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Notes for contributors 

 
Contributions are always welcome ï particularly on 

new finds ïso please send them to us, and share 

them with the rest of the Roman Finds Group! 

 

The address for e-mailed contributions is: 

 

emma.durham@reading.ac.uk 

 

Contributions by post should be sent to: 

Emma Durham, Department of Archaeology, 

University of Reading, Whiteknights Box 227, 

Reading RG6 6AB. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Editorial  
 

Welcome to the 44th
h
 Lucerna. Sadly this edition 

begins with an appreciation of the life and work of 

Glenys Lloyd-Morgan. Although I never met her, like 

many in the group I came across her reports in the 

course of my work, and was particularly struck by the 

fact that while examining the proceedings of the 

International Congress on Ancient Bronzes that 

Glenys was the only British contributor on figurines in 

any of the volumes. 

 

In addition we have an extended report on the Autumn 

2012 RFG conference at Vindolanda. Many thanks to 

all the participants who submitted articles on their 

presentations. Further dates for your diaries are the 

spring meeting at the British Museum (p.8) and the 

autumn meeting in the Cotswolds (p.33). 

 

This issue also contains details of an Iron Age helmet 

recently found in Kent and further thoughts on the 

Silchester eagle. 

 

There is also a notice announcing a new finds group 

focusing on Bronze Age and Iron Age artefacts (p.10). 

Something which I am sure many members will be 

interested in. 

 

 

Emma Durham 
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GLENYS LLOYD -MORGAN:  

AN APPRECIATION  
Hilary Cool 
 

 
Glenys in c.1980 taken by Dan Robinson 

 

 

Glenys Lloyd-Morgan, who died in September 2012, 

was an excellent scholar, a generous and kind friend 

and a truly original person.  For many years in the 

early days of this group she was also a hard-working 

committee member. Sadly for many younger 

members she will only be known as the author of 

reports they cite, for in 1998 she developed 

Alzheimerôs at the tragically early age of 53. It 

seemed only fitting that there should be a memorial 

to her in the Newsletter she often contributed to as 

author, reviewer and crossword puzzle setter. 

 

In the following pages you will find memories of her 

from Stephen Briggs (originally published in the 

Guardian on December 6th), Pam Irving a 

contemporary at Birmingham, and Margaret Ward 

who worked with her in Chester. Martin Henig 

combines recollections with a short note about a gem 

associated with Venus, a deity Glenys had a 

particular fondness for. Finally there is her 

bibliography compiled by Nina Crummy with the 

help of Gill Dunn.     

 

Now when we find mirror fragments amongst the 

assemblages we are working on, it is always to 

Glenysôs works we turn first. She was, and remains, 

the foremost authority on Roman mirrors in the 

Western empire. For many years though, we just 

parcelled them up and sent them off to her, and a full 

report would coming winging its way back. It was 

not just mirrors though: she was an excellent general 

small find specialist, a numismatist, and the first 

choice for figurines and little oddities. Her 

knowledge of the obscurer reaches of the literature 

was legendary. She would always be able to come up 

with appropriate parallel for your difficult piece, often 

in some Yugoslavian festschrift known only to the 

author and Glenys. She could be, rightly to my mind, 

harsh on shoddy scholarship. I recall that it was 

following one of her reviews on a book purporting to 

be an authoritative guide to Roman small finds, that 

the RFG committee decided the time had probably 

come to put the normal legal disclaimer in the 

Newsletter that the views of the authors were not 

necessarily those of the RFG! 

 

Everyone who ever came across her will have 

favourite memories. Her kindness is often a feature of 

these. There is a generation of research students who 

found a visit to work on material at the Grosvenor 

Museum at Chester a bright spot in what could be a 

lonely and soul destroying sojourn working in the 

basements of endless museums. She would make sure 

you got the best out of the collection, provide you with 

information you hadnôt known you needed, and then 

take you to her home to stay, thus eking out your 

slender means. Glenys wasnôt rich in material 

possessions, but for us in the Roman finds community 

she was rich in, and generous with, everything else. I 

recall in about 1977 when Gill Chitty and I wanted to 

go to a conference in Oxford Glenys sprang into 

action óborrowingô her sisterôs flat so weôd have a 

place to stay. When she knew I was putting together 

this memorial,  Judith Plouviez recalled her as óa kind 

and helpful person - not only did she tell me about my 

mirror fragments from Pakenham, but she also told me 

where to buy a pair of plastic-nosed callipers to 

measure how thick they were ï an invaluable purchase 

for avoiding damage to fragile objectsô. Nick Cooper 

remembered the wonderful report she did for the 

Leicester Unit on the Pan clasp knife handle from the 

Shires excavations in 1988/9. He said óshe thanked us 

for the opportunity to study it ï when the thanks really 

needed to go in the other direction. One of those 

connoisseurs you donôt get too many of these daysô. 

 

For me it has been a source of great sadness that we 

lost her to the darkness 15 years ago. Such is the 

nature of archaeological publication that her reports 

written in happier days have continued to emerge as 

the years have gone by. It has been bitter sweet to 

open a new book and see one. Her publications are her 

memorial, but in what follows you will discover 

aspects of Glenys the true eccentric and party animal. 

Such people should be remembered and celebrated. 

The next time you use one of her reports, think of her 

and then later, raise a glass to her memory and give 

thanks for her life and works.   
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Glenys ï the life 

Stephen Briggs 
 

My friend Glenys Lloyd-Morgan, who has died aged 

67 after suffering from Alzheimer's disease, devoted 

her career to the appreciation and understanding of 

Roman archaeology. 

 

She was born in Halifax and brought up in 

Caernarfonshire; her father was a merchant sea 

captain and her mother was an entomologist and 

teacher. Glenys graduated from the archaeology 

department at Birmingham University in 1970 and 

acquired fine skills in excavation. Former 

contemporaries recall how she practiced it at 

Droitwich, Worcestershire. 

 

Under Richard Tomlinson's supervision, she did a 

PhD at Birmingham on Roman mirrors, which she 

studied, along with any potential Celtic-related 

predecessor artefacts in museums throughout Britain 

and Ireland. Venturing into the world of Roman 

Europe, she spent a very happy period at the Museum 

Kam in Nijmegen, the Netherlands, in 1973-74. At 

the British School at Rome, she met Sir Anthony 

Blunt, who vividly recalled Glenys's enthusiasms for 

Etruscan mirrors and how she had enlivened the 

school's New Year's Eve party by dancing on the 

table.  

 

In March 1975, Glenys joined the Grosvenor 

Museum, Chester. There, she catalogued collections 

and did convincing re-enactments as a Roman lady. 

Though hoped-for promotion never materialised, she 

soldiered on until marrying and moving to Rochdale 

in 1989. She became a finds consultant specialising 

in Roman artefacts. In 1998, she returned home to 

north Wales where it was recognised that she had 

developed Alzheimer's. She was taken into a home 

soon afterwards and the rest of her life was spent in 

full -time care.  

 

I first met Glenys at the Young Archaeologists' 

Conference in Durham early in 1968, where she sang 

and danced, as was often her habit. Her dress could 

be unconventional and her eastern dances disarming 

to those more used to her authoritative archaeological 

presentations.  

 

Made a fellow of the Society of Antiquaries in March 

1979, she published in mainland Europe, Britain and 

Ireland. Glenys was a warm-hearted and helpful 

collaborator who made lasting friendships, retained 

her youthful sense of fun, loved children and 

assumed the role of aunt without encouragement. Her 

scholarly works will endure.  

 

She is survived by her sister, Ceridwen, her brother, 

Dewi, and three nephews. 

 

Glenys  the young archaeologist 

Pam Irving 
 

I first met Glenys when, as a brand new Birmingham 

Undergraduate in 1969, I volunteered to help make the 

tea and coffee which were an essential part of the 

Arch Soc monthly meetings at which guest speakers 

were invited. A fellow undergraduate volunteer and I 

were solemnly invested in the care of the tea urn, 

which was apparently both temperamental and 

irreplaceable, by Glenys, whose exact function Chair, 

Secretary or Treasurer that year I forget. The custody 

of the tea urn, and subsequent further involvement in 

Arch Soc provided privileges which I was unaware of 

at this stage. It provided legitimate access to the post-

grads study room, where the urn was kept, as well as 

being a good place to cadge a cup of tea or coffee and 

a chat from the legitimate occupants, but which was 

otherwise forbidden ground to undergrads.   

 

In this way I became better acquainted with Glenys. 

We had in common that we were both ómatureô 

students with a previous record of employment. 

Glenys had for a while before she went to 

Birmingham worked as a lab technician at Revlon (or 

it may have been Rimmel, definitely a cosmetics 

company) and had lived for a while in a bedsit in 

London before she began her archaeological 

education. She did originally aspire to do her research 

on Etruscan bronzes and set off to explore the terrain, 

only to find that someone else was well embarked on 

research in this area. The resultant re-think is 

definitely Roman mirrors gain.   

 

We kept in touch in the vague way that graduates with 

the potential need for a bed for the night do, while 

Glenys was working in Nimegen. I was in London and 

I did put Glenys up on odd occasions when she was 

back in the UK and wanted to use London libraries or 

the BM. We were competitors in a Civil Service 

competition when Research Assistant posts at the then 

Inspectorate of Ancient Monuments and Historic 

Buildings were being recruited (in 1974?). Incredibly 

she was turned down, and I was one of the four or five 

appointees. I was at least able as a result to put some 

fee paid work in her way, including the unfortunately 

still unpublished report on the copper alloy finds from 

the late Ernest Greenfieldôs excavations at Thistleton, 

Rutland.   



lucerna 44 
 

 

3 

 

 

I was invited as a guest when she was capped at the 

Society of Antiquaries; and when she moved to 

Chester stayed with her, or at least visited when I had 

monitoring meetings at the Chester Archaeological 

Unit. I have a delightful craft pottery candle holder in 

the shape of a small medieval castle which was a 

wedding present from her, which demonstrates her 

thoughtful choice of gift. She knew I collected craft 

pottery, and was then involved with the excavations 

at Hen Domen. Incredibly she invariably sent me a 

card on my wedding anniversary, (how many people 

do that for friends); and as I was not especially good 

at keeping in touch with her, especially after she 

married, I only knew that something was wrong 

when no anniversary card from her arrived.    

 

She was ecstatically happy with her late marriage 

which did change her life very much for the better, 

and it is sad to think that the essential and vibrant 

person who so enriched the lives of those who knew 

her was so sadly lost to view at such an early age. It 

is to be hoped that the past 15 years of her life were 

spent in contentment and complete lack of awareness 

of what she and we had lost. 

 

Glenys at Chester 

Margaret Ward 
 

Glenys in an ivory tower in the Grosvenor Museum 

might be the stuff of legend, but her hospitality was 

not limited to her professional life. In 1975 I had 

arrived straight from university in a job with the 

Grosvenor Museum Excavationsô team in Chester. 

Significantly (and memorably, on the Museumôs 

magnificent staircase), it was Glenys who was first to 

pop up and invite me home for tea. I was a little in 

awe of her and the occasion, being as she was my 

senior in years, status, and erudition. When I 

eventually found her flat, it was buried within a 

rambling, if not crumbling, house whose landlord 

caused her Damocles-like consternation by leaving 

the word ódemolitionô to hang over her head. Vivid 

still is the memory of her unexpected informality  

and her flamboyant approach to home-baking, that 

first cake being fluorescently green-iced, or, rather, 

green-draped. I had never met a cake so florid  nor a 

cake-maker so effervescent. 

 

In those heady days before the introduction of a 

minimum wage, I was existing in a 10-foot caravan 

on a farm. Its isolation, cold and condensation were 

more palpable as summer turned into late November. 

Glenysôs homely welcome, despite her Spartan 

circumstances, proved far warmer. And, despite 

appearances, she turned out to be the antithesis of an 

academic stereotype, being a óparty animalô on quite 

another level: her uninhibited dancing at parties 

opened the eyes of many a young digger. Rapidly 

dispelled was any illusion of Glenys as a 

straightforward, or indeed straight-laced, blue-

stocking. Her standing amongst the volunteers was 

further enhanced when she brought to a party her 

brother, Dewi, who was en route to Aberdeen, or 

rather to his oil-rig in the North Sea. Oil-rigging at 

that time being seen as adventurous, if not swash-

buckling, it did her reputation for ócoolnessô no harm. 

