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Membership

Notes for contributors

Please remember that membership is due in
October. Membership is still only £8 (for
individuals) and £11 for two people at the same
address. Standing order is also available, please
ask Angela for a form or print one from the
website.

Contributions are always welcome - particularly
on new finds -so please send them to us, and
share them with the rest of the Roman Finds
Group!
The address for e-mailed contributions is:
ernrna.durham@arch.ox.ac.uk

In order to reduce costs and keep members
better informed, we would be grateful if
members could provide an email address. This
will only be used to relay up and coming
information on events such as the study days
and the newsletter will continue to be printed.

Contributions by post should be sent to:
Emma Durham, Department of Archaeology
Whiteknights Box 226, Reading, RG6 6AB

Editorial

Welcome to the 43rdedition ofLucema. I'm
filling in as editor for this edition as Emma has
too many other commitments this July. Its my
first attempt, so please be lenient with any short
comings in its production you may find. A big
thank you to all my fellow committee members
who have rallied round and produced articles
that have made this edition of Lucema possible.
Committee members have all volunteered (been
volunteered) to produce something for one of the
next two editions (44 or 45) but Lucema can't,
and shouldn't, exist purely as the output of the
work of those on the committee, so please all
think about submitting material for future
editions.
Evan Chapman
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during the high Empire were incomers (Noy
2000, Foreigners at Rome - Citizens and
Strangers).

RFG Spring Meeting
Reading -19th

March 2012

What about scientific (isotopic) evidence?
New light on old finds & a long way from home:
diaspora communities in Roman Britain

Prowse in 2007 suggested that 30% of the
cemetery population examined at Portus near
Rome were not local (Prowse, T., Schwarcz,
H.P., Garnsey, P., Knyf, M., Macciarelli, R. &
Bondioli, L. 2007, 'Isotopic evidence for agerelated
immigration
to Imperial
Rome',
American Journal of Physical Anthropology
132, 510-519). Carbon and nitrogen isotopes
show up in the food and type of diet. Migration
is shown by Strontium and Oxygen isotopes and
also by osteological ancestry assessments.
Health is shown in the osteology and artefacts
and burial rites may indicate a particular
diaspora community.

Hella Eckardt
(presenting the University of Reading project
carried out by Hella Eckardt, Mary Lewis
Gundula Miildner, Carolyn Chenery & Stephany
Leach)
It is a popular perception that soldiers who look
vaguely Italian came to Britain in AD 43 and
went away again in AD 410. How many
foreigners were there in Romano-British towns?
What is the source of evidence? Is it possible to
determine their origin (and ethnicity?) from
finds?

The project addressed the lived experience of
diaspora
commumties
by
combining
archaeological and scientific techniques. An
ancestry assessment of 'the ivory-bangled lady'
from York who wore ivory and jet bangles
shows she was of mixed race and did not come
from York but came from a warmer country.

The usual source for the origin of people living
in Roman Britain used to be epigraphy and some
inscriptions tell of some foreigners - for
example, Victor the Moor from South Shields or
Regina, the wife of a man from Palmyra, who
came from a British tribe. The mobility of
governors, civilian officials and soldiers who
served in the military and civilian posts must
have meant that they travelled long distances.
Most of those commemorated in Roman Britain
came from Gaul, Germany or Italy but as there
are only 2000 inscriptions, the evidence is
limited. These inscriptions are clustered on
Hadrian's Wall and in major towns. In Gaul of
13000 named individuals, 5% (659) were
identified as migrants. Evidence from Besancon
and Mainz shows how widespread the origins
were. A study of the British evidence shows that
they came from a wide area, mainly to the north
of the Mediterranean with a few from North
Africa (Rowland, R.J. 1976, 'Foreigners in
Roman Britain', Acta Archaeologica Academiae
Scientiarium Hungaricae 28, 443-447).

This was followed by a two year project to look
at the evidence from the Lankhills cemetery in
Winchester. 150 samples are being examined
whereas previously published migration isotope
studies for Roman Britain numbered only 24
samples. 450 burials were excavated in the
1960-70s on the Lankhills School site (Clarke,
G. 1979, Pre-Roman and Roman Winchester The Roman cemetery at Lankhills, Oxford:
Clarendon Press). Giles Clarke described 16
graves dated to AD 350-410 as intrusive: 8 men,
4 adult women and 4 young women. Clarke
(1979) characterised intrusive individuals as an
abundant provision of grave goods; with
exceptional consistency in what is provided and
where it is put; personal ornaments worn at
burial (as opposed to deposition of objects at
feet; one or two pottery (or glass) vessels at
feet of skeleton, usually the right foot; coins
present but never in mouth; equipment such as
knives for men and spindle-whorls for women,
sometimes a comb and no hobnails.

Levels of mobility - demography & epigraphy
Scheidel in 2004 showed that 40% of Italian
Roman citizens over the age of 45 would not
have lived in the place where they were born
(Scheidel, W. 2004. 'Human mobility in Roman
Italy, I: The free population', Journal of Roman
Studies 94, 1-26). David Noy in 2000 showed
that 5% of people living in the City of Rome

One 'Intrusive' example - Grave 323 showed a
young girl who was wearing jet bead bracelets.
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in
Roman
Winchester',
Journal
Archaeological Science, 2816-2825.

Clarke suggested that she was from Pannonia.
Isotope analysis showed that some of these
intrusive burials may have come from Pannonia
but others came from warmer countries and she
might have been a second generation immigrant
with parents who came from abroad (Evans, J.,
Stoodley, N., Chenery, C., 2006, 'A strontium
and oxygen isotope assessment of a possible
fourth century immigrant population in a
Hampshire
cemet~
southern
England' ,
Journal of Archaeological Science 33, 265-272).

