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Notes for contributors

Contributions arealwayswelcomei particularly on
new findsi so please send them to us, and share
them with the rest of the Roman Finds Group!

The address for-mailed contributions is:
emma.durham@ading.ac.uk

Contributions by post should be sent to:
EmmaDurham Departmenbf Archaeology
University of ReadingyVhiteknights Box 22,
ReadingRG6 6AB
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Editorial

Welcome to thd4th” Lucerra. Sadly this edition

begins with an appreciation of the life and work of
Glenys Lloyd-Morgan.Although | neer met her, like
many in the group | 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 contritmuton figurines in

gy of ghe volumes.
addition we xan extended report on the Autumn
pglicn o

onference at Vindolanda. Many thanks to
all'the participants who submitted articles on their
presentationskFurther dates for your diaries are the
springmeeting at the British Museum (p.8) and the

,,,,,

. This.issu8 aso contains details of an Iron Age helmet

Jatahtly FGu@dEn. Kent and further thoughts on the
éSilchester eagle.

There is also a notice announcing a new figasup
focusing on Bronze Age and Iron Age artefacts (p.10).
Something which | am sure many members will be
interested in.

Emma Durhan
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GLENYS LLOYD -MORGAN: knowledge of the obscurer reaches of the literature
was legendary. She wouddiways be able to come up
ﬁiﬁrezoPOITECIATION 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. | recall that it was
following one of ter 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¢hRFG!

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 ddug 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 hadndét kno
take you to her home to stay, thus ekinog your

sl ender means. Glenys wasn
possessions, but for us in the Roman finds community
she was rich in, and generous with, everything else. |
recall in about 197WhenGill Chitty and | wanted to

Glenys inc.1980 taken by Dan Robinson

Glenys LloydMorgan, whadied 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 wewdking
committee member. Sadly for many younger _ _
members she will only be knows ¢he author of go to a conference in Oxford Glenys smanto _
reports they cite, for in 1998 she developed action O6borrowing6 her sis

Al zhei merds at the tragi o°|§‘qe F0)$taer¥1h?”I Sk}e k'?ale‘ﬂ bwa%ppttlngtggethelr t

seemed only fitting that there should be a memorial me mo r i 0
to her in the Newsletter she often contributed to as ar_ld helpful personnot only d'd she teII me about my
author, reviewer and crossword puzzltese mirror fragments from Pakenhanytishe also told me

where to buy a pair of plastitosed callipers to

measure how thick they werean invaluable purchase
for avoiding damage to fra
remembered the wonderful report she did for the
Leicester Unit on the Pan clakpife handle from the
Shires excavations in 1988
for the opportunity to study it when the thanks really
needed to go in the other direction. One of those
connoi sseurs you dondt get

In the following pages you will find memories of her
from Stephen Briggs (originally published in the
Guardianon December 6th), Pam Irving a
contemporary at Birmingham, and Margaret Ward
who worked with her in Chester. Martin Henig
combines recollgions 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. For me it has beensaurce of great sadness that we

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

Now when we find mirror fragments amongst the nature of archaeological publication that her reports
assemblagesevare working on, it is always to written in happier days have continued to emerge as

Gl enysods works we turn f itheyegrshagganehy Jthas begnbifter sweehto | n

the foremost authority on Roman mirrors in the open a new bdoand see one. Her publications are her

Western empire. For many years though, we just memorial, but in what follows you will discover
parcelled them up and sent them off to her, and a full aspects of Glenys the true eccentric and party animal.

report would coming Wmging its way back. It was Such people should be remembered and celebrated.
not just mirrors though: she was an excellent general "€ Next time you use one of her reports, think of her
small find specialist, a numismatist, and the first and therlater, raise a glass to her memory and give

choice for figurines and little oddities. Her thanks for her life and works.



Glenysi the life
Stephen Briggs

My friend Glenys LloydMorgan, who has died aged
67 after suffering from Alzheimer's disease, devoted
her career to the appreciation and undaditey 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 19810d
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 Celtielated
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 1978. 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
anddid convincing reenactments as a Roman lady.
Though hopedor 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
northWales 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.

| first met Glenys at the Young Archaeologists'
Conference in Durham early in 1968, where shng

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 imainland Europe, Britain and
Ireland. Glenys was a warhearted and helpful
collaborator who made lasting friendships, retained
her youthful sense of fun, loved children and
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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.
he

Gl enys t archa

Pam Irving

young

| first met Glenys when, as a brand new Birmingham
Undergraduate in 1969, | volunteered to help make the
tea and coffee which were an essential part of the
Arch Soc monthly meetings at which guest speakers
wereinvited. A fellow undergraduate volunteer and |
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 | forget. The custody
of the tea urn, and subsequent further involvement in
Arch Soc provided privileges which | 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 teeoffee and

a chat from the legitimate occupants, but which was
otherwise forbidden ground to undergrads.

In this way | became better acquainted with Glenys.
We had in common that we
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 origitia 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 resultanthiek is

definitely Roman mirrors gain.

We kept in touch in the vague wéyat graduates with
the potential need for a bed for the night do, while
Glenys was working in Nimegehwas 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 anCivil Service
competition when Research Assistant posts at the then
Inspectorate of Ancient Monuments and Historic
Buildings were being recruited (in 19747?). Incredibly
she was turned down, and | was one of the four or five
appointees. | was at leasti@las a result to put some

fee paid work in her way, including the unfortunately
still unpublished report on the copper alloy finds from
the | ate Ernest Greenfi el
Rutland.

d



| 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 | had
monitoring meetings at the Chester Archaeological
Unit. | have a delightful craft pottery candle holder in
the shape of a small medieval castle which avas
wedding present from her, which demonstrates her
thoughtful choice of gift. She knew | 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 | was not especially good
at keeping in touch with her, especially after she
married, | 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 henldee

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 professionafd. In 1975 | had
arrived straight from university in a job with the
Grosvenor
Significantly (and
magnificent staircase), it was Glenys who was first to
pop up and invite me home for tea.dsa little in

awe of her and the occasion, being as she was my
senior in years, status, and erudition. When |
eventually found her flat, it was buried within a
rambling, if not crumbling, house whose landlord
caused her Damocki&e consternation by leéwy

the word 6demolitioné to
still is the memory of her unexpectedanf ma |l i t y
and her flamboyant approach to hebaking, that
first cake being fluorescently greéred, or, rather,
greendr aped. I had never
cakemaker so effervescent.

In those heady days before the introduction of a
minimumwage, | was existing in a 0ot caravan

on a farm. Its isolation, cold and condensation were
more palpable as summer turned into late November.
Gl enysés homely wel come,
circumstances, proved far warmer. And, despite
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appearances, sharhed out to be the antithesis of an
academic stereotype, bei
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 indeestraightlaced, 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 oirig in the North Sea. Giligging at

that time being seen as adveous, if not swash
buckling, it did her
She is remembered acrossvwhe r | d

in her academic guise.

ng

reput
and no

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
centurions® quarter suge GI en
with us for teabreaks and to inspect the latest
enamelled brooch or the latest miniature votive

of fering and a great f
tortoise. A few of these Abbey Green finds were
quickly recorded and illustrated with her advice 30
yearsago (McPeaket al. 1980, 235), but only the
brief d6interimbdb note saw p
the little bronze tortoise disintegrated years ago.

av

After those excavations ended, we met up weekly in
the less convivial atmosphere of Museum staff
medings, but when in 1979 she was elected F.S.A.
and also to the Committee of the Roman Society, her

excitementcoud not be constraine

Museum Excavat ikeowledge of gesgipin theracademi warlésuddenly
me mo r dngreaged. Forgll of us whomyshe didinat xa@sperate,

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.

