoracic and 8 lumbar vertebrae, 16 ribs, right 
scapula, paired humeri, radii and ulnae, a piece of pelvis, paired femora and tibiae, left astragalus and 
calcaneum, left metatarsals II-V and right metatarsals II-IV. Both radii and ulnae have exostoses along 
the shafts, and the radii have deep grooves eaten into the shafts where the ulna articulates. Presumably 
this was caused by unnatural rubbing of the ulna against the radius, interestingly on both limbs. This 
was an adult. Right long bone lengths are: humerus 143.8 mm, radius 143.0 mm, tibia 164.4 mm. This 
is a small dog, about 47.7 cm shoulder height (Harcourt 1974). 

Other dog bones included a range of sizes from small (about the size of a terrier) to medium (about 
labrador sized) - typical of the range found at Roman sites. 

iv. Other animals 

The only other bones worth noting are the rabbit - probably intrusive, and the polecat or ferret. The 
Romans are known for having domesticated polecats (into ferrets), so it is interesting to have this 
specimen occurring at this site. The specimen was sent to Dr T. O'Connor for confirmation of the 
identification. He commented that it is rather large for ferret, and thus may be polecat, but cautioned 
that separation is difficult on the basis of post-cranial bones (O'Connor, pers. comm.). 
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Table 19. Fragmentation results for cattle bones, Roman period 

<25 
Phase 1A - IB 

25-49 50.74 75.99 100 total 
Phase 1C - 2B 

<25 25-49 50-74 75-99 100 total 
Phase 2C - 3 

<25 25-49 50-74 75-99 100 total 
Phase 3 Str. 6 

<25 25-49 50-74 75-99 100 total 

skull 0 28 2 30 21 21 30 2 32 
mandible 4 1 5 12 4 3 19 9 2 11 8 1 4 13 
atlas 1 1 2 1 3 2 2 1 1 2 
axis 1 1 5 5 O i l 
cervical 1 1 5 4 9 2 2 1 5 5 5 1 1 1 
thoracic 1 1 2 20 3 1 1 25 6 2 2 10 16 1 2 19 
lumbar 0 32 2 1 35 2 2 14 2 1 2 19 
sacrum 0 3 3 0 0 
caudal 0 6 6 1 1 1 1 
rib 27 27 285 285 68 68 91 4 95 
scapula 5 1 6 12 3 3 1 19 3 1 1 5 9 1 10 
humerus 2 2 16 1 1 18 4 4 7 7 
radius 0 11 1 1 13 4 1 5 8 2 1 11 
ulna 4 4 7 1 8 3 1 1 5 2 2 
carpal 0 1 1 1 1 2 5 5 
metacarpal 1 1 19 4 2 25 12 2 14 8 2 2 1 13 
pelvis 2 2 26 4 30 9 3 12 9 1 10 
femur 1 1 10 1 2 13 4 4 5 1 1 7 
patella 0 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 
tibia 0 10 1 11 3 3 8 1 1 10 
astragalus 0 2 2 1 3 8 2 1 3 6 3 1 4 
calcaneum 0 1 1 3 1 6 2 2 1 1 
tarsal 0 2 1 3 0 0 
metatarsal 2 2 1 1 4 1 1 6 2 2 1 5 4 1 1 6 
1st phalanx 2 2 4 1 2 9 14 26 2 1 3 6 12 1 6 7 
2nd phalanx 9 9 2 1 1 3 7 14 1 3 4 2 2 
3rd phalanx 0 2 1 10 13 1 1 9 11 2 2 

TOTAL 46 6 2 12 2 68 524 37 26 21 38 646 156 19 9 11 20 215 225 24 17 8 17 291 
% total 68 9 3 18 3 81 6 4 3 6 73 9 4 5 9 77 8 6 3 6 

Unidentified large mammal bones included (mainly ribs and vertebrae) 
Loose teeth and metapodials excluded 
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Table 20. Fragmentation results for sheep/goat bones, Roman period 