Mueldner, G., Chenery C., Eckardt, H., in
press, 'The Headless Romans: Multi-isotope
investigations of an unusual burial ground
from
Roman
Britain',
Journal
of
Archaeological Science
Roman
diasporas
archaeological
approaches to mobility and diversity in the
Roman Empire (JRA Suppl. 78)

There has also been an AHRC Follow-on grant
looking at the impact of mixed communities
feeding into teaching 'The Romans' at Primary
School (Key Stage 2) with an outreach part
consisting of teaching packs and short stories by
children's writer, Caroline Lawrence, who is
using two York and two Lankhills examples to
make the point that the Romans were not all
white and the team are working with the
Runnymede Trust to produce a website.

The samples for the project came from 4 areas York, Catterick, Gloucester and Lankhills. More
recent excavations at Lankhills by Oxford
Archaeology led to the sampling of 40 more
individuals (Booth, P., Simmonds, A., Clough,
S., Cool, H., Poore, D. 2011, Winchester,
excavations 2000-2005, Oxford Archaeology,
Oxford).
Results from the project:

Conclusions

Findings from York showed that 59% (40
samples) were local, 19% (13) were British and
22% (15) were long-distance migrants. At
Catterick 46% (12) were local, 42% (11) were
British and 12% (3) were migrants. From
Gloucester 48% (10) were local, 19% (4) were
British and 33% (7) were migrants and at
Lankhills 52% (30) were local, 14% (8) were
British and 34% (20) were migrants.
Further publications
Diaspora project:

of

A significant numbers of individuals can be
defined as non-local isotopically - the majority
of these are probably of UK origin, but small
numbers come from outside the UK, both from
'warmer' and 'colder' areas. As expected, the
relationship between burial rite and origin is
complex. Multi-disciplinary investigations are
the way forward to address complexities of
migration and cultural diversity in the past.
Diverse biological and social identities can be
found in the Roman Empire. Such projects can
challenge the stereotype of an essentially
homogenous Rornano-British society.

in connection with the

Leach, S., M. Lewis, C. Chenery, H. Eckardt
& G. Miildner, 2009, 'Migration
and
diversity
in
Roman
Britain:
a
multi disciplinary approach to immigrants in
Roman York, England', American Journal of
Physical Anthropology 546-561.

Recent work on Bridges Garage site,
Cirencester

Chenery C.A., G. Miildner, J. Evans, H.
Eckardt, S. Leach & M. Lewis, 2010,
'Strontium and stable isotope evidence for
diet and mobility in Roman Gloucester, UK',
Journal of Archaeological Science, 150-163.

Edward McSloy, Cotsworld Archaeology
The site at Bridges Garage was completed at
Christmas 2011. In the invasion period there
was a cavalry fort at Bagendon. The fort was
abandoned in the 70's and a street pattern laid
out with a cemetery to the south-west where
burial activity included pyre deposits. As the
town extended, a new cemetery was created (the
results are published in Cirencester Excavations
3). Burials were found on the former Cattle
Market site where 50 urned cremations and a

Leach, S., Eckardt, H., C. Chenery, M. Lewis
& G. Miildner 2010. 'Lady of the North:
migration, ethnicity and identity in Roman
York', Antiquity, 131-145.
Eckardt, H., Chenery, C., Booth, P., Miildner,
G., Evans, J.A. & Lamb, A. 2009, 'Oxygen
and strontium Isotope Evidence for Mobility

3

small number of inhumations were found in the
area. Since 2000, major development work has
been taking place. Any surviving archaeology on
the Garage site was thought to have been
removed by the 1960's fuel tanks. So it was
decided that only a watching brief was necessary
which began in October 2011. It uncovered 70
inhumations and 5 cremations. There were two
distinct clusters - those to the north respected a
shallow flat-bottomed feature interpreted as wall
foundations to a possible tomb or walled
~osure.
Only 9 burials had grave goods with
the most common objects being copper alloy, jet
or shale bracelets. There was one de-capitated
burial. Two burials were significantly earlier
than the second century - Grave 718 lay inside
the stone structure and was an adult buried with
a ring-necked flagon which dated to early-mid
second century. Burial 729 lay just outside the
stone structure. In consisted of an infant, 2-3
years old, with an enamelled bronze cockerel at
its head and with a feeding bottle (tettina) again it dated to the second century.

beaded bracelet and a jet/shale annular bracelet.
Grave 802 contained a cluster of objects which
were block-lifted and which consisted of a shale
bracelet, bone/ivory bracelet, jet spacers and
glass cylinder beads. A tubular copper-alloy
bracelet was perhaps filled with organic matter.
Work is still in progress with the isotope
analysis on the bones still to be done. See a
similar
cockerel
from
Cople,
Somerset,
published in Britannia (2011) 42, 419-421.

Revisiting the crucibles from Chapel Street,
Chichester
Justine Bayley
This is a prime example of how identifications
and scientific analyses improve over time.
Justine first published these crucibles in Alec
Downe's Chichester Excavation 3 (1978) p.254.
It was then thought to be the first evidence for a
workshop with 2 types of crucibles found. One
type (Type 1) had glass-like deposits and the
other (Type 2) had bleached sandy deposits.
The 1970's XRF machine could only do
qualitative
analysis.
This showed
major
amounts of lead and some copper. The cuprite
in the red glass was used in enamels.