ONMNhH d €0 Weer SHeera Kh e &£d .U eVi i dn
of the day, trusting as little as possible in tomorro@v

Hearing of thismemento mostirred in me the stream

m e @f cogscieugness, flowigg on frog thpsg years whenr g

we had discussed Roman finds, Latin and (like Alma
Tademabs rather more el ega
Appropriate to the Gl enys
memento viver@Odes 1,37):

nunc est bibendum, nunc pede libero
pdlsandatellise her Spartan
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She would have 1i ked us, Shrimasofthe RomantEmpedited by Ahthomiisag t h
time for a party, nowbs tama tmyme |Itfo tbveoaty eaa rfso dtalt ea:
dance upon the earth. 06 Agualadlcarwoatsehri pamdhdaspra vat e
scholar, to borrow again from that oden fumilis occasion.

mulier-6 no | owly womand was she, but o6l arger than

|l i fed and surely deat h. i fe
experience, the beaming enthusiasm and the ensuing

darkness, and how many memories her passing has A Royal Anglo-Saxon Cemetery

revived. | thought of the disintegrated bronze tggo Sereet House, Loftus, North-East Yorkshire

and of Glenysods work endt d, no

doubt, in archives natiewide, and | thought that she

might be willing to concur with Horace (Odes,

l11.30), o6l have created enduring

than bronzeébd

Exegi monumentum aere perennius
regalique situ pyramidum altius,

quod non imber edax, hon Aquilo inpotens
possit diruere aut innumerabilis

annorum series et fuga temporum.

Non omnis mori ar ééé.

| have created a monument more enduring than
bronze

and higher than a
which néther 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

McPeake, J.C., Bulmer, M. & Rutter, J.A. 1980.
6Excavati ons ilnAbbeyhnGreerg Ghesteg n
19757 7 . i nt edChesterAechaea 3@&3,,14

37.

Glenys and Venus
Fr. Martin Henig

I have delightful memories of Glenys, who was
consistently vivacious, helpful and learned. | recall a
memorable visit with her in Chestwhile | was
compiling 6Some notes
t he Grosvenor Mu s dawrmed of
the Chester Archaeological Soci¢wl.60,1977,
pp.438). She managed to locate in the museum
stores an impression of a long lost correligtaglio
from Chester depicting Venus holding a hamigdror
(no.2 in my lis}. This combined two of her interests,
mirrors of course, upon which she spoke and
published so often, and Venus who was the subject

on

O

Stephen J Sherlock

Py r ami dRafe béeR doAckrned frofn Bme to time over the past

40 years with images of Venus, in sculpture from
Wroxeter and Dover, in mosaicBignor and
Kingscote, and the occasional intaglio, usually of
Venus Victrix, the darling of the Roman army, but the

dinR& t%uchlng reference to the goddess | have

encountered is a tiny cameo brought to my attention
by Ste hen Sherloand pictured abovdt is in the

form of'a scallop shell and was reused in an Anglo
Saxon gold and garnet pendant, excavated from a
burial in northeast Yorkshire. This exquisite object
was chosen for the front cover of the report (Sherlock
2012). As with the jet scallop shelt 3rd/4th-century
date from a burial to the eastlafndinium(Murdoch
1991, 312), 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 dlrectl o the goddess born fromthe spume of
tﬁ(éeﬁ he)ésc érmefl_jl adalt naﬁ vr\:c]?uld Hate ' 1
At d to ﬁ1e séeealm oPNeptune over which the

souls of the dead must pass to the Blessed Isles and
thus it acquired a connection with rebirth and the
afterlife lorg 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.

of a daz,zl ''nhg oper fvemsmrmancD%a?GIecn}Lljslré@ﬂinnpga{cé,tﬂegpovderno; fat divine
of the 6dance of the seven Vve{i13%06 "a a "con rence
in 1984 in the sober |l ecture room of Oxfordbds Ce

for Continuing Education. Whenever | read the
brilliant paper she published Pagan Gods and



Murdodh, T. (ed.) 1991Treasures and Trinket. Jewellery
from preRoman times to the 193(Qsondon).

Sherlock, S.J. 2012A Royal AngleSaxon Cemetery at
Street House, Loftus, NortBast YorkshireTees
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 frgments in the general small finds
reports listed in the final section.

Mirrors

1973

with J. Musty
RomaneBr i t i s h
Antiquaries Jb3.ii, 27881.

& A.
cemetery at
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1980

6Roman mirrors and Pictish sy
contact 6, i n & Hahsofr(edsRomanpi e &
Frontier Studies 1979: papers presented to the 12th
International Congress of Roman Frontier Studi2aR Int

Ser 71 (Oxford), 97.06.

OFurther antique mirrdrs fron
Chester Archaeological S&3, 3942.

60 Romami rrors from Kennt : a bri
Archaeological Review9, 2068.

with J. Cotton, O6A new Hell en

Mu s e u m, SilmeyeArchadological Collection?,

2636.

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

M. Hamme r s on, 6Three inhumati on
S o ut hwaendok Archaeologist.1, 1722.

1981

Description of the Collections in the Rijksmuseum G.M.

Kamm at Nijmegen 9: the mirro(slijmegen).

6Roman mirrors and the third
Henig (eds)The Roman West in the Third Century:

Ro ger s on gynifbhtiondrom arBhaecolbgy SnB'histoBAR Int Ser
Wh i t&ghckibr§) mas7Sal op o,

1982
%9756 . 6The Roman mirror and its ori
0A new hand mirr orevehth Anmoal R o magy alslidkeYodfuscarMirroréTallahassee, Florida),
Report of the Society for Libyan Studies-23see also 39.48.
below for article on the same mirrorliibya Antiqug. 1983
%976- ] ] 60Someg omisr fr om Ro machaedbgiamt er b ui
60A note on some mirrors in Ce{ht%na%yz%ﬁs.o Archeol ogi co,
B r e s Commeéntari dell' Ateneo di Brescig4, 10716. 6Mirror o pp. 106 108 in A.E
1977. ] ) 6Excavations in Towcester, N o
The Tyology and Chronology of Roman Mirrors in Italy Road s Ndthamgtahshire Archaeologys, 43140.
and the Northwestern Provinces, with special reference to  1gg4 ’
the collections in the Netherland8hD thesis, University with K. Reedmerr6A hewmhKadt o

of Birmingham.
OMi rrors in Roman
Roman Life and At Britain, BAR Brit Ser 41, 2352.

60 Roman mi r r Gurrent Archaedog®8t5dl, n '
32931.
6Some bronze Mirrors in

Rijksmuseum G. M. Kam,
Third International Bronze Conference, Brussels &
Mariemont, May 1974Bulletin des Musées Royaux d'Art
et d'Histoire série 6, 46, 451.

6Mirrors

60, 4955.

6Two

1978

6The antecedent s

mi rror 6, in H. M. Bl ake,

(eds),Papers in Italian Archaeology I: the Lancaster
Seminar. Recent Research in Prehistoric, Classical and
Medieval ArchaeologyBAR Supp Ser 41 (Oxford), 227
35.

1979

60 So me Ro ma namhbiidgePma Camhaidge C
Antiquarian So®9, 414.

wi th J. Gaunt & K.

Mo nge ham nkerg Arch&eelegicad Revied?,
164-7.