<25 
Phase 1A - IB 

25-49 50.74 75.99 100 total <25 
Phase 1C - 2B 

25-49 50-74 75-99 100 total <25 
Phase 2C - 3 

25-49 50-74 75-99 100 total 

skull 0 6 6 2 2 1 1 2 
mandible 0 1 3 1 5 3 1 4 4 1 1 6 
atlas 0 0 0 0 
axis 0 0 0 0 
cervical 0 0 O i l 
thoracic 1 1 2 2 0 0 
lumbar O i l 2 O i l 2 
sacrum 0 0 0 0 
caudal 0 0 0 0 
"b 2 2 36 2 1 39 6 1 7 16 5 1 22 
scapula 0 3 1 4 0 4 4 
humerus O i l 2 2 2 2 1 3 
radius 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 6 1 2 1 4 3 3 1 7 
ulna 0 2 1 3 1 1 0 
carpal 0 0 0 0 
metacarpal 0 2 1 3 1 1 2 1 5 6 
pelvis 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 
femur 0 2 1 3 2 1 3 3 3 
patella 0 0 0 0 
tibia 1 1 6 4 4 14 2 2 4 4 4 1 9 
astragalus 0 1 1 0 1 1 
calcaneum O i l 2 - 0 2 2 
tarsal 0 0 0 0 
metatarsal 1 1 4 4 2 2 1 3 4 
1st phalanx 0 0 0 0 
2nd phalanx 0 0 O i l 
3rd phalanx 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 3 2 2 0 0 7 67 17 9 3 1 97 17 13 2 1 0 33 40 17 7 10 1 75 
% total 43 29 29 0 0 69 18 9 3 1 52 39 6 3 0 53 7 3 9 13 l 

<25 
Phase 3 Str. 6 

25-49 50-74 75-99 100 total 

40 17 
53 23 

10 
13 

Unidentified medium mammal bones included (see text for assignment) 
Loose teeth and metapodials excluded 
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Table 21. Fragmentation results for pig bones from Rocester, Roman period 

<25 
Phase 1A - IB 

25-49 50.74 75.99 100 total <25 
Phase 1C - 2B 

25-49 50-74 75-99 100 total <25 
Phase 2C - 3 

25-49 50-74 75-99 100 total <25 
Phase 3 Str. 6 

25-49 50-74 75-99 100 total 

skull 0 13 13 3 3 9 9 
mandible 1 1 11 1 1 1 14 4 4 8 2 1 11 
atlas O i l 0 0 
axis 0 0 O i l 
cervical 0 1 1 0 2 2 
thoracic 1 1 2 1 3 0 0 
lumbar 0 2 1 1 4 O i l 2 
sacrum 0 0 0 0 
caudal 0 0 0 0 
rib 2 2 36 36 6 6 16 16 
scapula 0 5 5 1 1 6 3 9 
humerus 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 
radius 0 1 1 1 3 1 1 2 2 4 6 
ulna 0 2 1 3 0 0 
carpal 0 1 1 2 1 1 0 
metacarpal 0 2 5 7 2 2 2 4 6 
pelvis 0 3 1 1 5 0 0 
femur 0 4 1 5 1 1 2 4 1 5 
patella 0 0 0 0 
tibia 0 1 2 1 4 0 4 1 1 2 8 
fibula 0 3 1 4 0 2 2 4 
astragalus 0 2 1 1 4 1 1 0 
calcaneum 0 1 3 4 0 1 1 
tarsal 0 0 0 0 
metatarsal 0 1 3 4 0 1 1 2 
1st phalanx 0 1 3 2 6 0 1 1 0 
2nd phalanx 0 0 0 0 
3rd phalanx 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 4 0 0 0 0 4 83 10 13 19 4 129 15 4 1 2 1 23 53 18 5 11 0 87 
% total 100 0 0 0 0 64 8 10 15 3 65 17 4 9 4 61 21 6 13 0 

Unidentified medium mammal bones included (see text for assignment) 
Loose teeth and metapodials excluded; skeleton form phase 1C-2B excluded. 
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Birds 
Over half of the bird bones from the site are domestic fowl (Table 12). The others have been 

described above; there are too few bones for further comment other than to note the predominance of 
water birds (two or three species of duck) and birds associated with wetland , perhaps reflecting marshy 
area exploitation, though woodcock are often associated with grassy woodland glades and margins. 

