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Part I

Background






Chapter 1

Introduction: research at Bagendon

Tom Moore

‘secluded in its Gloucestershire countryside but with wide and significant horizons’
(Mortimer Wheeler, in Clifford 1961: v)

Introduction

The roles of oppida, the major earthwork complexes
that emerged in Britain towards the end of the Iron Age,
have figured prominently in accounts of the dramatic
societal changes occurring during, and immediately
prior to, the Roman conquest (e.g. Cunliffe 1988;
Creighton 2006; Hill 2007). As part of a Europe-wide
phenomenon (Collis 1984; Fichtl 2005), oppida (sing:
oppidum) have been crucial in debates over the nature of
Rome’s influence on Iron Age societies. Discussions have
focused on the extent to which they represented the
emergence of indigenous urbanisation and increasing
state-level social complexity. Within those debates, the
earthwork complexes, often referred to as ‘territorial
oppida’, (Figure 1.1; Cunliffe 1976; Haselgrove 2000)
have proven enigmatic, sitting uncomfortably within
continental narratives (e.g. Fichtl 2005), their roles
remaining unclear and disputed (Haselgrove 2000).

Discussion concerning these complexes has tended to
focus on a small group of sites that includes St Albans
(Verlamion),* Colchester (Camulodunum) and Silchester
(Calleva Atrebatum), which have witnessed significant
archaeological investigation and are prominent in
historical narratives of early Roman Britain. In the
1950s, Elsie Clifford’s (1961) excavations at Bagendon
in Gloucestershire transformed awareness of such
complexes, allowing her to propose that the dyke
system and occupation at Bagendon represented a
‘Belgic’ oppidum, comparable in scale and significance
to those already identified farther east. Clifford argued
that she had identified the (previously unknown)
location of the pre-Roman civitas capital Corinion? of the
Dobunni (or Bodunni),> who, from Ptolemy’s Geography,
were understood to have been the pre-Roman people
of the region (Camden 1610).

! The name Verlamion is used to refer to pre-Roman Verulamium,
located close to modern-day St Albans (see Thompson 2005);
Camulodunum and Calleva are used throughout to refer to the Iron Age
complexes at Colchester and Silchester, respectively.

? Ptolemy gives the Greek name; Korinion the Latinised name was
Corinium (for a discussion on sources of the name, see Chapter 24).

* Evidence for the name Dobunni and its implications is discussed in
Chapter 24.

Despite the importance of Clifford’s discoveries, and
campaigns of further fieldwork in the 1980s (Trow
1982a, 1988; Trow et al. 2009), Bagendon has remained
relatively peripheral to narratives of the Late Iron Age
(e.g. Creighton 2006). This is perhaps because it lacks
the draw of rich burials, such as those associated with
Camulodunum and Verlamion, and has seen limited
investigation, It also stems, perhaps, from the residual
impact of core-periphery models, which envisaged
western Britain as marginal to the emergence of
kingship and state-development in south-eastern
England (e.g. Haselgrove 1987). More recently,
publication of the reassessment of another seemingly
‘peripheral’ complex at Stanwick, North Yorkshire
(Haselgrove 2016), has demonstrated the meaningful
social and political roles such complexes played in
Britain, comparable to oppida elsewhere in Europe.
Meanwhile, reassessment of better studied complexes,
such as Silchester (Creighton and Fry 2016; Fulford
et al. 2018), is demonstrating how much remains to
be gleaned on their organisation and chronological
developments.

The publication of recent assessments of Stanwick and
Silchester make it a pertinent time to resituate what is,
perhaps, the least well known of the oppida complexes:
Bagendon. This volume represents a reassessment of the
Bagendon complex as a whole, exploring its place in the
larger context of the Late Iron Age. It brings together
a range of evidence, including the results of older
investigations, some of which were never published,
alongside a suite of new excavations and surveys
conducted over the last ten years. These are placed within
the context of other archaeological investigations that
have taken place in the Bagendon complex, conducted
via developer-funded archaeology. The complex at
Bagendon is then contextualised within an assessment
of Iron Age and early Roman settlement change in the
region, before examining how this complex might
contribute to wider debates on oppida and the nature
of Late Iron Age society. In doing so, this study hopes to
follow Clifford in resituating Bagendon as an important
contributor to understanding transformations within
Later Iron Age Britain. Through various analyses,
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Figure 1.1. Distribution of ‘territorial oppida’ (after Cunliffe 2005) and other Late Iron Age complexes in Britain.

including isotopic and Bayesian studies, as well as more
traditional discussions of material culture, this volume
demonstrates that Mortimer Wheeler’s description
of Bagendon (above), as intimately connected to the
rest of southern Britain, continues to be apposite in
emphasising not only its role in the Late Iron Age, but
also that of the settlements that preceded it.

Bagendon and its landscape

The Bagendon complex (centred on NGR SP012066) is
situated on Bagendon brook, a small tributary of the
River Churn, which joins the River Thames just to the
south of Cirencester (Figure 1.2 and 1.3). Located in

the Gloucestershire Cotswolds, Bagendon sits on the
interface between the Cotswold Hills, which surroundit,
and the uppermost reaches of the Thames Valley a few
kilometres to the south. The areas to the north and south
of the valley are as high as 180 m OD, compared to just
127 m OD at the lowest points of the valley. Parts of the
Bagendon valley were likely to have been sporadically
wet in the past, with periods of considerable flooding
around the parish church recorded several times in
the 19th and early 20th centuries. Such flooding is also
claimed to have happened far earlier (Rees 1930, 1932:
54) and as recently as 2000, although the well-drained
limestone geology means that the valley was probably
never permanently waterlogged.
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Figure 1.2. Location map of Bagendon (drawn by Tudor Skinner).

The topography around the village represents a
microcosm of wider landscape contrasts: between the
Cotswold dip-slope, characterised by its dry oolitic-
limestone plateau, and the well-watered gravel
terraces and clay and alluvial soils of the upper Thames
Valley. The Cotswolds are periodically intersected by a
number of relatively steep-sided valleys, such as that of
the Churn (close to Bagendon), created by tributaries
that flow southwards to the Thames. Such positioning
seems likely to have been highly significant in its role
throughout the Iron Age, and is explored in more
detail in later chapters. The Roman town of Corinium
Dobunnorum was located on the site of modern-day

Cirencester, c. 5 km to the south of Bagendon, at the
junction of major Roman roads: the Fosse Way (between
Exeter and Leicester), Akeman Street (from St Albans
to Cirencester) and Ermin Street (from Silchester to
Caerwent).

The main archaeological features that attracted
attention to the site, and remain upstanding, are its
earthworks, the major components of which (Cutham
dyke ‘a’ and Perrott’s Brook dyke ‘') define an area
around the main valley (Figure 1.4, 1.5 and 1.6). These
are not, however, especially impressive and this
combined with their seemingly incoherent nature
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Figure 1.4. Photograph of Cutham dyke
(photo: Tom Moore).

means that, as with numerous oppida (cf. Daval 2009),
many local people are not aware of their significance,
and they hardly feature in concepts of local identity
(Moore and Tully 2018). There is no signposting or
information about the area as an ancient monument,
and only the earthworks of Cutham dyke ‘a’ and Perrot’s
Brook dyke ‘f’ are provided with any special monument
designation (SAM 1003436).

The earthworks encompass, at their core, the present-
day village of Bagendon. The name of the village (also
referred to as ‘Bagginton’ or ‘Badgington’ until the late
19th century: Wilson 1870) derives from early Medieval
description as ‘the valley of Baecga’s folk’ (Smith 1964:
56). The Cutham and Perrott’s Brook earthworks at
Bagendon define the south-eastern end of the parish,
which also incorporates the small hamlet of Perrott’s
Brook. This hamlet was previously called Berrard’s
Bridge (VCH 1981) or Bearidge Bridge (Atkyns 1712:
248). Confusion abounds as to the origin of the name,

Figure 1.5. Aerial photograph of Bagendon looking Northwest along the valley, taken in 1973. Cutham dyke is marked by
the line of trees alongside the road running up hill to the right; Perrott’s Brook dyke is marked by the line of trees running
alongside the road to the left. (NMR 484/05 © Crown Copyright Historic England Archive)
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which possibly stems from Barrow’s bridge or perhaps
Beranbyrig (Atkyns 1712). An early form of the name
also appears to be Beoresford bridge (Fosbrooke 1807:
502). Either way, confusingly, it appears that it has
never been the name for the brook that runs through
the valley, which continues to be referred to as the
Bagendon brook.* The current village is split between two
occupation areas, one around the Medieval church, itself
thought to date from at least the 12th century AD with
possible Saxon elements, and Bagendon Manor, which in
its current form dates from the early 18th century. This
area incorporates a range of post-Medieval buildings,
including an overshot water mill. To the west of the
main village (south-west of Bagendon House, which
in its current form dates to 1846), there is a cluster of
houses, some of which are post-Medieval in date (Verey
1970). It seems probable, and is inferred from some of
the geophysics surveys (Chapter 2), that the Medieval
village was once contiguous between these two areas.
Today, the village of Bagendon nestles in a rural valley,
although the constant hum of the A417/A419 trunk road
from Swindon to Gloucester emphasises its proximity to
important transport networks.

A Cutham Enclosure (2014) E. Area A 1979-81)

B Serubedinch Enclasure (2012:13)  F Area B (15800
€. Black Geowe (201 5) G, Clitfeed Sive A (1954-56)
0 Dyke ' (2007 H. Clitfeed Site 8 [1954-56)

| Clifford e C{1954-56)

1 Pemrott's brook dylee, WIAT [1983)

K. Manor cottage, Foundations Archasclogy (2005
L-0id Scheeol, Foundations Archasclogy (2010}

M. Malt House, Foundations Archaeclogy (2019

History of research

Unlike many other putative oppida, Bagendon has seen
relatively little exploration (Figure 1.6), and was only
identified as of potential significance for understanding
Late Iron Age society relatively late in comparison to
complexes like those around St Albans and Colchester.
This is largely because the Roman town of Corinium lies
some distance away and thus an association between
the ‘polis of the Dobunni’, identified by Ptolemy in his
Geography, and the earthworks at Bagendon was not
made until Clifford’s investigations.

The earliest accounts

Research on the complex, prior to Clifford’s
investigations, was limited. Despite visiting
Cirencester, and writing a poem about the Thames and
Churn, William Camden (1610) does not mention the
earthworks at Bagendon. He does, however, seem to
be the first written source to suggest that Cirencester
was Ptolemy’s Korinion (Latinised as Corinium) and
the capital of the Dobunni people (Camden 1610). He

P Duntishowme Geove, OAL [1999)
Q. Dartley Bottorm, QAL {1599
R Cutham House, GOCAS [2008)

Figure 1.6. Map of Bagendon area showing earthworks and location of significant archaeological investigations.

4 E. Carrus-Wilson, of Trinity Farm, Bagendon, made this point as
early as 1955 in a letter to the Wiltshire and Gloucestershire Standard
newspaper (5 November 1955).



TOM MOORE - INTRODUCTION: RESEARCH AT BAGENDON

Figure 1.7. Extract of the 1792 ‘inclosure’ map of Bagendon. The map clearly depicts dykes ‘d’, ‘e’ and ‘f’, as well as a feature,
possibly a dyke or hollow-way, between dyke ‘e’ and ‘f’ (from Gloucestershire Archives: D475/box 94725 Bagendon 1792,
reproduced with permission)

suggested that the Roman town of Corinium, which he
recognised as situated at modern Cirencester, might
have had earlier, pre-Roman antecedents. The idea that
Cirencester also represented the location of the pre-
Roman capital of the Dobunni persisted (Atykns 1712);
indeed, this idea remained well into the early 20th
century (e.g. Baddeley 1922), and was only undermined
by Clifford’s (1961: 1) arguments.

The first accounts of the earthworks at Bagendon
date from the 18th century. Atkyns (1712: 248), in his
discussion of the parish, refers to a ‘Roman camp’ to
the west of the Churn and describes some ‘barrows’,
which might be the earthworks. Samuel Rudder (1779:
258) provides a fuller description, mentioning ‘two
considerable entrenchments fronting each other, one
of which extends for about a quarter of a mile towards
Barrows-bridge [at what is now the hamlet of Perrott’s
Brook] with the rampire [rampart] and graff [ditch]
entire in some parts’. Intriguingly, he documents
that nearby are ‘two or three large barrows’ (Rudder
1779: 258) from which spearheads and other ‘warlike
weapons’ were retrieved. The reference to barrows by
Atykns and Rudder, as well as the place name etymology
above, is intriguing as no evidence of any such barrows
remains in the immediate area today, raising the

possibility that such features were located somewhere
in the Perrott’s Brook area in the more recent past and
have subsequently been destroyed. Given the presence
of funerary monuments close to other dyke complexes,
for example at Camulodunum (Crummy et al. 2007), such
a possibility cannot be dismissed entirely. It is possible,
however, that Rudder misinterpreted elements of the
earthworks around Bagendon, which he might have
considered to be ‘barrows’. Rudder suggested that the
evidence of weaponry and the name of Barrow-bridge
might relate the earthworks to a battle that took place
close to Cirencester in AD 628, and which is referred to
in the Anglo-Saxon chronicles (Giles 1914).

Other antiquarians offer little more information.
Rudge (1803) appears merely to summarise Rudder’s
comments. Despite Samuel Lysons’s considerable
antiquarian work in the area (he recognised Roman
villas at Combend—see Chapter 5—and at his native
Rodmarton), there is no mention of the complex in his
volumes on antiquities in Gloucestershire (Lysons 1803).
His nephew did refer to a Roman roadside settlement at
Bagendon (Lysons 1860: 42), but it is not clear to what
he is referring and, given that he suggests it is located
on Ermin Street, it may be Stancombe or another set
of Roman remains. It is clear, however, that the local
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people were well aware of the ancient nature of the
earthworks around them. The dykes at Perrott’s Brook
and Cutham are referred to on a number of occasions
in the enclosure award from 1790, with an intriguing
reference to an ‘ancient gate’ on the boundary with
North Cerney at Scrubditch.® At least three dykes are
also depicted on the associated map from 1792 (see
Figure 1.7).

G.F. Playne (1876) was made aware of the Bagendon
earthworks through identification by the local rector,
the aptly named Reverend Dyke. Of the earthworks,
Playne (1876: 212) writes ‘they are found to cross the
marshy ground near the stream’, suggesting that
the earthworks, at this time, were cutting across the
meadows at Perrott’s Brook, although the dykes are
no longer extant in this area.° The outer earthworks,
opposite Cutham dyke, were certainly more visible
according to his description. It seems that he assumed
there were additional earthworks to the west, although
he does not describe them. His interpretation of the
earthworks, like Rudder’s, was as defensive with a
temporary need for defences as part of a military
engagement. Playne also noted the presence of what
he interpreted as an additional set of earthworks on
the opposing side of the Churn, ‘directly facing the
Bagendon lines’, which he suggested were ‘constructed
by opposing forces’ (1876: 212; cf. Witts 1882: 3). There is
no trace of these opposing earthworks today, although
it is possible he was referring to a slight lynchet that
runs along the opposite side of the Churn, demarcating
the slope from the valley. Other features on the higher
ground of the eastern side of the Churn Valley appear
to be natural and there are no obviously ploughed out
features recognisable on aerial photographs, so his
suggestion is probably erroneous.

It seems likely that John Wilson’s (1870: 93) brief
description of two earthworks at Bagendon (probably
Cutham and Perrott’s Brook dyke) is derived largely
from John Rudder’s earlier account. Wilson suggests,
however, that the earthworks were related to an earlier
battle between Saxons and Britons in AD 577 (the
Battle of Deorham (Dyrham), described in the Anglo-
Saxon chronicles) when, it is claimed, Cirencester was
captured by the Saxons (Giles 1914); although why
Wilson identifies Bagendon as the site of the battle is
unclear. By the late 19th century the current extent of
the earthworks was recognised by surveyors, with the
1884 0S map of Bagendon indicating most of the major
earthworks later surveyed by the Royal Commission
on Historic Monuments England in the 1970s (RCHME
1976) (see below). The former recorded the Scrubditch

° From ‘Copy of: Bagendon: award of arbitrators on the division of
the commonable and intermixed land, made on the 17th April 1790’
(Gloucestershire Archives Document D475).