She is remembered across the world  and not solely 

in her academic guise. 

 

Glenys was a frequent visitor to the even more derelict 

house on the City Wall at Abbey Green, our base for 

three years of excavating the fortress defences and 

centurionsô quarters. Glenys would often seek refuge 

with us for tea-breaks and to inspect the latest 

enamelled brooch or the latest miniature votive 

offering  and a great favourite, a small bronze 

tortoise. A few of these Abbey Green finds were 

quickly recorded and illustrated with her advice 30 

years ago (McPeake et al. 1980, 23-5), but only the 

brief óinterimô note saw publication and I am told that 

the little bronze tortoise disintegrated years ago. 

 

After those excavations ended, we met up weekly in 

the less convivial atmosphere of Museum staff 

meetings, but when in 1979 she was elected F.S.A. 

and also to the Committee of the Roman Society, her 

excitement could not be constrained  and my 

knowledge of gossip in the academic world suddenly 

increased.  For all of us whom she did not exasperate, 

she wove much into the rich tapestry of life. At her 

funeral, an Horatian ode (Book I, 11) was said to give 

fitting advice for the present and future:  

 

dum loquimur, fugerit invida 

aetas: carpe diem, quam minimum credula postero. 

 

óWhile we speak, cruel time will have fled. Take hold 

of the day, trusting as little as possible in tomorrow.ô 

 

Hearing of this memento mori stirred in me the stream 

of consciousness, flowing on from those years when 

we had discussed Roman finds, Latin and (like Alma-

Tademaôs rather more elegant ladies) classical poetry. 

Appropriate to the Glenys that I knew, was Horaceôs 

memento vivere (Odes I, 37):  

 

nunc est bibendum, nunc pede libero 

pulsanda tellus 
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She would have liked us, too, to think, óNowôs the 

time for a party, nowôs the time to beat a footloose 

dance upon the earth.ô As a character and as a 

scholar, to borrow again from that ode, non humilis 

mulier - óno lowly womanô was she, but ólarger than 

lifeô and surely death. I thought of her life-

experience, the beaming enthusiasm and the ensuing 

darkness, and how many memories her passing has 

revived. I thought of the disintegrated bronze tortoise 

and of Glenysôs work enduring in print and, no 

doubt, in archives nation-wide, and I thought that she 

might be willing to concur with Horace (Odes, 

III.30), óI have created a monument more enduring 

than bronzeéô 

 

Exegi monumentum aere perennius 

regalique situ pyramidum altius, 

quod non imber edax, non Aquilo inpotens 

possit diruere aut innumerabilis 

annorum series et fuga temporum. 

Non omnis moriarééé.. 

 

I have created a monument more enduring than 

bronze 

and higher than a pyramidôs royal site, 

which neither the biting rain nor the impotently 

raging North wind 

can erode, nor even the innumerable 

succession of years and the flight of the times.  

I shall not altogether dieéé.. 

 
McPeake, J.C., Bulmer, M. & Rutter, J.A. 1980. 

óExcavations in the garden of No 1 Abbey Green, Chester, 

1975-77: interim reportô, J Chester Archaeol Soc 63, 14-

37. 

 

Glenys and Venus 

Fr. Martin Henig 
 

I have delightful memories of Glenys, who was 

consistently vivacious, helpful and learned. I recall a 

memorable visit with her in Chester while I was 

compiling óSome notes on Gems and Finger Rings in 

the Grosvenor Museumô,  published in the Journal of 

the Chester Archaeological Society (vol.60,1977, 

pp.43-8). She managed to locate in the museum 

stores an impression of a long lost cornelian intaglio 

from Chester depicting Venus holding a hand-mirror 

(no.2 in my list). This combined two of her interests, 

mirrors of course, upon which she spoke and 

published so often, and Venus who was the subject 

of a dazzling óperformanceô culminating in a version 

of the ódance of the seven veilsô at a conference held 

in 1984  in the sober lecture room of Oxfordôs Centre 

for Continuing Education. Whenever I read the 

brilliant paper she published in Pagan Gods and 

Shrines of the Roman Empire edited by Anthony King 

and myself two years later, entitled óRoman Venus: 

public worship and private ritesô I think of that 

occasion. 

 

 
 

I have been concerned from time to time over the past 

40 years with images of Venus, in sculpture from 

Wroxeter and Dover, in mosaic at Bignor and 

Kingscote, and the occasional intaglio, usually of 

Venus Victrix, the darling of the Roman army, but the 

most touching reference to the goddess I have 

encountered is a tiny cameo brought to my attention 

by Stephen Sherlock and pictured above. It is in the 

form of a scallop shell and was reused in an Anglo-

Saxon gold and garnet pendant, excavated from a 

burial in north-east Yorkshire. This exquisite object 

was chosen for the front cover of the report (Sherlock 

2012). As with the jet scallop shell of 3rd/4th-century 

date from a burial to the east of Londinium (Murdoch 

1991, 31-2), or the shells liberally depicted on lead 

coffins like one from Spitalfields (now in the Museum 

of London)  as well as  in funerary sculpture,  the shell 

refers directly to the goddess born from the spume of 

the sea. The scallop-shell additionally would have 

alluded to the sea-realm of Neptune over which the 

souls of the dead must pass to the Blessed Isles and 

thus it acquired a connection with rebirth and the 

afterlife long before it became the badge of St James 

at Compostela in perhaps the 9th century. Yet for the 

Anglo-Saxon Christian who treasured this little 

Roman object, continued to promise security. 

 

Dear Glenys, rest in peace, the power of  that divine 

love. 
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Murdoch, T. (ed.) 1991. Treasures and Trinket. Jewellery 

from pre-Roman times to the 1930s (London). 

Sherlock, S.J. 2012.  A Royal Anglo-Saxon Cemetery at 

Street House, Loftus, North-East Yorkshire, Tees 

Archaeology Monograph No.6. 

 

 

Glenys Lloyd-Morgan: A bibli ography 
Compiled by Nina Crummy 
 

The bibliography is divided into four sections: 

Mirrors, Book chapters, Coins, figurines and other 

finds, and Reviews. The section on Mirrors contains 

the bulk of her work on these objects, but there may 

be other mirror fragments in the general small finds 

reports listed in the final section. 

 

Mirrors  
1973  

with J. Musty & A. Rogerson, óA mirror from the 

Romano-British cemetery at Whitchurch, Salopô, 

Antiquaries J 53.ii, 278-81. 

1975-6 

óA new hand mirror from Roman Libyaô, Seventh Annual 

Report of the Society for Libyan Studies, 23-5 (see also 

below for article on the same mirror in Libya Antiqua). 

1976.  

óA note on some mirrors in the Museo Archeologico, 

Bresciaô, Commentari dell' Ateneo di Brescia 174, 107-16. 

1977.  

The Typology and Chronology of Roman Mirrors in Italy 

and the North-western Provinces, with special reference to 

the collections in the Netherlands, PhD thesis, University 

of Birmingham. 

óMirrors in Roman Britainô, in J. Munby &M. Henig (eds), 

Roman Life and Art in Britain, BAR Brit Ser 41, 231-52. 

óRoman mirrors in Britain' Current Archaeology 58, 5.11, 

329-31. 

óSome bronze Mirrors in the collection of the 

Rijksmuseum G.M. Kam, Nijmegenô, paper given to the 

Third International Bronze Conference, Brussels & 

Mariemont, May 1974, Bulletin des Musées Royaux d'Art 

et d'Histoire, série 6, 46, 43-51. 

óMirrors in Roman Chesterô, J Chester Archaeological Soc 

60, 49-55. 

óTwo Roman mirrors from Corbridgeô, Britannia 8, 335-8. 

1978 

óThe antecedents and development of the Roman hand 

mirrorô, in H.M. Blake, T.W. Potter & D.B. Whitehouse 

(eds), Papers in Italian Archaeology I: the Lancaster 

Seminar. Recent Research in Prehistoric, Classical and 

Medieval Archaeology, BAR Supp Ser 41 (Oxford), 227-

35. 

1979 

óSome Roman mirrors at Cambridge, Proc Cambridge 

Antiquarian Soc 69, 41-4. 

with J. Gaunt & K. Parfitt, óA Roman mirror from Great 

Mongeham near Dealô, Kent Archaeological Review 57, 

164-7. 

1980 

óRoman mirrors and Pictish symbol: a note on trade and 

contactô, in L.J.F. Keppie & W.S. Hanson (eds), Roman 

Frontier Studies 1979: papers presented to the 12th 

International Congress of Roman Frontier Studies, BAR Int 

Ser 71 (Oxford), 97-106. 

óFurther antique mirrors from Cheshire collectionsô, J 

Chester Archaeological Soc 63, 39-42. 

óRoman mirrors from Kent: a brief surveyô, Kent 

Archaeological Review 59, 206-8. 

with J. Cotton, óA new Hellenistic mirror in the Bourne Hall 

Museum, Ewellô, Surrey Archaeological Collections 72, 

263-6. 

Comment on the mirror from Harper Road in M. Dean & 

M. Hammerson, óThree inhumation burials from 

Southwarkô, London Archaeologist 4.1, 17-22. 

1981 

Description of the Collections in the Rijksmuseum G.M. 

Kamm at Nijmegen 9: the mirrors (Nijmegen). 

óRoman mirrors and the third centuryô, in A. King & M. 

Henig (eds), The Roman West in the Third Century: 

contributions from archaeology and history, BAR Int Ser 

109 (Oxford), 145-57. 

1982 

óThe Roman mirror and its originsô, in N.T. de Grummond 

(ed.), A Guide to Etruscan Mirrors (Tallahassee, Florida), 

39-48. 

1983 

óSome mirrors from Roman Canterburyô, Archaeologia 

Cantiana 99, 231-6. 

óMirrorô, pp. 106, 108 in A.E. Brown & C. Woodford, 

óExcavations in Towcester, Northamptonshire: Alchester 

Road suburbô, Northamptonshire Archaeology 18, 43-140. 

1984 

with K. Reedie, óA new hand mirror from Kentô, 

Archaeologia Cantiana 101, 355-7. 

óReflections upon an ancient mirrorô, Museum 

Archaeologist 9 (Feb.), 6-10. 

óA new hand mirror from Roman Libyaô, Libya Antiqua 13-

14 (for 1976-77), 213-18. 

with C. Tagart, óThe mirror boxes from Building 32ô, in O. 

Brogan & D.J. Smith, Ghirza, a Libyan Settlement in the 

Roman Period (Tripoli), 282-3. 

1986 

óA lead mirror-frame of the Roman period from Caerwentô, 

Archaeologia Cambrensis 135, 201-3. 

1987 

Contribution on mirrors from burials at Cranmer House, 

London Road, in S.S. Frere, P. Bennett, J. Rady & S. Stow, 

Canterbury Excavations: intra- and extra-mural sites 1949-

55 and 1980-84, Archaeology of Canterbury VIII 

(Canterbury), 271-4. 

1990 

óAn introduction to Roman mirrors and their literatureô, 

Roman Finds Group Newsletter II. 

1991 

óMirror fragmentô, in M.R. McCarthy, Roman Waterlogged 

Remains and Later Features at Castle Street, Carlisle: 

excavations 1981-2, Cumberland and Westmorland 

Antiquarian and Archaeological Soc Res. Ser. 5 (Kendal), 

111-12. 
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1992 

óMirrorô, in D.R. Evans & V.M. Metcalf, Roman Gates 

Caerleon (Oxford), 161. 

óBronze mirrorsô, óObjects of bronzeô, pp. 245-9 in A.G. 

Marvell & B. Heywood, óExcavations in Neathô, Bull 

Board Celtic Studies 39, 171-298. 

1993 

óThe Celtic mirrorsô, in W.J. Rodwell & K.A. Rodwell, 

Rivenhall: investigations of a Roman villa, church and 

village, 1950-77, II: specialist studies, CBA Res. Rep. 80 

(London), 29-33. 