Britaino, sR8fVecMMBRY &NoosEldRi §nérédal

theywrph .
Ni | me g§48rPe D.JPstin@Hirza%alLibyalSettiethent ifthe

a nah hahe v e | o pdRerhuly Etdvatibnd: ftradh
T . Wss5 afd 88888 Arch&eolbly & canté¥Bulylvi@ hous e

Archaeologia Cantiand 01, 3557,

Archaeologis® (Feb.), 610.
0A new hand
14 (for 197677), 21318.
lectigg

mi r r olibyaf Antigual3R o ma n

aPt{, t8%heg BR2Or O nb

Roman PeriodTripoli), 282-3.
1986
0 A Ro man

|l ead r mamer of t he peri

i n  Rihes@rmArclaeobgicl Soco , Archaeologia Cambrensiks, 2013.

. . 1987 R
Roman mi rr oBriéannfa8,8388. Co r Bdnitindit&®d? mirrors from burials at Cranmer Hause

London Road, in S.S. Frere, P. Bennett, J. Rady & S. Stow,
8 eRtramural sites 1949

(Canterbury), 274.

1990

60An introduction to Roman mir
Roman ds Group Newsletter.ll

1991

OMi rror fr agme ntRomaniWaterlbgger . Mc

Remains and Later Features at Castle Street, Carlisle:

Par fitt, oxfabaidiO188 CunMbriand Add Wesfm@r@ndGr e at

Antiquarian and Archaeological Soc Res. Ser. 5 (Kendal),
111-12.
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Coins, figurines and other finds

OMi rrord, in D.R.Romangdates & Viomh Met cal f,
Caerleon(Oxford), 161. O0A brtomtzieetst e fr onmntuamesilon Br i
6Bronze mirrorsdo, O0®DbA@cts w4f1,8686t onzed, pp. 245
Marvell & B. HeywoodBull 6Excayogg i ons in Neat ho,
Board Celtic Studie89, 171298. O0A note on some Celtic discs
1993 of Lower Ger-R2annyp.dBatespnged.),2 17
6The Cel tic midwell&KriAsRodweli n W. § Co Rl o qui u +Ronmn rel&tions &nd material
Rivenhall: investigations of a Roman villa, church and r e ma ProcsRoyal Irish Acadmy76C, 171292.
village, 195077, II: specialist studie<CBA Res. Rep. 80 1977
(London), 2933. 6Some | ittle known bronzes fr
1995 Boucher (ed.)Actes du IVe Colloque International sur les
6Mirrorso, in W. H. MaRepdrtng, Brdnzes Rntidues, e yo&PNIMai 1976 Ansalesde ,
on the Excavations at Usk 19885 VII: the Roman small I'Université Jean Moulin: Lettres (Lyons), X33
finds(Cardiff), 1256. 1978
6Mirrorsdé, in K. Blockley, &CoBh¢ clite ®mne lioRrd, 1883 in thekcbllecion S . <
Frere & S. StowExcavations in the Marlowe Car Park of Wil | ou g ICbiryHo&ds4, 868.e r 6 ,
and Surrounding Area®rchaeology of Canterbury V 6 Mo e | Fenl | i h o ar dCoin Hoards#,f er r e
(Canterbury), 1010. 59-61.
1998 6Some small Roman bronzes in
0The mirror s 0&C.Rhilo (eds)Remad. Co @ h e s hliChestdr Archaeological Séd, 2532.
Castleford I: the small findsy orkshire Archaeology 4 with D.J. Robinson, 6Addendad
(Wakefield), 9691. R.P. Wright,The Roman Inscriptions in the Grosvenor
2000 Museum, ChestdéChester), 14®0.
6Specul umé, TheRomanB&hskrnds ( e d 19y78/79
Macellum at WroxeteleH Archaeological Rep. 9 wi t h ot her sGheslir§ Archaeyplogital Bud] s 6 ,
(London), 129. 75-83.
2001 1980
6Mirrorso, in Wach&,JSAAPer songTwe SConstant i nbighshirenmtrer ds f r a
Fitzpatrick, The Romand3ritish 'Small Town' at Grosvenor Mu sBellBoard Céltic Stacies r 6 ,
WanboroughWiltshire, Britannia Monog 19 (London), 29.1, 1849.
97. 1980/81
2012 wi t h ot her sGheslir§ Archaeplogical Buli] s 6 ,
with N. Crummy, 6 Th2inMoman ®7i90.r or 6, pp. 70
Medl ycott, S. Weller & P. Beogl ans, 6Roman Billericay:
excavations by the Bericay Archaeological and 6Roman coins from the Willoug
Historical Society 1970 7 Bssex Archaeology and the Grosvenor BulBoard @eltic STuldiesst er
History 1 (4th series) (for 2010), 5108. 29.2, 34653.

6Jet and shale in the archaeo
Book chapters Grosvenor Mu sl€hester Archheslsgica r 6 ,
1986 Soc4d4, 416.
6Roman Venus: public worship¥2and private ritesd, in M.
Henig & A. King (eds)Pagan Gods and Shrines of the wi t h ot her sCheslirs Archaeglogical Bulij s o ,
RomanEmpire(Oxford), 179 88. 70-91.
1990 1983
6Caryatids and other suppor 68emme, f untomsfom@wh@rnhe @rdsvenor
Architecture and Architectural Sculpture in the Roman Mus eum, Gul8satd€eltic StudieSo, 42230.
Empire Oxford University Comm for Archaeology 6A note on the diploma in the
Monog. 9 (Oxford), 14%51. Ci r e n cBetanniald, @667.
1995 1984
6Appearance, | ifen@h)fhel ei sudeé€&be $maMl T196indS Dent, JpApLioyd&7 7
Celtic World(London), 95120. J. A. Ri | ellgnjstic @&rédl earyeRofdam tombs from
1996 B e n g hlibyaiAdtiqual3-14 (for 197677), 131212,
O6Nemesis and Bellona: a prel9#bnary study of two
neglected goddessesd, in S.O0BiRoOmMagtonhnandr WM. uGheien Hkdd

The Concept of the Goddgssndon), 1268.

Cheshire Archaeological BullO, 324.

wi t h ot her sGhesldir§ Archaeplogical BuliDs 6 ,
90-101.

1986

O0Records of
Soc68 (for 1985), 717.

' aluChester'ArcHaeologital Ch e s
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6Small findsé, in P.TThe Buc kFoarasdtoBorndan Gathedidh Rait 2; the fimdeondon),
Archaeology of Doncaster 1: the Roman civil settlement, 37890.

BAR Brit Ser 148 (Oxford), 836. 6Coins and tokend, 6Copper al
6Some br omzaenijmaanli ffoirgur i n e s &Excavations at.CheStev.alkdedEVolutioy of the Heart of the
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An lron Age helmet from Kent although another exaple containing a cremation
. . . burial has been found in Belgium (Steve Willis pers.
Ellen Swift, University of Kent comm).

An unusual recent discovery was made in Keanh

Iron Age helmet containing a cremation burial. The
find dso 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
metaldetectorist on farmland near Canterbury in
September 2012 and reported to the Portable
Antiquities Stieme. 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 was scanned by Lloyd Bosworth at the
Department of Classical & Archaeological Studies,
University of Kent, using a portablel3 laser scanner
which createch 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 helmetcol d al so t heoretical
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 taybthe find so that it

can be displayed locally.