¢ Also suggested by Witts (1882: 3), although his account appears
largely to paraphrase Playne (1876).

earthwork as representing a ‘camp’, with the rest as
‘entrenchments’.

Connections between the monuments at Bagendon, the
Late Iron Age Dobunni and the Roman conquest were
slow to emerge. It was G.B. Witts (1897), then president
of the Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological
Society, who first suggested that the ‘extensive
earthworks’” at Bagendon were potentially related to
the march of Aulus Plautius, recorded by Cassius Dio
in his Historiae Romanae (60.20) as having accepted the
surrender of the Dobunni:

After the flight of these kings he gained by capitulation
a part of the Bodunni, who were ruled by a tribe of the
Catuellani; and leaving a garrison there, he advanced
farther and came to a river.

Witts (1897: 342) suggested that the route of Plautius’
march, whom he assumed was marching to the Severn,
‘may explain the extensive line of earthworks at
Bagendon which extended nearly 2 miles’, seemingly
implying that these were thrown up by the Bodunni,
as he describes them (following Dio above), in their
resistance to the Roman incursion. While Witts echoed
Camden'’s earlier assertion that the local ‘tribe’ were the
Bodunni (Dobunni), his description does not suggest that
this location was a precursor to, or the original, Corinion
identified by Ptolemy as the polis or capital.” Witts’s
narrative, of Plautius marching into Gloucestershire
and the establishment of a fort at Bagendon, has since
been questioned (Hawkes 1961: 58-61), but explaining
the region’s earthworks in relation to the process of
Roman conquest remained popular well into the 20th
century (e.g. O'Neil and O’Neil 1952).%

Providing wonderful sketches of some of the
earthworks (Figure 1.8) and recognising that the
Scrubditch earthworks were probably somehow
related to those at Cutham, E. Burrow’s (1924: 38)
description also regards them as some form of ‘tribal
boundary’. He too recognised the earthworks on
the eastern side of the Churn, seemingly drawing
on Rudder’s earlier account, and argued that they
were evidence of an attacking force’s opposing
earthworks (Burrow 1924: 38). The fullest account of
the remains at Bagendon prior to Clifford’s work was
provided by George Rees (1932: 23-26), rector of the
parish, in his rather eclectic history of Bagendon. He
noted the discovery of human remains, seemingly

7 It is widely believed that the name Bodunni found in Cassius Dio was
ascribal error in the Medieval manuscript of the name Dobunni, found
in Ptolemy (Rivet and Smith 1979: 339). This remained contentious
however, with some continuing to argue the Bodunni were a separate
people (Hawkes 1961: 58).

® Earlier, Lysons (1860: 7) appears to have believed that after
Claudius’ landing he had ‘followed the Thames to its source, near
Cirencester, made his way over the Cotswold hills towards the Vale
of Gloucester, to which his general Plautius had already penetrated’.
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Figure 1.8. E. Burrow’s 1924 drawing of Cutham dyke ‘a’, looking south, towards Perrott’s brook dyke (from Burrow 1924)

inhumations, ‘on the inner slope of the rampart’ at
Cutham dyke ‘a’ (see Figure 24.8; Chapter 15), which
appears to have been located close to Clifford’s later
excavation area. He also describes a stone platform,
similar to that later excavated from the gravel pit
explored by Clifford (1961). In addition, he mentions
the discovery, in 1861, of cremation urns found in
the grounds of the rectory (Rees 1932: 28). Rees’s
description of these suggests that they might be
of Iron Age or early Roman date. He also alludes to
‘Roman finds’ from the churchyard, claiming that
the unusual siting of the church in a flood zone
was due to the presence of an earlier, pre-Saxon,
place of worship (Rees 1932: 54). Echoing Witts’s
(1897) account in placing the Iron Age earthworks
in relation to the Roman conquest, Rees argues that
they were thrown up by the Dobunni in opposition
to Plautius’ advance. There are indications that he
also recognised other remains, but their location and
form are confusing. He describes an ‘old camp’ at
Black Grove, presumably the field of the same name
designated on the 1832 field map, although it seems
that he refers to an area to the south-west. Rees
suggests that it is a substantial ‘triple walled fort’,
but no such remains are visible in that area. It is most
probable that he is referring to various lynchets
along the southern side of the valley (see Chapter
2), which are probably Medieval in date and do not
form an enclosure. He also recognised the earthwork
at Oysterwell (dyke ‘g’), later recorded by the Royal
Commission survey (see below; RHCME 1976).

Elsie Clifford: Bagendon, ‘the Colchester of the West’

The first real archaeological investigation at Bagendon
was undertaken by Elsie Clifford. Clifford described
herself as an amateur archaeologist (Wheeler, in
Clifford 1961: v), but was, in fact, one of the region’s
most accomplished (Reece 1984: 20), having trained at
Cambridge and held eminent roles in the Prehistoric
Society and the Society of Antiquaries of London. She,
along with Helen O’Neill, was one of the foremost
archaeologists in Gloucestershire during the early 20th
century (Reece 1984). Prior to her investigations at
Bagendon, Clifford had already undertaken excavations
of Tron Age sites around Gloucester (Clifford 1930, 1934;
Atkin 1992: 13) and more notably at Minchinhampton
and Rodborough, the latter in association with Gerald
Dunning, who later went on to excavate at Salmonsbury
with Helen O’Neil (Dunning 1976). At Minchinhampton
she identified what she interpreted (correctly as it
turns out, see Chapter 23)asan important Late Iron Age
settlement (Clifford 1937; O’Neil and O’Neil 1952).

Clifford undertook excavations at the eastern end of the
Bagendon valley because of her recognition of ‘Belgic’
pottery revealed through the digging of a small gravel
quarry close to Perrott’s Brook (also noted by Rees
1932), which she visited in the 1930s (Clifford 1961: 2).
She subsequently opened an area immediately adjacent
to the quarry (her sites B and C; Figure 1.6), as well as
excavating a section across the most prominent of the
earthworks, Cutham Dyke (her site A) (Figure 1.6). Her
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Figure 1.9. Photograph of Elsie Clifford’s excavations by Capt. H. S. Gracie (looking north-east) (from Corinium Museum
archives, reproduced with permission)
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Figure 1.10. Plan of Clifford’s excavations at Site B from her report (from Clifford 1961: fig. 8).

excavation technique appears to have acknowledged
some of the limitations of following a strict, Wheeler-
style, box excavation technique as she often extended
the excavation areas to form larger, more open expanses
(Figure 1.9 and 1.10; Richard Reece pers. comm.).

Despite her excellent excavations, the publication of the
results appears to have caused some problems (Reece
1984: 24). Molly Cotton and Clare Fell significantly
reassessed the stratigraphy before publication, which

led to a major renumbering of finds and contexts. This
seems to have happened subsequent to the marking
of ceramics, which has since created some confusion
and inconsistences.’ Even with the apparent problems,
the significance of the project’s findings were widely
recognised at the time (Brailsford 1962; Rivet 1962), with

° Although the archive contains correspondence tables from 1977,

provided by Clare Fell, it remains difficult to equate finds with
contexts,
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Figure 1.11. Elsie Clifford with Mortimer Wheeler and Capt. H Gracie at Bagendon
in 1955.

numerous high-profile visitors to the site, including
Wheeler, Dorothy De Navarro and V.G. Childe (Figure
1.11; Reece 1984: 23, 1999). The final publication of the
excavation, and the placing of the results in a wider
context, was also undertaken by an eminent team of
Iron Age specialists of the day, including Cotton, C.F.
Hawkes, Derek Allen and M.R. Hull, and contained a
foreword by Wheeler.

Clifford (1961: 2) linked the Bagendon complex to
Ptolemy’s Corinion with compelling logic; excavations
in the 1950s suggested to her that Roman Corinium,
and occupation at Cirencester, dated no earlier than
the late 1st century AD. Based on contemporaneous
understanding of the Late Iron Age-Roman transition, it
was assumed that there must have been a central capital
for the local ‘tribe’ in the vicinity. Minchinhampton
Common, which Clifford had submitted to small-scale
excavation in the 1930s (Clifford 1937), seemed too
distant: the only possible contender was Bagendon.
The integrated discussion that the Bagendon volume
represented was subsequently well received and made
a significant impact, adding a new ‘oppidum’ to the
small group recognised in south-east England at the
time (Brailsford 1962; Frere 1962; Rivet 1962) and to
which another ‘peripheral’ example at Stanwick, North
Yorkshire (Wheeler 1954), had only recently been added.
Wheeler’s description of Bagendon, in his foreword to
Clifford’s 1961 volume, as the potential ‘Colchester of
the West’ (cited at the start of this chapter), captures
the importance that its identification was deemed to
have.

Sadly, not long before Clifford’s death in 1976, according
to correspondence with Corinium Museum from Glyn
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Daniel (the executor of her estate),
she burnt much of her records and
paperwork, including, it seems, the
Bagendon archive. This means that
none of the original drawings and
no paper records or diaries survive.
Alongside the later renumbering
of contexts and stratigraphy for
publication, this makes it very
hard to reconstruct her excavation,
beyond what is published in the
1961 volume. For this reason, it was
determined for this project that
reassessing the entirety of Clifford’s
assemblage was both too costly and
likely to provide no more than a
general overview of the date range
of her assemblage. For the samian
ware this had been undertaken
by Dannell (1977), who did not
refer to stratigraphic contexts,
but was concerned only with the
date of the assemblage overall. Some aspects of this
have been reassessed (Chapter 6), where relevant,
but the problems in stratigraphy and archiving make
any specific judgements on Clifford’s original finds
problematic.

Reassessment: 1970s-1980s

Clifford’s excavations had (literally) put Bagendon
on the map of Late Iron Age Britain (OS Map of
Southern Britain 1962); it was later incorporated
into Barry Cunliffe’s (1976) model of oppida typology
and chronology. Situating Clifford’s excavations
in context, the Royal Commission also undertook
a detailed survey of the complex in the early 1970s,
identifying additional, potentially related dykes,
as part of their assessment of Iron Age and Roman
monuments in the region (Figure 1.12; RCHME 1976).
Questions concerning the complex, in particular its
chronology, remained, however.

A re-evaluation of the chronology of Bagendon by
Vivian Swan, as part of a reassessment of the dating
of Oare (Savernake) ceramics (Swan 1975), raised
considerable doubts about whether the site began
as early as Clifford had claimed. Swan argued, on the
basis of the ceramics, that the whole site dated to after
the Roman conquest (see Chapter 4). An additional
reassessment of the samian from Bagendon (Dannell
1977) also suggested a slightly later date for the start
of the complex, although he still argued it began before
the Roman conquest. Others, meanwhile, sought to
reassess the detailed pseudo-historical narrative
developed by Hawkes (1961) in his chapter in Clifford’s
volume (Rivet 1962; Wacher 1974: 292-293).
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Figure 1.12. Survey of Bagendon earthworks undertaken by the Royal Commission (RCHME 1976; © Crown Copyright, Historic
England and Ordnance Survey).

In an attempt to resolve some of these issues,
particularly the chronology of occupation, Richard
Reece, then lecturer at the Institute of Archaeology,
UCL, undertook excavations between 1979 and 1981.
The aim of these was primarily to re-evaluate the
stratigraphy and chronology of the area examined
by Clifford (Trow 1982a: 26; Reece 1984: 24). This
re-evaluation was conducted with a small team of
local volunteers and undergraduate students, which
included Stephen Trow (Figure 1.13). The results of
these excavations were never published, but a short
interim report outlined their significance (Trow 1982a).
Analysis of these excavations thus forms a core part of
Chapter 4 of this volume.

Following the interesting results from Bagendon,
Trow, now a postgraduate (assisted by Simon James),
commenced his own project, beginning by examining
the surrounding area. Particular focus was placed on
assessing the significance of the apparent hillfort at
‘The Ditches’, situated relatively close to Bagendon c.
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2 km to the north-west (Figure 1.3 and 1.14; RCHME
1976: 85). Subsequent fieldwalking and trenches across
the ramparts of The Ditches revealed first-century AD
material that indicated it was contemporaneous with
occupation in the Bagendon valley. Aerial photography
at the time also suggested the presence of a Roman
villa within the enclosure (Trow et al. 2009: 4). Trow’s
excavations at The Ditches, between 1982 and 1985,
revealed a detailed sequence of occupation, extending
from the Late Iron Age through the construction of, and
what remains, one of the earliest Roman villas outside
of south-east England (Trow 1988a; Trow et al. 2009).
The initial work on the earthworks at The Ditches was
published rapidly (Trow 1988a), but that on the interior
and the villa emerged only later after a project of post-
excavation led by James and assisted by the current
author (Trow et al. 2009). Additional fieldwalking,
along with aerial photographs from the time (Figure
1.14), also identified Neolithic remains in the area,
including a causewayed enclosure to the north-east of
Woodmancote (Trow 1985).



Figure 1.13. Planning the excavation of Area B in 1980
(Photo: Stephen Trow).

Developer-led archaeology: the 1990s

The advent of new planning guidance in 1990 (PPG16)
led to a substantial expansion in the archaeology of
the region, with a vast number of new Iron Age and
Roman sites being identified and excavated (Moore
2006; Darvill 2010: 23). Initially, Bagendon’s rural
location meant that it did not see any meaningful re-
evaluation; it was not, for example, re-examined as part
of the archaeological assessment of Cirencester in the
1990s (Darvill and Gerrard 1994). Over time, however,
investigations undertaken in advance of infrastructure
began to provide critical insights into the wider
Bagendon complex. Most notable was the dualling and
realignment of the A417/A419, to the south-west of
Bagendon, which was aligned along the course of the
Ermin Street Roman road (Mudd et al. 1999). This led
to the investigation of enclosures and other features
around Dartley Farm, at Duntisbourne Grove and
Middle Duntisbourne (Mudd et al. 1999: 77-98), as well
as an noteworthy section through the Roman road
itself at Dartley Bottom, which revealed earlier ground
surfaces (Mudd et al. 1999: 263) (Figure 1.6).
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In addition to the nearby road scheme, watching briefs
(by several consultant archaeological firms) have been
undertaken throughout the area as part of small-scale
developments (Figure 1.6). A number of these have
produced relevant archaeological material and are
discussed in more detail in Chapter 4. Most notable
amongst them, in producing dating evidence relevant to
the Late Tron Age/Roman period, are investigations by
Foundations Archaeology at Bagendon Manor Cottage
(Mayer 2005), Bagendon Old School (Hood 2010) and
the Malt House, Perrott’s Brook (Hood 2017). Several
other investigations have been recorded further to
those identified in Figure 1.6, for example immediately
to the south of Scrubditch, which have produced no
archaeological remains. Many of these have been very
small-scale watching briefs and therefore only those that
have produced relevant archaeological information are
identified in this volume. Various finds have also been
produced through metal-detecting (see Haselgrove,
Chapter 10), and it seems probable that others have been
retrieved without record. An array of developer-led
excavations have also taken place in the region, especially
in the upper Thames Valley, which also allow for activity
at Bagendon and The Ditches to be placed in a wider
settlement and landscape context (see Chapter 23).