1995 

óMirrorsô, in W.H. Manning, J. Price & J. Webster, Report 

on the Excavations at Usk 1965-76 VII: the Roman small 

finds (Cardiff), 125-6. 

óMirrorsô, in K. Blockley, M. Blockley, P. Blockley, S.S. 

Frere & S. Stow, Excavations in the Marlowe Car Park 

and Surrounding Areas, Archaeology of Canterbury V 

(Canterbury), 1010. 

1998 

óThe mirrorsô, in H.E.M. Cool & C. Philo (eds), Roman 

Castleford I: the small finds, Yorkshire Archaeology 4 

(Wakefield), 90-91. 

2000 

óSpeculumô, in P. Ellis (ed.), The Roman Baths and 

Macellum at Wroxeter. EH Archaeological Rep. 9 

(London), 129. 

2001 

óMirrorsô, in A.S. Anderson, J.S. Wacher, J.S. & A.P. 

Fitzpatrick, The Romano-British 'Small Town' at 

Wanborough, Wiltshire, Britannia Monog 19 (London), 

97. 

2012 

with N. Crummy, óThe Roman mirrorô, pp. 70-2 in M. 

Medlycott, S. Weller & P. Benians, óRoman Billericay: 

excavations by the Billericay Archaeological and 

Historical Society 1970-77ô, Essex Archaeology and 

History 1 (4th series) (for 2010), 51-108. 

 

Book chapters 
1986 

óRoman Venus: public worship and private ritesô, in M. 

Henig & A. King (eds), Pagan Gods and Shrines of the 

Roman Empire (Oxford), 179ï88. 

1990 

óCaryatids and other supportersô, in M. Henig (ed.), 

Architecture and Architectural Sculpture in the Roman 

Empire, Oxford University Comm for Archaeology 

Monog. 9 (Oxford), 143-51. 

1995 

óAppearance, life and leisureô, in M. Green (ed.), The 

Celtic World (London), 95-120. 

1996 

óNemesis and Bellona: a preliminary study of two 

neglected goddessesô, in S. Billington and M. Green (eds), 

The Concept of the Goddess (London), 120-8. 

 

 

 

 

Coins, figurines and other finds 
1974 

óA bronze statuette from London Bridgeô, Antiquaries J 

54.1, 85-6. 

1976 

óA note on some Celtic discs from Ireland and the province 

of Lower Germanyô, pp. 217-22 in J.D. Bateson (ed.), 

óColloquium on Hiberno-Roman relations and material 

remainsô, Proc Royal Irish Academy 76C, 171-292. 

1977 

óSome little known bronzes from Roman Chesterô, in S. 

Boucher (ed.), Actes du IVe Colloque International sur les 

Bronzes Antiques, Lyon 17-21 Mai 1976, Annales de 

l'Université Jean Moulin: Lettres (Lyons), 103-7. 

1978 

óCoins from the Little Orme Hoard, 1873: in the collection 

of Willoughby Gardnerô, Coin Hoards 4, 56-9. 

óMoel Fenlli hoard, Llanferres, July 1816ô, Coin Hoards 4, 

59-61. 

óSome small Roman bronzes in the Grosvenor Museum, 

Cheshireô, J Chester Archaeological Soc 61, 25-32. 

with D.J. Robinson, óAddendaô, in R.G. Collingwood & 

R.P. Wright, The Roman Inscriptions in the Grosvenor 

Museum, Chester (Chester), 146-90. 

1978/79 

with others, óStray findsô, Cheshire Archaeological Bull 6, 

75-83. 

1980 

óTwo Constantinian hoards from Denbighshire in the 

Grosvenor Museum, Chesterô, Bull Board Celtic Studies 

29.1, 184-9. 

1980/81 

with others, óStray findsô, Cheshire Archaeological Bull 7, 

57-90. 

1981 

óRoman coins from the Willoughby Gardner Collection in 

the Grosvenor Museum, Chesterô, Bull Board Celtic Studies 

29.2, 346-53. 

óJet and shale in the archaeological collections of the 

Grosvenor Museum, Chesterô, J Chester Archaeological 

Soc 44, 41-6. 

1982 

with others, óStray findsô, Cheshire Archaeological Bull 8, 

70-91. 

1983 

óSome further Roman coins from Clwyd (in the Grosvenor 

Museum, Chester)ô, Bull Board Celtic Studies 30, 422-30. 

óA note on the diploma in the Corinium Museum, 

Cirencesterô, Britannia 14, 266-7. 

1984 

óThe small findsô, pp. 177ï196 in J.S. Dent, J.A. Lloyd & 

J.A. Riley, óSome Hellenistic and early Roman tombs from 

Benghaziô, Libya Antiqua 13-14 (for 1976-77), 131-212. 

1984/85 

óA Roman cinerary urn in St James Church, Audlemô, 

Cheshire Archaeological Bull 10, 32-4. 

with others, óStray findsô, Cheshire Archaeological Bull 10, 

90-101. 

1986 

óRecords of 'aurei' from Chesterô, J Chester Archaeological 

Soc 68 (for 1985), 71-7. 
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óSmall findsô, in P.C. Buckland & J.R. Magilton, The 

Archaeology of Doncaster 1: the Roman civil settlement, 

BAR Brit Ser 148 (Oxford), 83-96. 

óSome bronze janiform animal figurinesô, in J. Swaddling 

(ed.), Italian Iron Age Artefacts in the British Museum 

(London), 47-52. 

1987 

óProfessor Robert Newstead and finds of Roman military 

metalwork from Chesterô, in M. Dawson (ed.), Roman 

Military Equipment: the accoutrements of war. 

Proceedings of the third Roman military equipment 

seminar, BAR Int Ser 336 (Oxford), 85-97. 

1988 

óThe ivory buckleô, in S. Ward, Excavations at Chester, 12 

Watergate Street, 1985: Roman headquarters building to 

medieval row, Grosvenor Museum Archaeological 

Excavation and Survey Rep 5 (Chester), 22-3. 

1989 

óSome further coins from the Maesmor/Bryndedwydd 

hoard of 1863ô, Bull Board Celtic Studies 36, 227-9. 

1990 

óCopper-alloyô and óLeadô, in S.W. Ward, Excavations at 

Chester. The Lesser Medieval Religious Houses: sites 

investigated 1964-1983 (Chester), 166-71, 175-6. 

1991 

with J.P. Northover, H. Brooks & J. Lister, óFine 

metalwork from the Roman cemetery at Stansted Airport, 

Essex: tinning and high tin alloysô in Materials Issues in 

Art and Archaeology II, Materials Research Society 

Symposium Proceedings 185 (Pittsburgh), 719-24. 

1992 

óWorked boneô, óCopper-alloy objectsô, p. 53 in S. 

Cracknell, ó 'Bard's Walk', Wood Street, Stratford-upon-

Avon. Medieval structures excavated in 1989ô, Trans 

Birmingham Warwickshire Archaeological Soc 9, 57-75. 

1993 

ó 'Mirror' ô, (not a mirror, but probably part of a patera 

handle) in A. Woodward & P. Leach, The Uley Shrines, 

EH Archaeological Rep 17 (London), 174. 

1994 

óCoin and other small find reportsô, in S.W. Ward, 

Excavations at Chester. Saxon Occupation within the 

Fortress: sites excavated 1971-1981 (Chester), 27, 53, 66-

7, 92-3, 97-9, 101, 104 (pp. 66-7 with J. Graham-

Campbell) 

óCopper alloy objects excluding broochesô, óWorked 

boneô, in C. Mahany & S. Cracknell, Roman Alcester: 

southern extramural area 1964-1966 excavations 2: the 

finds, CBA Res. Rep. 97 (York), 177-94, 211-15. 

with M. Green & D. Williams, óA bronze Janiform object 

from Betchworth, Surreyô, Britannia 25, 239. 

1994/95 

with P. Courtney, óMetalworkô, p. 37 in P.J. Lennox, 

óExcavations at Belmont Road, Hay-on-Wye, 1992ô, 

Brycheiniog 27, 25-41. 

1995 

with H.E.M. Cool & A.D. Hooley, Finds from the 

Fortress, The Archaeology of York 17/10 (York). 

óRoman non-ferrous metalworkô, in B. Heywood & D. 

Phillips, Excavations at York Minster, I: from Roman 

Fortress to Norman Cathedral. Part 2: the finds (London), 

378-90. 

óCoins and tokenô, óCopper alloyô, in K.J. Matthews, 

Excavations at Chester. The Evolution of the Heart of the 

City: investigations at 3-15 Eastgate Street 1990/1, 

Archaeological Service Excavation Rep 7 (Chester), 46-8. 

1996 

óObjects of copper alloyô, p. 24 in P.F. Wilkinson, 

óExcavations at Hen Gastell, Briton Ferry, West 

Glamorgan, 1991-92ô, Medieval Archaeology 39, 1-50. 

óEarly growth of archaeology in Chester: 1849-95ô and óThe 

Newstead years: 1886-1947ô, in P. Carrington (ed.), Chester 

Discovered: the archaeological exploration of an English 

city, J of the Chester Archaeological Soc 72, 15-24, 25-36. 

with J. Webster, óObjects of copper alloy (RB and later)ô, in 

E. Evans & J. Parkhouse, Excavations in Cowbridge, South 

Glamorgan, 1977-88, BAR Brit Ser 245 (Oxford), 182-95. 

óCopper alloy and leadô, óCopper alloyô, óLead objectsô, 

óWorked boneô, in S. Cracknell (ed.), Roman Alcester: 

defences and defended area: Gateway supermarket and Gas 

House Lane, CBA Res. Rep. 106 (York), 33, 102-4, 109-11. 

1997 

óObjects of copper alloy and silverô, in A.G. Marvell & H.S. 

Owen-John. Leucarum: excavations at the Roman auxiliary 

fort at Loughor, West Glamorgan 1982-84 and 1987-88, 

Britannia Monog 12 (London), 234-76. 

óCopper-alloy and bone objectsô, in P.M. Booth, Asthall, 

Oxfordshire: excavations in a Roman 'Small Town', 1992, 

Thames Valley Landscapes Monog 9 (Oxford), 77-82. 

óRoman broochô, p. 56 in C. Jones, G. Eyre-Morgan, N. 

Palmer, S, Palmer, 'Excavations in the outer enclosure of 

Boteler's Castle, Oversley, Alcester, 1992-93', Trans 

Birmingham Warwickshire Archaeological Soc 101, 1-98. 

óCopper- and lead-alloy objectsô, pp. 215-18 in R. Newman 

and P. Wilkinson, óExcavations at Llanmaes, near Llantwit 

Major, South Glamorganô, Post-medieval Archaeology 30 

(for 1996), 187-233. 

óCeramic statuetteô, in T. Wilmott, Birdoswald: excavations 

of a Roman fort on Hadrian's Wall and its successor 

settlements, 1987-92, EH Archaeological Rep. 14 (London), 

312-3. 

1998 

óCopper-alloy objectô, p. 260 in A.G. Marvell & D.J. 

Maynard, óExcavations south of the legionary fortress at 

Usk, Gwent, 1994ô, Britannia 29, 247-67. 

1999 

with S.C. Palmer, óCopper-alloy objects (Roman)ô, Trans 

Birmingham Warwickshire Soc 103, 134-42. 

2000 

óThe Venus shrineô, in P. Ellis (ed.), The Roman Baths and 

Macellum at Wroxeter. EH Archaeological Rep. 9 

(London), 129, 141-2. 

óOther jewellery and dress accessories in gold, silver and 

copper alloyô, óOther objects of copper alloyô, in E. Evans, 

The Caerleon Canabae: excavations in the civil settlement 

1984-90, Britannia Monog 16 (London), 328-86. 

with S. Sell, óCopper-alloy objectsô, pp. 108-10, in M. 

Locock & M. Lawler, óMoated enclosures on the North 

Avon Level: survey and excavation at Rockingham Farm, 

Avonmouth, 1993ï7ô, Trans Bristol Gloucestershire 

Archaeological Soc 118, 93-122. 
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óA Roman bronze from Cronton, Merseysideô, J 

Merseyside Archaeological Soc 10, 52. 