The cockerel is 125mm high. The breast, wings,
eyes and comb are filled with enamel, probably
originally green and blue. There are parallels
from Cologne, Tongeren in Belgium and
Buchten in the Netherlands.
It has been
suggested that these are incense burners,
mounted on stands. Cockerels are associated
with Mercury as a messenger of gods and
Mercury figurines are shown with cockerels and
rams. Having a cockerel in the grave may be an
offering to Mercury for an easy passage to the
Underworld. Additionally, Uley, a site dedicated
to Mercury, is only 15 miles away.

In 1990 there was a re-appraisal of the material
due to other examples being found elsewhere
and it had been found that oxidised crucibles
were used for separating silver from gold
(parting). Justine realised that the Type 2
crucibles were actually parting vessels. Parting
is when thin sheets of metal are packed into
vessels with a silica-rich 'cement' and salt. The
1990's re-interpretation was that parting and
enamelling both appear to have been carried out
on the same site.

The cockerel was probably made in northern
Britain in the second century. Ernst Kunzl
suggests the enamelling on these figurines are
similar to late Iron-Age examples. The Buchten
cockerel was also a grave good. It had a
dedication around the base by a soldier of the
Sixth legion, who was also based in York, AD
1201122.

In 2000, Justine re-appraised the material as she
was looking at the distribution of glass on
crucibles. Quantitative analysis could now look
at the layers of the glass for the first time. The
glass on Type I proved to be droplets of
silver/copper alloys. A red enamel block from
Heybridge was compared with the material on
the crucibles which had more lead and copper
and were, therefore, not enamel. Red glass on a
crucible from Xanten had the same type of
deposits. Her latest re-interpretation is that the
Type 2 crucibles were for parting and the Type

The grave goods for some of the late burials on
the site included strip and twisted bracelets of
copper alloy or annular shale bracelets. Most of
the graves only contained single bracelets. Grave
735 cut into the cockerel burial and contained jet
bracelets, a bead necklace, a copper-alloy
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well with the date of the abandonment of the
fortress, but was late for lorrica segmentata.
There was also what remained of an enamelled
military buckle. The largest block had to be
excavated from the top - it was too big to X-ray
or turn over.

1 examples were used for silver extraction and
refining. The workshop was solely for refining
and not enamelling.
This raises some questions - where did this mix
come from? Iron-Age gold has a mix of silver
and copper-alloy in the gold. So the workshop
was refining and 'Romanising' Iron-Age alloys.
The work being carried out on the site may have
beenpart of a military supply base. This helps to
change our ideas about the supply of precious
metals and its circulation in Roman Britain. It
also shows that archaeological science should be
part of mainstream archaeology!

A new computerised X-ray machine showed
that the lorica segmentata had been stripped of
its copper-alloy fittings, but ended up deposited
with large numbers of copper-alloy plates from
scale armour. Work is still in progress.
There were other copper-alloy finds in the area.
Small studs (Smm diam) arranged in neat lines
with their shafts folded over, possible through a
backing of leather, which had not survived. On
the back of the studs were ridges perhaps to bed
them into the leather. It appeared to be scale
armour of some sort, which used round studs
rather than the usual scale shape. Could it be a
neck guard of a later helmet or 'decorative'
shoulder doubling for a more conventional suit
of scale or mail? The small size of the studs
suggested comparison with the fine lorica
plumata from U sk. Another find was a copperalloy sheet with a capricorn picked out in dots.
Its function is as yet unclear but the capricorn
was the symbol of the Second Legion.

Taking stock of the block: investigating the
armour found during the 2010 excavations at
Caerleon
Evan Chapman, National Museum of Wales
The legionary fort at Caerleon (Is ea ) was the
base of the Second Legion Augusta. Half of the
fort has never been built on (it never developed
into a medieval city the way Chester and York
did).
As
Newport
expanded,
housing
developments between the wars threatened parts
of the site, leading to a campaign of excavations
that revealed much of the plan of the fortress.
There remained, however, a number of blank
areas on the plan. Recent geophysical plotting by
students from Cardiff University has now filled
many of these blanks. In one field it showed up
barrack blocks; three buildings with buttressing,
suggestive of granaries; and part of a large
courtyard building. It was decided to excavate
the front range of this courtyard building to help
verify the geophysical plots.

Two Non-Finds
Richard Stein
Although Roman structures survive, rather less
survives of Roman machinery, except perhaps
evidence of force pumps. There are 18
examples made of wood surviving - two come
from Roman Britain, from Tarrant Hinton and
from Silchester. It gives us an insight into the
capabilities of the Roman mechanical engineers.

In Room 2 of the building, there was a scatter of
bits of iron sitting on the robbed-out remains of
the last floor. There were strips of iron, many of
which were SOmm wide. Could this be armour?
There was one curved piece of iron with what
looked like a copper-alloy tie-ring from lorica
segmentata. It was possible, therefore, the other
bits could also be armour. The iron was in a bad
state and was block-lifted - about 40 blocks in
all, some small, some as much as a metre square.
A student conservator from UCL worked on
excavating the blocks in the lab for a year. One
block had a coin of Carausius, dating to AD
290's, between two of the iron plates. This fitted

There are, however, two finds said to be force
pumps but which are not. One at Nocelli in Italy
was excavated by Barri Jones in 1963. A farm
building with a supposed pump had been
identified by Ian Richmond. However, no
drawings or photos remain. The Silchester
pump, published in 1896, consisted of a block
of oak with two lead liners. At Nocelli, there
were two lead liners in tubes connected to a
chamber. The liners should be positioned inside
the hollowed block and they were not. In
S

pre-Conquest to the abandonment of the town in
the 5th century. In the 70's and 80's the civitas
capital was established with roads running
north-south
and
east-west.
Craftworkers'
buildings lay on the main through road in this
area of the settlement. In about 200 there were
probably other stone-built buildings and it was a
busy and bustling area. In the third century a
diagonal building had been built in stone and
dominated the earlier buildings. The diagonal
buildings reflected the origins of the settlement.
They consisted of small workshops with clay
floors. The main range of buildings had a
thatched roofed building at one end and a round
house at the other.