The helmet isnade of bronze and és15¢cm in
diameter, with a projecting neguard. 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,

© Canterbury Archaeological Trust
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The Europeaniron AgeArtefacts VINDOLANDA : RFG Autumn Meeting
Symposiumand Prehistoric Finds (October 5th-6th, 2012

Group Stephen Greep

On 6th and 7th October 2012 the first European Iron e Vindolanda Trust hosted our autumn rimggat

Age Artefacts Symposium (EIAAS) was heitithe the Hedley Centre, Vindolanda. This was an excellent
University of Leicester. The conference was well and new venue, with a room for presentations and
attended by specialists in the field, postgraduate further space for finds display and book sales. Plenty

students and museum professionals from a number of Of parking was an added help! For anyone looking for
British and European institutions. A wide variety of @ venue on the Wall for a meeting thisuld be ideal.
papers were presented, ranging from studies o _ , _
specific artefacts types, to analyses of site The meeting proved very populaso popular in fact
assemblages, curation and display. The range and that there was a waiting list. Apologies to any Roman _
quality of these papers demonstrated justhowmuch Fi nds Group members who di
the study of Iron Age artefacts (and artefacts more placeii t 6s highly recommended
generally) is thriving and developing at the moment, ~ future meetings! Without exceptidhe papers were
excellenti reviews follow this introductory note. The
Given the success of the conference it was hoped that €nd of meeting tour around the site was also well
some volunteers would come forward to organise a  attended very few people departed early, hopefully
follow up next year, but so far no offers have been another sign of a successful meeting. The Vindolanda
received. As an alternative the idea of settingupa ~ TTust notonly provided theoms, a number of
Prehistoric Finds Group focusing on Bronze Agd an ~ SPeakers, free entry to the Roman Army Museum and
Iron Age artefacts was discussed and the organisers ~Friday lunch, but also a handsome wine and canapé

of the conference are currently looking into this reception on the Friday evening where we had the run
possibility. We intend to start on a small and of the museum to ourselves. On the Friday evening
relatively informal level, organising an initial almost all the delegates and spemlkattended an
meeting where we can gauge interest and find out excellent meal at our meeting hotel, the Gilsland Spa.
what wauld be wanted from such a group. We are ) .
currently trying to organise a date in February for Thanks to all tho_se who help_ed with the organisation.
this initial meeting, which will take place at the I hope the following summaries of papers serves as a

British Museum, but no dates have yet been finalised. "éminder to those who were able to be present and
If you are interested in attending or would just like to ~ 9ive agood flavour ofthevent t o anyone

register your interest in the group more generally able to attend!
please contact Anna Boothab43@le.ac.ukor
updates. Day 1 (notesby Angela Wardle)

After a welcome and introduction by Stephen Greep,
Barbara Birley introduced us to some of the more
REG DATASHEETS interesting and unusual artefacts as well as fine
examples of the more common everydiads from
the site. Recent excavations have concentrated on the
granariesnorth-west quadrant andcus The former
area produced fragments of a remarkable bronze
6calendaré inscribed SEPTE
increasing evidence of peRbman activity wih, for
examplea large penannular brooch and a strap end.
Other highlights included a coppelloy griffin
figurine and an inscribed lead mirror frame. Within
the intramural barrack block was a concealed infant
burial, without grave goods, a late Antogicoin
hoard and evidence for metal working inchglsilver
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 museutisplay.

We are always looking for datasheet contributions, so
if you would like to share your expesg¢ 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 Ceprdinator
Historic Environment Service
27 Grosvenor Street
Chester CH1 2DD

e-mail: gill.dunn@cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk
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Andrew Brley 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 excavatowlthough formal religious
space was set aside inside the fort, in the form of the
chapel of the standards within thencipia, the
discovery of a full blown temple inside the walls of a
fort was unexpected. Continuing excavation of the
area surroundindhe 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 Vindanda 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 fronindolanda. 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 andi. Most
were functional, everyday items, but a few were
decorated, with coloed trails, incised or scratched
letters and motifs or painted designs, the paint fired
onto the surface. Depictions of beasts such as bulls,
leopardsandlions were in the repertoire, and many
of these cups have been found in Denmark, Zealand
and on the Rihe. 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 alouble dots. All these motifs
can be paralleled on smaller fragments from other
northern sitegncludingPiercebridge, Catterick and
Binchester. It is probable that the cups represent
special examples of a common form, made in the
north-west provinces spdically 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 originataup of 800

studied by Casey in the 1980s showed an imbalance
in the excavations, with a distinction between the fort
andvicus Much of the collection represented small
change and the degree of wear has been examined to
estimate how long the coins werecinculation. By
contrast unworn diinked sestertii dated AD 103

11
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111 are presumably from a consignment of fresh coins
from Rome. Twentyone denarii found in 2011 in the
centurionds apart meoot
appear to represent a savings hoaamg@arison 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 12080s. Coins from the
early years of excavation showed a bias to the earlier
periods, but this is nowding 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 Hadriands Wall
the Amiens patera and the llam pan (formerly
Staffordshire Moorland) bear the names of Hadrian's
Wall forts. Two appear to show a depiction of the
Wall and a fouth 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, perhalosasn
souvenirs. The inscribed pans, together with other
enamelled vessels are discussed in his very attractive
new book The First Souvenirs. Enamelled Vessels
from Had riidatalHos whidrecanl be found

in the Books section below

Patricia Birley aitlined 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 understating 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 gsoce
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 daytalking about

the large assemblage of horse gear and associated
material from South Shields, interpreting it in light of
other aspects of the site sequeseeh thestructural
evidence for cavalry barracks and other evidence for
the sites garrison. There were major spatial
concentrations of horse gear around the cavalry

dat i

Thr ee



barracks indicating that finds distributions do reflect
activity zones to some extent. Thieusalso

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 angquite a few unstratifietinds
datable to ther8@l century but little evidence from the
4th century with the exception of some important late
spurs.

She also explored the rangkematerial which could

be interpreted together in this functional category
e.g. terrets and other cdittings, 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 tesravere also represented.
The assemblage includes some other important
pieces such as several stud groups which come from
leather straps and a grouptafmpetenmustdittings
including pieces which may have been used for
attaching streamers.

RobCollins explored the evidender continuity and
change between Late Roman garrisonspzst
Roman walbands in the frontier zone. There is a
large and growing body of evidence for continued
occupation irforts on Hadrian's Walhto the %h
century AD and beyond. Despite the evideote
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 comptien of 5th-centuryRomard
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 warband model supposes soldiers reradin

the aredut officers beame chiefswhile forts and
their units beame associated with specific territories.
The diffeence between a soldier who is trained and
pad 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 geopolital 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 brooche®
adopted and in thpostRoman period new types of
site and perhaps political organisation devetbp
Defended centres such as the wall forts and native
hillforts (which might have belonged to similar
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milieu) contrast with the villa estates and high status
rural settlementsofund in the area further to teeuth
east.

FraseH u n t talk coreernegbatterns 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

0 ma s s i v e Btraditert feuhdiwnmorthern

Britain beyond the Forth and central British styles
found in the Humber Forth region. Products include
personal ornaments, weapons and chariot/horse gear.

Metalwork in these styles survived into thed2

century AD and waslearly produced and consumed
on both native and Roman sites with evidence for
stylistic and technological exchange between the two
groups. However, there are maugbtle patterns to be
teased out which may help reveal variation in the
consumption of thesieontier styles e.g. dragonesque
brooches where certain decorative styles are more
prevalent on either native or Roman sites or Piggott
group IV swordhilts where there are important
differenceswith regards to both the presence or
absence of Celtic dection and in blade widtihese
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 gtonal patterning.