2001 

óObjects of copper-alloy, bone, antler, jet and shaleô, in 

P.M. Booth, J. Evans & J. Hiller, Excavations in the 

Extramural Settlement of Roman Alchester, Oxfordshire, 

1991, Oxford Archaeology Monog. 1 (Oxford), 221-34. 

óSmall findsô, in P.C. Buckland, K.F. Hartley & V. Rigby, 

The Roman Pottery Kilns at Rossington Bridge, 

Excavations 1956-61, J of Roman Pottery Studies 9 

(Oxford), 16-26. 

2003 

óCopper alloyô, pp. 101-2 in S.C. Palmer, óKing's 

Newnham, Warwickshire:: Neolithic, Bronze Age and 

Iron Age excavations along a gas pipeline in 1990ô, Trans 

Birmingham Warwickshire Archaeological Soc 107, 41-

74. 

2004 

Contributions on the copper-alloy vessels from 

Cremations 24 and 25, in R. Havis & H. Brooks, 

Excavations at Stansted Airport  1986-91, I: prehistoric 

and Romano-British, East Anglian Archaeology Rep 107 

(Chelmsford), 215-17, 224, 226. 

2005 

óCopper alloyô, in D.J.P. Mason, Excavations at Chester. 

The Roman Fortress Baths: excavation and recording 

1732-1998, Archaeological Service Excavation and 

Survey Rep. 13 (Chester), 100. 

with N. Palmer, óCopper alloy objectsô, óLead, bone and 

antler objectsô, óSilver votive plaqueô, pp. 167-78, 188-9 in 

J. Magilton, óA Romano-Celtic temple and settlement at 

Grimstock Hill, Coleshill, Warwickshireô, Trans 

Birmingham Warwickshire Archaeological Soc 110, 1-

231. 

2006 

óSmall copper alloy objects other than ornamentsô, 

óMedieval and later metalworkô, óWorked boneô, óGold 

and silver objectsô, óSlagsô, in D. Hurst,  Roman 

Droitwich: Dodderhill fort, Bays Meadow villa, and 

roadside settlement, CBA Res. Rep. 146 (York), 189-91, 

196-200, 202-3, 211-4 (pp. 189-91 with L.H. Barfield). 

2012 

Reports on copper alloy, silver, jet, stone and organic 

artefacts in P. Carrington, C. Appleby & A. Heke (eds), 

Excavations at Chester. The Western and Southern Roman 

Extra-mural Settlements: a Roman community on the edge 

of the world. Excavations 1964-1989 and other 

investigations, BAR Bri Ser 553 (Oxford), 74-7, 134-5, 

137, 184-5, 215-16, 252 (p.74 with M. Henig). 

 

Reviews 
1978 

J of Roman Studies 68, 242: review of S. Boucher, 

Bronzes romains figurés du Musée des Beaux Arts de Lyon 

(Lyons; 1973) and A. Leibundgut, Die Römischen Bronzen 

der Schweiz, II: Avenches (Mainz; 1976) 

1983 

J of Roman Studies 73, 233-35: review of G. Sassatelli, 

Corpus Speculorum Etruscorum. Italia I: Bologna ï 

Museo Civico (Rome; 1981), H. Salskov Roberts, Corpus 

Speculorum Etruscorum. Denmark I: Copenhagen ï The 

Danish National Museum, the Ny Carlsberg Glyptothek, 

fasc. 1, (Odense; 1981), L. Bouke van der Meer, Corpus 

Speculorum Etruscorum. The Netherlands. Amsterdam ï 

Allard Pierson Museum; The Hague ï Gemeentemuseum; 

The Hague ï Museum Meermanno-Westreenianum; Leiden 

ï Rijksmuseum van Oudheden; Nijmegen ï Rijksmuseum 

Kam; Utrecht ï Archaeological Institute, State University; 

Private Collection 'Meer' (Leiden; 1983); R. Lambrechts, 

Les miroirs étrusques et prenestins des Musées Royaux 

d'Art et d'Histoire à Bruxelles (Brussels; 1978); D. 

Rebuffat-Emmanuel, Le miroir étrusque: d'après la 

Collection du Cabinet de Medailles (Rome; 1973); I. 

Mayer-Prokop, Die Gravierten Etruskischen Griffspiegel 

Archaischen Stils (Heidelberg; 1967); and G. Pfister-

Roesgen, Die Etruskischen Spiegel des 5 Jhs. v. Chr. 

(Bern/Frankfurt; 1975) 

1988 

Antiquaries J 68, 147: review of H. Philipp, Mira et 

Magica. Gemma in Ägyptischen Museum der Staatlichen 

Museen, Preussicher Kulturbesitz Berlin-Charlottenburg 

(Mainz; 1986) 

1989 

Britannia 20, 351: review of J.C. Coulston & E.J. Phillips, 

Corpus Signorum Imperii Romani: Corpus of Sculpture of 

the Roman World, Great Britain, vol. 1, fasc. 6: Hadrian's 

Wall west of the North Tyne and Carlisle (London; 1988). 

 

 

 

POMPEII AND HERCULANEUM: 

RFG spring meeting and exhibition 

book 

 
Members will have received notification of the 

conference at the British Museum on April 19th. See 

the website for a copy of the details 

(http://www.romanfinds.org.uk/meetings). The details 

have also gone out to other societies, so don't delay in 

sending your application.  

 

For those who are not able to come to the conference 

but would like a paperback copy of the exhibition 

book, Life and death in Pompeii and Herculaneum by 

Paul Roberts, you can pre-order the book at an 

incredibly reduced rate of £15 (usual price £25).  

If you would like to order a copy of the book, please 

send your details and a cheque for £17.50 (£15 + 

£2.50 postage and packing) to Jenny Hall, 26 Park Hill 

Road, Wallington, Surrey SM6 0SB. Copies cannot be 

sent out until after the conference in April. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://owa.nexus.ox.ac.uk/owa/redir.aspx?C=qu1QpizEBUuEAVtkWMO8G_2PPaevvM8IqPtQBMW_9CmC3tZPSd0G2edpBvHv7d9x-HFyt0FQ5Ts.&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.romanfinds.org.uk%2fmeetings
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An Iron Age helmet from Kent 
Ellen Swift, University of Kent 

 
An unusual recent discovery was made in Kent ï an 

Iron Age helmet containing a cremation burial. The 

find also included a brooch (perhaps to pin a bag 

containing the cremated bone), and is thought to date 

to the 1st century BC. The discovery was made by a 

metal-detectorist on farmland near Canterbury in 

September 2012 and reported to the Portable 

Antiquities Scheme. It was registered as Treasure as 

it included two prehistoric metal objects found 

together. Canterbury Archaeological Trust carried 

out an excavation of the find spot which meant that 

many valuable contextual details could be recorded. 

 

The helmet is made of bronze and is c.15cm in 

diameter, with a projecting neck-guard. A spike that 

would originally have projected from the top of the 

helmet had become detached from it and was found 

separately. Iron Age helmets are very rare finds, 

although another example containing a cremation 

burial has been found in Belgium (Steve Willis pers. 

comm). 

 

The helmet was scanned by Lloyd Bosworth at the 

Department of Classical & Archaeological Studies, 

University of Kent, using a portable 3-D laser scanner 

which created a detailed image of the object. The 

image can be rotated on screen so that the helmet can 

be viewed from any angle, and usefully amplifies 

traces of manufacturing techniques and surface 

decorative detail hidden by colour variation. (A copy 

of the helmet could also theoretically be óprintedô as a 

solid object from the 3D data, though currently this 

technology is very expensive).  

 

The helmet is currently at the British Museum where it 

is undergoing further study and conservation. 

Canterbury Museum hopes to buy the find so that it 

can be displayed locally. 

 

 

 
© Canterbury Archaeological Trust
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The European I ron Age Artefacts 

Symposium and Prehistoric Finds 

Group 
 

On 6th and 7th October 2012 the first European Iron 

Age Artefacts Symposium (EIAAS) was held at the 

University of Leicester. The conference was well 

attended by specialists in the field, postgraduate 

students and museum professionals from a number of 

British and European institutions. A wide variety of 

papers were presented, ranging from studies of 

specific artefacts types, to analyses of site 

assemblages, curation and display. The range and 

quality of these papers demonstrated just how much 

the study of Iron Age artefacts (and artefacts more 

generally) is thriving and developing at the moment. 

 

Given the success of the conference it was hoped that 

some volunteers would come forward to organise a 

follow up next year, but so far no offers have been 

received.  As an alternative the idea of setting up a 

Prehistoric Finds Group focusing on Bronze Age and 

Iron Age artefacts was discussed and the organisers 

of the conference are currently looking into this 

possibility. We intend to start on a small and 

relatively informal level, organising an initial 

meeting where we can gauge interest and find out 

what would be wanted from such a group. We are 

currently trying to organise a date in February for 

this initial meeting, which will take place at the 

British Museum, but no dates have yet been finalised. 

If you are interested in attending or would just like to 

register your interest in the group more generally 

please contact Anna Booth at alb43@le.ac.uk for 

updates.   

 

 

RFG DATASHEETS 
 
We are always looking for datasheet contributions, so 

if you would like to share your expertise and 

knowledge please get in touch with Gill Dunn. It 

could be on a particular find type, an industry or 

present ongoing research, which will be a valuable 

resource to students, people just starting off in their 

finds career and curators alike. 

 

Gill Dunn 

Publications Co-ordinator 

Historic Environment Service 

27 Grosvenor Street 

Chester CH1 2DD 

 

e-mail: gill.dunn@cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk 

VINDOLANDA : RFG Autumn Meeting 

(October 5th-6th, 2012) 

Stephen Greep 

 
The Vindolanda Trust hosted our autumn meeting at 

the Hedley Centre, Vindolanda. This was an excellent 

and new venue, with a room for presentations and 

further space for finds display and book sales. Plenty 

of parking was an added help! For anyone looking for 

a venue on the Wall for a meeting this would be ideal. 

 

The meeting proved very popular ï so popular in fact 

that there was a waiting list. Apologies to any Roman 

Finds Group members who didnôt manage to get a 

place ï itôs highly recommended you book early for 

future meetings! Without exception the papers were 

excellent ï reviews follow this introductory note. The 

end of meeting tour around the site was also well 

attended ï very few people departed early, hopefully 

another sign of a successful meeting. The Vindolanda 

Trust not only provided the rooms, a number of 

speakers, free entry to the Roman Army Museum and 

Friday lunch, but also a handsome wine and canapé 

reception on the Friday evening where we had the run 

of the museum to ourselves. On the Friday evening 

almost all the delegates and speakers attended an 

excellent meal at our meeting hotel, the Gilsland Spa. 

 

Thanks to all those who helped with the organisation. 

I hope the following summaries of papers serves as a 

reminder to those who were able to be present and 

give a good flavour of the event to anyone who wasnôt 

able to attend! 

 

Day 1 (notes by Angela Wardle) 

After a welcome and introduction by Stephen Greep,  

Barbara Birley  introduced us to some of the more 

interesting and unusual artefacts as well as fine 

examples of the more common everyday finds from 

the site. Recent excavations have concentrated on the 

granaries, north-west quadrant and vicus. The former 

area produced fragments of a remarkable bronze 

ócalendarô inscribed SEPTEMBER and there is 

increasing evidence of post-Roman activity with, for 

example, a large penannular brooch and a strap end. 

Other highlights included a copper-alloy griffin  

figurine and an inscribed lead mirror frame. Within 

the intramural barrack block was a concealed infant 

burial, without grave goods, a late Antonine coin 

hoard and evidence for metal working including silver 

and copper ingots. The wealth of finds from 

Vindolanda, particularly the number of inscriptions, 

continues to astonish and we were fortunate to see 

many new finds in the museum display.  

mailto:alb43@le.ac.uk
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Andrew Birley gave a stimulating talk on the 

significance of a temple dedicated to Jupiter 

Dolichenus. The discovery of the intramural temple, 

constructed on the northern rampart of the 3rd-

century fort at Vindolanda, came as a complete 

surprise to the excavators. Although formal religious 

space was set aside inside the fort, in the form of the 

chapel of the standards within the principia, the 

discovery of a full blown temple inside the walls of a 

fort was unexpected. Continuing excavation of the 

area surrounding the temple has shown that this 

structure was not set in perfect isolation. The 

discovery of surrounding structures and the 

deposition of associated finds offer further insights 

into the role that this building played within the 

social structure of the Vindolanda military 

community in the 3rd century and there is increasing 

evidence at Vindolanda and elsewhere in the Roman 

world for religious space inside forts in the later 

Roman period.  