addition, the Nocelli pump is far too large
compared
with other
examples.
Richard
therefore considers that it is not a force pump.
At Kilverstone, near Thetford, the remains of a
force pump had been reported (D. Garrow, S.
Lucy & D. Gibson 2006: Excavations at
Kilverstone, Norfolk, 2000-02, East Anglian
Archaeology No.l13, 123-5). The published
details described two discs (82mm diam) made
of very thin sheets of copper alloy in a dome
shape. The concave side of each dome was filled
with lead. A section diagram in the publication
showed them as valves. There are 50 examples
of valves surviving. 46 are made of lead plate,
riveted to leather which is nailed to form a hinge,
for example the example from Bertrange in
France. The Kilverstone discs are unlike any
known examples as the dome is filled with lead.
The decorative elements are unnecessary as they
would have been hidden from view and the
dome-shape would prevent the pump opening
and also stops it fitting tightly. There is no
gasket or hinge and they are too wide. Such
discs would have been used as decorative
mounts for doors, storage chests etc (Nina
Crummy pers corn). These discs were intended
for display and were too thin and flimsy for use
in a force pump.

The next few years of the excavation will look
at the late Iron Age. The earliest feature yet is a
ditch on a diagonal alignment. It is a V-shaped,
ankle-breaker type of ditch. Sadly the fill was
barren of finds although the top layers in the
ditch date to about 20 BC. Was this perhaps
from a building of Commius and was the ditch
to keep the Romans out or the locals in? There
was a foundation trench for a large rectangular
building that cut the ditch. It had a foundation
deposit of a small dog. Lines of post-holes
indicate streets. The pottery is a mix of local
and foreign imports mainly from France, Italy
and Spain. There was also a possible military
cess pit. Was it a timber fore-runner of the
basilica at the heart of the road network at the
time or was this a brief military occupation at
the time of the Conquest when Verica fled to
the continent? The Romans then laid out the
road during AD 40-70 with a mix of round
houses and Roman style buildings, indicating a
mixed population.

The Silchester Eagle
EmmaDurham
[See separate article below]

New finds from Silchester
Amanda Clarke & Hella Eckardt

The Silchester dig will be running July 2nd August 12th 2012. Open days will be held on
July 21st and August 4th

Research excavations at Silchester have been
taking place since 1997. Silchester was a typical
Roman town and the excavations of what was a
green field site is about town life. It acts as a
training dig for Reading students. The Field
School takes 250 students each year to dig, draw
and photograph the site. They also sample for
XRF and environmental evidence. As part of
their outreach programme, the students also talk
to members of the public who visit the site.

Finds from the site were also on display. Of
particular note were a statuette of Harpocrates
(Nina Crummy 2011 'A Campanian Vessel
Foot from Silchester', Britannia 42, 157-165)
and a folding knife with a bone/ivory handle
depicting dogs and a copper-alloy flagon handle
with the terminal in the shape of a bare human
foot.

The research project is looking at a Roman town
in order to tell the story of urban change from

Jenny Hall
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more likely to have come from the statue of
Jupiter or an emperor, its feet curved to sit on a
globe, and this interpretation has been accepted
ever since (e.g. Henig 1995, 97; Toynbee 1964,
129). There is, however, very little evidence
available for eagles in this position. One stone
statue of Claudius from Lepcis Magna (Horn
1938, 738) depicts a largely reconstructed
bronze eagle on a globe held in the emperor's
hand. There are also a few examples of small
bronze figurines of Jupiter holding an eagle
either directly on his hand or on a globe on the
palm of his hand. Other depictions of eagles
with Jupiter or emperors tend to show them
standing at the side of a standing or seated
figure.

The Si~hester Eagle

There are only a few other bronze eagles of
similar size to the Silchester eagle, including
examples
from
Avenches,
Switzerland
(Leibundgut 1976, 63-4), Buderdich-Perrich,
Germany (Horn 1972) and Carbedo, Spain
(Garcia y Bellido
1966, 37). What is
particularly striking is the high quality of the
Silchester figure in comparison to these others.
A great deal of detail has gone into the
depiction of the feathers on the body and the
details of the head. The wings, unfortunately,
are now missing but presumably were spread
and were fixed to the body via a chamfered hole
in the back into which a plate could be attached.

The Silchester eagle was uncovered during
excavations at Si1chester by the Reverend James
Joyce in 1866 (Fig. 1) who identified it as the
eagle from a legionary standard (Joyce 1881,
363-5). It was found in the southernmost of the
rooms ranged along the west side of the forum
basilica among burnt timbers. It was Joyce's
rather romantic interpretation of the eagle's fate,
hidden in the rafters by the standard bearer
during the sacking of the city, the noble death of
the soldier and the eagle coming to rest in the
burnt remains of the basilica, that inspired
Rosemary Sutcliffe to write her novel The Eagle
of the Ninth. In 1977, and from 1980-86, Mike
Fulford of Reading University excavated part of
the basilica, including the room where the eagle
was found, and it was following this excavation
that he came to believe in a different
interpretation of the context to that reached by
Joyce. Fulford believes that the burnt layer
below which the eagle was found is better
interpreted as the remains of charred floor joists
and that the bed of mortar and concrete in which
the eagle lay was floor make-up belonging to a
timber building predating the masonry basilica
and dating to the mid first century AD, rather
earlier than the late first or second century date
usually assigned to the eagle itself. The question
must then be asked, what implications does this
earlier date have for the function of the eagle?