PhilippaWalton provided a fascinating introduction to
an important riverine assemblaigem the River Tees
at Piercebridgéncluding thousands of small finds,
coins and many kilos of pottery discovered by divers.
There are good reasons to think that the assemlsage i
in some sensmilitary, particularlythe coinagevhich
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 sut 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 ina 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 andh large assemblage of curse tablets.
Perhag some or all of it should be interpreted as
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votive offerings. The coins show an unusually high first alittle uncertain, but can be read%eat][...], to be
prevalence of alteration by exapnded aSer[viano], the first consul of AD 102.
clipping/perforation/rolling etcalso suggesting some The Flavius who was being discharged was, it can be
kind of special treatment. An imguing possibility is suggested, Flavius Genialis, the predecessor of Flavius

that the deposit is associated with troops travelling Cerialis as commander of tkehors VIIII Batavorum

along the military road andgith the special role of

the river crossing as a major transition on the route The next item, no. 596, is

between the Roman province aBarbaricum mi scell aneous goods delive
praetorium including headbands, underwear, a saddle,
sagacorticiak now i nterpreted as

The Vindolanda Writing -Tablets: a selection bark ortex 6 -bags,ilatlles or bowlsr(llae),

Anthony R. Brley, Vindolanda Trust reins, and curtainy€lg) of four different colours,
scarlet, green, purple and yellow. One may infer that

the curtains were chosen b
Lepidina, to brighten their livingjuarters in the

praetorium It is also interestigp that the prices are

given per item, with totals, and show a rare set of
symbols for fractions, not merely the wkiiown

s(emissisjor half adenarius but also those for ¥ and

a, E, e and O.

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)as
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 NO ' _1 55+ad d ' | ss hsler_le t m.tp otr it &
vale mi frater karissim8ack: FLAVIo CERIALI. line, prewously reap_l_ a\ssu, K(alendas) Ma!as fabrlc_ls
The unknown writer, who &¥PHRES) GEOQKI 5025 oAPeriigl , T n th

brother dearest to me 0 , ' e“VdS\FISI
Vindol anda. He tells ceriK Heqd@s)Mmﬁ%%A@r@Yng#ﬁG%rf g,
be giveii but also a lodging where the horses are officinis, S t 1 me an i h(gmine

well (looked after)toget He C%C>8<>8<'Il NO 291c '?ﬁ“&e nwofarmaus P"H“?ay 6bu
instead of the usuakd and for horses usesaballi, ' audi Se

from which Romance languages derareval etc., feIIow offlcer and frlend Aellus Brocchus to Sulp|C|a
rather tharequi Lepidina, ending with a very tender personal greeting

in Severabs own handwritin
The next example, no. 242, is a fragment from

another letter: o6tomorr owo rZEéS*éaljdeg[Cl]od%u Iefte%rtopeﬁlahs[frﬁrga mor n

come to Vindolanda soahyou can [take part in] the ~ C€nturion ca S Super, reporting on the
counting of crdashememaeen [ s us ? ]d%hvery of clothing from Gaul. Another letter from

Vindolandam veni ut numerationi cen[susp The Super, no. 629, seems to include an apology thatheis
recipient clearly brought his letter with him. unable to attend Lepidinabd

No. 650 is fromAscanius, a former soldier in the

The next three tablets are all documents rather than X > )
Batavians (so one may infer), who calls himself a

letters. No. 581 is a set a¥¢ sheets, three of them - ) "
written on both sides, all evidently dealing with 6companion of the emperoro

expensesexpensain the Period 3 commanding he was now in Trequyesnds new
of fi cer 6 praetoras onchéotaloelll singulares Augustthe elite Imperial Horse Guards.

lines. The individual entries are dated by day and Ascanius writes abouhoney he is owed, and ends
month, and in two cases the yéaalso preserved, with greetings to Verec_unda,,Sanctus, Lupus, Capito,
with the consuls of AD 103 and 104. The editors take andomnes cives etamicos 6 al | -Jciteens ( f e |

a different view to my own about the order in which ~ @ N d 1 i avesbessdrely mBant Batavians, a
the sheets were originally written. The particular sure sign of the sense of ethnic identity that these

sheet shown in my lecture, which the editors place at Batavians had. Bgontrast, they can be seen to have
lines 5972, was, it candargued, in fact the first had a low opinion of the native Britons, whose poor
one. It opens with a date, 10 Juiiie|dus luniasand qualities as fighting men are disparaged in no. 164: the

on the following line is registeradissio Flavi[...] writer even calls therBrittunculi, ol i ttl e Bri
6di scharge of Flavius .. Pgoraivediginujve, H”%VEOUSIV l{p(’fltt?Sf.P% for W@ﬁh a
one may compar e cont &my

entry for 1 January is followed by three letters, the
13



xenophobic remark about ti&raeculus esuriens
6the greedy Ilittle
excessive numbers he thought was ruining Rome.

No. 310 is a long letter from a man with a
resoundingly Germanic n@e, Chraulttius, to his

0 br oitih.eer.6 -thda r andidenrd o-l1 d
mated Vel dedei us, t he
infer that both men were Batavians who had
previously served together in the Ninth Cohort. The
address on the back carries the plaame

LONDI NI , 6at Londonbo, at
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 fds bresence

i n C epraetarium e @presumably came with his
chief, the governor, who is known to have visited
Vindolanda.

The Batavians were only to stay at Vindolanda for a

lucerna 44

no. 663, which has rather more about feelings and

Gr e e k éemotions thas mostpother leteens, avas wiitten to

Priscinuwuuéd vAi fme: [..... ] cunde
mater fac’Yret. hunc enim
comé[ od e $cebamo rtud.gd uiy agas cum
Priscin6tuo., &6éwi th which you

m easnsther would do. For my mind...this sympathy (?) ...
0 g candd was convélescing comfortaldly. As @nyeu, wnaty

are you doing with Pr

your
No. 645 is a long l&tr from a man called Major. In
the hdelress pogition om the back Wenfifidslolandg g h t
6at Vindol andabé. I f this m
at Vindolanda, the tablet must be a draft, and, indeed,
there are several ink blots, perhaps to be explained by
asemence at the end of the
this | was making the bed
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 felh

had dealings with th€aesarianj imperial freedmen;

little over ten years. In 105 they were summonedto t he two men and al so Major
the Continent, along vth other auxiliary regiments grain-dealing.
from Britain, to reinforce Trajands 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
PassauBatava castrg 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, andfiaal example from Period
3, no. 593, a list of
for catching thrushes and ducks, a dnagy for

fishing, and snares or lassos for swans. Some ofthem | egi onary

were entrusted to a veteran, who clearly stayed
behind.

The new garson 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 dotgitength, or

60 mi | lnit.aNo. 29%+add., found inReriod 4
context, is a letter to Priscinus, clearly the prefect of
cohors | Tungrorumthe first sheetread3p pi u s
Ni ger Priscino [suo]
PY...mili] ieéHcoh(ortis)AATungror um quos cum
epistulis ad onsularem n(ostrum) miseras, a
Bremetennaco . 60ppius Niger
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

Br emet ennacum. hatdénot@ntabletma ycontulefnais Tgamatis vexsillari
14
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Another tablet, no. 643, is almost certainly a draft,
since it contains two separate letters, one to Titus, the
other to Caelovirs, both from Florus. Both have more
spelling mistakes than any of the other talbléts
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
ovaec clhbauwneg lodf twhleeah i |
fascinating details about the recipients, including

sol diers and o6th
we | | as some named individ
t he t Amapiliegl fanumand OL lhe c 0, at

p i gLsic@oni ad porcasOn 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 ablybewas d
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
innocenthominem tra(n)smarinum et innoceniein

out

‘H[ a Ithe unspolen iBplidatopisitinat bedtinghative

Britons was acceptable, whereas those from the
Continent deserved better.