 

Jenny Price discussed the remarkable series of 

painted glass cups from Vindolanda. The colourless 

cylindrical cup, the dominant form of drinking vessel 

in from the late 2nd to the middle of the 3rd century 

AD, was especially common in forts and vici. Most 

were functional, everyday items, but a few were 

decorated, with coloured trails, incised or scratched 

letters and motifs or painted designs, the paint fired 

onto the surface. Depictions of beasts such as bulls, 

leopards and lions were in the repertoire, and many 

of these cups have been found in Denmark, Zealand 

and on the Rhine. In Britain the distribution is 

concentrated on the northern military sites. 

Fragments of a cup from Vindolanda show fighting 

gladiators, with eight figures remaining from an 

original 12, while three other cups show fish and one 

has distinctive rows of double dots. All these motifs 

can be paralleled on smaller fragments from other 

northern sites including Piercebridge, Catterick and 

Binchester. It is probable that the cups represent 

special examples of a common form, made in the 

north-west provinces specifically for the military 

market and it is possible that they were decorated 

away from the main place of production.  

 

Richard Brickstock gave an introduction to the very 

large collection of coins from Vindolanda, which 

now total over 3000. The original group of 800 

studied by Casey in the 1980s showed an imbalance 

in the excavations, with a distinction between the fort 

and vicus. Much of the collection represented small 

change and the degree of wear has been examined to 

estimate how long the coins were in circulation. By 

contrast unworn die-linked sestertii dated AD 103-

111 are presumably from a consignment of fresh coins 

from Rome. Twenty-one denarii found in 2011 in the 

centurionôs apartment dating around AD 180-200 

appear to represent a savings hoard. Comparison with 

other Wall sites shows a Flavian peak consistent with 

a foundation date of AD 85, with no Antonine gap, but 

a possible decline in the 120s-130s. Coins from the 

early years of excavation showed a bias to the earlier 

periods, but this is now being redressed by more 

recent excavations. Examination of the distribution 

highlights a concentration outside the granary, perhaps 

representing a market outside the fort, with an 

unexpected concentration of small change within the 

fort itself. 

   

David Breeze discussed a series of enamelled vessels 

from Hadrianôs Wall. Three vessels, the Rudge cup, 

the Amiens patera and the Ilam pan (formerly 

Staffordshire Moorland) bear the names of Hadrian's 

Wall forts. Two appear to show a depiction of the 

Wall and a fourth pan found at Bath has the same 

motif. This lecture considered the names of the forts, 

the dates of the pans and their possible uses as well as 

the likely place of their production. It is very likely 

that they were used as dedications, perhaps sold as 

souvenirs.  The inscribed pans, together with other 

enamelled vessels are discussed in his very attractive 

new book ï The First Souvenirs. Enamelled Vessels 

from Hadrianôs Wall ï details of which can be found 

in the Books section below.  

 

Patricia Birley  outlined  the somewhat complex 

background to the development of the excellent new 

displays at Vindolanda, stressing the point that good 

museum interpretation is a direct consequence of finds 

research and has the power to  communicate the value 

and understanding of collections to a diverse range of 

audiences. Whatever the chosen exhibition techniques, 

the Vindolanda Trust believes that good interpretative 

design benefits from a high level of involvement by 

curatorial and research personnel in the design process 

and that this is the key to a successful exhibition. 

Essentially the Vindolanda displays put the objects 

first and finds and other specialists were involved in 

the whole concept from the start.  

 

Day 2 (notes by Michael Marshall) 

 

Alex Croom began the second day by talking about 

the large assemblage of horse gear and associated 

material from South Shields, interpreting it in light of 

other aspects of the site sequence such the structural 

evidence for cavalry barracks and other evidence for 

the sites garrison. There were major spatial 

concentrations of horse gear around the cavalry 
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barracks indicating that finds distributions do reflect 

activity zones to some extent. The vicus also 

produced a relatively large assemblage though there 

are few pieces from the actual streets which horses 

would have traversed. The overall chronological 

trends were interesting with a high concentration in 

the Antonine levels and quite a few unstratified finds 

datable to the 3rd century but little evidence from the 

4th century with the exception of some important late 

spurs. 

 

She also explored the range of material which could 

be interpreted together in this functional category, 

e.g. terrets and other cart fittings, as well as other 

finds such as strap slides, large button and loop 

fasteners and certain classes of studs which might be 

associated with harness. Fasteners /connectors 

formed the biggest single group but other classes 

such as spurs, bits and terrets were also represented. 

The assemblage includes some other important 

pieces such as several stud groups which come from 

leather straps and a group of trompetenmuster fittings 

including pieces which may have been used for 

attaching streamers. 

 

Rob Collins explored the evidence for continuity and 

change between Late Roman garrisons and post-

Roman war bands in the frontier zone. There is a 

large and growing body of evidence for continued 

occupation in forts on Hadrian's Wall into the 5th 

century AD and beyond. Despite the evidence of 

continuity the character of occupation seems to 

change as seem, for example, in repurposing of the 

principia at York and Vindolanda. Differences in the 

components and composition of 5th-century óRomanô 

finds assemblages not only allow us to identify sites 

of this date but also probably reflect changing 

patterns in artefact supply, use and disposal. 

The war band model supposes soldiers remained in 

the area but officers became chiefs while forts and 

their units became associated with specific territories. 

The difference between a soldier who is trained and 

paid by a state and a warrior who serves a patron is 

fundamental to this distinction and can perhaps be 

approached through evidence for locally 

differentiated supply as opposed to that linked to a 

broader geopolitical entity. Important trends which 

may illustrate these processes include the decline in 

access to imported pottery and other finds and 

reliance on more localised industries. New types of 

find such as zoomorphic penannular brooches were 

adopted and in the post-Roman period new types of 

site and perhaps political organisation developed. 

Defended centres such as the wall forts and native 

hillforts (which might have belonged to similar 

milieu) contrast with the villa estates and high status 

rural settlements found in the area further to the south-

east.  

 

Fraser Hunterôs talk concerned patterns in the 

production and consumption of native styles of 

material culture on the frontier. Interaction with Rome 

may have provided the inspiration for the development 

of new distinctive regional styles particular the 

ómassiveô metalwork tradition found in northern 

Britain beyond the Forth and central British styles 

found in the Humber ï Forth region. Products include 

personal ornaments, weapons and chariot/horse gear.  

 

Metalwork in these styles survived into the 2nd 

century AD and was clearly produced and consumed 

on both native and Roman sites with evidence for 

stylistic and technological exchange between the two 

groups. However, there are more subtle patterns to be 

teased out which may help reveal variation in the 

consumption of these frontier styles e.g. dragonesque 

brooches where certain decorative styles are more 

prevalent on either native or Roman sites or Piggott 

group IV sword hilts where there are important 

differences with regards to both the presence or 

absence of Celtic decoration and in blade width. These 

approaches are beginning to reveal how artefacts 

served to express identity on a number of different 

levels. Other classes of artefacts including weaving 

combs and perhaps glass bangles also seem to show 

some interesting regional patterning. 

 

Philippa Walton provided a fascinating introduction to 

an important riverine assemblage from the River Tees 

at Piercebridge including thousands of small finds, 

coins and many kilos of pottery discovered by divers. 

There are good reasons to think that the assemblage is 

in some sense military, particularly the coinage which 

contained a high proportion of silver comparable to 

military sites and shows peaks in coin deposition 

which tally well with known phases of campaigning in 

the north. Military equipment and other classes of 

finds such as knee brooches which have probable 

military associations are also well represented.   

 

Work is ongoing and the character of this varied 

assemblage is still being defined. A large number of 

studs may suggest that some of the material entered 

the river in a chest but other forms of deposition are 

also possible and some of the material may have been 

thrown off of bridges or other structures which 

projected into the river. There is also an important 

religious component to the material including 

figurines and a large assemblage of curse tablets. 

Perhaps some or all of it should be interpreted as 
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votive offerings.  The coins show an unusually high 

prevalence of alteration by 

clipping/perforation/rolling etc. also suggesting some 

kind of special treatment. An intriguing possibility is 

that the deposit is associated with troops travelling 

along the military road and with the special role of 

the river crossing as a major transition on the route 

between the Roman province and Barbaricum. 

 

 

The Vindolanda Writing -Tablets: a selection 

Anthony R. Birley, Vindolanda Trust 

 
The 20 items discussed here are the ones that were 

shown to the members of the conference by the 

writer. They are just a selection, to give a flavour of 

the information supplied by the tablets. The first one 

(now on display in Vindolanda Museum) is a 

fragment from the end of a letter to the best known 

person in the tablets, Flavius Cerialis, prefect of the 

Ninth Cohort of Batavians in Period 3. This is no. 

632: iube dari set et hospitium ubi caballi belle sunt 

vale mi frater karissime Back: FLAVIo CERIALI. 

The unknown writer, who ends with ófarewell, 

brother dearest to meô, was evidently going to visit 

Vindolanda. He tells Cerialis: óorderô something óto 

be givenïïbut also a lodging where the horses are 

well (looked after)ô. He spells the word for óbutô set 

instead of the usual sed, and for horses uses caballi, 

from which Romance languages derive cheval, etc., 

rather than equi.  

 

The next example, no. 242, is a fragment from 

another letter: ótomorrow really early in the morning 

come to Vindolanda so that you can [take part in] the 

counting of the cen[sus?]ô: cras bene mane 

Vindolandam veni ut numerationi cen[sus? ...]. The 

recipient clearly brought his letter with him.  

 

The next three tablets are all documents rather than 

letters. No. 581 is a set of five sheets, three of them 

written on both sides, all evidently dealing with 

expenses, expensa, in the Period 3 commanding 

officerôs residence, praetorium, on a total of 111 

lines. The individual entries are dated by day and 

month, and in two cases the year is also preserved, 

with the consuls of AD 103 and 104. The editors take 

a different view to my own about the order in which 

the sheets were originally written. The particular 

sheet shown in my lecture, which the editors place at 

lines 59-72, was, it can be argued, in fact the first 

one. It opens with a date, 10 June, iiii Idus Iunias and 

on the following line is registered missio Flavi [...], 

ódischarge of Flavius ...ô Five lines further on, an 

entry for 1 January is followed by three letters, the 

first a little uncertain, but can be read as Ser[...], to be 

exapnded as Ser[viano], the first consul of AD 102. 

The Flavius who was being discharged was, it can be 

suggested, Flavius Genialis, the predecessor of Flavius 

Cerialis as commander of the cohors VIIII Batavorum.  

 

The next item, no. 596, is a ódelivery noteô, for 

miscellaneous goods delivered to Cerialisô 

praetorium, including headbands, underwear, a saddle, 

saga corticia, now interpreted as ócloaks dyed with 

bark (cortex)ô, kit-bags, ladles or bowls (trullae), 

reins, and curtains (vela) of four different colours, 

scarlet, green, purple and yellow. One may infer that 

the curtains were chosen by the prefectôs wife Sulpicia 

Lepidina, to brighten their living-quarters in the 

praetorium. It is also interesting that the prices are 

given per item, with totals, and show a rare set of 

symbols for fractions, not merely the well-known 

s(emissis) for half a denarius, but also those for ¼ and 

ȧ, Ȩ, ȩ and Ȫ.  

 

No. 155+add. is an important ówork-sheetô: the first 

line, previously read as vii K(alendas) Maias fabricis 

h(omines) cccxxxxiii, ó25 April, in the workshops, 343 

menô, is now in a revised version published as: viii 

K(alendas) Maias [24 April]  in officis (short for 

officinis, still meaning óworkshopsô) h(omines) 

cccxxxxiii. No. 291 is the now famous birthday 

invitation from Claudia Severa, wife of Cerialisô 

fellow-officer and friend Aelius Brocchus, to Sulpicia 

Lepidina, ending with a very tender personal greeting 

in Severaôs own handwriting.  