What this rapid survey of eagles in the Roman
world does show is that while the eagle does
appear regularly with Jupiter or emperors, very
few resemble the Silchester eagle in size or
quality. The Si1chester eagle is too small to have
been with a life-size statue, unless like the
larger-than-life statue from Lepcis Magna the
eagle is proportionally much smaller than the
figure it accompanies. Eagles associated with
statues usually have their heads turned distinctly
upwards or twisted to look at the figure, while
those on standards are either forward looking or
only slightly turned. Perhaps we should not
discount the idea that the eagle did in fact once
adorn a military standard. Whatever the original
use of the Silchester eagle, one fact that does
stand out is the quality of the figure. One cannot
escape the fact that he was, and still is, a
wonderful work of art which continue to inspire
questions about the nature of the occupation at
Silchester in the first century.

While Joyce believed that the eagle was from a
legionary standard, it was in 1957 that Boon
(1974, 120) first suggested that the eagle was
7
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The five British pendants all share common
characteristics, although with some smaller
variations in precise detail:

at

Decoration on one surface only, with the
obverse showing signs of the medullary
canal of the long bone (probably a bos
metatarsal) from which they have been cut.

Leibundgut, A. 1976: Die Romischen Bronzen der
Schweiz. 11Avenches, Mainz am Rhein.
Toynbee, J. M. C. 1964: Art in Britain Under the
Romans, Oxford.
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Well-polished obverse and reverse surfaces.
Eye formed
decoration.

EmmaDurham
•

Five Little Fishes ..... or more?
•
Amongst recently published material from
Catterick (Wilson 2002, 192-3 fig.322) are two
small bone pendants carved in the shape of a fish
(fig. 1). These are not works of great artistic skill,
but are rather crudely manufactured,
with
features cut on one surface only and the reverse,
although polished, is plain. They were found
together with two 'crescent-shaped'
pendants
and in the report it is suggested that all four
items were originally threaded together. While
this is possible, closer examination of the finds I,
suggests that this is unlikely and that the fish
pendants, in particular, had originally been
strung separately. While seen in isolation these
rather crude small fish-shaped objects appear of
little significance, they form part of a small
group of at least five extremely similar pendants
from Britain.

by

a single

ring

and dot

A 'fan tail' consisting of five or six lateral
cuts.
A 'mouth' and 'snout' formed by lateral
cuts with between two and four fan-shaped
cuts above the eye.
An 'hour-glass' perforation for suspension
formed by a double drilled hole.

While they are not quite identical in size ' or
decoration, they are so similar in craft that it
seems certain that they were produced by the
2 Unpublished, Newport Museum and Art gallery, Ace.
No. 85.311.144. I am grateful to the Oliver Blackmore
and the Newport Museum and Art Gallery for permission
to examine and photograph this find.
3 This piece is actually mentioned, although not illustrated,
by Hudd (1901, 314), where he refers to it as a human
hand. I am grateful to Richard Brewer, National Museum
of Wales for this information.

Unpublished Tullie House Museum and Art Gallery,
Carlisle, Ace. No. 27-26-295. I am grateful to Tim Padley
and the Tullie House Museum and Art Gallery, Carlisle
for permission to examine this piece and for the provision
of the illustration.
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1 I am grateful to the Natalie McCaul at the Yorkshire
Museum for the opportunity to examine both pendants.

The four complete British examples vary from 32 to 42
mm in length.
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Fig. 2 : Wallsend, Tyne and Wear-

~

1'1.

,.j 11

,'I,

"

#

-,

reproduced from Hodgson 2003.
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Fig. 3 : Caerwent, Gwent
I
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Fig. 4 : Kirby Thore, Cumbria

Fig. I. Pit Group from Catterick, North Yorkshire reproduced from Wilson, 2002.
Fig. 5 : Carlisle, Cum-

I

CB=J
Fig. 6 : Verulamium, Herts - repro-

Fig. 7 South Shields, South Tyneside.

Fig. 8 Heddemheim-

duced from Frere, 1972.

Reproduced from Allason-Jones and

reproduced from Obmann,

Miket,1984
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Bone Fish Pendants From Britain and Beyond (all 1:1)

There are a small number of other fish-shaped
pendants of bone recorded from Britain. In the
publication of the Catterick and Wallsend
pieces reference are made to a bone 'dolphin'
from a late Roman pit at Verulamium (Frere,
1972, fig. 56, 210; reproduced as fig. 6 here)
although in reality the parallel to our pieces is
not really very close, other than in the
representation of a fish, dolphin or not, but
leads to the Catterick objects also being
interpreted as 'dolphins' in the report. There is a
very small bone fish-shaped pendant, from
excavations at the Lanes, Carlisle (fig. 5) 7 .
There is one further bone fish pendant from
Britain to consider, published in the catalogue
from South Shields (Allason-Jones and Miket,
1984, 408 here reproduced as fig. 7) where it
was correctly identified as being associated with
macrame work, although it is probably post
medieval in date (e.g. Groves, 1973, PU80).

same, relatively unskilled, hand (or two). It is
curious,
however,
that
while
four
are
'swimming.-to the right, one, from Caerwent, is
'swimming'
the other way. Whether any
significance should be attached to this is
uncertain, although one might suggest two
producers, one right and one left, handed.
In addition to the five British examples there is a
very similar find from Gaul, at Vertault in
Eastern France. This is described in the report as
the head of a bird (Musee Archeologique de
Dijon, 1978, PI. XLV, 10) interpreting the cut
decoration as beak, crest and feathers. Although
slightly smaller with, perhaps, more angular
features it is so similar to the British finds to
suggest that it too may have been the product of
the same hand. It is 'swimming' to the right as in
four of the British examples and has five cuts to
its fan tail, as have four of the British examples.
It clearly belongs with the British group", These
small pendants, are clearly not the products of a
'workshop' of skilled 'artisans' but merely the
result of a relatively unskilled hand(s) turning
out pendants, possibly for cheap sale.