The recording and accessibility of investigation records
for the work undertaken in the Bagendon area since
1990 contrasts the lack of information on the impact
of development that took place in previous decades.
Around Bagendon, the construction of a number
of gas pipelines cut across the occupation area.
Archaeological investigation was only undertaken, by
the Western Archaeology Trust (WAT) (Courtney and
Hall 1984), where this construction intersected with
Perrott’s Brook dyke (Figure 1.6). It seems that a form of
watching brief was undertaken in some areas, however,
with stray finds of Terra Sigillata (Willis, Chapter 6)
and Gallo-Belgic ware in the Bagendon archive that
are identified as having been discovered in 1983. This
material also includes a single brooch noted by Don
Mackreth (see Adams, Chapter 7). These finds do not
derive from the recorded excavations undertaken
by WAT, which recorded no finds except some flints
(Courtney and Hall 1984). 1t seems most probable that
they were discovered when the pipeline (visible on the
geophysics—see Chapter 2) cut along the south side of
the present-day road into the valley, which we now
know from the geophysics (see Chapters 2 and 4) was
densely occupied in the Late Iron Age/early Roman
period. Whether features were encountered elsewhere,
for example with the additional pipeline to the north,
from Bagendon village to North Cerney, remains
unknown, but from the geophysics, it appears probable
that these pipelines did disturb archaeological contexts.
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Figure 1.14. Aerial photograph, looking south, showing The Ditches Iron Age enclosure in the distance and the Neolithic
causewayed enclosure at Aycote, Rendcomb in the foreground (NMR 2144/1252, © Crown Copyright, Historic England Archive).

The development and aims of this project

The combined previous research at Bagendon,
particularly the excavations between 1979 and 1981,
although relatively small in scale compared to many
other complexes, nevertheless permitted clarification
of its chronology, relating it to the more recent
assessments of the occupation at The Ditches. The work
undertaken nearby at Duntisbourne further illustrated
the dispersed nature of Late Iron Age occupation and
raised key questions about how these elements were
inter-related. When the opportunity arose to publish
results from the 1979-1981 excavations it was clear
that publishing them alone, especially given the
vagaries that time had left on the archive of material,
was likely to mean that they could provide only a
limited contribution to understanding the place of the
Bagendon complex in the study of Late Iron Age oppida.
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Notable transformations have also taken place since the
1980s in considerations of the nature of British ‘oppida’,
suggesting that they may have been more dispersed,
polyfocal complexes, rather than proto-urban centres
(e.g. Haselgrove 2000; Hill 2007; Moore 2012, 2017a,
2017b). The confusing nature of their earthworks has
also led some to see them not as designed to define
settlements, but to connect separate areas of activity.
Recent discussions have also emphasised the complex
issues regarding where and why oppida emerged, with
some suggestions that this was in empty or marginal
parts of the landscape (Haselgrove 1995; Moore 2006:
149, 2007a; Hill 2007; Sharples 2010). Increasingly, the
role of these complexes as major economic hubs for
production and exchange has also been challenged,
emphasising instead their roles as elite centres and
places for demonstrating kingship (Fitzpatrick 2001;
Creighton 2006; Hill 2007). A re-examination of the



Bagendon complex therefore had the potential to
address questions on the origins, roles and development
of so-called ‘oppida’ more generally, on a site that had
previously been peripheral to such debates. In order to
situate the evidence from Bagendon in a broader debate
on the Late Iron Age, the research undertaken as part of
this project focused on the following questions:

e Did Bagendon emerge in what had been an
‘empty’ area in preceding centuries?

o Didthe landscape in which the complex emerged
have some form of pre-existing cultural or social
significance, or was this a marginal agricultural
landscape?

e What was within the dyke system at Bagendon?
Was much of the interior devoid of occupation
or were there areas of dense occupation? What
other roles might the large interior area have
had?

e How did the arrangement of earthworks
function? Did they define a settlement area
or have alternative roles? How did that
arrangement relate to occupation at The Ditches
and Duntisbourne?

e Whatrole did the complex at Bagendon perform?
Was it, for example, a ‘central place’, a centre for
trade or a residence for emergent kings?

e Can Bagendon be defined alongside other
‘territorial oppida’ or does it compare more
readily with different forms of settlements?

e What happened to Bagendon after the creation
of the Roman town at Corinium? Was it simply
abandoned or did it develop new, but perhaps
related, roles in the Roman province?

All of these questions could just
as easily be asked of most so-
called oppida in Britain, allowing
Bagendon to be contextualised
alongside other centres.
Assessment of the material from
Bagendon and its wider landscape
was fundamental in addressing
these project aims. Fundamental
to this was determining whether
it could be defined as a ‘territorial
oppidum’ or if, as has become
increasingly apparent (Corney
1989; Moore 2012), it might be
better compared to a range of
other Late Iron Age complexes
not normally defined as oppida.
Contextualising the occupation
area in the valley within a
much broader geographic and
chronological scope was thus
essential in gaining a better
understanding of what the

TOM MOORE - INTRODUCTION: RESEARCH AT BAGENDON

Bagendon complex was and of its place in the Late Iron
Age of the region.

Some aspects of the Bagendon landscape make
it particularly useful for addressing the research
questions above. Unlike Calleva, Verlamion and
Camulodunum, the creation of the Roman town at
Cirencester, rather than at Bagendon, means there
is little Roman (or later) urban archaeology that is
likely to have destroyed Iron Age activity or obscured
its layout. Apart from the village at its core, and a
handful of houses built in recent decades, Bagendon’s
landscape remains largely open, allowing extensive
remote-sensing surveys to be conducted (Figure 1.15;
see Chapter 2).

Through his fieldwalking and excavations, Trow was
one of the first to recognise that Late Iron Age Bagendon
was not just focused around the Bagendon valley.
In particular, he realised that The Ditches enclosure
was intimately related to Bagendon (Trow 1982a: 29).
Despite Trow’s more expansive perspective, the limited
survey techniques available at the time meant that a
more complete picture of the complex was impossible,
with aerial photographs not always especially effective
at revealing archaeological features in this landscape.
A brief assessment of the complex as part of a broader
overview of the Iron Age in the region (Moore 2006:
148) did, however, identify some features, including
a possible banjo enclosure, within the Bagendon area
that were worth investigating. The application of high-
resolution geophysical survey to the greater Bagendon
area, combined with lidar data from the Environment
Agency, enabled the context of the areas previously

Figure 1.15. View of Bagendon valley looking east towards the area of the 1950s and
1979-81 excavations. Area B, 1980, was located to the left of the water trough
(Photo: Tom Moore).
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excavated to be understood and the nature of activity
across the rest of the complex to be examined.

These surveys identified various new elements of the
complex that were targeted for excavation.'® Focus
was placed on areas which could address some of the
core questions outlined above that concerned not just
Bagendon but also oppida more generally. Excavations
at the newly identified banjo-like enclosures at Cutham
and Scrubditch were undertaken over three seasons
(2012-2014), and the stone buildings at Black Grove
were briefly examined in 2015. A small excavation of
dyke ‘e’ in 2017 (Figure 1.6) attempted to understand
the nature of the earthworks better, and the wider
landscape was assessed through an augering survey
(see Chapter 19) and limited test-pitting, also in 2017.1

A biographical approach

As the project developed, and as the complex nature of
Late Iron Age centres became more fully appreciated
(Haselgrove 2000; Moore 2012, 2017a, 2017b), the
incoherent earthworks and the dispersed nature of
Late Iron Age occupation at Bagendon meant that
conceptualising it as a ‘site’ was highly problematic. For
this reason, it was more useful to approach Bagendon
as a wider landscape, of which the topography and
archaeology were integral and integrated. This
approach recognised that ‘landscapes’ should not be
conceived of as the backdrops against which ‘sites’
exist or things took place, but taskscapes of which
human interaction (and the archaeology it has created)
are integral parts (Ingold 1993). This perspective also
sought to draw on the significance of such landscapes
as perceptual and as ways of embedding concepts
of memory and identity (Stewart and Strathern
2003). Reflecting on these perspectives, detaching
one element of Bagendon’s landscape (its role in the
Late Iron Age) might divorce it from the longer-term
relationships it had with preceding and succeeding
communities and generations. Taking its inspiration
from Ingold’s (2000: 189) suggestion that the ‘landscape
tells, or rather is, a story’, this study of Bagendon thus
aims to examine the complex through its biography,
one in which earlier activities, uses, perceptions and
features of the landscape will have influenced and been
incorporated by subsequent generations (cf. Kolen
and Renes 2015). It is hoped that this approach allows
its role within a short period in the 1st century AD to

1o Each ‘site” has been given a particular name (Figure 1.6). To avoid
confusion, the trenches for the 2012-2017 excavations have been
given sequential trench numbers (TR1-11 and site prefix code of
BAG/year; contexts numbers relate to each trench, e.g. 1001 = Trench
1; 4012 = Trench 4 and so on), irrespective of their location within
the complex in order to ensure that material is clearly located and
to emphasise the approach towards Bagendon as that of a single
coherent landscape rather than discrete entities.

1 The main site archives and finds have been deposited with the
Corinium Museum.
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be examined as part of the longer shaping, reshaping
and renegotiation of the wider Bagendon landscape, in
which human monuments and environmental contexts
were indivisible, and one that continues to this day.
Although this volume focuses on a relatively narrow
window of that landscape biography (the Iron Age and
Roman periods), it is hoped that considering it in these
terms allows for a deeper appreciation of the longue
durée of landscape transformations.

As research progressed, a strong theme emerged from
the biography of the 1st millennia BC and AD, one that
hinted at how this area was modelled and reformed to
enact and display forms of power. Indeed, the changing
nature and expressions of power throughout these
periods (cf. Thurston 2010) are vividly illustrated in the
physical manifestation of the landscape and monuments
of the Bagendon area, hence the title of this volume:
‘a biography of power’. Of course, this does not mean
that other biographies do not, and did not, exist in this
landscape, or that other stories could not be told, but
it emphasises the fundamental importance that forms
of power have in shaping and informing landscape.
This biography seeks to create a narrative inspired by
the concept of thick description (Geertz 1973), not just
examining the findings of fieldwork but also presenting
a narrative of society and landscape. Undoubtedly,
such a narrative must deal with the fragmentary and
imperfect nature of the archaeological record. Yet as
Hawkes (1961) understood in his contextual account in
Clifford’s volume, only through such narratives can we
truly grasp the impact of creating and recreating the
spaces in which communities and individuals lived and
embodied their worlds.

In light of the conceptual value of landscape
biographies, this project also explored how this could
be used to examine contemporary perceptions of the
wider cultural landscape of the area (cf. Kolen and
Renes 2015), and be translated into new presentations
of these landscapes and integrated into management
practices in the present. This was undertaken as part of
a larger European project (REFIT: Resituating Europe’s
first towns: a case study in enhancing knowledge
transfer and developing sustainable management
of cultural landscapes) on cultural landscape
management via the Joint Programme Initiative on
Cultural Heritage of the European Council, conducted
with colleagues Vincent Guichard (Bibracte EPPC,
France), Jesus Alvarez-Sanchis and Gonzalo Zapatero
(Uni. Complutense Madrid, Spain). The methodologies
and results of this project are discussed elsewhere
(Moore and Tully 2018; Tully and Allen 2018; Tully et
al. 2019; Moore and Tully forthcoming Moore et al. in
press www.refitproject.com). These studies remind us
that the narratives outlined in this volume for the Iron
Age and Roman periods are part of a longer story of the
intimate and integrated relationships between people



and landscapes in which past, present and future
are intertwined. The contemporary stewards of that
landscape, many of whom have been essential enablers
of this research, are as much a part of that biography
as the coins, pottery and earthworks described here.
The ways in which their perspectives are part of the
‘dwelling’ in that landscape (see Ingold 1993: 152, 2000)
are explored and reflected on in the publications and
outputs of the REFIT project (e.g. Moore and Tully
forthcoming).

Structure of this volume

Part I of this volume begins with an assessment of the
wider landscape using geophysical survey (Chapter
2). This assessment underpins much of what follows
and emphasises the volume’s ‘landscape’ approach
to the complex; it then examines various elements
of the landscape, broadly in chronological order,
commencing with the occupation of Bagendon prior
to the Late Iron Age and focusing on the excavations
at Scrubditch and Cutham (Chapter 3). Chapter
4 then considers Late Iron Age and early Roman
Bagendon, primarily through the results of the
1979-1981 excavations as well as more recent small-
scale investigations and assessment of the Bagendon
ramparts. A discussion of how Bagendon’s landscape
was transformed in the Roman period is then
presented, focusing on the excavations of the Roman
villa at Black Grove (Chapter 5).

The excavation evidence is followed in Part III
with a discussion of the material evidence from
these investigations, and others, which enables the
narrative of Bagendon to be constructed (Chapters
6-14). Part IV focuses on the environmental evidence
(Chapters 15-19), including isotope analyses of
human and faunal remains. Part V uses GIS to
examine movement though the landscape, reports
on additional geophysics surveys, and brings these
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together through an assessment of the nature of
landscape change in the region (Chapters 20-23).

Finally, Part VI draws all of the above together in Chapter
24 to examine how the different phases of Bagendon
may be understood, and places them in the larger
context of how we define Late Iron Age complexes and
their social roles. To conclude, Chapter 25 outlines the
main contributions of this study to Iron Age research,
and considers the questions that future research at
Bagendon, and similar complexes, could address.

Presentation of excavation results

Each ‘site’ within the complex has been given a
particular name (Figure 1.6). To avoid confusion, the
trenches for the 2012-2017 excavations have been
given sequential trench numbers (TR1-11). These
include Scrubditch enclosure (Trenches 1 and 2),
Cutham enclosure (Trenches 3 and 4), Black Grove
Roman building (Trenches 5 and 6), Dyke ‘e’ (Trench 7),
test pits in Bagendon valley (Trench 8 to 11). Contexts
numbers relate to each trench, e.g. (1001) = Trench 1;
(4012) =Trench 4 and so on, irrespective of their location
within the complex in order to ensure that material is
clearly located and to emphasise the approach towards
Bagendon as a coherent landscape, rather than discrete
entities. Within the main text and specialist reports,
contexts are presented for the 2012-2017 excavations
with the following brackets: (1000), for positive layers
or ‘fills’, and [3003] for ‘cuts’ or negative features.
Because the 1979-1981 material did not provide unique
context numbers these have now been prefixed with
the year of excavation, e.g. (80-40). No negative (i.e. cut
numbers were used in the 1979-1981 excavations). The
main site archives and finds have been deposited with
the Corinium Museum, Cirencester. The excavation
areas from 1979-1981 are identified as Area A and Area
B, as done at the time, distinguishable from Clifford’s
excavation areas: site A, site B and site C.






Part II

Examining the Bagendon complex






Chapter 2

Assessing the wider Bagendon complex: remote sensing surveys
2008-2016

Tom Moore

Introduction

Placing the small-scale investigations of the 1950s and
1980s within the context of the Bagendon complex
as a whole was a key aim of renewed investigation.
Geophysical survey of a large area seemed the best
way to provide a greater appreciation of the nature of
the Late Iron Age complex. As the dyke systems never
seem to have formed a coherent enclosure, defining
the extents of the Bagendon complex is problematic.
Earthworks and settlements at The Ditches and
Duntisbourne, and even parts of the Cirencester area,
may be integral elements and should not be seen as
entirely separate from occupation in the Bagendon
valley (see Chapter 24).

For this reason, a multi-scalar approach was taken with
survey focused on the area within the earthworks but
with peripheral surveys also undertaken close to the
Duntisbourne settlement to assess the wider Bagendon
Environs, and links to other Late Iron Age sites at Hailey
Wood (Chapter 21), Stratton Meadows (Chapter 22) and
Somerford Keynes; the implications of these sites are
discussed in more detail in Chapter 23. For the purposes
of this chapter, ‘the Bagendon complex’ refers to the
area within the earthworks. The geophysical survey,
discussed below, provided the foci for excavation
revealing important new perspectives on the nature of
both the oppidum and the landscape before and after
its occupation.