 

No. 255+add. is a detailed letter to Cerialis from a 

centurion called [Cl]odius Super, reporting on the 

delivery of clothing from Gaul. Another letter from 

Super, no. 629, seems to include an apology that he is 

unable to attend Lepidinaôs own birthday party.  

 

No. 650 is from Ascanius, a former soldier in the 

Batavians (so one may infer), who calls himself a 

ócompanion of the emperorô, apparently meaning that 

he was now in Trajanôs newly formed equites 

singulares Augusti, the elite Imperial Horse Guards. 

Ascanius writes about money he is owed, and ends 

with greetings to Verecunda, Sanctus, Lupus, Capito, 

and omnes cives et amicos, óall the (fellow-)citizens 

and friendsô. By cives he surely meant Batavians, a 

sure sign of the sense of ethnic identity that these 

Batavians had. By contrast, they can be seen to have 

had a low opinion of the native Britons, whose poor 

qualities as fighting men are disparaged in no. 164: the 

writer even calls them Brittunculi, ólittle Britsô, a 

pejorative diminutive, previously unattested, for which 

one may compare the contemporary poet Juvenalôs 
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xenophobic remark about the Graeculus esuriens, 

óthe greedy little Greekô, whose presence in 

excessive numbers he thought was ruining Rome.  

 

No. 310 is a long letter from a man with a 

resoundingly Germanic name, Chrauttius, to his 

óbrotherôïïi.e. óbrother-in-armsôïïóand old mess-

mateô Veldedeius, the ógovernorôs groomô. One may 

infer that both men were Batavians who had 

previously served together in the Ninth Cohort. The 

address on the back carries the place-name 

LONDINI, óat Londonô, at the top left. This ought to 

indicate the place where the letter was written; but 

the editors now believe that it means the destination. 

At all events, Veldedeius must have brought the 

letter with him and there is evidence for his presence 

in Cerialisô praetorium: he presumably came with his 

chief, the governor, who is known to have visited 

Vindolanda.  

 

The Batavians were only to stay at Vindolanda for a 

little over ten years. In 105 they were summoned to 

the Continent, along with other auxiliary regiments 

from Britain, to reinforce Trajanôs armies on the 

continent at the outbreak of the Second Dacian War. 

(Their new base was in Bavaria, where they were to 

stay until the end of Roman rule in the west, at 

Passau, Batava castra.) A good many of their 

writing-tablets were piled up to be burned, with other 

rubbish, as the cohort prepared to leave. Clearly a 

heavy shower put out the bonfire and a fair number 

of the tablets survived, including several of those 

already mentioned, and, a final example from Period 

3, no. 593, a list of ónets that we have left behindô, 

for catching thrushes and ducks, a drag-net for 

fishing, and snares or lassos for swans. Some of them 

were entrusted to a veteran, who clearly stayed 

behind.    

 

The new garrison was the First Cohort of Tungrians, 

which had already been at Vindolanda in Period 1, as 

its first known garrison, and had very probably 

rebuilt the fort at double the original size after the 

cohort had been upgraded to a double-strength, or 

ómilliaryô unit. No. 295+add., found in a Period 4 

context, is a letter to Priscinus, clearly the prefect of 

cohors I Tungrorum: the first sheet reads Oppius 

Niger Priscino [suo] Ἠ[alutem] Crispum et 

P͗Ύ[...mili]ἲeἨ coh(ortis)ĀiĀ Tungrorum quos cum 

epistulis ad consularem n(ostrum) miseras, a 

Bremetennaco... óOppius Niger to his Priscinus 

greeting. Crispus and Pe..., soldiers of the First 

Cohort of Tungrians, whom you had sent with a 

letter for our governor, [I have sent on?] from 

Bremetennacum...ô One may infer that another tablet, 

no. 663, which has rather more about feelings and 

emotions than most other letters, was written to 

Priscinusô wife:... qua Ā me [...]cunde Ā consolarΠs sicut 

mater facΎret.  hunc enim Ā adfectum animus meus... et 

comἄ[ode] conὄaỲΎscebam · tu [..] quid agas cum 

Priscinó tuo ..., ówith which you ... console me, just as 

a mother would do. For my mind...this sympathy (?) ... 

and I was convalescing comfortably. As for you, what 

are you doing with your Priscinus?ô  

 

No. 645 is a long letter from a man called Major. In 

the address position on the back we find Vindolande, 

óat Vindolandaô. If this means that Major was writing 

at Vindolanda, the tablet must be a draft, and, indeed, 

there are several ink blots, perhaps to be explained by 

a sentence at the end of the letter, ówhen I was writing 

this I was making the bed warmô. Otherwise, if the 

letter was sent to Vindolanda, it was the addressee, 

Cocceius Maritimus, who was there. Whichever the 

case, Major asked Maritimus to let him know if he had 

had dealings with the Caesariani, imperial freedmen; 

the two men and also Majorôs father, were involved in 

grain-dealing.  

 

Another tablet, no. 643, is almost certainly a draft, 

since it contains two separate letters, one to Titus, the 

other to Caelovirus, both from Florus. Both have more 

spelling mistakes than any of the other tabletsïï

perhaps he found a more literate scribe to write fair 

copies.  

 

Two accounts from Period 4 contexts are particularly 

interesting. No. 180 comprises three separate sheets 

with an óaccount of wheat measured outô. There are 

fascinating details about the recipients, including 

legionary soldiers and óthe oxherds in the woodsô, as 

well as some named individuals, such as óAmabilis at 

the templeô, Amabili ad fanum and óLucco, at the 

pigsô, Lucconi ad porcos. On the back of two sheets is 

a draft letter of protest, no. 344, evidently written by 

the merchant himself, bitterly complaining that he had 

been beaten till he bled by the centurions and his 

goods had been ópoured outô. Presumably he was 

thought to have been caught out in some kind of 

corruption, but he insists that he should not have been 

beaten, as he was from overseas as well as being 

innocent, hominem tra(n)smarinum et innocentemïï

the unspoken implication is that beating of native 

Britons was acceptable, whereas those from the 

Continent deserved better.  

 

No. 181 is another account from the same merchant, 

listing names of those who owed money, including the 

equites Vardulli, 7 denarii, and, in the next line, 

contubernalis Tagamatis vexsillari,  the ócompanion 
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of Tagamas the flag-bearerô, 3 denarii. The 

óVardullian cavalryô, clearly a detachment from the 

part-mounted First Loyal Cohort of Vardulli, were a 

further addition to the garrison, as well as the 

legionaries in no. 180. The unnamed companion of 

Tagamas was no doubt his common-law wife. By 

happy coincidence, over ten years later further 

excavation in a Period 4 level produced another 

account, no. 860, which listed the same flag-bearer, 

this time charged one denarius for his spear. The 

slightly divergent spelling of his name in this 

account, Tagomas, was evidently the way he himself 

preferred, since a short distance away the handle of a 

Dressel 20 amphora was found, with his name 

scratched on it: TAGOMAS (Inv. no. 8487).  

 

In the same area were found scraps of writing-tablet, 

recycled letters on which lines of poetry were 

written, all from Vergil (with one possible 

exception). The most notable, no. 854, was a 

particularly well-known line from Vergilôs Georgics, 

1.125, harking back to the Golden Age of Saturn, the 

classical view of the age of hunter-gatherers, when 

the hard grind of cereal cultivation was not 

necessary: ante Iovem nulli subigeba[nt] arva coloni 

, óBefore Jupiter no settlers used to plough the 

fieldsô. It is quite likely that young recruits were 

taught to read and write by having to copy out such 

verses. 

 

The sources  
The tablets are numbered as in A.K. Bowman & J.D. 

Thomas 1994, The Vindolanda Writing-Tablets (Tabulae 

Vindolandenses II), London: British Museum (nos. 118-

573); eid. 2003, The Vindolanda Writing-Tablets (Tabulae 

Vindolandenses) Volume III (nos. 574-853, with an 

Appendix, pp. 155-161, giving revised readings of some 

tablets in Tab. Vindol. II, referred to above as ó+add.ô); 

eid., with R.S.O. Tomlin 2010, óThe Vindolanda Writing-

Tablets  (Tabulae Vindolandenses IV, Part 1)ô, Britannia 

41, 187-224 (nos. 854-869) and 2011, óThe Vindolanda 

Writing-Tablets  (Tabulae Vindolandenses IV, Part 2)ô, 

Britannia 42, 113-44 (nos. 870-889). See also A. Birley 

2002, Garrison Life at Vindolanda. A band of brothers 

(Stroud) and R. Birley 2009, Vindolanda. A Roman 

Frontier Fort on Hadrianôs Wall (Stroud). 

 

The Vindolanda periods may be summarised as 

follows: 
Period 1: c.85-92. Only the defensive ditches (four on the 

west side and one on the south) have been examined; 

dated principally by a deposit of La Graufesenque terra 

sigillata in the innermost west ditch. The two strength 

reports, nos. 154 and 857, and an unpublished stylus 

tablet, show that the garrison was the coh. I Tungrorum. 

Period 2: c.92-97/100. A much larger fort, of which the 

central buildings, with via principalis running north-south, 

were built above the innermost Period 1 ditch and rampart. 

The garrison was perhaps at first coh. I Tungrorum, now 

milliaria ; then certainly coh. VIIII Batavorum equitata, 

probably milliaria . The south gate and part of the 

praetorium have been excavated. West of the via 

principalis, overlying the outer Period 1 ditches, was part of 

a Period 2 and 3 building, probably a barrack-block, 

overlaid by a Period 4 structure, perhaps a schola.  

Period 3: c.97/100-105. The garrison was coh. VIIII 

Batavorum equitata. Numerous tablets derive from this 

period, mostly from the praetorium and adjacent roads. 

Dating evidence includes tablets with consular dates for AD 

98, Inv. 87.725 (unpublished stylus tablet), AD 103 and 

104, perhaps also AD 102, no. 581. The main excavated 

structures, part of the praetorium and south gate, were 

largely a more substantial rebuilding of the underlying 

Period 2 ones.  

Period 4: c.105-120. The garrison was coh. I Tungrorum 

milliaria , plus a cavalry detachment, equites Vardulli, from 

the coh. I fida Vardullorum equitata, no. 181, and some 

legionaries, no. 180. Buildings excavated include a barrack-

block overlying levelled remains of the Periods 2-3 

praetoria; part of another barrack-block further west; a 

possible schola adjacent to the Period 4 praetorium,; a 

possible hospital; and a ópalatial buildingô originally 

assigned to Period 5. Dating evidence includes a tablet 

dated by the consuls of AD 111, no. 186, coins of Trajan 

and one coin of Hadrian. It is difficult to fix the exact date 

at which Period 4 ended. 

Period 5: c.120-128, in which a fabrica replaced the Period 

4 barrack-block overlying the earlier praetorium. 

 

 

Vindolandaôs Collection of Iron Tools  

Justine Blake, Vindolanda Trust 
 

Excavation at Vindolanda has produced some 275 iron 

tools (518 if knives and cleavers are included), making 

it one of the largest such collections from Roman 

Britain (Fig. 1). It offers a valuable insight into the 

types of iron hand tools used during the Roman period 

in the north of England and, by inference, gives some 

idea of the range of skilled craftsmen at work in and 

around a typical frontier fort and its extramural 

settlement. 

 

 
Figure 1. Numbers of iron hand tools in the Vindolanda 

collection, broken down into craft types. 
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Occupation at Vindolanda spanned over three 

centuries, between c. AD 85 and the mid-5th century, 

during which time at least nine successive forts were 

constructed and garrisoned by various auxiliary 

cohorts, a list of which is reproduced from Birley 

(2009, 183) in Figure 2. 
 
Period   

0 c.79-85 Possible occupation by unknown unit 

I c.85-90 Coh I Tungrorum 

II  c.90-100 Coh I Tungrorum, succeeded by Coh 

VIIII Batavorum 

III  c.100-105 Coh VIIII Batavorum 

IV c.105-120 Coh I Tungrorum 

V c.120-130 Coh I Tungrorum 

VI c.130-165 Possibly Coh II Nerviorum 

VIA  c.165-205 Unknown 

VIB c.205-212 Unknown 

VII  213-late 290s Coh IV Gallorum 

VIII  c.300-360s Coh IV Gallorum 

IX c.370-400 Unknown 

X c.400 onwards Unknown 

 

Figure 2. Vindolanda periods along with dates and 

garrisons. 