Domestic fowl 
The most interesting find was that of a skeleton from Phase 1C-2B (context 1345, Phase 2B Structure 

1, F143). The following bones are present: fused thoracic vertebrae, cervical and lumbar vertebrae (7), 
ribs (19), sternum, furcula, pairs of coracoid, scapula, humerus, ulna, carpometacarpus, femur, 
tibiotarsus, and tarsometatarsus, left radius and fibula, lumbrosacrale/pelvis, 1st and 2nd phalanges of 
the leg. The tarsometatarsals are spurred, so this, perhaps, is a cockerel. Measurements are given in 
Table 20. 

This phase also contained the majority of the rest of the domestic fowl bones (Table 12) - no other 
phase contained more than six bones. Table 21 summarises the bones present in all phases, and Table 
20 lists measurements of the bones. Table 21 shows that most of the bones recovered were long bones: 
the larger and more robust bones of the skeleton. Less robust but large bones, such as sternum and 
lumbrosacrale, are also represented, but small bones such as phalanges and vertebrae are not present. 
It seems likely that these have been missed, though it is also true that there were no bird bones in the 
sieved samples. The complete absence of skulls is not as likely to be explained by recovery biases, (note 
also that the skeleton, above, was missing its skull), and could reflect preservation bias. It could be that 
skulls were removed before the birds were cooked and eaten, and thus disposed of elsewhere (the 
absence of leg phalanges could also be explained in this way, though one might also expect removal of 
the distal end of tarsometatarsals: of the three recovered, only one lacked the distal end; the others 
were complete (or nearly complete). The three tarsometatarsals are also unspurred, though this need 
not indicate that they are definitely females. 

It is notable that the presumed male (skeleton) bones are generally larger than most of the other 
measured bones (Table 20). This might indicate that they are mainly females (as would be expected). 
The range, however, is not great so there is no suggestion of there being more than one 'type' of fowl 
present; certainly none is very small (e.g. bantam; capon). 

Conclusion 

In accordance with the recommendations made in the assessment of this assemblage (Levitan 1987; 
1988) only the Roman material has been identified and recorded. There are, perhaps, 700 bones that 
have not been examined, spanning the period very late Roman to modern. 

The sample that has been recorded comprises 4092 bones of which 1186 were identified to 
mammalian species level and a further 78 are bird bones. The remaining 2828 bones, 69% of the 
assemblage, are unidentified and comprise ribs and vertebrae which cannot be easily assigned to 
species, and chips of bone which are completely unidentifiable. Such a result is fairly typical of 
archaeological deposits where most of the bone is highly degraded. The processes of degradation begin 
with slaughter and butchery, and end - as far as the human element is concerned - with cooking and 
eating. After this, the bone may be chewed by dogs, trampled, left open to weathering, and finally 
covered over (e.g. in pits, wells, ditches, etc). Even then, degradation may continue, for example where 
the sediment environment is hostile and chemical leaching can occur. All these processes occurred at 
this site, though the precise degree to which each affected the sample is uncertain. 

The c. 1200 identified bones provide too small a sample for detailed analysis, though the analysis of 
the cattle bones in particular (733 bones in total) has been reasonably detailed. An on-site sieving 
programme where sediments were sieved through a 0.5cm mesh sieve ensured a good level of recovery, 
though the absence of some small bones may still be due to lack of manual recovery from material that 
was not sieved. Finer mesh sieving of bulk samples allowed scanning for the presence of small bird and 
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fish bone, but none was seen. 
The major potential analysis of this assemblage was the investigation of the military and civilian 

deposits, and the comparison of them in order to highlight any differences. Even at the stage of 
assessment, the small size of the assemblage was seen as a problem (Levitan 1988), but the relative lack 
of similar deposits - especially in this region - made the attempt seem worth while. King's valuable 
survey indicates that there were different meat diets enjoyed by the military and civilian populations of 
Roman Britain (King 1984,189). In the event, the interesting result is that there is little difference in the 
military and civilian material. 

The greatest contrasts are in terms of species representation. Contrary to expectations, cattle are 
more abundant in the early civilian phase than during either of the military phases. Phase 1A- IB is the 
least reliable for bone evidence as the sample is so small, but Phase 1C-2B has the largest sample and is 
probably reasonably representative. Here, although cattle are predominant (59%), pig are second in 
rank (19%), followed by sheep/goat (13%). There is only a very small decrease in sheep/goat in Phase 
2C-3, but a marked increase in cattle and decrease in pig. Perhaps this change shows that it is pig which 
is decreasing in importance rather than cattle which are increasing. 