his Priscinus

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,

the 6comp
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of Tagamas the fla e a r eenayii, The3 were built above the innermost Period 1 ditch and rampart.
6Vardul lian cavalryo6, cl elbegdrigonves pdreaps at feghoh Upgrorumingwo m  t h «
partmounted First Loyal Cohort of Vardulli, were a milliaria; then certainlycoh. VIl Batavorum equitata

further addition to the garrison, as well as the probablymilliaria. The south gate and part of the

legionaries in no. 18he unnamed companion of praetoriumhave been excavated. West of v
Tagamas was no doubt his comrdaw wife. By principalis, overlying the outer Period 1 ditches, was part of

a Period 2 and 3 building, probably a barradbck,

happy coincidence, over ten years later further overlaid by a Period 4 structure, perhapshola
excavation in a Period 4 level produced another Period 3 ¢.97/100105. The garrison wamh. VIIII
account, no. 860, which listed the same-thegrer, Batavorum equitataNumerous tablets derive from this
this time charged ongenariusfor his spear. The period, mostly from th@raetoriumand adjacent roads.
slightly divergent spelling of his name in this Dating evidence includes tabletstivconsular dates for AD

account, Tagmas, was evidently the way he himself ~ 98, Inv. 87.725 (unpublished stylus tablet), AD 103 and
preferred, since a short distance away the handle of a 104, perhaps also AD 102, no. 581. The main excavated
Dressel 20 amphora was found, with his name structures, part of theraetoriumand south gate, were

scratched on it: TAGOMAS (Inv. no. 8487). I;l;?iilé/ gorrrllgsre substantial rebuilding of the underlying

Period 4: ¢.105120. The garrison waoh. | Tungrorum

In the same area were fou_nd scraps of writalget, milliaria, plus a cavalry detachmeefjuites Vardullifrom
recycled letters on which lines of poetry were thecoh. | fida Vardullorum equitatano. 181, and some

written, all from Vergil (with one possible legionaries, no. 180. Buildings excavated include a barrack
exception). The most notable, no. 854, was a block overlying évelled remains of the Periods32

particularly weltkk n own | i ne deargicsn V epragjorial p@rtf another barradilock further west; a

1.125, harkig back to the Golden Age of Saturn, the  possiblescholaadjacent to the Periodptaetorium; a

classical view of the age of hunigatherers, when possible hospital; and a o6pal

the hard grind of cereal cultivation was not assigned to Period 5. Dating evidence incluc_ieslattab _
necessaryante lovem nulli subigeba[nt] arva coloni  dated by the consuls of AD 111, no. 186, coins of Trajan

. X and one coin of Hadrian. It is difficult to fix the %xact dzﬁe
, O6Before Jupiter no Settat'wﬁiJhﬁerioHEeﬁdad.t0 ploug t he
f i el dsitlikely that young rectuits were Period 5: ¢.120:128, in which dabricareplaced the Period
taught to read and write by having to copy out such 4 parrackblock overlying the earligpraetorium.
verses.

The sources _ Vindol andaés Collection
The tablets are numbered as in A.K. Bowman & J.D. Justine BlakeVindolanda Trust

Thomas 1994, The Vindolanda WritiTgablets Tabulae
VindolandenseH), London: British Museuntnos. 118

573), eid. 2003, The Vindolanda Writi{TgabIetS -q-abulae Excavation at Vindolanda has prOdUCEd some 275 iron
Vindolandensésvolume I1l (nos. 574853, with an tools (518 if knives and cleavers are included), making
Appendix, pp. 158161, giving revised readings of some it one of the largest such collections from Roman
tablets in Tab. Vindol . | 1, Britanf(Feg. 1)édtdffersa vadual@sightanto thie+ a d d . ¢

eid., with R.S.0. Tomi? 0 1 0, 6The Vi-ndol tgpesefiroWhand toolsgused during the Roman period
Tablets Tabulae Vindolandens¢sV , P &ntannial ) 0 , in the north of England and, by inference, gives some
41,187224(nos.85869) and 2011, OThiges¥fitHetahdednskifed craftsmen at work in and

Writing-Tablets Tabulae VindolandensésV, ~ Par t 23 {inq 4 typical frontier fort and its extramural
Britannia42, 11344 (nos. 876889). See also A. Birley settlementyp

2002,Garrison Life at Vindolanda. A band of brothers
(Stroud) and R. Birley 2009/indolanda. A Roman N )
Frontier Fort (8tmudHadri anés Wap'!

&0

The Vindolanda periodsmay be summarised as

40

follows: :

Period 1: ¢.8592. Only the defensive ditches (four on the » =

wed side and one on the south) have been examined,; 10 ’

dated principally by a deposit of La Graufesentprea 0= N | . ‘ N .
sigillata in the innermost west ditch. The two strength A 4 O &
reports, nos. 154 and 857, and an unpublished stylus * e s : N
tablet, show that the garrison was tieda | Tungrorum & «

Period 2 ¢.92-97/100. A much larger fort, of which the Figure 1. Nunbers of iron hand tools in the Vindolanda
central buildings, witlvia principalis running northsouth, collection, broken down into craft types.
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Occupation at Vindolanda spanned over three
centuries, between AD 85 and the midbth century,
during which time at least nine successive forts were
constructed and gasoned by various auxiliary
cohorts, a list of which is reproduced from Birley
(2009, 183) in Figure 2.

Period

0 €.79-85 Possible occupation by unknown unii

I ¢.85-90 Coh | Tungrorum

Il €.90-100 Coh | Tungrorumsucceeded bgoh
VIl Batavorum

1] ¢.100:105 Coh VIl Batavorum

\Y €.105120 Coh | Tungrorum

\% c.120-130 Coh | Tungrorum

Vi c.130-165 PossiblyCoh Il Nerviorum

VIA €.165205 Unknown

VIB c.205212 Unknown

Vil 213late 290s Coh IV Gallorum

VIl ¢.300-360s Coh IV Gallorum

IX ¢.370400 Unknown

X ¢.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
craftsmenbés tools have
smithing and carpentry tools to agricultural
implements, the relative proportions of which are
shown in Figure 3.

Miscellaneous
13%

Metalworking
27%

| Woodworking
21%

\

Processing %
Wool & Cloth
3%

Sculptors/Mas
ons/Plasterers

N
Leatherworking < 16%
80

8%

Figure 3. Percentages of tools by craft type in the
Vindolanda collection.
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Anaerobic preservation conditions in the-pre
Hadrianic levels at Vindolanda have meant that many
artefacts recovered from those contexts are in
remarkably fine coritlon. 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
ma k e r 0 snd saa tedtls typacally lost to
corrosion when tools are recovered from aerobic
levels, are still visible on several of the {ptadrianic
examples.

Two significant challenges face any researcher of
Roman tools. First is the definition and application of
the term O6tool & and
usage in antiquity. O0Too
collection has been taken to mean instrument used
or worked by a handicraftsman or labourer in his
workd( Web st er 6s 3rd
such, carpentry, smithing and farming tools have all
been included but, clamps, pjetc, although they
could be classed in a certain respect as tools, have
been omitted. Classification has followed W. H.
Manningbs catal odrtish of i
Museum (Manning 1985), which grouped tools by
their particular craft type. It should be recasgi,
however, that a number of the Vindolanda examples
could have served variant, or additional, purposes to
those for which they have been classified.

60
50

rang

50
f ound, from
34

B g

30 25 23

10 7

\ ! =

o il -

Period IPeriod Il Period Period Period Period Period Period Period Period Period Period U/S
m ™ v Vi VIA VIB VI VIIT IX X

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 tak@lace in each
phase is taken into account. For example, the remains
of Period | lie over 7 m beneath the modern ground
surface in places and have seen relatively little
excavation. Similarly the later 2réntury remains in
Periods VIA and VIB have bedreavily 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, albdesn a small scale. Tools are
an ever present artefact from
occupation phases without appearing in any huge
number in proportion to the r
assemblage of material culture. It is, however, very
possible that the high inisic 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

Leatherworking tools

nhabitants.