Methodology

Geophysical survey was undertaken of all suitable areas
within the Bagendon complex (within the constraints
of physical access and landowner permissions) covering
an area of approximately 172 ha in total (Table 2.1;
Figure 2.1a). Lidar survey data was obtained from the
Environment Agency (at 1m resolution) along with
recent comprehensively mapped aerial photographic
data from Historic England’s National Mapping
Programme (NMP). The cartography underpinning the
maps in this chapter is derived from OS Landline data,
these are Crown Copyright (C) 2008, Ordnance Survey/
EDINA. These have been combined to produce an overall
assessment of the landscape of the Bagendon area. Each
field has a unique identifier code (Figure 2.1b).
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The geology of the Bagendon area is predominantly
oolitic limestone, which is usually responsive to
magnetometry (see English Heritage 2008). For efficacy
and speed, fluxgate gradiometers were the most
appropriate survey instruments. It is apparent from
the 1950s and 1980s excavations that there has been
some colluviation in the Bagendon valley (Clifford
1961: 21), possibly as much as 0.3-0.5 m in some areas.
This can make archaeological features difficult to
detect with geophysical survey. Plough damage was
also a significant factor for much of the survey area;
it is particularly evident in fields to the west and east
of Cutham Lane dyke. These fields appear to have been
arable for most of recent past (and are recorded as
such on an 1832 landuse map). Plough scaring, almost
certainly of modern origin, is a feature of many of the
survey areas and has been confirmed by excavation of
the enclosures at Scrubditch and Cutham (Chapter 3,
fields D3 and B5) where all features had been truncated
by ploughing. The majority of the fields in Bagendon
valley have been ploughed periodically in the past; this
is indicated by the presence of upstanding ridge and
furrow, for example in fields C4 and C5. The relatively
good preservation of the ridge and furrow in the
valley suggests this area has not been deep-ploughed
in recent decades, however, with current landuse
largely reflecting that of the early 19th century. It has
been claimed (Clifford 1961: 21), that the valley floor
has never been ploughed, but this seems somewhat
unlikely (see Chapter 4).

Geophysical surveys were undertaken with either a
Geoscan FM256 or Bartington Grad-601 dual array,
between 2008 and 2016 (Table 2.1).! All surveys were
undertaken as part of student training. Survey grids
were set out using a DGPS with survey areas laid-out
on OS map-based data in GIS. Readings were taken at
intervals of 0.25 m with traverses of 0.5m, apart from
certain fields where samples were at 0.125 m. Despite
the time-consuming nature of this survey method, this
high-resolution methodology follows best practice
for characterising archaeological remains (Creighton
and Fry 2016; English Heritage 2008: 8; Jordan 2009:
85) and ensures the best chance of detecting small
archaeological anomalies, such as might be expected

! The original geophysics datasets will be deposited with the ADS.
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Table 2.1. List of fields surveyed indicating area surveyed and
methods used.

Field |Year of Hectares |Machine |Traverse/
name |survey surveyed |used sample
interval (m.)

A2 2008 6.7 FM256 0.5/0.25
A3 2008 2.47 FM256 0.5/0.25
A4 2010 2.39 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
A5 2010 1.74 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
A6 2010 0.58 FM256 0.5/0.25
A7 2010 1.66 FM256 0.5/0.25
Bl 2012 5.4 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
B10 2015 0.38 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
B2 2008 3.73 FM256 0.5/0.25
B3 2009 9.02 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
B4 2009 8.53 FM256 0.5/0.25
B5 2008 3.75 FM256 0.5/0.25
B6 2012 6.75 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
B7 2008 1.51 FM256 0.5/0.25
B8a-d |2015/2016 |0.8 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
B8e 2016 3.24 Bart 601-3 |0.5/0.25
B9 2012 1.71 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
Cla-e |2013/2015 |3.9 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.125
C2 2013 3.15 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.125
C3 2013 3.14 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.125
C4 2009 4.65 FM256 0.5/0.25
C5 2009 411 FM256 0.5/0.25
Cé 2013 1.01 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
C7a/b 2013 6.7 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
C8a 2013 0.65 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
C8b 2013 1.42 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
C9/10 |2012 1.2 FM256 0.5/0.25
D2 2012 3.12 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
D3 2008 4,07 FM256 0.5/0.25
D4a/b |2012/2015 |6.43 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
D5 2015 4,16 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
D6 2015 3.84 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
DAR 2015 1.62 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.125
E10 2015 4,51 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
El1 2015 8.51 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
E12 2015 1.9 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
E13 2016 1.21 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
E14 2015 1.29 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
Ela/b/c |2013/2015 |1.12 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.125
E2 2013 1.65 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
E3 2016 2.98 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
E4 2010/2016 |4.61 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
E5 2015 5.49 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
E6 2013 3.2 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
E7 2015 4,93 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
E8 2015 5.44 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
E9 2015 4.45 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
F1 2015 0.09 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.125
F2 2015 1.78 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.125
F3 2015 0.91 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.125
F4 2015 4,08 Bart 601-2 |0.5/0.25
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on prehistoric sites. Standard processing of the
geophysical data has been undertaken using Geoplot
3.1 software, following standard guidelines (Geoscan
2006). This has been restricted to minor processing
procedures, including:

Clip, clipping to specified maximum or minimum
values to eliminate large noise spikes; this also makes
statistical calculations more realistic

zero mean traverse, sets the background mean of each
traverse within a grid to zero; this removes striping
effects in the traverse direction and grid edge
discontinuities

destagger, corrects for displacement of geomagnetic
anomalies caused by alternate zig-zag traverses

interpolate, increases the number of data points in a
survey to match sample and traverse intervals; in this
instance the data have been interpolated to 0.25m (or
0.125m) x 0.25m intervals

All surveys were exported into a GIS as #3nT, +5nT and
+7nT and then interpreted from these. The accompany
sheetsdisplay all fields at +5nT which was found to be most
appropriate for distinguishing potential archaeological
features. The subjective nature of geophysical
interpretative plots is well known (Creighton and Fry
2016: 43-45) and rather than simply identify negative,
positive and dipolar anomalies, the interpretative plots
include an element of archaeological subjectivity and
thus features have been identified as follows (colours
indicated on Figures 2.3-2.22):

Positive magnetic anomalies, corresponding to areas
of high magnetic susceptibility (+7nT). These are likely
to be soil-filled features which are archaeological
(ditches, pits etc.) [BLACK]

Positive magnetic anomalies, corresponding to areas
of generally weaker magnetic susceptibility (+3nT).
These may be archaeological or geological (quarries,
ditches, pits, geological fissures; tree-throws). [GREY]

Negative magnetic anomalies, corresponding to areas
of low magnetic susceptibility. These are likely to be
archaeological (walls etc). [BEIGE]

Dipoles, representing highly-magnetic disturbance.
Likely to be caused by modern ferrous material
(pipelines; metal in topsoil; fence-lines) [RED]

Positive magnetic anomalies which are likely to be
ridge and furrow. These have been distinguished so
as not to confuse with other archaeological features
[DARK GREY]
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Ploughing pattern. Many fields have seen significant
plough-damage. This can cause both negative and
positive magnetic anomalies. The former, for example,
occur near field edges where lines of stones have
accumulated. [BLUE DASH LINES]?

To aid identification, archaeological (including
possible) features have been given a unique four figure
code (commencing with F1000-2000) irrespective of
their location in the survey area. Similar systems have
been used for survey undertaken as part of the environs
(Dartley Farm: 3000; Stancombe: 4000) The main dykes
are identified by their original Royal Commission labels
(RCHME 1976: 7). Magnetic interference caused by
modern features (most commonly pipelines beneath
the surface, the presence of pylons and metal or electric
fences) is depicted on the accompanying maps but not
described in detail.

For ease of discussion, the surveys have been divided
in to smaller areas and discussed separately. These
include: (1) areas of the ‘interior’ of the earthworks to
the south of Scrubditch dyke; (2) the ‘interior’ of the
complex to the west of Cutham dyke; (3) the area within
the Bagendon valley; (4) the area within the valley to
the west of Bagendon village; (5) the area within the

dyke system to the west of Bagendon village; (6) the
ramparts and areas outside the earthworks; (7) areas
to the south of the complex and the south-western
earthworks; (8) the area to the south-west of Bagendon
around Dartley Farm and Stancombe. These distinctions
are not necessarily meaningful in interpreting the
relationship between features, however. A broader
discussion at the end brings together the implications
of the different surveys.

South of Scrubditch dyke

One of the key issues with territorial oppida complexes,
which Bagendon may be, is determining the extent to
which the major dyke systems defined and encompassed
significant areas of occupation or activity. Surveys to
the south of Scrubditch dyke and west of Cutham dyke
thus allowed for the presence, or indeed absence, of
activity to be examined in these areas.

To the south of Scrubditch dyke (Figure 2.3) the
possibility of archaeological remains in field D3 was
recognised from a slight curve on a single aerial
photograph taken in 1969 (NMR SP0007/2/350),
although the significance of this does not appear to
have been recognised by the RCHME survey (1976).2

Figure 2.3a. Survey area ‘a’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).

% In addition, upstanding earthworks and cropmarks, as mapped by
the RCHME 1976, are indicated on Figures 2.3- 2.22, as: rampart bank
(beige); rampart ditch (white).

* 1t is also worth noting that the geophysics results helped inform
the NMP plotting, which took place after the survey was provided
to the NMP.
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Figure 2.3b. Survey area ‘a’ - geophysics results
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Geophysical survey revealed much greater detail,
identifying a complex enclosure (subsequently
referred to as ‘Scrubditch enclosure’). This included a
penannular ditched enclosure (F1000), approximately
30 min diameter, associated with a secondary elongated
‘sausage’ shaped enclosure (F1001). These appear to
form two interlinked enclosures. At the south-eastern
end three linear ditched features splay away from the
entrance forming apparent antenna ditches funnelling
in to the enclosure (F1002). Combined these features
form an enclosure best paralleled with the group
known as ‘banjo’ enclosures found elsewhere on the
Oxfordshire and Gloucestershire Cotswolds although
this example has distinct morphological differences
and no clear parallels can yet be identified (see Chapter
3; Moore 2006).

Within the enclosure a range of small circular anomalies
can be identified (F1003), probably representing pits
and postholes, indicative of occupation evidence.
Further potential examples of pits and postholes can
be recognised outside the enclosure to the south and
north. Those to the south (F1004) seem similar to
those within the enclosure and may be comparable to
those excavated in 2012-13. Further anomalies to the
north (F1005) are somewhat smaller and do not form
a coherent pattern. A linear arrangement of similar
anomalies appears to form a row of postholes or pits,
possibly representing some form of fence line (F1006).
In order to determine the date and function of this
enclosure, this feature was partly excavated in 2012-13.
Detailed discussion of this enclosure and its features,
parallels and role is more fully addressed in Chapter 3.

To the south of the main enclosure a possible
rectangular ditched structure, approximately 10x10
m can also be identified (F1007). 1t is hard to interpret
the role of this feature, although it is of similar form
and size to Late Iron Age mortuary or ritual enclosures
elsewhere (e.g. Crummy et al. 2007). There is little
evidence, however, for similar structures in the region
and, as a relatively weak anomaly interpretation, it
must remain open to question. Its location, ¢. 50 m to
the south east of a possible roundbarrow in field D2 (see
below) could suggest it is an additional barrow, which
has suffered more severe plough damage. Beyond the
main enclosure a number of other anomalies have been
identified, some of which can tentatively be interpreted
as archaeological features. Another possible circular
structure can be discerned (F1008), which may also be a
building although its small size (c. 6 m in diameter) may
preclude this.

There are a number of linear anomalies orientated
roughly northwest-southeast (F1009), some of
which continue in to field D2, B1 and B6 on the same
alignment. These correspond in some areas with
shallow depressions visible on the lidar. The nature

29

of these features is hard to define, but their irregular,
segmented nature suggest they are most likely of
geological origin, perhaps fractures in the limestone.
Segmented ditches and pit alignments of Iron Age date,
and of somewhat similar form, are known from the
region however (Moore 2006: 132). Such features have
been excavated near Preston, Gloucestershire (Mudd et
al. 1999) and at Winchcombe (Hart et al. 2016a). The latter
were dated to the Middle Iron Age and appear to be part
of particular stock management processes. Some of
these linear features are represented by arrangements
of more circular anomalies (F1010). Again, these appear
similar in form to pit alignments, comparable examples
dating to the Early or Middle Iron Age are known from
elsewhere in the Cotswolds and nearby Thames Valley
(Moore 2006: 126, 135). These too may have a geological
origin, however, possibly limestone solution hollows.
A more ephemeral, amorphous linear feature (F1011)
may be associated with these segmented alignments
boundaries but is also typical of the amorphous hollows
formed by regular movement of animals. Its association
with the current entrance to field D3 may imply a more
modern cause for this anomaly.

Survey in field D2, to the west of D3, revealed a circular
feature (F1012), approximately 20 m in diameter.
Situated central to this feature is a small pit-like
anomaly. On the basis of size and the presence of
the central feature, F1012 seems most likely to be
a roundbarrow, probably of Bronze Age date. The
putative barrow is located on the summit of the ridge,
slightly higher than the enclosure in the adjacent field.
Its location close to the rear of the Scrubditch enclosure
in field D3 is of interest as it seems likely the barrow (if
Bronze Age) would have been an upstanding earthwork
in the Iron Age.

Survey in field B1, to the east of Scrubditch enclosure,
sought to clarify the presence of linear AA which can
be seen on a number of aerial photographs (RCHME
1976: 6) projecting from the end of Cutham Dyke (dyke
‘a’) in field A2. Evidence that it continued in to field B1
is only recognisable, however, on a single, indistinct
photograph and was not noted by the Royal commission.
Survey in this field confirms that the ditch (F1020)
continues west-north-west, kinking slightly more to
the west after c. 200m, and then abruptly terminating
after c. 400m, There is no clear evidence as to why the
ditch terminates here, although the feature becomes
somewhat less prominent on the survey data as it
progresses westward. Whether this is a result of plough
damage (suggesting it may have originally continued
further west) or is an original element of its design is
unclear; the latter seems most likely. On comparison
with ditch-like features excavated in field D3, it seems
likely this feature was only ever a few meters wide, far
less substantial than the ditches of the main dykes to
the east. Close to the terminus of the ditch an irregular



A BIOGRAPHY OF POWER

feature (F1021), possibly a ditch or small quarry, may be
related, although its function is unclear.

Approximately 40 m to the south of this ditch, a small
sub-rectangular enclosure is visible (F1022) possibly
corresponding with the termination of ditch (F1020).
The enclosure is relatively small, approximately 30 m
by 20 m, with a clear entrance orientated southeast.
There is evidence of a large posthole or pit in the
entranceway, possibly representing part of an entrance
construction. There are no clear structures within
the enclosure although some of the anomalies may
represent postholes. A short linear feature and cluster
of circular anomalies to the northeast (F1023) also
appear related. The form and size of the enclosure are
quite unusual, but an Iron Age date seems likely. To
the west of the enclosure, segmented linear features
(F1024) similar to those in field D3 continue along the
same axis.

West of Cutham Dyke (dyke ‘a’)

Aerial photographs taken in 1975 (NMR SP0106/37/266)
suggested the presence of potentially prehistoric
archaeological features in field B5 (Figure 2.4), situated
on the plateau immediately above the Bagendon valley.
I have suggested previously that these anomalies
may represent a banjo enclosure (Moore 2006: 148),
although the aerial photographs are relatively
indistinct. The geophysics survey confirms the presence

of archaeological features and allows us to better
characterise the nature and possible date of these
features. The most notable feature (F1025) consists of
a curving ditch representing an almost bag-shaped
enclosure (hereafter ‘Cutham enclosure’), with two
ditches (F1026 and F1027) projecting to form a short
avenue. This was excavated (see Chapter 3). In similar
fashion to Scrubditch enclosure, neither ditch connects
with the outer antenna ditches (F1028). These have a gap
forming an entrance to enclosure (F1025), although it is
noticeable that the gap is much smaller than that formed
by ditches F1026 and F1027, suggesting perhaps that these
ditches are of a different phase to F1028. This is supported
by evidence that an additional ditch feature (F1029) which
joins the antenna ditch, appears to be intersected by
enclosure ditch (F1027), supporting the indication that
these features were modified at some point.