From outside Britain, Hedernheim (Obmann,
1997, Taf. 45, 1881; reproduced here as fig. 8)
has produced the next closest parallel in bone
for those which are the subject of this note, but
this is not so close as to be included in our
group. There is also a fish pendant very close in
form to that from Heddernhiem in the British
Museum, recorded as coming from the area of
the Loyasse Cemtery, Lyon". There are a series
of small bone fish pendants from Herculaneum
(Scatozza Horicht, 1989, 81_2)10 and Obmann
(1997, l36-7) cites a number of references for
fish shaped theatre tesserae. The diversity of
these other bone finds merely serves to
emphasise the homogeneity of the British (and
Gallic) examples.

Function
There seems little doubt that these objects served
as pendants and were suspended by a cord or
(possibly) a bronze chain. The two examples
from Catterick both display a blue-green patina
on the decorated surfaces, although the pattern is
dissimilar on either piece and not around the
perforation so it is unclear as to whether this is
as a result of being suspended by a bronze chain
or something else. As noted above, although the
Catterick examples were found associated with
two 'moon-shaped' pendants having examined
these in some detail I do not think they were
ever all threaded together, although this remains
a possibility.

7 I am grateful to Tim Padley, Tullie House Museum and
Art Gallery, for letting me examine and photograph this
piece in advance of publication.
8 The fish pendant noted in the text (Museum of
Antiquaries Ace, No. MA.1938.32.6) from the River
Tyne is similar to the South Shields example, although
with a perforation. It too is likely to be post medieval in
date.

Other Fish Pendants from Roman Britain
and beyond
I have also noted (during a very brief visit to the Intercisa
Museum in the early 1980's) a series of very similar
pendants from Intercisa, Hungary which may belong to the
same series, although without a clear illustration it is
difficult to assign these to the same group. These pendants
are presumably the same as those mentioned by Hodgson
(2003,224).
6

Unpublished, Greek and Roman Dept., British Museum,
Ace. No. 51 8-13221.

9

10 An illustration of these can be seen through a simple
google search e.g.
http://books.google.co.uk/books?id=BWF
QTGI7F8C&p
g=PA81 &source=gbs selected pages&cad=3#v=onepage
&q&f=false
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Fish images are also well represented in bronze,
both as 'stand-alone' figures (e.g. Green 1976,
PI. XXIXe arrdseven other examples listed on p.
256; Faider-Feytmans, 1979, PI. 179, 388.8), as
furniture fittings (e.g. Faider-Feytmans, 1979, PI.
84) and as items of jewellery (e.g. Mackreth,
2012, P1.127-8). Fish images are also widespread
on many other media such as on ceramics (e.g.
Hull 1958, PI. XXX,A) and mosaics (e.g.
Toynbee, 1962, PI. 209, 213 and 228-30). A
more extensive literature search would produce
many more examples.

Roman period and are presumably, therefore, a
good illustration of the mobility of individuals
at this time.
Whilst this is a very small group of finds, I am
sure that, having drawn attention to them,
further examples will be recognised, perhaps
with a wide geographical spread. While the
concentration of finds may well remain British,
this will not detract from the central theme of
my note that they illustrate how widely
distributed objects could become from their
'centre' of manufacture during the Roman
period.

Chronology
The two pendants from the Catterick bypass
excavations came from a single pit dated broadly
to the second century (Wilson, 2002, 193), while
the Wallsend pendant was from a period 4
construction deposit in a room in barrack XII of
mid third century date. However, this piece is
very worn and broken across the suspension
perforation and I suspect could have come from
any post-Hadrianic period. The pendants from
Kirby Thore and Caerwent are effectively
undated - both are from old excavations, but just
from the site chronology they must both be postFlavian, with a bias for a later rather than earlier
date within the Roman period. The only securely
dated examples are therefore of the second
century, from Catterick. While this chronology
is not disputed by any of the other British finds it
is hardly strongly supported by them either. I
suspect more examples of these odd pendants
will come to light in the future and this might
help refine their date of manufacture and
deposition.
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SALOP 3a3
YORKS
3a33a3[3a3]
NHUMB [3a3] SCOT 3a3

Wilson, R.P. 2002. Cataractonium: Roman Catterick

3.a4, central rectilinear net, fig. 7821
SOM 3a4 GLOS
3a4 LINCS 3a4
DERBS
3a4 YORKS
3a43a43a43a4
LANCS
3a4
NHUMB
3a43a4
3b13b13b1 SCOT 3a4
Again, mainly at home North of the HumberDee line. The ones in the deep South West and
in the Lower Severn Valley could be the
product of coastal trading.

and its hinterland. Excavations and Research,
1958 -1997. Part II. CBA Research Report, 129.