 

Excavation has concentrated primarily on the internal 

buildings of the successive military forts (Bidwell 

1985; Birley 1994; Birley, Birley & Blake 1998; 

1999; Birley & Blake 2000; Birley 2003; Blake 

2001) however, a number of other buildings have 

also been excavated inside the extramural garrison 

settlement of third century date (Birley 1931; 1932; 

Birley, Richmond & Stanfield 1936; Birley 1977; 

Birley 2001; Blake 2003; Birley & Blake 2005;  

2007). From these contexts a wide variety of 

craftsmenôs tools have been found, ranging from 

smithing and carpentry tools to agricultural 

implements, the relative proportions of which are 

shown in Figure 3. 

 

 
 

Figure 3. Percentages of tools by craft type in the 

Vindolanda collection. 

 

Anaerobic preservation conditions in the pre-

Hadrianic levels at Vindolanda have meant that many 

artefacts recovered from those contexts are in 

remarkably fine condition. Such soils, perhaps more 

commonly associated with the preservation of the ink 

writing tablets and Roman leatherwork at Vindolanda, 

have also been responsible for the exceptional 

preservation of a number of iron tools. Details such as 

makerôs marks and saw teeth, typically lost to 

corrosion when tools are recovered from aerobic 

levels, are still visible on several of the pre-Hadrianic 

examples. 

 

Two significant challenges face any researcher of 

Roman tools. First is the definition and application of 

the term ótoolô and secondly, the multiplicity of tool 

usage in antiquity. óToolô as applied to the Vindolanda 

collection has been taken to mean óan instrument used 

or worked by a handicraftsman or labourer in his 

workô (Websterôs 3rd International Dictionary). As 

such, carpentry, smithing and farming tools have all 

been included but, clamps, pins, etc., although they 

could be classed in a certain respect as tools, have 

been omitted. Classification has followed W. H. 

Manningôs catalogue of iron tools in the British 

Museum (Manning 1985), which grouped tools by 

their particular craft type. It should be recognised, 

however, that a number of the Vindolanda examples 

could have served variant, or additional, purposes to 

those for which they have been classified. 

 

 
Figure 4. Number of tools found in each Vindolanda period. 

 

As shown in Figure 4, there is a relatively even spread 

between the numbers of tools found in each time 

period at Vindolanda, especially when the bias of the 

proportion of excavation having taken place in each 

phase is taken into account. For example, the remains 

of Period I lie over 7 m beneath the modern ground 

surface in places and have seen relatively little 

excavation. Similarly the later 2nd-century remains in 

Periods VIA and VIB have been heavily damaged by 

later Roman building in Period VII during the early 

3rd century. 
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Perhaps the overwhelming impression is that the 

collection represents industry taking place across 

each major craft type at the site throughout the 

Roman occupation, albeit on a small scale. Tools are 

an ever present artefact from each of Vindolandaôs 

occupation phases without appearing in any huge 

number in proportion to the rest of the siteôs 

assemblage of material culture. It is, however, very 

possible that the high intrinsic value of iron for scrap 

and subsequent recycling in the Roman period might 

mean that the number of surviving tools has been 

artificially lowered in comparison to other artefacts 

more readily discarded by the siteôs inhabitants. 

 

 

 

      
Figure 5. A breakdown of individual tools within each 

craft type. 
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What has been left behind appears to represent the 

efforts of a series of typical auxiliary garrisons to 

construct and maintain their successive forts and 

surrounding buildings, as well as exploit the local 

landscape for raw materials, including agricultural 

produce, at a relatively low level. Vindolanda, as 

represented through its tools, does not appear to have 

been a major industrial centre for any particular craft 

type. It does, however, give us a glimpse into the 

typical tools used on a day to day basis by some of 

the auxiliary soldiers engaged in construction and 

maintenance work while patrolling and controlling 

the northern frontier. 

 

The charts in Figure 5 show a more detailed 

breakdown of the numbers and types of tool by craft 

type. They show that most of the more common 

Roman hand tools within each industry are 

represented, but highlight some notable omissions. 

Plough shares and coulters, for example, have not as 

yet been recovered from the site. Similarly large 

smithing anvils and tongs are absent. However, the 

site has produced some exceptionally well preserved 

examples of various tools types and some notable 

rarities, some of which are highlighted in more detail 

below. 

 

 
Figure 6. Metalworking tongs showing a copper-alloy 

washer and fine jaws. 

 

Among the metalworking tools is a fine example of a 

small set of tongs (Fig. 6). These provide a good 

example of the details that have been preserved on 

several of the pre-Hadrianic tools because of the 

exceptional preservation conditions. A copper-alloy 

washer has been used on the axis of the jaws and it is 

clear that the tips of the tongs had tapered to a fine 

point, perhaps to allow precise gripping on items 

such as small casting crucibles. 

The collection of agricultural tools includes an 

intriguing branding iron (Fig. 7), which appears to 

represent the letters C (retro.) E. Given its provenance 

in the praetorium of the prefect Flavius Cerialis 

(Birley 1994, 82) it is possible that this represents an 

effort by Cerialis to separately identify livestock of 

his own by branding them with his name. Perhaps he 

had a personal collection of animals that were to be 

separated from those of the garrison. 

 

 
Figure 7. Branding iron with the letters C (retro.) E. 

 

Among the sculptors, masons and plasterers tools is a 

finely preserved masonôs trowel (Fig. 8). Found buried 

under a wall that had collapsed during a fire in an 

early 2nd-century schola (Birley 2003, 19), it would 

appear that its owner had been engaged in plastering 

one of the buildingôs walls immediately prior to its 

accidental destruction.  

 

 
Figure 9. Wrecking bar with splayed head from repeated 

blows with a hammer. 
 

The miscellaneous tools include a number of unusual 

and rare types, but a number of well-preserved 

wrecking and crow bars have been found, such as the 

example in Figure 9. These are a salient reminder that, 

as well as building structures, a significant proportion 

of soldiersô time was spent on demolition and repair, 

amply borne out by the structural archaeology at 

Vindolanda (e.g. Birley 2009, 91). 

 

 
Figure 8. Plasterer's trowel with wooden handle and evidence of lime based plaster on the blade. 
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A note concerning óox goadsô  
 

 
Figure 10. A selection of ink pen nibs from Vindolanda with number 3613 shown at bottom and inset. 

 

One type of agricultural tool commonly found on 

Roman sites, including Vindolanda, is the so called 

óox goad.ô Usually having a short iron point of c.10-

20 mm with a circular barrel for attachment to a 

wooden shaft, these small artefacts were first noted 

by Pitt-Rivers in his Cranborne Chase reports as 

being used for encouraging oxen (Rees 2011, 96). 

The use of such devices during the Roman period is 

attested by Columella (Rust. VI.2.11), however, the 

theory was challenged by Robin Birley in a report on 

the writing materials from Vindolanda (Birley 1999, 

28). Birley was convinced that such items were in 

fact ink pens, noting traces of ink at the foot of the 

shaft of one example (no. 3613 shown in fig. 10). 

Since 1999, several more examples have been found 

at Vindolanda and it can now be argued that there is 

substantial evidence for at least some of these small 

artefacts being ink pens rather than ox goads. 

 

Vindolanda has produced 18 examples of this type of 

artefact, all ranging in length between 15 and 20 mm 

with a barrel diameter of c.12 mm. One example, no. 

3460, shown in Figure 10, had part of its wooden 

shaft still surviving. It has a pronounced upward 

curve to meet the iron nib, at which point the shaft 

has been hollowed out to form a 2 mm diameter 

capillary that runs through its centre (see inset of fig. 

10). On a replica used by the author this feature was 

found to act very well in drawing ink up into the 

shaft and subsequently dribbling it to the nib to 

prolong flow during writing. 

 

In comparison, the effort needed to manufacture a 

shaft such as this is difficult to justify for merely 

prodding livestock if used as an ox goad. Similarly, 

the diameter of the shaft at just 12 mm would make it 

very flimsy for encouraging animals if any longer 

than c.250 mm. It is, however, a very comfortable 

diameter to grip with a hand if used for writing. 

 

The provenance of several of these items at 

Vindolanda also suggests a more likely use as pens. At 

least five (noôs 1603, 3460, 3613, 9209 and 13898) 

have been found in contexts clearly associated with 

writing tablets (Birley 1994, 71), while none of the 18 

examples have been recovered from contexts that 

could be considered likely for their use as ox goads, 

such as agricultural buildings, or outbuildings, etc. 

 

While it still cannot be proven beyond doubt, surely 

the circumstantial evidence is enough that, on balance 

of probability, these relatively delicate objects are 

more likely to have been used by the Romans as ink 

pens than ox goads. 
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The Clayton Collection: the19th-century 

creation of a 21st-century resource 

Frances McIntosh, English Heritage and 

Newcastle University 
 

This short note summarises the paper I gave at the 

RFG October meeting in Vindolanda regarding my 

PhD work on the Clayton Collection. The Clayton 

Collection is a large collection of archaeological 

material, mainly from the Central Sector of Hadrianôs 

Wall, collected mostly by John Clayton. It is a 

collection many people know about and certain items 

have been extremely well studied, but there is still 

much that has been neglected.  The six main aims to 

my PhD are as follows: 

 

Å Set John Clayton in context as a 19th-century 

antiquarian 

Å Understand the history of the collection 

Å Analyse the significance of the collection 

Å Complete case studies on some parts of the 

collection 

Å Promote the collection to the research 

community 

Å Highlight future avenues for research 

 

John Clayton was born 10th June 1792 and died 14th 

July 1890 aged 98. He was the fourth of 11 children of 

Nathaniel and Dorothy Clayton (Welford 1895). 

Nathaniel Clayton bought the Chesters estate (which 

includes the Roman fort) in 1796 (Bidwell & Snape 

1993, 7) and so John Clayton would have grown up 

there from the age of four. 

 

Having succeeded to the Chesters estate in 1832, 

Clayton wasted little time in beginning to investigate 

the site he now owned. From the early 1840s, when he 

first began to excavate at Chesters, Clayton conducted 

an excavation somewhere along Hadrianôs Wall nearly 

every year until his death. These excavations were led 

by his foreman William Tailford Senior, and then by 

his son, William Tailford Junior. Early on, Clayton 

began purchasing other parts of Hadrianôs Wall, 

owning from Acomb to Cawfields by the time of his 

death.  In his memorial it was said óWhenever an 

estate came into the market having on it some portion 

of the Wall, he strove to become its possessorô (Anon. 

1890, 33). A list of the sites he purchased, and when, 

can be seen in Woodside and Crowôs book on the 

National Trustôs estate along the Wall (1999, 85). As 

well as excavating, Clayton had an active interest in 

preserving Hadrianôs Wall for future generations, with 

work carried out to conserve the Wall in certain 

places, and farm-houses moved off the line of the 

Wall or fort. 

 

The Clayton Collection contains objects from the 

following sites which Clayton excavated between 

1843 and 1890: Carrawburgh, Carvoran, Coventinaôs 

Well, Haltwhistle, Housesteads, Milecastles 29, 37, 39 

and 42, and Turrets 26b, 29a and 45a. In addition to 

this there is material in the collection from the 

following sites which were not excavated by Clayton: 

Great Chesters, Kirkby Thore, Nether Denton, 

Pompeii, Vindolanda and Walbottle. This material 

came into the collection by various routes, both whilst 

Clayton was alive and after he had died.   

 

After John Claytonôs death his estate passed to his 

nephew Nathaniel George Clayton (1833 1895). In 

his will he asks his executors to catalogue within a 

calendar month óthe pictures and framed prints and the 

statues marbles Bronzes Shells Mineral Specimens 

and other Articles of virtue and all the Altars Vases 

Sculptures and all and every the Roman remains 

http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/
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which shall be in or about or belonging to my 

Mansion house of Chesters or the gardens or pleasure 

groundsô (John Clayton). A catalogue is not known 

until 1900 when H.R. Hall (an Egyptologist from the 

British Museum) was asked by John Bertram Clayton 

(Nathaniel Georgeôs son) to construct a hand-list. 