Associated with the main enclosure are a number of
features which can best be interpreted as possible
pits and postholes (F1030). These suggest occupation
activity, although no clear structure can be identified.
A small cluster of circular anomalies to the north
appears to be a group of pits (F1031). A much larger
feature (F1032) can be seen outside the entrance to the
enclosure. This is harder to interpret. At approximately
6 m in diameter it seems too large to be a pit, although
some Iron Age storage pits up to 3-4 m in diameter
are known in the region. Elsewhere, waterholes have
been uncovered immediately adjacent to enclosures of

Figure 2.4a. Survey area ‘i’ - evidence from lidar and data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.4b. Survey area ‘i’ - geophysics results
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similar form, for example at Spratsgate Lane (Vallender
2007). Alternatively, it may be an unrelated small
quarry although for what purpose is unclear. A more
ephemeral feature (F1033), seems likely to be a shallow
depression caused by repeated movement of people or
animals accessing the enclosure; a similar feature is
recognisable on the geophysical survey of The Ditches
at the entrance to the enclosure (cf. Moore 2009a).

Stretching east from the enclosure are two additional
linear features. F1034 appears to correspond with
the northern end of ditch F1028 although, like other
features, does not intersect with it. Meanwhile the
southern part of ditch F1028, splays around to the
west seemingly respecting a second, much larger
linear feature (F1035). Combined, these linears form a
trackway or ‘avenue’ aligned on the main enclosure’s
entrance. Linear F1035 is more amorphous than F1034
suggesting it may represent a number of ditch-like
features which were subsequently dug along the same
alignment. This irregular form might also have been
caused by quarrying (for example at F1036 and F1037)
into the sides of the ditch. Similar features were noted
by geophysical survey and excavation at The Ditches
(Trow et al. 2009: 9). Because neither ditch intersects
with the Cutham enclosure, it is difficult to establish
how they are related, although their arrangement
suggests they were at least partly contemporaneous.
Whether the gap between ditches F1028 and F1035
formed a small entrance in to an area to the rear of

Cutham enclosure is unclear, but the lack of a gap in
ditch F1034 along the rest of its length means this
would have acted as a barrier between the area to the
north (in field B4) and the area to the south.

DitchF1035, meanwhile, defines an area of activity to the
southeast. A circular feature (F1038) might be a quarry
or large pit and may be associated with a similar feature
to the south (F1039). Other features are hard to interpret
but appear to represent large pits (F1040). To the south
of these, linear ditches or gullies (F1041) do not form
coherent enclosures but may be fence lines. Similar
linears are located to the west of the main enclosure
(F1042). The larger linear (F1043) continues into field
C2 and appears to define the plateau area on which the
Cutham enclosure is located. There is no reason why
these should not be of Iron Age date and these features
appear to represent continuity of the occupation areas
identified to the south and east in field C2 and C3 (see
below). It is notable that, by contrast, there is little
in the way of apparent archaeological features to the
north of ditch F1034 and Cutham enclosure, suggesting
these demarcate the edge of activity.

The two prominent linear features recognised in field
B5 (F1034 and F0135) continue into field B4 (Figure 2.5).
Aerial photographs from 1975 also indicate possible
archaeological features in this area, although these are
very indistinct (e.g. NMR 824/263 SP0106/36). Linear
F1034 has two changes of direction along its length

Figure 2.5a. Survey area ‘d’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.5b. Survey area ‘d’ - geophysics results
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then seemingly continues beyond the survey area
beneath the magnetic disturbance caused by a pylon.
The second, larger linear (F1035) continues to the east,
seemingly terminating with an associated large round
anomaly, possibly a pit (F1044), although there are
hints the ditch might resume to the east (F1045). It is
unclear if this gap is an original entrance or the result
of truncation through differential plough damage,
although considering the size of ditch this seems
unlikely. Associated with these linears are a number of
other possible archaeological features, possibly quarry
pits, at (F1046) and (F1047) and what may be pits (F1048).
A group of faint anomalies can also be noted at (F1049),
although these seem more likely to be natural features,
but include a probable additional small quarry.

Further north of Cutham enclosure, to the west of
dyke ‘a’, a number of possible archaeological features
have previously been postulated (Figure 2.6), including
a possible ring-ditch previously identified on aerial
photographs (RCHME 1976: 8). None of these features
could be verified by geophysical survey. The circular
anomaly, located in the northern most part of B3, is
not visible on the geophysics and it may have been a
modern feature, although the possibility that is has
subsequently been destroyed cannot be ruled out.

Other features include a large, relatively amorphous
linear (F1050). This has been recognised on aerial

45 90 180

photographs and suggested as a possible continuation
of dyke ‘a’ from field A2 (Russell Priest pers comm)
and it does appear to align with dyke ‘@’. If it is a
continuation of this dyke it would represent evidence
that there may have been an alternative alignment of
this earthwork. The anomaly is relatively indistinct,
however, and is notably far weaker than the dykes
in field A2 and A3. Its amorphous form might also
suggest that it represents a slump in the natural
geology; certainly the limestone does appear to break
slope in this area. A section of dyke ‘a’ excavated at
Cutham Hill house revealed that the ditch had been
heavily truncated and was only 30cm deep in this
area (Wright 2005a). 1t is possible, therefore, that any
continuation in to field B3 had suffered similar severe
truncation. Alternatively, this feature may represent
the remains of an additional dyke, which remained
unfinished, perhaps part of the enlargement of the
dyke system contemporary with the construction of
Cutham dyke.

Other linear features (F1051 and F1052) appear to be
fractures in the limestone, similar to those recognised
further north (see above). The regular arrangement of
a number of linear positive features orientated east-
west suggests they represent remnants of older field
boundaries. Some other features may be archaeological,
such as linears F1058 and F1059, but neither can be
clearly identified as such.

Figure 2.6a. Survey area ‘m’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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To the west, survey in fields B2 and B7 revealed little
evidence for identifiable archaeological features. In
field B2, Medieval or Post-Medieval period ridge-
and-furrow was identified, oriented roughly south
- north (F1060). Positive features among these are
likely to be old field boundaries (F1061-F1063).
Anomaly F1065 is uncertain (see Figure 2.15c), it
could be a ring ditch, but is rather indistinct. The
absence of archaeological remains in this area
is notable considering the presence of apparent
settlement evidence to the north (see below). Field
B7 is also devoid of clear archaeological features;
the linears (F1066 and F1067) are likely to represent
ploughing patterns.

Bagendon Valley (East)

The focus of activity within the complex has usually been
identified as situated in the Bagendon valley where the
1950s and 1980s excavations took place. The prevalence
of pasture means little was known of the context of
these investigations and the extent or nature of activity
within this area however, despite some surface survey
in the 1980s. Field C3a (Figure 2.7) includes part of the
area excavated by Clifford (1961) in the 1950s and area
A, excavated in 1979 and 1981 (Chapter 4). Area B, the
focus of the 1980 excavations, is now located partly in
field C3a and C2, the field boundary having moved since
the 1980s. Aerial photographs show that parts of field
C3 have been ploughed in the past.

Some of the pits excavated in Area A can be identified
on the survey as features (F1068) although some of the
remains excavated in the 1950s are no longer clearly
identifiable. The surveys reveal that the features
excavated in the 1950s and 1980s are part of a dense area
of archaeological remains denoting occupation areas.
Dense areas of circular anomalies can be identified to
the northeast (F1069). 1t seems likely these are pits of
similar scale to those examined in the excavations of
Area A. These are divided from further clusters of pits
to the northwest (F1071) by a linear running northeast-
southwest (F1070). This latter feature appears to be a
substantial ditch. These pits are further defined by two
ditches (F1072 and F1073) which demarcate a trackway
running uphill. Some of the gaps in this feature may be
the result of truncation from past ploughing, although
others appear to represent original entrances in to the
enclosures which the ditches define. Combined, these
appear to form enclosed areas with clusters of pits
located in the corners of these areas, echoing those
revealed in Area A. Excavation in Area A also indicates
that gullies divided areas of the occupation. It is notable
that such features identified by excavation are not visible
on the survey (even at high-resolution), cautioning that
smaller linear features (which may have been integral to
the organisation and division of the activity areas) are
unlikely to be detected by the geophysical survey.

At its southern end, trackway F1073/F1072 forms a
junction with another linear F1074 which, along with

Figure 2.7a. Survey area ‘e’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.7b. Survey area ‘e’ - geophysics results
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Figure 2.7c. Survey area ‘e’ - interpretative plot of results
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F1075, represents probable ditches associated with a
trackway or road that runs along the Bagendon valley.
In the 1950s Clifford uncovered stone surfaces which she
described as platforms (see Figure 1.10; Chapter 4). 1t is
now clear that this was in fact the surface of a road which
ran northwest-southeast along the valley. The ditches
on either side of the ‘platforms’ in her excavation seem
likely to represent roadside ditches, whilst the continuity
of this stone surface further west, partially uncovered
in Area B in 1980, which is concomitant with a terrace
clearly visible in the field, all point to this being a road.
The geophysics now confirms these ditches as defining a
trackway which runs in to field C2 and C1. These ditches
are of significant size; F1075, for example, is likely to be
¢. 3 m wide, similar in size to the ditch sectioned in 1954
(Figure 1.10; Clifford 1961). There are hints on the survey
that ditch F1074 may continue across the gap where the
trackway is located, implying that the arrangement of
ditches had multiple phases.

Trackway F1073/1072 and F1074/1075 form a cross-
roads, with other ditches (F1076/F0177) representing
another trackway heading southwest. This trackway
and the main track ditches form additional enclosures
defined by further ditches (F1078 and F1079) aligned
perpendicular to ditch F1075. These enclose groups of
pits (F1080, F1081, F1082 and F1083) as well as less clear
portions of possible ditches (F1086) and pits (F1087).
Associated with these ditches are larger anomalies
which may have been quarry pits (F1084), one appears
similar to that seen in field B5, where the side of an
earlier ditch has been quarried into (F1085).

In addition, a number of low-magnetically-susceptible,
probable stone features, can be identified. F1088
corresponds with a depression running downhill from
the spring in field C3b and seems likely to represent
the canalisation of the stream. Such canalised features
were identified in the 1950s and 1980s excavations
(see Chapter 4) and may well be of Late Iron Age date.
It is notable, however, that the feature appears to cut
through linear F1070 suggesting perhaps it is of a later
phase.* Additional examples are located at F1089 and
F1090, the latter possibly a continuation of F1088.
There are hints that similar features run parallel to
ditch F1075, but this is less clear.

To the north of field C3a, in field C3b the trackway
continues, although ditch F1072 appears to have a
significant gap before it resumes south of the spring.
The trackway then continues further north with
linear ditches (F1093; F1094). The trackway, with
intermittent gaps, apparently terminates with two
large circular anomalies (F1091; F1092), probably
large pits. Ditch F1106 may represent its continuation

4 Although attempting to phase features from geophysics results is
highly problematic.
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although there is no evidence of it in field B4. Close to
the location of an existing spring, trackway (F1072/
F1073) is met by a second trackway, oriented east.
The ditches associated with this trackway (F1095 and
F1096) are better preserved on the eastern side of
the field and less so closer to the spring, possibly as a
result of truncation from more recent ploughing. It is
not clear to what extent the gap in the ditch between
F1073 and F1093 is an original feature meaning this
junction was in fact a cross roads, similar to that to
the south, with the amorphous pit-like like features
(F1110) in fact marking the presence of a linear
running on the same alignment as F1095. It is even
possible that the ditch located in field B5 (F1043)
marks part of such an arrangement, defining another
enclosed area to its south in field C2.

Another linear ditch feature (F1097) continues into
the field to the west defining an area of very large,
probable pits (F1098). Once again, some of the circular
features, presumably pits, are located along one edge of
the enclosed area (F1099) possibly respecting another
linear ditch or gully feature (F1100) that appears to
correspond with the canalisation of the stream in this
area. Whether this represents an earlier stream course
of natural origin, a ditch defining the enclosure or
indeed a ditch-like earlier canalisation is not possible
to determine. Another, less clear linear feature (F1101)
may also define an enclosed area.

To the north of the trackway F1095/F1096, a scatter
of circular anomalies seem likely to be pits, some of
significant size (F1102). These features do not appear to
be situated in well-defined enclosures although these
may have been formed by relatively ephemeral fences
and gullies, ploughed out or undetectable by the survey.
Traces of such linears may be identified at F1103, F1104
and F1105. Additional large circular anomalies (F1107,
F1108 and F1109), perhaps larger pits but more isolated
from other features, also seem to be archaeological in
nature—possibly extremely large storage pits similar
to that excavated at Scrubditch enclosure. A further
cluster of anomalies, forming no clear pattern, is located
to the south of these pits (F1111). It is impossible to
determine the extent of archaeological activity around
the spring itself which is now fenced off from the field.
The extent and intensity of archaeological remains
appears to decline further north.

Within the valley, the main trackway continues in
to field C2a/b (Figure 2.8) although the trackways is
clearer (and thus perhaps better preserved) in certain
areas. A note of caution needs to be sounded, however. It
can now be confirmed that the large ditch encountered
in Area B in 1980 is most likely trackway ditch F1113
(the continuation of ditch F1074) (see Chapter 4). On
the geophysics results from this area the feature is
relatively indistinct, despite excavation revealing it to
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be a ditch approximately 3 m wide and 1.5 m deep. The
presence of significant amounts of limestone paving
over this feature (seen in Area B, see Chapter 4), may
explain the relatively weak signal and cautions that
later phases of activity may make earlier features less
apparent.

Elsewhere there is clearer evidence of the trackway
ditches. A wide linear anomaly F1114 represents the
southern trackway ditch and has been truncated by a
more recent water trough cut into the terrace edge.
The terrace for the road is increasingly pronounced
in this area and it seems that ditch F1114 and its
corresponding linears (F1115 and F1116) represent
ditches located at the base of the raised roadway. The
ditch on the northern side of the trackway becomes
more discernible further west (F1117, F1118, F1119),
continuing into field C2b (F1156 and F1159) although
it is unclear whether gaps represent original features,
evidence of truncation or a lack of visibility due to the
issues described above.

Running parallel to the trackway ditches is a positive
feature (F1120), presumably stone-built. This feature’s
association with the trackway may indicate it
represents some form of stone revetment to the terrace
on which the roadway was situated. Alternatively, it
may represent a stone culvert similar to that uncovered
in Area B in 1980. The example excavated in Area B was
situated to the north of linear F1113, oriented roughly

northwest-southeast, and it is possible a similar feature
was located running parallel to the trackway on its
southern side, perhaps in order to drain water away
from the roadway.

To the south of the trackway, a series of linear features
defines a set of relatively small enclosures. Linear F1121,
for example, defines an enclosure of approximately 5 x
15m and linear F1122 encloses approximately 20 x 15 m.
The latter contains a large roughly rectangular feature
within it (F1123), perhaps a large pit. In addition, there
is evidence of other small linears in this enclosure and
that are defined by F1121. Further west, linear ditch
feature F1155 appears to define another enclosure (c. 15
m x 10 m) with associated central sub-rectangular pit
feature. Less clearly discernible as enclosures, linears
F1116, F1124 and F1125 encompass other irregular,
probably pit-like features. F1126 marks a somewhat
longer linear feature aligned perpendicular to the
main trackway ditch F1114. It also potentially defines
another small enclosure with pit-like feature, delimited
onits southern side by linear F1127. An additional linear
feature (F1128) which runs parallel to the existing line
of the Bagendon brook, and the trackway ditches,
may mark the southern extent of these enclosures.
In a number of locations, for example between the
enclosures defined by ditches F1122 and F1121, as well
as between F1121 and F1124, the apparent absence of
the trackway ditch, F1116 and F1115, may imply these
were original trackways or entrances towards the

Figure 2.8a. Survey area ‘h’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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southern side of the area, similar to that seen in field
C3a. In field C2b, more definitive evidence of an original
entrance from the main trackway in to the area to the
north is visible where ditch F1156 (continuation of
F1119) turns 90 degrees north with evidence of two, less
pronounced linear features (F1157 and F1158) showing
the continuation of trackway to the north.

Other, less discreet, features (F1129) are visible further
west in field C2a, on the southern side of the track
representing ditches defining small enclosures and
large pits or quarry ditches. The presence of at least
one linear (F1146), possibly a second (F1148), and
apparently associated pit-like feature (F1147), situated
perpendicular to the alignment of the trackway, and
thus presumably not contemporary with it, suggests
evidence of multiphase activity in the area.