Stephen Greep

Dragonesque Brooches
A list of Dragonesque brooches recorded by the
Portable Antiquities Scheme, married to the
distributions by county given in Mackreth, D.F.
2011, Brooches in Late Iron Age and Roman
Britain. Oxford. PAS items are in square
brackets []

3.ax, the rest, fig.7774
NOTTS [3ax] YORKS 3ax[3ax3ax]
DUR 3ax CUMB 3ax SCOT 3ax
Same comment made for the last is even more
marked here.
3.b, circle,
Looking at these distributions, there is nothing
to add to the comments made under the last few

Type 1a, wire
Type 2, no enamel, fig. 7742, 7754
ESSEX 1 HERTS 1 SUFF 1 NORF 11
[LINCS 11] CHESH
1
YORKS
1111111[111111111111111111111111?1?
1] DUR 1 NHUMB 1[1] SCOT 11111
Obviously at home in Yorkshire with no real
extension into other counties, the five from
Scotland are of no account: they arrived there
with the Roman Army.

3.bl, two splayed bars on each side, fig. 7786.
GLOS
3bl
SUFF 3b1 LINCS 3b 1
YORKS 3b13bl[3bl]
CUMB 3b13bl
NHUMB
3b13b13b1
3.b2, single bar away from circle, fig. 11685
LINCS
3b2 DERBS [3b2] YORKS
3b2[3b2]
3.b3, complex, trumpets on each side, fig 14425.
N one recorded so far in PAS.

Type 3, enamelled,
3.a1, Lozenge Trellis, fig. 7797
KT 3a13a1 ESSEX 3al SUFF [3a1]
NORF
3a13a13a13al
CAMBS
3a1
SALOP 3a1
CHESH [3a1] YORKS
3al[3a1]
LANCS
[3a1] NHUMB
3a13a1 [3a1] SCOT 3a1
Much more widespread than the unenamelled
series, it is less easy to see where these were
made, but could have been spread by travelling
salesmen.

3.bx, the rest, fig, 11685, 14225, 7773.
WILTS 3bx SOM
[3bx]
LINCS
3bx[3bx3bx]
NOTTS
3bx[3bx3bx]
YORKS
3bx3bx3bx3bx[3bx3bx]
CUMB 3bx SCOT 3bx
3.c, trellis or net
SUFF [3c] NOTTS [3c] YORKS

[3c]

3.cl, plain rectangles in single line, fig. 12342
[HANTS 3c1] MSEX
3c13cl
SUFF
[3cl] NORF 3c1 WALES 3cl NOTTS
[3c13c13cl] CHESH 3c13c1 YORKS
3c13c13cl[3c13c13cl]
CUMB
3c1
NHUMB 3c1 SCOT 3c13c1

3.a2, Trumpet forms, fig. 7816
KT 3a2 ESSEX [3a2] SUFF 3a2[3a2]
NORF 3a2 CAMBS [3a2] LEICS [3a2]
WALES
CHESH
3a23a2 YORKS
3a23a23a2[3a23a2]
DUR 3a2 CUMBR
[3a2]
These belong essentially to the lands North of
the Humber-Dee line.

3.c2, two lines, fig. 7794.
LEICS 3c2 LINCS
[3c23c2] YORKS
3c2[3c23c23c2]
LANCS [3c2] CUMB
3c2

3.a3, Paired arcs and line, fig. 7803

3.x1, enamelled but no beast' heads, fig. 14227.
YORKS 3x1[3x1] CUMB [3x1]
11

7742

7816

*
11685
7821

7774

The illustrations are taken from Plates 120 and l30 ofMackreth, D.F. 2011, Brooches in Late Iron
Age and Roman Britain. Those which have asterisks are the common types.
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taken to excavate a small area around their
discovery in June 2012.

3.x2, terminals only. None illustrated.
LINCS Ax2 NOTTS [3x2] YORKS
[3x23x23x23x23x23x2] SCOT 3x2
Unique item: a Dragonesque with a catch and a
hinged pin.
[Cumbr, Arnside: LANCUM-5906E3]

The excavation revealed a huge mass of coins,
estimated to number between 30,000 and
50,000, buried directly in a pit dug about one
metre below the Iron Age ground surface. The
block of soil containing the coins was removed
intact from the trench and a small area has been
cleaned in advance of discussion about the
ownership and valuation of the hoard. The
cleaning has revealed that at least one piece of
silver jewellery, and a piece of crushed gold,
perhaps from a tubular tore, are also present
within the mass of coins. The coins which can
be recognised so far are all staters and quarter
staters of the Coriosolitae, who occupied the
area south of St Malo and Dinan in the late Iron
Age. Their coinage was almost certainly
produced to finance resistance to Julius Caesar
in the mid-50s BC.

What continues to stand out is the very large
number
from Yorkshire.
Few occur in
contiguous lands and the nearly exclusive
appearance of Type 2 suggests that, not only is
this likely to be the earliest group, but that the
Dragonesque may have been the exclusive badge
of the Brigantes. Why this did not occur to me
when composing my passage on tribal affinities
is almost certainly because, at that time, I was
thinking only in terms of standard bow brooches
such as the Harlow and the Rearhook. Another
reason was that I was looking at types which
began at the moment of the conquest, whereas
the Dragonesque has no ostensible pre-conquest
type. In looking for types which could be tied
down to a manufacturing centre, one could not
but help look at Castleford known to have
produced brooches: the only brooch which
mentions a place is a Knee which declares that it
was made in regia Lagitiense, i.e., Castleford.
Now I only have two Dragonesques from there,
hardly enough to identify the place as a prime
production centre of the type.
Donald Mackreth

Jersey: A New Coin Hoard
The largest hoard of Iron Age coins ever found
has been excavated in a field in the east of Jersey,
in the Channel Islands. The location of the hoard
was pinpointed by two metal detectorists, Reg
Mead and Richard Miles, early in 2012. Having
realised what they were about to uncover, they
backfilled their small excavation, disguised the
site and took advice from Olga Finch,
Archaeology
Officer
of Jersey
Heritage.
Following discussion with the landowner and
fanner and other interested parties, including the
Societe Jersiaise and Dr Philip de Jersey,
Archaeologist for the States of Guernsey and
specialist in Iron Age coinage, the decision was

The excavation around the hoard also revealed a
pit containing Roman pottery and coins, two
spindle whorls, and quantities of daub. The
topsoil contained a number of Roman finds,
including an intriguing stamped base sherd. Any
comments on the identification of the stamp,
shown here before cleaning, would be welcome
(philip.dejersey(a)gov.gg).
The presence of
significant quantities of Roman material clearly
suggests that the site was occupied beyond the
short period in the 50s BC when the hoard was
buried.
Phi lip de Jersey
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organiser,
Stephen
Greep
on
sjgreep@gmail.com. Full meeting details are
available on the RFG website.