Nathaniel did, however, contract F.W. Rich to design 

and build a museum for the collection, and the 

building was complete by 1895, with material being 

moved from the house to there in 1896.  

 

With John Bertramôs death in 1900, Nathanielôs wife, 

Isabel became the sole resident of the house at 

Humshaugh, with John Bertramôs brother Edward 

Francis (1869 1922) and then Edwardôs son John 

Maurice, allowing her to live there, whilst they 

resided in London. Throughout this time the museum 

remained open to visitors, with the guidebooks (held 

in archive of the collection at Corbridge Museum) 

running from 1896 1954 (with an unexplained gap 

from 1912 1924, which is probably due to a book 

having been lost). When Isabel died in 1929, John 

Maurice decided to sell up, and split up the Wall 

estate into saleable chunks. Captain A.M. Keith then 

comes into the story of the collection. 

Captain Keith bought the family house at 

Humshaugh, and the Chesters estate, but not the 

collection. Archaeologists who knew about the 

collection were outraged that it was going to be split 

up and sold. C.R. Bosanquet and others persuaded 

John Maurice to sign a Deed of Trust giving over the 

whole collection to the care of the Trustees. The 

Clayton Trustees was quickly set up, with the 

original Trustees being Captain Keith (the owner of 

the land and museum), George MacDonald 

(numismatist and archaeologist), B. M. Holland 

Martin, R. G. Collingwood (archaeologist), William 

Parker Brewis (archaeologist) and R. C. Bosanquet 

(archaeologist). At the first meeting Captain Keith 

agreed to take on the upkeep of the museum building 

and to pay for a caretaker. The Clayton Trustees still 

exist and maintain ownership over the collection 

which is now cared for by English Heritage. 

 

In this short note there is not space to discuss all 

aspects of the collection. My database constructed for 

my PhD contains just over 13, 000 records with the 

whole range of material usually expected from a 

Roman site: pottery, sculpture, inscriptions, dress 

accessories, harness equipment, coins, glass (vessels 

and window), painted wall plaster, tools and military 

equipment. What is extremely under-represented is 

animal bone, human remains and any environmental 

evidence as this sort of material was not gathered in 

the 19th century. 

 

Within my PhD I aim to complete some object case 

studies, as well as a site case study on the material 

from Chesters. Currently I am working on the militaria 

which comprises just over 600 items. These come 

from all of the sites within the collection, and so I will 

discuss militaria from the Central Sector of Hadrianôs 

Wall, rather than a specific site. I will then look at the 

brooches and conduct a case study on the Chesters 

material. Nearly 40% of the material has been 

assigned to Chesters (with varying degrees of 

confidence) and so this is a large data set with which 

to conduct analysis. Throughout my project I will also 

be noting down areas for research which I cannot 

complete within the timescale of the project. Dr. Peter 

Guest and I hope to publish the Throckley/Walbottle 

hoard material as it has all been identified by Pete and 

would be an important group of data to make 

available. 

 

This is obviously just a short introduction to my PhD 

work, and I am only a third of the way through the 

project so there is much more to be discovered. I hope 

to publish much of my work, in order to highlight the 

potential of this collection for future research.  
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The Vindolanda Bead Collection  

Barbara Birley, Vindolanda Trust 
 

Introduction  

The last six excavation seasons at Vindolanda have 

increased the bead collection by 496, bringing the total 

(in 2012) to 881, more than doubling the number 

previously reported by Birley & Greene (2006). Such 

a large increase is a testimony to the continuous 

meticulous nature of the excavations, as much as the 

areas that have been under investigation. The size of 

the dataset now makes it possible to reassess the 

make-up of the assemblage and to offer a broader 

perspective on the depositional/recovery pattern of 

beads from across the site. 
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Beads are defined by predetermined criteria. These 

relatively small artefacts had to have a hole or 

perforation (or evidence of drilling) which could then 

be strung to make jewellery such as necklaces, 

bracelets or ear rings, or some other personal 

adornment or decoration. Each bead was classified 

according to the following criteria: shape, material, 

colour and opacity (if glass) and context (for more 

information about classification see Birley 2012). 

 

Beads from 2007-2012, new evidence 

Initial results of the 2007-2012 beads have shown 

increases in some areas, including colour and shapes 

from those recorded in previous work. For example, 

up to 2006 the Vindolanda collection had only eight 

red glass beads (Fig. 1) but this number has now 

grown to 27. This could be due to the large areas of 

3rd- and 4th-century excavation on the site, as 

generally these periods have produced the most 

beads in the past (Birley & Green 2006,12). 

Examination of the bead shapes, materials, glass 

colours and the periods of deposition allows 

conclusions to be drawn about the use and deposition 

of beads at Vindolanda. Current work into the spatial 

distribution of the bead collection from Vindolanda 

is further helping to identify patterns of deposition 

from which new insights can be drawn. 

 

 
Figure 1. Red glass bead. 

 

As the most current excavation programme has only 

just been completed, exact dating information for all 

of the beads recovered between 2008 and 2012 is not 

yet available. However, it is possible to examine the 

depositional pattern based on basic divisions into 

3rd- and 4th-century contexts.  

 
 Overall Melon Small 

Biconical 

Spherical 

Intramural 64% 78% 69% 53% 

Extramural 31% 18% 31% 40% 

North field 4% 4% - 7% 

Unstratified 1% - - - 

 

Figure 2. Proportions of melon, small biconical and 

spherical beads 2008-2012 by area. 

 

The 2008-2012 excavations were carried out in three 

areas on the site: the intermural excavations of the 

north-west quadrant and granaries of the 3rd/4th-

century stone fort in which 64% of the beads were 

found and an area of the 3rd- and 4th-century 

extramural vicus in which 31% of the beads were 

found (Fig. 2). Some of the extramural excavations 

have examined levels which probably predate the 3rd- 

to 4th-century occupation at Vindolanda. While 

stratigraphic analysis has produced initial dates for 

these levels, until the final coin reports are available 

the dating must remain unconfirmed. Another smaller 

excavation was conducted in 2009, 2010 and 2012 in 

the field to the north of the main Vindolanda site. As 

might be expected, just 4% of the beads were found in 

this area and further post excavations analysis is 

needed before definite conclusions relating to the 

dates of these beads can be deduced.  

 

Bead Shape 

There was a sizable increase in three different shapes 

from the pre-2006 material to the post-2007: melon 

beads, small biconical beads and spherical beads. 

When looking at the percentages of beads being 

deposited inside the fort wall, over three quarters of 

the melon beads came from this area and over two 

thirds of the small biconical. In comparison, the 

spherical beads are more closely split in half. This 

could be because the melon beads and the small 

biconical were being used for a specific purpose, but 

further excavation will help to confirm this. It may be 

that melon beads and small biconical bead numbers 

are found there in higher numbers because they were 

significant to the inhabitants of the north-western 

quadrant or the whole fort itself. Over the next five 

years excavation of the south-east quadrant of the site 

will provide a comparative assemblage of artefacts.  

 

The 1970-2006 bead dataset has indicated that a 

substantial number of the beads come from Period VII 

(AD 213, IV cohort of Gauls, Stone Fort II; Birley & 

Greene 2006, 12). The intramural excavations carried 

out in 2008-2012 were largely concentrated on the 

3rd-century levels, but initial stratigraphic analysis has 

revealed that buildings dating to period VI (AD 140, 

possible Nervian cohort) Period VIA (AD 160), VIB 

(AD 200-213, Severan Fort) and considerable new 

evidence for Periods VIII (4th-century), Period IX 

(post AD 369) and Period X (post AD 400) were 

discovered (publication forthcoming). These 

excavations will help to give tighter dating sequence 

to different areas on the site and also to help with 

identify bead distribution by period. 
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Bead Material 

Glass beads make up the bulk of the collection 

(70%), with the next largest category being faience 

(19%). In the post-2007 material there was a slight 

drop in amber (2%) and copper alloy beads (2%), but 

this is not surprising as these bead materials have not 

previously been found in significant numbers across 

the site. Jet (7%) also shows a small decrease.  

 

Glass 

With over 613 glass beads it is vital to look at the 

colours of the glass to better understand the 

collection. Blue and green beads have remained the 

most abundant glass beads from the site (Fig. 3). 

Made to imitate the precious sapphires and emeralds 

that were so popular in the Roman period, they are 

found on many sites (Guido 1979, 91-102)   Blue 

beads have stayed constant in numbers but the green 

glass beads have seen a 6% rise. Further spatial 

analysis needs to be carried out to determine where 

these beads are coming from.  

 
 1970-2006 1970-2012 

Blue 43% 43% 

Green 26% 32% 

Gold in glass 9% 8% 

Blue white red 8% 4% 

Yellow 5% 3% 

Red 3% 4% 

Specialist 6% 4% 

White  - 1% 

Blue with white 

wave 

- 1% 

 
Figure 3. Comparison of glass beads by colour. 

 
Melon beads  

As there was a sizable increase in the frequency of 

melon beads, both faience and glass, it is worth 

looking at these beads more closely. Although beads 

tend to be considered female artefacts which were 

strung to make jewellery, it is unlikely that these 

beads would have been worn this way, as due to the 

large perforations they do not easily lend themselves 

to necklaces. It is possible that some were used in 

this fashion but there is a growing number of 

artefacts which shows a different use of these beads, 

such as the well-preserved cavalry tombstone from 

Cologne in Germany now in the collection at the 

Römisch-Germanishes Museum. This pictorial 

evidence for the use of beads dates to the last decade 

of the 1st century and shows a strap which circles the 

horseôs neck and five incised round objects evenly 

spaced (Dixon & Southern 1992, 39). The strap 

would not have had any purpose other than for 

decoration, but it could also have been carved to 

symbolically represent the riderôs rank, wealth, 

nationality or cultural allegiances. The inscription on 

the stone suggests that he came from the Dansala tribe 

in Thrakia (north of Greece/Bulgaria), an area well 

known for horsemanship. Other parts of the Roman 

Empire also show signs of this type of horse 

decoration. In Iberia, surviving depictions of cavalry 

are often shown with a similar strap wrapped around 

the top of a horseôs neck. It is plausible to assume that 

this was a common form of horse adornment (Bennett 

1998, 77-9). Three melon beads from pre-Hadrianic 

contexts at Vindoland were found still strung on a 

piece of leather thong and could have been use for a 

similar purpose (Fig. 4).   
 

 
Figure 4. Three melon beads found on leather thong from 

pre-Hadrianic excavations at Vindolanda. 

 
Another object that indicated alternative uses for 

melon beads also comes from Germany: a richly 

decorated dolabra (entrenching tool) sheath found in 

Bonn, near Jesuitenhof (a place to the north of a 

legionary camp, between the Rhine and the 

Limesstrasse that linked Bonn with Cologne). This 

sheath (Inv. 6961, length 15.5 cm) was found in 1890. 

Although this was a surface find and therefore did not 

have any associated archaeological information, its 

decoration can still be seen as informative. The sheath 

is of copper alloy with eight melon beads suspended 

on thin wire and lead-shaped attachments at the base. 

Two further melon beads, now missing, are likely to 

have been suspended from the remaining two fitments. 

Dolabra sheaths, such as this, were presumably used 

to protect the blade of this very sharp tool while on the 

march.  

 

With the increase of melon beads from the recent 

intramural excavations it will  be imperative to plot 

each bead and look at the spatial distribution to further 

understand the use of these common artefacts. This 

may show some interesting relationships between the 

depositional pattern of beads and the more general use 

of space at Vindolanda. Unless the beads are found 

strung on wire, cord or thong, they could have been 

used for multiple purposes and possibly recycled 
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giving them a much broader time of use. Melon 

beads, unlike some of the smaller beads, would not 

be so easy to accidently move through a site, i.e. in 

mud on the bottom of feet.  

 

 

 

 Figure 5. 3rd-century bead overview 

 Figure 6. 4th-century bead overview 