The Roman military phase, therefore, can be seen as one where beef was the main meat eaten, but 
pork a substantial and important second. In the civilian phase, beef was still important, but pork much 
less so. The apparent increase in pig in Structure 6 can be accounted for by concentrations of pig bones 
in two contexts: perhaps the remains of two episodes (feasts? meals?). It is possible, therefore, to 
tentatively argue that there was a change in meat consumption from the military, characterised by beef 
and pork, to the civilian, characterised by beef, and some mutton, with much less pork. 

It must be noted, however, that these results come from one small site and need not reflect the 
general pattern in the fort/town (cf. the specialised deposits and lateral distribution at Exeter, Maltby 
1979). 

The analysis of the cattle remains showed that the nature of the deposits was essentially the same in 
all the phases. Patterns of anatomical distribution and fragmentation were similar, and these were 
related to butchery processes which appear to have been responsible for much of the patterning 
perceived. Age structures - hinted at only very tenuously by the small samples - implied that whilst 
many cattle were not slaughtered until adulthood, perhaps about half were eaten as juveniles - sub-
adults. This pattern, again, was seen in all the phases. Finally, the evidence from measurements showed 
that the cattle size range was the same throughout, and that perhaps a small proportion were males and 
the majority were females. This consistency of results supports the idea that the exploitation of cattle 
remained more or less the same throughout the period covered, and that the changes described above 
were more in relation to the relative importance of the other major mammals, pig in particular. Such a 
scenario is much in accord with present evidence for Roman military and civilian activities. 

The site produced a few interesting single deposits: burials of two dogs, an infant pig and a domestic 
fowl. Such finds are not uncommon, but they are useful in providing information about age, stature 
and disposal practices. The lack of skulls of domestic fowl (and also of leg phalanges) tentatively 
implies that heads (and feet) were removed before consumption, and that these deposits, for the fowl at 
least, represent remains of meals rather than butchery waste. 

In conclusion, although this is a small assemblage (and the interpretations must be treated with 
care), it has produced a useful set of data, in particular helping to increase our knowledge of the 
differing patterns of meat consumption of military personnel and civilians. 

A ckno wledgements 
This analysis was carried out as part of the work of the Environmental Archaeology Unit, 

University Museum, Oxford, and was wholly funded by the Ancient Monuments Laboratory of 
English Heritage. 
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Denton, Lincolnshire (Conolly 1971) and Alcester (Moffett 1988), suggesting that cultivation of beets 
may have been fairly widespread. Vegetables are greatly under-represented in the archaeobotanical 
record, partly because the seeds are not the part used and they are seldom charred, since exposure to 
fire would happen only as the result of rare accident. The importance in the diet of beet and other 
vegetables is undoubtedly much greater than the scanty record would suggest. 

Rye is present in a very small amount. Although rye may have been a crop in Roman Britain 
(Helbaek 1952 and 1964) it also grows as a weed in cereals and its very slight presence here suggests 
that it may have been a weed rather than a crop. Cultivated oat can only be separated from wild oat by 
the base of the lemma (one of the enclosing chaff parts). Both of the two lemma bases found were of the 
wild type, suggesting that the few oat grains in the samples were also wild oat (Avena fatua or A. 
ludoviciana). Both of these species are highly successful weeds in cereals. 

The presence of six-row barley is attested by the twisted or asymmetic grains which are characteristic 
of the lateral floret of six-row barley. These florets are sterile in two-row barley. In theory a population 
of pure six-row barley would have a ratio of two twisted grains to one straight grain, while pure two-
row barley would have only straight grains. A mix of the two populations would result in a lower ratio 
of twisted to straight grains. In practice, however, barley grains are often too distorted by charring for 
it to be possible to reliably separate straight from twisted grains in sufficient numbers for this ratio to 
be meaningful. In general the ratios of twisted grains to straight was about 2.5:1 or 3:1. This is an over-
representation of twisted grains probably due to the greater ease with which they can be recognised, 
but it does suggest that two-row barley was either not present or only in a very small amount. 