Metalworking tools

Tools for processing wool & cloth
chisel 1 ladle 1

e

hammers 2
dividers 1
graving tool 1

Agricultural tools Woodworking tools
pitch fork 1
branding irons 2 o4
sickles 1
pick axe 1

hammers 3 drill bits 2.

entrenching tool
1

bradawls 1

Sculptors Masons & Plasterers tools
plasterer’s

float 1 Miscellaneous tools

punch 1

~ brush 1
dividers 1

nail heading tool 1

Figure 5. A breakdown of individual tools within each
craft type.
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What has been left hind appears to represent the The collection of agricultural tools includes an

efforts of a series of typical auxiliary garrisons to intriguing branding iron (Fig. 7), which appears to
construct and maintain their successive forts and represent the letters C (retro.) E. Given its provenance
surrounding buildings, as well as exploit the local in thepraetoriumof the prefectlavius Cerialis
landscape for raw materials, including agricultural (Birley 1994, 82) it is possible that this represents an
produce, at a retavely low level. Vindolanda, as effort by Cerialis to separately identify livestock of

represented through its tools, does not appear to have his own by branding them with his name. Perhaps he
been a major industrial centre for any particular craft had a personal collection of animals that were to be
type. It does, however, give us a glimpse into the separated from those of the garrison.

typical tools used on a day to day basis by some of
the auxilary 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 hagproduced some exceptionally well preserved
examples of various tools types and some notable
rarities, some of which are highlighted in more detail
below.

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

Among the sculptors, masons and plasterers tools is a
finely pr esstreweMFgd8). Faursdduriéd
under a wall that had collapsed during a fire in an

early 2ndcenturyschola(Birley 2003, 19), it would

appear that its owner had been engaged in plastering
one of the buildingb6s wall
accidental dstruction.

100
- . E mEm mm

Figure 9. Wrecking bar with splayed head from repeated
blows with a hammer

“H H HHN~

Figure 6. Metalworking tongs shomg a coppealloy
washer and fingaws.

Among the metalworking tools is a fine example of & The miscellaneous tools include a number of unusual

small set of tongs (Eig. 6). These provide a good and rare types, but a number of waleserved

example of the details that have been preserved on wrecking and crow bars have been fousuth as the
several of the préladrianic tools because of the example in Figure 9. These are a salient reminder that,
exceptional preservation conditions. A copptoy as well as building structures, a significant proportion

washer has been used on the axis of the jaws anditis 5+ s o| di erso6 ti me was s pen

clear that the tips of the tongs had tapered to a fine  amply borne out by the structural archaeology at
point, perhaps to allow precise gripping on items Vindolanda (e.g. Birley 2D, 91).
such as small casting crucibles.

Figure 8. Plasterer's trowel with wooden handle and evidence of lime based plaster on the blade

18
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e

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

One type of agricultural tool commonly found on
Roman sites, including Vindolanda, is the so called
6ox goad. 6
20 mm with a circular barrel for attachment to a
wooden shaftthese small artefacts were first noted
by PittRivers 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 Columell&Rst VI.2.11), however, the
theory was chadinged 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 1999several 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 produced8 examples of this type of
artefact, all ranging in length between 15 and 20 mm
with a barrel diameter af.12 mm. One example, no.
3460, shown in Figure 10, had part of its wooden
shatftstill 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 sed 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

19

Usually ®l®ving a

thanc.250 mm. It is, however, a very comfortable
diameter to grip with a hand if used for writing.
short iron point
The provenance of sekal of these items at
Vindolanda also suggests a more likely use as pens. At

|l east five (nob6bs 1603, 346
have been found in contexts clearly associated with
writing tablets (Birley 1994, 71), while none of thé
examples have beeacovered from contexts that

could be considered likely for their use as ox goads,

such as agricultural buildings, or outbuildings, etc.

of

While it still cannot be proven beyond doubt, surely
the circumstantial evidence is enough that, on balance
of probabiity, 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: the19thcentury
creation of a 21stcentury resource
Frances McintostEnglish Heritage and
Newcastle University

This short note summaristhe paper | gave at the
RFG October meeting in Vindolandagarding my
PhD work on the Clayton Collection. The Clayton
Collection is a large collection of archaeological
materi al , mainly from
Wall, collected mostly by John Clayton. Itis a
collection many people know about and agritems
have been extremely well studied, but there is still
much that has been neglectéithesix main aimgo
my PhDare as follows:

A

A
A

Set John Clayton in context as a t@é@ntury
antiquarian

Understand the history of the collection
Analyse the signi€ance of the collection
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A Complete case studies on some parts of the
T dollecttbn r epor t o,
A Promote the collection to the research
community
A Highlight future avenues for research

John Clayton was born 10th June 1792 and died 14th
July 1890 aged 98. He was the fourfiid 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 succeded 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 al
everyyear 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
owning from Acomb to Cawfields by the time of his
deah . I n his memori al it
estate came into the market having on it some portion

of the Wal/l, he strove to
1890, 33). A list of the sites he purchased, and when
can be seen in Woodside an
Natorm|l Trustdés estate along
well as excatating AGldytarshadh an active interest in
preserving Hadrianbés Wall
work carried out to conserve the Wall in certain

places, and farrhouses moved off the lind the

Wall or fort.

par

W

The Clayton Collection contains objects from the
following sites which Clayton excavated between

1843 and 1890: Carrawburgh
Well, Haltwhistle, Housesteads, Milecastles 29, 37, 39
and 42, and Turrets 26b, 29a ath. 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,

t h dPongpeiinvingdotanda ahe \Walbotite. Thi$ materdad r i a |

came into the collection by various tes, both whilst
Clayton was alive and after he had died.

death
Cl

After John Claytonds
nephew Nathaniel George
his will he asks his executors to catalogue within a
calendar month Ot hnsangdthet ur
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 asple Within my PhD | aim to complete some object case
groundsd (John Cl ayton) . stdes astwalllanagsiteease studyromwmthe matarialw n
until 1900 when H.R. Hall (an Egyptologist fromthe  from Chesters. Currently | am working on the militaria
British Museum) was asked by John Bertram Clayton which comprises just over 600 items. These come
(Nat hani el Geor ge 0 dist.s o n) fronoall af thensges withiic the callection, andl so | will

Nathaniel did, however, contract F.W. Rich &sin discuss militaria from the Central Sectotbh d r i a n 0 ¢
and build a museum for the collection, and the Wall, rather thara specific site. | wilthenlook at the

building was complete by 1895, with material being brooches and conduatase studpnthe Chesters

moved from the house to there in 1896. material. Nearly 40% of the material has been

assigned to Chesters (with varying degrees of
With John Bertrambs deat hconfidence) &0 < this N alardpealata set widich  wi f
Isabel became the sole resident of the house at to conduct analysis. Throughout my project | will also
Humshaughwi t h John Bertr amod s benotingdovwan areak wrweseaardh which | cannot
Francis (1869 1922) and tconwlate viitdinttee tirdeScale of thenprojéad. BrnPeter
Maurice, allowing her to live there, whilst they Guest and | hope toublishthe Throckley/Walbottle
resided in London. Throughout this time the museum hoard material as it has all bedentified by Pete and
remained open to visitors, with the guidebooks (held would be an important group of data to make
in archive of the dtection at Corbridge Museum) available.
running from 1896 1954 (with an unexplained gap
from 1912 1924, whi ch i s Thigioobviobsly jst ashat introducten td nyd kD
having been lost). When Isabel died in 1929, John work, and | am only a third of the way through the

Maurice decided to sell up, and split up the Wall project so there is much more to be discovered. | hope
estate into saleable chunksapain A.M. Keith then to publish much bmy work, in order to highlight the
comes into the story of the collection. potential of this collection for future research.