On the northern side of the trackway, evidence of
occupation continues up the slope of the valley side.
The location of Area B excavated in 1980 is identifiable
on the geophysical survey as a rectangular area of
magnetic disturbance. Surprisingly, unlike Area A, few
of the features identified in the excavation are visible on
the survey. The positive linear F1130 may represent the
late-phase stone culvert identified in the excavations
(although its association with a modern drain is
suspicious and this may be a more recent feature). The
larger stone culvert, which ran approximately north-
south, is not identifiable, although another positive
feature F1131 is located further north.

Between these features and linear F1132 is an area of
relatively few features, reflecting the steep slope in
this area. The linear feature, presumably ditch F1132,
marks a visible break-of-slope which appears to have
carried a trackway along the face of the valley at this
point, and is clearly visible on the LIDAR. LIDAR shows
that this artificial terrace culminates at the spring in
field C3b, although it is less clear on the ground at its
eastern end. To what extent this is an ancient feature
or more recent (post-medieval?) arrangement for
wheeled carts to access the spring is impossible to
determine. Convincing evidence that this arrangement
was contemporary with the Iron Age/Roman activity in
this area is the way in which this feature delimits an
area of intense activity to the north.

Activity in the northern half of the field includes arange
of clusters of probable intercutting pits (e.g. F1133,
F1134 and F1135), similar to those encountered in Area
A in 1980. Many of the circular anomalies in this area
are relatively scattered but appear to be associated with
short sections of linear features which may be gullies
or fence lines, defining small enclosures; for example,
F1136,F1137,F1138 and F1139. Some of these linear and
more amorphous features appear to combine to form
larger enclosed areas, for example between F1139,
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F1140 and F1141/F1142. The linear arrangement of the
pit groups at F1135 and F1143, and to the south F1134,
also appears to define activity areas. These cannot
be defined with any certainty but, as seems to be the
case to the east, enclosed areas perhaps marked by
relatively ephemeral gullies or fence lines (undetected
by the geophysics) may have existed with pits on their
peripheries, explaining their linear arrangement.

Such clear structuring is not evident everywhere, with
scatters of pits and quarry-like features in the highest
part of the field (F1144 and F1145) not clearly related
to any enclosures. Positive features (F1149; F1150),
presumably stone structures such as walls, define areas
on the slope. Further pits in this area (F1151; F1152) are
redolent of occupation activity. An additional, smaller
linear (F1153) is orientated across the slope. It seems
likely to be an additional drain or culvert, with another
in field C2b (F1160).

In the northern part of this field, ditch F1043 continues
from field B5 defining the plateau and situated just
above alynchet which remains as an earthwork (F1154).
This bounds a level area to the north in field C2b, which
is delimited by a further lynchet to the south by possible
ditch (F1161) at the base of further terrace or lynchet.
On the western side, the steepness of the slope meant
survey was impossible. This steep slope was probably
not an original feature of the platform but the result of
more recent quarrying, as appears to have taken place
to the north (F1162).

Situated on this level platform are a number of
positive features, representing stone buildings of
rectangular form (F1163 and F1164). These linear
features correspond with slight earthworks visible
on the LIDAR survey of the area (Figure 2.8). Ground
truthing through the excavations at Black Grove
(Chapter 5) has demonstrated that these features are
walls, representing a main range (F1164) and structure
aligned acutely, represented by F1163 and adjacent
wall adjoining the former (F1165). That this latter
wall appears to be truncated by the steep slope on the
western side of this area supports the suggestion this
represents later quarrying.

Associated with the buildings are a number of high-
magnetic responses (F1166), one of these was examined
in excavations of Black Grove (see Chapter 5) and
represented burnt areas of a previous structure. Some
of the adjacent linear features (F1167) may also relate
to gullies associated with these or additional, related
structures. Further areas of pits and possible occupation
evidence are located to the south of the platform
(F1168). The presence of Late Iron Age ceramics and
two Iron Age (Dobunnic) coins from the excavations in
this area in 2015 suggest that some of these features,
such as the pit-like anomalies to the north of F1167,
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are likely to be of Iron Age date, contemporary with
features uncovered in the valley in the 1950s and
1980s (see Chapter 4). Further apparent quarrying can
be seen on the ground and is reflected by the varied
survey responses at F1169 and F1170. These appear to
be relatively late in date and are marked on the 1832
map, although they are not explicitly identified as
quarries and remain undated.

Further west, in field C1, linear (F1171) appears to be the
northern ditch of the trackway continuing in this area
and, although intermittent, probably continues further
to the north-west, represented by F1172. Another
(F1173) probably represents part of the trackway ditch
on the south side. Beyond 1172, the trackway seems to
disappear. The more ephemeral magnetic responses
to the north-west are most likely associated with the
modern field boundary. Whether this indicates the
trackway originally terminated here is unclear. It seems
likely that it continued and is perhaps underneath the
modern road, certainly it does not re-emerge in field E1
(see Figure 2.4). An area of low-magnetic susceptibility
response between these features may represent the
road surface. Along most of the trackway, road surface,
similar to that encountered by Clifford (1961) and Trow
(see Chapter 4), was difficult to identify. The difficulties
for fluxgate gradiometery in detecting Roman road
surfaces have been recognised elsewhere (Creighton
and Fry 2016: 40) and although areas of low-magnetic
susceptibility, such as in field C1 may indicate road
surface, it appears elsewhere that the actual location
of the later stone road (which clearly overlies the
ditched trackway in places: see Chapter 4) has not been
identified. Instead, various earlier features may be
visible in places (such as field C2) between the trackway
ditches.

Where the ground begins to rise from the floodplain, an
area of occupation activity can be recognised, perhaps
related to the Roman villa at Black Grove, represented
by various circular anomalies and sub-rectangular
linear arrangements. These are likely to represent
pits, postholes (F1174, F1175) and short gullies, as well
as some low-magnetic susceptible responses possibly
representing stone structures, Some of these appear
to form small rectangular structures (F1176, F1177). It
is difficult to identify coherent structures from these
features however.

Higher up the slope, on a slight terrace, in field C1
(Figure 2.4), other probable stone structures can be
identified, most notably F1314. Further high-magnetic
responses accompanied by low-magnetic responses
(F1315), although hard to discern as clear structures,
are likely to represent more buildings and activity. A
linear feature (F1316) appears to be unrelated to the
main structure F1314, and thus of a different date. It
is recognisable as a slight earthwork on the ground. Its
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purpose is unclear, though its sinuous nature suggests a
role as some form of drain or gulley. The area of intense
occupation does not appear to continue further north.
To the north-west, in field C1d, a number of anomalies
may be archaeological F1317. A linear wall-like feature
(F1318), probably represents an old field boundary. In
field C1e, linear ditch-like feature F1319 is accompanied
by a probable wall-like feature (F1320). Both are likely
to be relatively recent.

Despite the comparative density of possible
archaeological features in fields E2 and C4, fields Ela, b
and c (Figure 2.4), produced little in the way of probable
archaeological features apart from a few scatters of
roughly circular anomalies at the eastern end of this
area (F1291, F1292, F1293) and a handful of isolated
examples (F1294) which could potentially be pits.
Although, a watching brief (Sue Bathurst pers comm.)
produced no archaeological remains, the scattered
nature of possible archaeological features in this area
means they may well have been missed.

Throughout fields C3, C2a, C2b and C1, features to the
south of the terrace on which the trackway/road is
situated are much less clear. It seems likely that this
is a result of their location within the floodplain of the
valley which is more pronounced due to the terrace. As
indicated in the 1950s excavations and recent augering
and test pitting (Chapter 4), there is significant
colluvium and/or alluvium over archaeological
features in this area (up to 0.5m in the areas examined),
which explains why they are less distinct than those on
the adjacent slopes.

On the opposite side of the valley, in fields C4, C5
and C6 (Figure 2.8 and Figure 2.9), there is also
significant evidence for relatively dense occupation.
On the southern side of the valley, ridge and furrow
is visible on the ground and on the LIDAR survey,
running approximately northeast-southwest. In the
southern part of field C4 ridge and furrow also runs
along the crest of the slope in a northwest-southeast
direction. This can be seen as slight, broad anomalies
on the geophysics. It appears that the northern flatter
part of field C4 was ploughed in the 1950s, although
considering the preservation of ridge and furrow
compared to most fields in the area, this field does not
appear to have been consistently used for arable in
recent times.

The most significant feature in field C4 and C5 is a
linear (ditch) running approximately northwest -
south east (F1178), turning slightly to the west at its
western end. The linear is situated roughly where the
field rises steeply to the south (although it does cut
across the slope towards its western end. After a gap
close to F1180, and apparent truncation by more recent
quarrying, this ditch continues in to field C5 to the east



A BIOGRAPHY OF POWER

and in to field E6 to the west disappearing under an
area of woodland.

This linear defines an area of features to the north,
whilst to the south the area is generally devoid of
archaeological anomalies. The exception is an enclosure
(F1179), possibly attached to linear F1178. The function
of this is unclear although it appears to form an
L-shaped avenue, perhaps for corralling animals. An
additional, rectangular enclosure can be seen at F1180
with a possible corresponding gap in linear F1178.
Another linear (F1181) divides the area to the north of
linear F1178. Linear F1181 appears to respect the main
ditch F1178 (despite continuing for only a very short
distance after intersecting), potentially suggesting the
two were contemporary.

Within the area to the north of linear F1178, there
are a number of clusters of sub-circular anomalies
(F1182, F1183), likely to be pits and postholes similar
to those revealed in field C3a. Some appear to be
clustered within discrete groups, although they reveal
no coherent pattern. Other anomalies such as those at
F1184 and F1185 are harder to define although they
seem likely to be pits and other scoops. Two linear
anomalies (F1186 and F1187) may represent part of the
same ditch feature, probably truncated in the middle
by later ploughing. This feature further divides the
eastern part of the field; associated features include
an alignment of larger postholes or pits (F1188). The

straight, faint anomalies running northwest-southeast
across the field (F1189 and F1190), may be evidence of
more recent field boundaries, which can be noted on
some aerial photographs.

Further to the east in field C5, significant ridge and
furrow, running northeast-southwest, is visible. Ditch
F1178, which divides the valley, continues after being
truncated by an area of (probably Post-Medieval)
quarrying (F1191). Two gaps in the feature (F1192)
and (F1193) may well be original. The association of
the former with large pits or large postholes (F1194)
suggests it is some form of entrance way.

As in field C4, linear F1178 defines a northern area
containing evidence for occupation, and an emptier
southern zone. It also appears to form part of a larger
enclosure, with a second side formed by a linear
running north-south (F1195). The two linears form
an entrance at F1196. The second linear appears
segmented, although the faint anomaly associated with
it may suggest that the darker areas are in fact deeper,
less truncated areas of the ditch as seen in other surveys
of the area (above). Considering the linear detected in
field C4 and C3 it seems better to envisage F1195 as
representing just one of a larger group of sub-divisions
of the valley floor, rather than a discrete enclosure.
An additional curvilinear feature (F1197), which cuts
across the slop at its eastern end, may be related to
F1178 although it is somewhat ephemeral in places.

Figure 2.9a. Survey area ‘f” - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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East of linear F1195 is a range of archaeological
anomalies. Most notable, is a large, roughly circular
anomaly (F1198) consisting of irregular anomalies and
possible traces of a faint, positive outline; this may
represent a roundhouse, with associated scoops, pits
and postholes. Although the anomaly is not clearly
defined it does appear to form a roughly circular
association of features, with an approximate diameter
of around 15m. To the north of F1198 are possible pits
and postholes and short stretches of linear gullies or
ditches (F1199). None of these form a coherent pattern
but do appear to represent general activity, perhaps
similar to that seen elsewhere in the valley. A set of pit-
like anomalies (F1200) appears to form an alignment
to the east of ditch F1195, reflecting those in field C3;
together with the larger pits at F1201 these appear to
form an enclosure of ¢. 35 m across.

As in field C4, it appears that F1178 divided occupation
activity within the valley from a relatively empty area,
perhaps reserved for livestock, to the south. This is
somewhat unsurprising considering the steep slope of
fields C4 and C5 located south of this linear. Situated
on a relatively flat platform in the break of slope to the
south of ditch F1178 is a second curvilinear anomaly
F1202. The size (c. 10 m) and form of this anomaly may
indicate a roundhouse; although its apparent isolation
from other archaeological features, save from a possible
pit to the northeast, is surprising.

Further east, in field C6 (see Figure 2.9), ditch F1178
appears to continue, possibly terminating in this area
or perhaps continuing as F1203 and turning abruptly
south. A parallel set of linear features (F1204; F1205;
F1206) may form ditches marking part of trackway
corresponding with F1178, or elements of enclosures
related to the perpendicular linears seen in field C3a.
Linear F1206 may continue as feature F1208 and related
pits or postholes (F1209) An additional, faint linear
anomaly is also aligned parallel to F1206. Encompassed
by the linear features is a group of amorphous anomalies
(F1210), possibly intercutting pits similar to those in
excavated in field C3a. A low-magnetic linear feature
(F1321) may be remnants of an old field boundary.

Bagendon Valley (West)

There are hints from the survey along the valley to the
east of Bagendon Manor that occupation recognised to
the east dwindles close to the existing village. Watching
briefs at Manor Cottage, however (SP0119306386;
Mayer 2005) (Figure 2.8), and near the Old School
House (SP0111506594: Hood 2011; Figure 2.10) have
identified potential evidence of Late Iron Age and
Roman occupation in the area. Alongside cremation
urns recorded from the rectory area in the 19th century
(Rees 1932) this suggests that activity, contemporary
with that identified in the 1980s and 1950s, and possibly
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associated with Black Grove Roman villa, took place in
this area.

Surveys to the south and west of the village, in field
E2 (Figure 2.10), revealed further possible evidence of
such Iron Age activity, although of far lower density
than to the east. The ditch-like feature recognised in
field C4 and C5, continues to the southern corner of the
field (F1178) disappearing under woodland. If this is
indeed the continuation of this feature it supports the
indication that these ditches defined a significant part
of the valley. Scatters of circular anomalies in this area
(F1225) seem likely to represent pits, reflecting similar
forms of occupation seen to the east. A number of short
linear features (F1226) and L-shaped arrangement
(F1227) appear to represent ditches but form no clear
enclosures. A faint semi-circular feature (F1228) could
represent a roundhouse. The density of features
markedly reduces towards the west, suggesting
occupation did not continue at the same intensity.
Further irregular features found in the western part of
the field probably represent small areas of quarrying.

In the area of the Bagendon valley situated between the
two halves of the current village. The presence of post-
medieval buildings on both sides of the village strongly
suggests that this area may have been occupied in
earlier periods and may represent a partially deserted
medieval village. There is evidence of platforms or
terracing on the slopes of the valley at this point, most
notably on the northern side of the valley. These have
the appearance of Medieval building platforms.

Survey on the northside of the valley (field E6b) revealed
strong linear anomalies (F1211; F1213) associated with
lynchets, although other wide linear features in this
area (such as F1212), maybe the remnants of ridge and
furrow. Several probable structures are visible on the
northern side of the brook. One, a roughly rectangular,
probably walled structure (F1214), is associated with
a number of ferrous magnetic anomalies and a larger
irregular pit-like feature in the centre (F1215). This
feature is evident on LIDAR alongside a number of
other apparent structures to the north. Its size suggests
it may be a small field or garden enclosure rather than
the walls of a building, although these may be evident
just to the north. Its form and proximity to a probable
trackway (F1216) immediately to the east (also visible
on LIDAR) imply it is probably the remnants of Medieval
or post-Medieval buildings. A field boundary that no
longer exists is located approximately in this area on
the 1832 map, although no trackway is depicted. At
least one of the linears in the valley appears not to
respect this trackway (F1217), suggesting the two are
not contemporaneous. Evidence of a second possible
structure may survive on the platform above (F1218),
with hints of positive, wall-like, anomalies, although it
is difficult to resolve this as a structure. A rather unclear
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circular anomaly (F1219) is potentially archaeological
but is heavily disturbed by a modern pipeline. Magnetic
disturbance from a modern pipeline and telegraph pole
also help to obscure archaeological remains.