Identification of the wheats posed serious difficulties as there were extremely few diagnostic chaff 
fragments. Identification of wheat grains to species is difficult and unreliable. Most of the grains 
present had to be assigned simply to Triticum sp. A few glume bases (the lower parts of the floral 
bracts) of spelt were found, confirming the presence of this species, but few grains could be identified as 
spelt. A few narrow grains with a clear dorsal ridge which was highest just slightly behind the embryo 
were tentatively identified as emmer, but only one possible emmer spikelet fork was found. Of the 
grains which were both well-preserved and extreme enough in their morphological characters to assign 
to a type, the majority appeared to be a bread/club wheat type. These grains were broad and rounded, 
and lacked a dorsal ridge. A substantial number of them were very short and round, with a steeply 
slanting embryo. This latter type is sometimes identified as Triticum aestivo-compactum Schiem. (club 
wheat). Club wheat is a form of bread wheat with short, compact ears. Examination of specimens in 
the author 's reference collection suggests that club wheat does not always have short, round grains, but 
on the contrary sometimes has grains which are indistinguishable from most lax-eared bread wheats. 
Some lax-eared bread wheats, on the other hand, can have short, round grains. Other archaeobotanists 
have also previously noted this difficulty (G. Hillman pers. comm.) and it seems that the identification 
of short, round grains as Triticum aestivo-compactum may be invalid. All grains, therefore, which 
appeared to be free-threshing hexaploids were identified as Triticum aestivum s.l. One rachis node of 
bread/club wheat type was found. 

Cereal bran (pericarp) fragments, uncharred in appearence, were also found in three samples. This 
was wholly unexpected as all the deposits were free-draining and bran normally survives only under 
favourable waterlogged conditions. A first suspicion, that the bran might be a modern intrusion, was 
eliminated when bran was observed still in place on some of the charred grains. The bran fragments 
were surprisingly pliable when handled with forceps. They were brown in colour, translucent, and the 
cross layer of cells was clearly visible. The conditions under which the grains became charred while 
apparently not charring some of their pericarps, though some change must have taken place to cause 
the bran to be preserved, is at present unknown. 

Weeds and other wild plants 
Most of the other species in the samples are weeds of disturbed and cultivated ground or grassland 

species which appear to have flourished as cornfield weeds in the past. In the latter group may be the 
plant most abundantly represented, ribwort plantain (Plantago lanceolatd). Unlike the common 
segetal weeds it is a perennial species. It has been suggested by Hillman in discussing the common pre-
Saxon presence of heath grass (Danthonia decumbens) in cereal assemblages that perennial weeds were 
able to flourish in ard-cultivated fields that would have been destroyed by efficient mould-board 
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agricultural activity. Associated with them was an area of sixteenth-century activity, comprising a wall, 
a gulley and a cobbled area. Though these do not form a coherent whole, they are all distinguished by 
being associated with large quantities of iron smithing-slag; by far the largest quantity from the 
excavations. It seems likely therefore that there was a smithy in this area in the sixteenth century. The 
clay bank, relict from Phase 3, still stood to the north, and again, as in Phase 4, it would seem that 
Phase 5 activity was on the fringes of the village, which would certainly make sense, given that it was 
potentially of a polluting nature. 

PHASES 6 AND 7 

In these phases the area was used for cultivation down to the inception of the New Cemetery. 

CONCLUSIONS 

In terms of the stated aim of the excavation, to retrieve and characterise a sequence of human 
activity at Rocester, the 1985-87 excavations were very successful. At least three Roman forts of the 
first and second centuries were identified, along with a Roman civilian settlement, probably a 'small 
town', of the third and fourth centuries. A possible phase of late-Saxon activity, rare in this region, was 
also encountered. In addition, there was evidence for the use of the site for quasi-industrial purposes in 
the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, and thereafter for agriculture. The excavations also demonstrated 
that in certain areas of Rocester a considerable depth of deposits and good deposit survival are to be 
expected, enhancing the value of this multi-period site. 