Captain Keith bought the family house at

Humshaugh, and the Chesters estate, but not the Bibliography

collection. Archaeologists who knew about the Anonymous. 1890n Memoriam. Mr. John Clayton of
collection were outraged that it was going to be Sp|it ChestersPrinted at the 'Daily Journal' office, Clayton St,
upand sold. C.R. Bosanquet and others persuaded ~ NewcastleUpon-Tyne.

John Maurice to sign a Deed of Trust giving over the ~Bidwell, P.& SnapeM. 1993.The Roman fort of Chesters
whole collection to the care of the Trustees. The and its environs. A survey of the extent and preservation of
) the archaeological deposi(3yne and Wear Museums).

Cl_ayton Trustees was quickly_set up, with the Welford, R. 1895Men of Mark 'twixt Tyne and Tweed
original Trustees being Captain Keith (the owner of (| gnqon).

the landand museum), George MacDonald Woodside, R& Crow, J. 1999Ha d r i alhAns Wa
(numismatist and archaeologist), B. M. Holland Historic LandscapéCirencester)

Martin, R. G. Collingwood (archaeologist), William
Parker Brewis (archaeologist) and R. C. Bosanquet
(archaeologist). At the first meeting Captain Keith The Vindolanda Bead Collection

agreed to take on the ugeof the museum building Barbara Birley Vindolanda Trust
and to pay for a caretaker. The Clayton Trustees still

exist and maintain ownership over the collection Introduction
which is now cared for by English Heritage. The last six excavation seasons at Vindolande ha

) ] ] increased the bead collection by 496, bringing the total
In this short note there is not space to discuss all (in 2012) to 881, more than doubling themher

aspects of the collection. Miatabase constructed for  previously reported by Birley & Greene (2006). Such
my PhD contains just over 13, 000 records withthe 3 |arge increase is a testimony to the continuous

whole range of material usually expected from a meticulous nature of the excavations, as much as the
Roman site: pottery, sculpture, inscriptions, dress areas that have been under investigation. The size of
accessories, harness equipment, coins, glass (vessels the dataset now makes it possible to ressshe

and window), painted wiglaster, tools and military makeup of the assemblage and to offer a broader
equipment. What is extremely unei@presented is perspective on the depositional/recovery pattern of

animal bone, human remains and any environmental peads from across the site.
evidence as this sort of material was not gathered in
the 19th century.
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Beads are defined by predetermined criteria. These
relatively small artefacts had to have a hole or
perforation (or gidence 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 beeas classified
according tahe following criteria: shape, material,
colour and opacityif{ glass) and context (for more
information about classification s&irley 2012.

Beads from 20072012, new evidence

Initial results of the 2002012 beads have shown
increases in some areas, including colour and shapes
from those recorded in previous tkoFor example,

up to 2006 the Vindolanda collection had only eight
red glass bead#&ig. 1) but this number has now

grown to 27. This could be due to the large areas of
3rd- and 4thcentury excavation on the site, as
generally these periods have produttezimost

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.

¢0

'IIH ||||1|

Figure 1. Red glass bead.

As the most current excavation programme has only
just been completed, exact datinfprmation 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 4thcentury contexts.

Overall Melon Small  Spherical
Biconical
Intramural 64% 78% 69% 53%
Extramural 31% 18% 31% 40%
North field 4% 4% - 7%
Unstratified 1% - - -

Figure 2.Proportionsof melon, small biconical and
spherical beads 206812 by area.
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The 20082012 excavations were carried out in three
areas on thet& the intermural excavations of the
northrwest quadrant and granaries of the 3rd/4th
century stone fort in which 64% of the beads were
found and an area of the 3@hd 4thcentury
extramuralicusin which 31% of the beads were
found Fig. 2). Some oflte extramural excavations
have examined levels which probably predate the 3rd
to 4th-century occupation at Vindoland&/hile
stratigraphicanalysishas produced initial dates for
these levelsyntil the final coin reports are available
the dating must reain 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 areaandfurther post excavations analysis is
needed befar 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 pre2006 material to the pe2007. melon
beads, small biconical beads and spherical beads.
When lookirg at the percentages beads being
deposited inside the fort wativer three quarters of

the melon beads came from this area and over two
thirds of the small biconical. In comparisahe

spherical beads are more closely split in half. This
could be beaase the melon beads and the small
biconical were being used for a specific purpbse
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
significart to the inhabitants of the nortlrestern
guadrant or the whole fort itself. Over the next five
years excavation of the sottlast quadrant of the site
will provide a comparative assemblage of artefacts.

The 19702006 bead dataset has indicated that a
substantial number of the beads come friéeniod VII
(AD 213, IV cohort of Gauls, Stone Fort Birley &
Greene 2006, 12). The intramural excavations carried
out in 20082012 were largely concentrated on the
3rd-century levels, but initial stratigraphic dysis has
revealed that buildings dating to period VI (AD 140,
possible Nervian cohorBeriod VIA (AD 160), VIB
(AD 200-213, Severan Fort) and considerable new
evidence foiPeriods VIII (4thcentury),Period X

(post AD 369) andPeriod X (post AD 400) wer
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.



Bead Material

Glassbeadamake up the bulk of the collection

(70%), with the next largest category being faience
(19%).In the pos2007 materialliere 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 numbersoss

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 §iig. ().

Made to imitate the precious sapphires and emeralds
that were so popular in the Roman peribey are

found on many sites (Guido 1979,-202) Blue

beads have stayed constant in numbers but the green
glass beads have seen a 6% rise. Further spatial
analysis needs to be carried outlaterminewvhere
these beads are coming from.

197062006 19702012

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 - 1%
wave

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 glésis worth

looking at these beads more closely. Although beads
tend to be considered female artésaghich 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 gravg number of

artefacts which shows a different use of these beads,
such as the wefpreserved cavalry tombstone from
Cologne in Germany now in the collection at the
RomischGermanishes Museum. This pictorial
evidence for the use of beads dates to thalls=ide

of the 1st century and shewa strap which circles the
horseds neck and five
spaced (Dixon & Southern 1992, 39). The strap
would not have had any purpose other than for
decorationbut it could also have been carved to
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symbolically represent the
nationality or cultural allegiances. The inscription on

the stone suggesthat he came from the Dansala tribe

in Thrakia (north of Greece/Bulgaria), an area well
known for horsemanship. Other parts of therRa

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 horseds neck.
this was a common form of horse adornm@#nnett

1998, 779). Three melon beadsom preHadrianic
contexts at Vindolandiere found still strung on a

piece of leather thong and could have been use for a
similar purposeKig. 4).

Figure 4. Threemelon 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, beteen 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 beeen as informative. The sheath
is of copper alloy with eight melon beads suspended
on thin wireandleadshaped attachments at the base.
Two further melon beads, now missing, are likely to
have been suspended from the remaining two fitments.
Dolabra sheths, 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 will be imperative to plot

each bead and look at the spatial distributafurther

understand the use of these common artefacts. This

may show some interesting relationships between the
pgsit itiopal pattern of beaﬁj and the maqre gene e

sgacéa;lt \F ofanda. Unle2d the e{;§s f:l?(i:gfou%lc{!ij ?

strung on wire, cord or thong, theguld 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.

3rd century beads

Figure 5. 3recenturybead overview

Figure 6. 4thcentury bead overview
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