To the south of the brook, in field E6a, positive linear
F1220mayberelatedtoanoldfieldboundaryidentifiable
in this area on the 1832 map. Linear features may be
remnants of ridge and furrow (F1221), although some
(F1222) could be building platforms. Other features to
the west (F1223) may be archaeological but are hard to
define. In the eastern corner of the field, positive linear
structures (F1224) seem likely to be walls possibly
associated with a field boundary identifiable on the
1832 map, although the complexity of these features is
suggestive of structures, perhaps of Medieval or post-
Medieval date. The presence of redeposited Late Iron
Age and early Roman pottery in the area adjacent to the
0Old School (Hood 2011) does, however, caution against
assuming all these features are of recent date.

There is little from this area which is clearly suggestive
of later Prehistoric activity; despite the evidence from
the 0ld School (Hood 2011), most activity identified
seems likely tobe of Medieval or later date. The presence
of such activity may mean that Iron Age occupation
in this area has been destroyed, or at least obscured,
although it seems likely that if the area witnessed
the same intensity of activity seen in the fields to the
east, this would still be detectable by magnetometry.
It is probable that if the main trackway, which runs

along the valley floor to the east, continued it would
do so in this area. There is no clear sign of it, although
the linear platforms that terrace the valley here, and
linears noted in field E6b, could represent its disturbed
remains. Alternatively, the trackway could have taken
higher ground, following the routes of the modern road
towards the enclosure in field D6.

To the north of Bagendon rectory (Figure 2.6), possible
Iron Age or Roman cremation burials were uncovered
in the 19th century (see Chapter 1). Terracing along
the south facing slopes behind Bagendon Manor and
the rectory, visible on the LIDAR survey, have also
been suggested as possible building platforms (Stephen
Trow pers. comm.) raising the possibility that Late
Iron Age occupation extended into this area. Although
largely covered by trees, some open areas on the
slope behind Bagendon Manor were surveyed. Much
of this area has been subject to significant modern
disturbance ensuring that large tracts of the survey
area were obscured by highly-magnetic interference
meaning few clear archaeological features could be
identified. Despite these problems, a number of possible
archaeological features are visible in this area.

A small area to the north of Bagendon rectory (field
B8b) includes a number of ditch-like features (F1323,
F1322) running parallel to a terrace. At least one of these
(F1322) was accompanied by parallel low-magnetic
susceptible features, likely to be stone revetting of a
terrace in this area. Other features include possible pits

Figure 2.10a. Survey area ‘k’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.10c. Survey area ‘k’ - interpretative plot of results
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or quarrying (F1324) and less-clear anomalies (F1326).
A possible wall-like structure (F1325) runs parallel to
the terracing and may be an old field boundary.

To the south (field 8bc), other ditch-like features (F1327)
also run parallel to the terracing and may relate to
ditch definitions of these platforms. A linear ditch or
gully feature (F1338), possibly continuing to the east
(F1339) may be Prehistoric, although this area has been
obscured by significant magnetic disturbance. Further
east (field B8a), on the west facing slope a further terrace
with accompanying ditch-like feature at its base can
be recognised (F1340). Little in the way of occupation
evidence can be identified east of this feature, although
much of the area has been quarried (F1341). A scatter
of postholes or pit-like features can be identified in the
north-western corner of the field (F1342).

Despite the likelihood of occupation in this area, it is
difficult to determine the date of the terracing, Unlike
the results of surveys further east, in fields C1 and C2,
there is little evidence of stone buildings that would
suggest Roman occupation. It is possible that some of
this terracing is Iron Age in date, although it could be
Medieval or Post Medieval.

On the plateau above (field B8e), survey revealed a
number of possible archaeological features. A cluster of
high-magnetically susceptible features (F1343) appear
pit like, although they are not related to any other

structures. This raises the possibility of unenclosed Iron
Age occupation within the largely open and unoccupied
area to the north of the valley, although there are few
other candidates for possible occupation in this area.
To the south, an irregular ditch-like feature (F1344)
appears to have a funnel shaped entrance (F1345).
The placement of this, at the lower point of the field,
appears to relate to a natural dip forming a connection
between the Bagendon valley and the plateau. This
would be a natural way of moving livestock between
these two areas. The date of such a feature is impossible
to determine, although it does have the hallmarks of
Later Prehistory. A range of other high-magnetically
susceptible features in the rest of this area are most
likely to be natural fissures in the limestone or tree-
throws, although the possibility of some of them being
pits or postholes cannot be ruled out.

Tothe west of Bagendon old rectory (Figure 2.11), survey
produced a significant new discovery. A trapezoidal
enclosure (F1381) was identified, situated on a slight
terrace, approximately half-way up the gentle, south-
facing slope. There appears to be an entrance on its
shorter, eastern-side (F1382) with the return, southern
ditch, seemingly destroyed or obscured by a large
ferrous pipe. The western end of this enclosure is
masked by a small area of woodland.

Within the enclosure are positive features representing
stone walls (F1383). These appear to form three rooms.

Figure 2.11a. Survey area ‘I’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.11b. Survey area ‘" - geophysics results
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Immediately to the south are what may be two small
wing structures with perhaps a corridor adjoining
them. This seems to represent a small villa structure,
similar to that discovered at Ditches (Woodmancote)
and more recently part-excavated at Black Grove (see
Chapter 5). It seems likely that the enclosure predates
the villa building, reflecting the sequence of occupation
at Ditches (see Trow et al. 2009).

Outside the enclosure, to the north-east, a cluster of
pit features (F1346) represent occupation possibly
related to an earlier phase of use. Short segments
of ditch features (F1347, F1348), most of which
disappear into a wooded area to the north, appear to
be related, suggesting an area of relatively intense
occupation. East of the entrance to the enclosure,
short segments of gully or ditch, accompanied by a
linear low-magnetically susceptible feature (F1349)
may represent some form of trackway or entrance
arrangement. Although extremely ephemeral, there
are hints of other features along this alignment
suggesting the possibility of an ill-defined track to the
enclosure in this area. The possibility that this relates
to the trackway encountered in the valley should be
borne in mind. A set of linears running diagonally
(F1350), approximately north-south, are probably an
old field boundary but could be earlier in date and
noticeably appear to define an area of more intense
anomalies close to the main enclosure.

In field B9, a scatter of pit-like features (F1377) and
a possible arcing linear, perhaps a gully (F1378),
and associated oblong feature (F1379) may be of
archaeological origin and could be related to the area
of likely Iron Age occupation to the south in field Dé.
A positive linear feature (F1380) is probably of more
recent origin but it is hard to identify what form of
structure this might represent.

West of Bagendon Village

Survey around Bagendon village suggested that Iron Age
and Roman activity certainly appears to have extended
at least as far the area occupied by the modern village.
Survey was extended west to determine the extent to
which there was evidence for Iron Age or other activity
in the area situated within the landscape defined by
Bagendon dykes ‘h’ and ‘g’, to the south, and Scrubditch
Dyke to the north?

To the south and west of the Scrubditch enclosure in
field D2 (see above), few other potentially archaeological
features were recorded (see Figure 2.12). A linear on the
northern side of the field (F1013) may be a ditch, but
does not appear to correspond with a similar linear in
field D3. Two, probably post-medieval, small quarries
can be seen (Q) and features like those recognised in
field D3 continue in this area (F1014) and in field D4.
To the south, survey in field D4 revealed few obviously

Figure 2.12a. Survey area ‘0’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.12b. Survey area ‘0’ - geophysics results
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Figure 2.12c. Survey area ‘o’ - interpretative plot of results
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archaeological features. Linears F1015 and F1016 are
likely to be old field boundaries, or in the latter case
associated with the modern building in the corner of
this field. Anomalies to the south (F1364, F1365) are
notably circular and could perhaps be large pits of
archaeological nature. To the west, field E12 revealed
a number of possible archaeological features. Most
enigmatic is an arrangement of pit-like features in two
opposing arcs (F1366; F1367) with anomalies between
them. The role and date of this structure is hard to
determine, the strength and shape of the anomalies
suggests an archaeological origin. Its morphology
may indicate an early Prehistoric date (see discussions
below). Field E10 has little evidence for archaeological
features. Two large amorphous features (F1372) are
likely to be relatively recent quarries. A density of
irregular features is likely to represent tree-throws and
linear geological features.

In field B6 to the south-east, no clearly archaeological
features were recorded. The nature of a series of pit-
like features arranged in a semi-circle in the northern
corner of the field (F1017) is uncertain. They correspond
with a marked depression which seems most likely to be
a post-medieval quarry or dew-pond. A linear feature
(F1018) running SE-NW appears to be associated with
the modern building (probably representing modern
services) and corresponds with a similar feature in field
B1. A number of amorphous linears (F1019) are probably
geological features, as seen in field D3. Several probable

quarries are also visible (Q), although the rather precise
circular shape of some is intriguing (F1363).

Above the valley to the west, in fields E8, E10, D5 and D4
(Figure 2.12), scant evidence of Iron Age occupation is
visible.Infield E8 thereislittle indication of archaeology,
save for a possible ditch (F1361) which is unrelated to
anything else. Other features (F1362) seem likely to
be quarries of relatively recent date. Reflecting much
of the plateau area around Bagendon, magnetically-
susceptible irregular features are most likely to be tree-
throws. A similar density of such anomalies can be seen
in field D5, either side of an irregular feature, almost
certainly a palaeochannel. In E13, a line of anomalies
(F1371) could be a pit alignment whilst a large anomaly
(F1370) is likely to be a quarry pit.

Survey within the valley and on its southern slope
(Figure 2.13) revealed a number of archaeological
features, although little evidence that Iron Age
occupation (of any intensity at least) continued this
far west. F1351 is likely to represent a wall, probably of
relatively recent date. A scatter of possible ditch-like
and pit features (F1352) may be occupation evidence,
although they do not form clear features. Further
west, a ditch (F1353) defines what appears to be an
artificially terraced platform. This may relate to an
earlier field boundary although the presence of some
sort of entrance feature at its northern end is unusual
(F1354). A set of linear ditch features running along the

Figure 2.13a. Survey area ‘q’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).



A BIOGRAPHY OF POWER

synsax so1sAydoad - b, eare £oaing "qe1'z 2an31g

62



TOM MOORE - ASSESSING THE WIDER BAGENDON COMPLEX: REMOTE SENSING SURVEYS 2008-2016

Figure 2.13c. Survey area ‘q’ - interpretative plot of results
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slope (F1355) is likely to be related to terracing of the
slope in this area, possibly of Medieval date. An array
of ditch and pit like features to the west of the field
(F1356) are rather incoherent and may be geological,
although the possibility they represent ploughed out
enclosures cannot be discarded. An area to the west in
the valley also showed little that could be considered
Iron Age. Some small circular features (F1373) could be
pits of unknown date, whilst F1374 seems likely to be an
old field boundary.

On the south side of the valley, in field E7 (Figure 2.13),
there is also limited evidence for Iron Age occupation.
A number of possible archaeological features can
be identified, however. An enclosure defined by a
wall (F1357) contains various responses indicative of
occupation, possibly a structure (F1358). Its proximity
to the village suggests this is likely to be a Medieval or
Post-Medieval building. Linear features to the south
(F1359) are probably field boundaries, possibly related
and of relatively recent date. To the east a number
of ditch features correlate to terracing of probable
Medieval or Post-Medieval date (F1360).

Further north (Figure 2.14) relatively little evidence of
occupation could be identified.

The linear feature (F1368) running approximately
north-south, curving to the northeast at the northern
end, and visible on some early aerial photographs

(SP0007/4/272) seems likely to be an old field boundary.
Further north in field E14, two parallel linear ditches
(F1369) appear to represent a trackway (of unknown
date). They are located close to a hollow-way between
the valley and plateau which is marked as a road on the
1792 map (see Figure 1.10) but do not appear to the road
depicted on the map. Further north in E11, sinuous
irregular features, probably natural, continue along
with a range of tree-throws. A single arrangement of
these pit-like features (F1375) exists along the edge of
the combe which runs down to the Bagendon valley.
If Scrubditch dyke formed an arrangement using both
dry valleys in this area as some form of boundary, this is
where we might expect to find its western counterpart.
This feature is too faint and unclear to be definitely
anthropogenic, but it may represent some form of pit
alignment. There is certainly no evidence of a matching
dyke or the continuation of Scrubditch dyke in this
area. Interestingly this corresponds with a feature
marked as a footpath on the 1792 map and seemingly
an earlier field-boundary in this area.

Irregular linear features (such as F1376) are found
across the survey on the limestone plateau areas (in
fields D3, B1 to the east and on the southern side of
the valley in E4 and C4). It seems likely that these are
natural fissures in the limestone, though it should be
noted that the recent discovery of a linear feature to
the north west of Bagendon had a similarly sinuous and
irregular form. Excavation demonstrated this to be a

Figure 2.14a. Survey area ‘n’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.14b. Survey area ‘n’ - geophysics results
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segmented Late Bronze Age boundary feature, probably
part of some form of field system (see discussion below).
The arrangement of some of these linears in to what
almost appear to be rectangular forms (for example
in field E4, where it has been suggested a ‘Celtic’ field
system existed; and in E11) also raises questions as
to their origins. Alternatively, frost-cracking of the
limestone bedrock has been recognised as frequently
forming patterns that mimic field-systems, but are in
fact natural. Either way, ground truthing some of these
features would be worthwhile.

The number of small pit-like strongly magnetic
features also increases on the limestone plateau area
between field B3 and E11. The irregular nature of these
features suggests they are unlikely to be anthropogenic
and are perhaps tree-throws or some form of solution
hollows. If the former, they may represent evidence for
the ancient woodland that existed in this area. It should
be remembered, however, that archaeological features
(pits, wells, etc) of various dates may exist amongst
these features, as is the case in individual fields.

The ramparts and outer areas
The northern and eastern ramparts

Survey also encompassed the dyke system from
Scrubditch to Perrott’s Brook. Cutham Dyke (A) is
preserved as an earthwork to the west of the Bagendon-
Woodmancote road, now situated in the berm between
dyke ‘a’ and the outer dykes. Whilst dyke ‘a’ appears
to be continuous, save for an area where it has been
truncated by the more recent road; the outer dykes
can be seen from aerial photographs to have various
breaks, most of them likely to be original features.

In field A2 (Figure 2.15) a number of archaeological
features have previously been identified from aerial
photographs. These include the main inner (dyke ‘a’)
and outer dyke (dyke ‘"), which are also visible as slight
earthworks at ground level and on the LIDAR survey.
A number of indeterminate cropmarks recorded by
the Royal Commission (RHCME 1976: 6) also indicated
the possibility of an additional, smaller ditch at the
north end of the Cutham Lane (dyke ‘a’) earthwork.
Geophysical survey refined the location and nature
of these features in addition to identifying a number
of other, previously unidentified, archaeological
remains. The two large ditch features representing
the main dykes are clearly visible: the extension of
Cutham Dyke ‘a’ (F1229) and its parallel dyke ‘j’ (F1230).
Ephemeral evidence for a rampart on the western side
of dyke ‘a’ can also be noted. There is also confirmation
that the outer dyke (F1230) terminates in this field,
approximately 10 m from the edge of the survey area,
and does not run under the adjacent road. At the
northern end of dyke ‘a’, the proposed smaller ditch
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feature (F1231) can be confirmed and continues in to
field B1 (F1020; See above).