Myst~y Object

Spring Meeting 2013
19th April 2013

Ocrn

Arrangements are in-hand for a RFG conference
to be held at the Stevenson Lecture Theatre at
the British Museum on Friday April 19th 2013
to coincide with a British Museum exhibition on
Pompeii (free entry to the exhibition will be
included). Full details and an application form
will appear in Lucerna 44.

1

Can you help? Mystery object fragment from
Piddington Roman Villa, Northants. Leaded
bronze, with central groove, deep indentations at
terminals, and flattened back. Perhaps part of a
baluster?

Archaeological Illustration
Vindolanda Trust - 20th

Roy Friendship- Taylor

The course will look at general techniques and
methods of accurately recording small finds
including pottery illustration, metal objects,
bone, leatherwork. There will be a selection of
objects from the excavations at Vindolanda to
handle and draw over the duration of the course.

Richard Stein writes: I am looking for paid help
(London-based) to modify and upgrade 160
existing figures to publication standard for an
Instrumentum monograph on Roman Machinery.
No new drawing is required but the ability to
digitally enhance existing images to a standard
format is necessary.

Course includes an archaeological drawing
starter pack providing pens, tools and paper
morning and afternoon tea and coffee, buffet
lunch each day plus a visit to Vindolanda site
and museum

Any suggestions,
recommendations
as to
suitable graphic illustrators or applications
warmly welcomed.
Please contact Richard Stein
mail@stein57.plus.com

Cost per delegate £70.00 inclusive
If you are interested and would like more details
please contact: barbarabirley@vindolanda.com;
Tel:+44 (0)1434 344277; Vindolanda Trust,
Chesterholm Museum, Bardon Mill, Hexham,
Northumberland, NE47 7JN.

Autumn Meeting 2012
-

21 st October 2012

A weekend workshop covering all aspects and
techniques of archaeological illustration under
the tuition of Mark Hoyle BA(hons) MAAIS.
MIfA. www.markhoyle.com

Upgrading images

5th

-

6th October, 2012

Our autumn meeting is taking place at the
Hedley Centre, Vindolanda on Friday 5th and
Saturday 6th October, 2012. All places are
currently filled, but anyone wishing to be placed
on the waiting list, should additional places
become available should contact the meeting
13

New Jlublications

Treasurer: Jenny Hall, 26 Park Hill Road,
Wallington, Surrey SM6 OSB
jenny.m.hall@hotmail.com

Excavations
at Chester, the western and
southern Roman extramural
settlements: A
Roman community on the edge of the world.
Excavations
1964-1989
and
other
investigations by Simon W Ward and others.
xvi+446 pages. Oxford: Archaeopress. (BAR
Brit Ser 553), 2012. ISBN 9781407309316.
£55.00.

Membership Secretary: Angela Wardle, 1
Stebbing Farm, Fishers Green, Stevenage, Herts.
SG 1 2JB. Tel: (work) 0207 566 9322.
awardle@molas.org.uk
Publications Co-ordinators: Gillian Dunn,
Chester Archaeological Service, 27 Grosvenor
Street, Chester CHI 2DD. Tel: 01244972217
gill.dunn@cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk

This publication presents the detailed results of
eleven excavations which attest high-status
civilian occupation in a distinct zone lying
between the western and southern defences of
the Roman fortress and the River Dee. The
opportunity is also taken to summarise all other
significant discoveries across the whole of the
canabae up to the end of 2009.

Newsletter Editor: Emma Durham,
Department of Archaeology, Whiteknights Box
226, Reading RG6 6AB
emma.durham@arch.ox.ac.uk

Building on this data, a series of discussions
examine the development of the river channel;
the nature of the occupation of the western
extramural area and the status of the Infirmary
Field cemetery through functional analysis of the
small finds; the spatial and chronological
development of the canabae as a whole; the
origins and size of the civilian population; and
the role of the canabae in framing the economy
and society of the region.

Committee members:
Justine Bayley
mail@justine-bayley.co.uk
Evan Chapman
evan.cxhapman(@,museumwales.ac.uk
Stephen Greep
sjgreep@gmail.com

To order, contact the Grosvenor Museum on
01244972109 or
grosvenormuseum@cheshirewestandchester.gov
.uk or go to the Archaeopress website:
http://www.archaeopress.com

Michelle Statton
m.statton(@,ucl.ac.uk
Ellen Swift
E.V.Swift@kent.ac.uk
Sally Worrell
s.worrell@ucl.ac.uk

RFG Committee
President: Roy Friendship-Taylor, Toad Hall,
86 Main Road, Hackleton, Northants. NN7 2AD
Tel: 01604870312
roy@friendship-taylor.freeserve.co.uk
Minutes and General Secretary and Website
Manager: Nicola Hembrey, English Heritage
Centre for Archaeology, Fort Cumberland,
Eastney, Portsmouth, P04 9LD
nicola.hembrey@english-heritage.org.uk
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