As is so often the case, the excavations raised at least as many questions as they answered. We may 
draw attention to some of the more obvious. Clearly the Roman military sequence needs more precise 
definition, and within that the various phases need to be more extensively explored, the better to 
characterise the changing nature of the military occupation. Any associated annexes and vici need to be 
located, as do possible cemeteries. For the civilian period, the nature of the defences needs to be better 
understood, as this is crucial in assessing whether or not they were associated with a 'small town'. 
Whatever its precise status, the function and layout of the settlement needs a great deal of further 
work, again bearing in mind the possibility of cemeteries. The date of the end of the Romano-British 
occupation needs to be better defined. The question of the nature, and status, and date of any late-
Saxon settlement needs addressing, in order better to understand the present village of Rocester and its 
position in the wider local and regional context. The medieval deposits encountered were patchy and of 
an uncertain significance. More work in the future on the post-medieval sequence should not be 
neglected, given the crucial importance of Staffordshire in the development of ceramics in this period. 
On the artefactual side, it is clear that a better understanding of the sources of pottery and other 
artefacts will give useful insights into the links between Rocester and the areas round about. The most 
rewarding source of environmental evidence is botanical, since poor preservation inhibits the 
osteological evidence being deployed to full effect. The charred seeds and grains demonstrate that 
throughout its development the supply and processing of grain was of prime importance in the 
economy of Rocester, and any future work should have further data collection and analysis in this field 
as a priority. Identification and sampling of suitable local sites for pollen analysis should also be 
considered, to provide evidence about the local agrarian landscape. On a wider canvas, it is hoped that 
the evidence provided by our excavations at Rocester, the approaches used, and some of the questions 
asked here, will help advance the understanding of other sites in the region, whether Roman or 
medieval. 

The New Cemetery excavations have demonstrated the archaeological potential of Rocester; every 
opportunity should be taken to exploit this potential and thus to develop our knowledge of this 
important site and its hinterland. 
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Plate 2 East section of ditch (F194) of Phase 1A. (J. Sterenberg) 
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Plate 4 Excavation of Structure 1 (Phase 2) in progress, looking north. (J. Sterenberg) 
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Plate 16 Intaglio, set in iron ring, depicting a goddess, probably Nemesis. (R. Wilkins) 

Staffordshire County Studies 

Sample



250 

STAFFORDSHIRE 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL A N D HISTORICAL SOCIETY 

O F F I C E R S A N D COMMITTEES 
1993-1994 

President: J. G. L. COLE, MB., F.R.C.R. 

Vice-Presidents: 
C. W. B R I D G E M A N 

A. A. R O U N D , B.Sc, F.S.A. 
C O U N C I L L O R A. G. W A R D , C.B.E., J.P. 

Hon. Secretaries: 
STEVEN CAMPBELL-KELLY (general and minutes) 

Mrs. BETTY FOX (membership) 
Mrs. M A R G A R E T BROWNE (newsletter) 

Hon. Meetings Secretary: 
C. W A R D L E , B.A. 

Hon. Treasurer. K E I T H BILLINGTON, 32 Birchwood Road, Parkside, Lichfield WS14 9UW 

Hon. Editor of Transactions: N . J. T R I N G H A M , B.A., M.Litt., Ph.D., 
V.C.H. Staffordshire, William Salt Library, Eastgate Street, Stafford ST 16 2LZ 

Committee: 
Mrs. D I A N A WILKES 

Mrs. N A N C Y BALL 
F. BALL 

R. A. MEESON, M.A., F.S.A. 
N. R. NICOLL 

P. TWIVEY 
Mrs. J. WILSON 

Editorial Committee: 
KEITH BILLINGTON 

J. G. L. COLE 
R. A. MEESON 

N. J. T R I N G H A M 
Mrs. DIANA WILKES 

Hon. Auditor. 
M. S. H O R T O N 

Staffordshire County Studies 

Sample



1992 

8 Oct. 

22 Oct. 

12 Nov. 

3 Dec. 

1994 

21 Jan. 

4 Feb. 

18 Feb. 

4 Mar. 

18 Mar 

1 Apr. 

P R O G R A M M E 

Annual General Meeting 

From roof tiles to chamber pots — Debbie Ford 

A medieval Staffordshire building contract - Philip Morgan 

The reconstruction of the Athenian Trireme - John Morrison 

Tithe and enclosure maps and awards - Dudley Fowkes 

Roman York: recent excavations and research - Patrick Ottaway 

Minoan Crete - Ffiona Gilmore-Eaves 

Farewell nunnery - Fredie Stitt 

Looking for Early Man in Pakistan - Robin Dennell 

Calke Abbey - Sylvia Martin 

Excavations at Shelton Farm - David Barker 

251 

Staffordshire County Studies 

Sample