Ditch F1230 reveals an interesting bifurcation (F1232)
which may imply a secondary ditch running parallel to
the main ditch for some of its length and intersecting
it elsewhere. There is no clear indication as to
whether this is later or earlier than the main ditch.
The existence of similar features in field A3 and A4,
however (see below), may imply these also represent
part of the same feature. It is possible, but unlikely that
this represents a palisade trench associated with the
ditch. Alternatively, excavation of dyke ‘a’ at Cutham
Hill house (Wright 2005) suggested the presence of
a possible guide ditch and this smaller linear may
represent a similar example. Other linears laid out prior
to the main dyke system have been suggested at other
Late Iron Age oppida, although these have subsequently
been reinterpreted as representing pre-existing field
boundaries later monumentalised by the dyke systems
(Haselgrove et al. 1990: 86). The same may be true at
Bagendon, with earlier boundaries later elaborated as
major earthworks. An alternative suggestion is that
the existence of the bank here presented a convenient
location for a later field boundary (which may also be
visible in some aerial photographs) and that these are
the remains of a medieval or post-medieval field ditch.
Further to the east, more ephemeral features (F1233),
which apparently respect linear F1230, are unlikely to
be contemporary and may be explained as the remnants
of amore recent track in this area from a (now blocked)
entrance on the north side of the field.

In addition to the main dykes, a number of
archaeological features are visible on the western
side of the area. These include at least two linear
features which appear to run beneath, and to the
west of dyke ‘a’. These are associated with a number
of other ditch-like features and pits. The two main
linear ditches, orientated roughly east-west (F1234
and F1235), are clearly not the same phase as the main
dyke and, whilst it is difficult to confirm whether they
are earlier or later than the main ditch, the initial
conclusion from the limited response they provide in
this area is that they are earlier than dyke ‘a’. These
two ditches appear to form the boundaries of a funnel
shaped enclosure with its entrance at F1236. Plough
damage to these features has, however, made the
form of this enclosure difficult to reconstruct and it
would seem likely, on the basis of other features such
as the presence of another ditch (linear F1237), that
they represent multiple phases of activity. Related
to these are a number of other linear features: F1238
appears to be the remnants of a D-shaped enclosure
which has suffered significant plough damage. The
plot of some of these features by the Royal commission
(RCHME 1976: 6) can now be shown to be simplistic,
with the geophysics here revealing a more complex
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arrangement. Within the enclosure can be seen a group
of pits adjacent to the enclosure ditch on its northern
side (F1239), a relatively typical arrangement for
middle Iron Age enclosures. Two potentially circular
features can be posited, one within the enclosure
and a second, semi-circular structure apparently
bisected by the main enclosure ditch (F1240; F1241).
To the south of the putative enclosure are a number
of circular features (F1242; F1243; F1244) likely to be
large pits (perhaps storage pits of Iron Age type), with
more examples on the northern side of the enclosure.
The presence of these outside the possible enclosure
is reminiscent of the arrangement seen with the
Scrubditch and Cutham enclosures in fields B5 and
D3. At F1248, a group of what may be pits is aligned
roughly north-south, seemingly parallel to the main
dyke. This could potentially represent a pit alignment,
although the possibility that they are sinkholes in the
limestone cannot be ruled out.

More ephemeral features identified by the survey
include two linear features, which may be ditches,
at F1245 and F1246. Neither of these has a clear
relationship with the ditches at F1234 and F1235 and
they do not form any coherent pattern although they
may be related. Further down the hill, two amorphous
parallel linear features running down slope are unlikely
to archaeological and a more likely to fissures in the
natural geology or old spring courses (F1247).

To the south in field A3 (Figure 2.16), dyke ‘a’ disappears
beneath modern buildings; it was though recorded as
a highly-truncated feature to the west of the modern
house in this area in 2005 (Wright 2005). The outer dyke
" (F1230), continues through field A3, confirming its
visibility on a number of aerial photographs. The only
other archaeological feature recognised in this field
is linear F1250 running parallel to F1230. This feature
runs alongside F1230 for much of its length, apart
from the southern half of the field where it appears
to have suffered from significant plough damage,
finally turning sharply to the west at its northern end.
This might be a palisade associated with the rampart,
but the fact that it does not run exactly parallel and
turns away from dyke ‘j’ underneath the modern field
boundary at its northern end may instead suggest it is
more recent in date. Alternatively, the evidence for a
range of linears revealed by geophysics and excavation
in field A3, A4 and A2—apparently related to the main
dyke system but on somewhat different alignments—
may suggest these represent evidence for other linear
boundaries, perhaps part of earlier field systems or
internal divisions of the Bagendon complex.

Dyke 4§ (F1230) continues in to field A4, terminating
there. This seems likely to represent a definite end
to the feature with little evidence that it represents
later truncation. As in field A3 there are two possible
linears associated with F1230, although neither are

Figure 2.15a. Survey area ‘b’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.15b. Survey area ‘b’ - geophysics results
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exactly parallel. The clearest (F1251) does not appear to
continue from F1250 in field A3 and it is unclear if F1252
is related to F1251. A second linear running downhill
(F1253) appears to end opposite the terminus of F1230,
although it is hard to determine if this means they were
contemporary. The rather sinuous nature of F1253
might suggest a natural origin, but its’ well-defined
response, similar to ditches elsewhere, seems to imply
anthropogenic origin. The linear continues in to field
A5, obscured at its eastern end by woodland. A number
of small circular and linear anomalies (F1254) may be
related archaeological features. The faint linears (F1255)
are almost certainly the result of vehicles or other more
recent movement, as seen in fields A2 and A3.

There is no trace of dyke ‘b’ (Figure 2.5) visible south
of A5 in fields A6 and A7. To what extent this has been
destroyed by the ferrous pipe in this area is unclear.
Some evidence of the ditch can be seen on aerial
photographs, but these indicate that dyke ‘b’ terminates
in field A5 (e.g. from 1969: NMR SP0106/7/156 and from
1975: NMR SP0106,/38/298). A number of archaeological
features are present: F1256 a short linear feature
appears to represent some form of boundary and may be
related to a parallel feature F1257. F1256 continues in to
field A6 forming a junction with another linear feature
aligned at right angles (F1258). The latter seems likely
to correspond with the linear on the other side of dyke
‘a’ in field B4 (F1034), although it appears that F1258
terminates before the edge of the survey area. Despite

being partially obscured by a large ferrous disturbance,
there is no evidence that F1258 intersected with dyke
‘b’ (F1259).

Other features in this area include a scatter of circular
anomalies (F1260) in field A6 and those at the end of
F1258, (F1261), possibly suggesting its continuity and
representing truncated remnants of a longer ditch.
A larger anomaly (F1262) is potentially associated, or
is perhaps a small quarry. Further north, in field A5,
a dense scatter of discreet and well-defined circular
anomalies seems likely to be a group of pits (F1263),
which appear to have been obscured by the ferrous
disturbance, situated at the terminus of dyke ‘b’. The
lack of any other clear features associated with F1263
makes this area hard to interpret, although scatters
of pits related to occupation are characteristic of
the settlement elsewhere in the area (for example in
field D3 and A2). Dyke ‘b’ continues in field A7 (Figure
2.7), terminating in this field and forming a gap
approximately 50 m wide with dyke ‘c’. The terminus
of dyke ‘c’ may just be visible on the edge of field A7
as F1264. An additional linear feature (F1265) seems
unrelated.

Southern Ramparts
The area south of Bagendon valley is dominated by a

plateau of land which gently slopes to the east (Figure
2.9 and 2.17). This area is dominated by the presence

Figure 2.16a. Survey area ‘c’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.16c. Survey area ‘c’ - interpretative plot of results
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of Perrott’s Brook Dyke ‘f, which still stands as an
earthwork. What is now the road between Perrott’s
brook and Duntisbourne is known as the Welsh (Welch)
Way. This was a medieval and post-medieval drove-
way, between Wales and London, in use between the
13th and 18th century AD (see Chapter 24). Although
there is no secure evidence to support this suggestion,
the presence of earlier long-distance routeways across
the landscape is a possibility and certainly some of
the Roman roads (e.g. Akeman street, Fosse Way) may
reflect, if not exactly correspond to, Iron Age route-
ways. The Perrott’s Brook rampart was subjected to a
small excavation prior to a water pipeline being laid in
1983 (Courtney and Hall 1984), demonstrating it was 9
m wide, the bank remaining to 1 m in height, the ditch
c 2.5 m deep below modern ground surface (c.4 m from
bottom of ditch to top of extant bank) (see Chapter 4).
Excavations produced no dating evidence from the
section, but suggested that the earthwork was of one
phase and showed no later modification (Courtney and
Hall 1984: 200). A section of dyke ‘e’ (F1266), excavated in
2017, was similarly lacking in diagnostic material but has
provided radiocarbon dating evidence (see Chapter 4).

Two additional earthworks are known to exist between
Perrott’s Brook dyke (dyke ‘f) and the occupation area
in the valley; both still exist as slight earthworks. The
first (dyke ‘d’) runs along the crest and then down the
hill overlooking the valley; the earthwork survives in
places to as much as 1 m high. To the south, a second

earthwork (dyke ‘e’) can be seen as a scarped edge in
the field; there is no clear evidence of a bank but there
is clear evidence in places of a ditch on the south side
of the slope. There is some indication from the form of
the scarp edge that, at least in field C8, it may have been
modified at a later date. This earthwork and dyke ‘f’ flank
a natural depression which runs roughly east-west; this
appears to be one of the dry-valleys or combes which run
off the Churn valley. There has been significant modern
disturbance in the area between dyke ‘' and dyke ‘e,
represented by the construction of farm buildings and
houses within the area of the natural depression, and it
is clear that some of this area has been levelled for the
construction of modern buildings. The fact that all of the
area defined here as field C7 and C8 was called ‘Middle
Hill and Stonequarry’ on the 1832 landownership map,
may suggest that quarrying took place in this area prior
to the construction of the present buildings.

Fields C7a and b are situated on the plateau above
Bagendon valley. A strong anomaly (F1266) running
ENE-WSW is clearly the ditch associated with dyke E.
The ditch runs to the northeast before being obscured,
then re-emerging in field C8b. The steep scarp of the
bank and ditch, with the bank seemingly flattened,
continuesin fields C8a and C8b but could not be surveyed
because of its steepness. There is some evidence of a
bank represented by a positive response in field C8a
(F1267). The continuation of the ditch at the base of
this scarp edge is visible at its easterly end. Whether

Figure 2.17a. Survey area ‘g’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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linear F1268, which runs towards to the northeast,
represents its continuation in field C8b is impossible to
say, but the impression is that the two may be related.
This would make sense as all three dykes (‘d’, ‘¢’ and ‘f’)
curve northwards to form a pincer arrangement around
the valley entrance. This feature may even relate to the
linear noted in field C9 (see below), although they do not
appear to be on exactly the same alignment. Assessing
the alignment of dyke ‘e’ (F1266) is complicated by the
presence of significant disturbance from modern ferrous
infrastructure in fields C8a and C8b.

At its western end, linear F1266 has two clear gaps: at
(F1269), approximately 20 m wide, and (F1270), 8 m wide.
Despite the fact the former has a modern ferrous pipe
running through it (producing significant magnetic
disturbance), the clear termini of the ditches implies this
is an original feature. Gap F1270 has hints of a smaller
linear continuing between the gaps; this might suggest
the presence of an earlier linear feature or some sort
of entrance structure with a walkway over a narrower
ditch at an entrance, although this was not identified by
excavation (see Chapter 4). The presence of this linear
may support indications elsewhere within the complex
(see above) that some of these large dyke features
replaced earlier boundaries. There is no reason not
see both these gaps as original, although considering
the segmented nature of the dyke system (see above)
whether they represent ‘entrances’ in a traditional
sense is not entirely clear. It is notable that the ditches
of the northern and eastern earthworks (see above) do
not appear to have gaps of similar size, suggesting a
somewhat different arrangement in this area.

Ditch F1266 appears to terminate in field C7a. This reflects
the situation as visible on a number of aerial photographs
of the area. However, another linear feature (F1271)
continues on roughly the same alignment and may be
associated with a less strong anomaly which carries on to
the west, roughly parallel to the field boundary (F1272). At
its eastern end a seemingly related feature (F1273) forms
a gap (F1274), deviating to the south of ditch F1266 and
gap F1269, then continuing to the east, only be obscured
by a modern ferrous pipe which runs up from the nearby
farm buildings. An apparent gap in F1273 seems likely to
be caused its truncation by an additional linear feature
aligned approximately east-west (F1275) which together
with parallel linear F1276, appears to form a trackway
running down the hill in this area.

None of these features are visible on the aerial
photographs and they provide significant new evidence
on the arrangement of the dyke system in this area. It
appears that dyke ‘e’ continued to the west in some form
(in similar fashion to Cutham Dyke on the north side of
the complex) represented by linear feature F1272. The
nature of features F1271 and F1273 is somewhat harder
to determine. The arrangement of gaps F1274 and F1269
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might indicate that the terminus of ditch F1266 (dyke ‘e’)
in this area actually represents a complex entrance way
formed by F1274 and F1269, explaining why it appears to
terminate in field C7b only to continue for a short stretch
in field C7a. It is notable that this arrangement is situated
at the point where the dry valley flattens out in field C7a. 1t
seems plausible to suggest this arrangement of boundary
features was designed to facilitate moving livestock or
people towards this entrance on to the plateau with F1273
perhaps forming some kind of funnelling arrangement. A
note of caution should be sounded, however; the sinuous
nature of F1273 might imply it has a natural origin,
perhaps a stream bed, although there is no evidence of this
on the ground. The role of the much smaller gap (F1270)
in such an arrangement is less clear, but the possibility of
this representing a smaller entrance, perhaps for human
traffic as opposed to livestock through F1269, and hence
the narrower entrance with continuous smaller ditch
might explain it.

Other features in field C7a (F1277 and F1278) appear to
be more recent boundary features although they may be
related to the dyke system (F1272). Several large scoop-
like features (q) seem likely to be small stone-quarries,
whist irregular linears (F1279) similar to those on the
northern side of the Bagendon area are likely to be
natural fissures in the limestone.

In field C7b, dyke ‘d’ can be identified as linear ditch
F1280 that runs along the edge of the survey area,
continuing in to fields C8a and C8b. This feature appears
to have witnessed (probably relatively late) opportunistic
quarrying in some areas, in particular in fields C8a (e.g.
F1281). The barnk, visible as a slight earthwork along
the boundaries of fields C8a and C8b, appears to have
been destroyed at the western end of this feature; the
ditch runs in to field C7b and terminates, apparently
originally ending here with no trace that it continued
any further (supported by evidence from a number
of aerial photographs). An additional element of this
feature revealed by the geophysics is the presence of a
narrower parallel linear (F1282) which terminates at the
same point as ditch F1280. This has some similarities to
the linear features associated with dyke ‘" (see above).
The features clearly seem related and, as with those
discussed above, may represent a palisade or perhaps
features associated with the construction of the (now
destroyed) bank. Alternatively, as argued above, they
may represent earlier boundaries which the more
substantial earthworks replaced. At the terminus of
these two linears, a number of circular anomalies could
be archaeological in origin (pits for example) but cannot
be distinguished from natural features and do not form
a coherent pattern.

The parallel linears in field C7b noted earlier (F1275 and
F1276; approximately 20 m apart), which run up the dry
valley, do not appear to correspond with other larger
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linears in the area, but their parallel nature may imply
they represent a trackway of some sort—possibly an
earlier alignment of the routeway represented by the
modern road. It is not inconceivable however, that this
represents an earlier, Iron Age feature and it is notable
that it appears to terminate as the dry-valley flattens
out in field C7a. Other features in this area include a
positive feature (F1284), almost certainly the remains of
arelatively recent stone field boundary. A small circular
anomaly in field C8b (F1285) may be of ancient origin or
may be a small stone quarry.

Evidence of the outer ramparts can also be discerned in
fields C9 and 10 (Figure 2.9) which lie immediately to the
east of the occupation area in the valley. It seems that
the trackway or road revealed by the geophysics and by
Clifford’s excavations continued in to the area but is now
obscured by modern gardens and a pond (all created since
Clifford’s excavations). Dyke ‘b’ clearly continued into the
area of this house, with Clifford (1961: 9) indicating that a
spring emerged from the end of this ditch. These fields also
show evidence for upstanding ridge and furrow aligned
east-west which may also have impacted upon earlier
archaeological remains. Much of field C10 was obscured
by magnetic interference from two pipelines and the
metal fences around the field margins. In addition, it was
not possible to survey the northernmost part of field C9
because of dense undergrowth.

Despite these issues, a number of archaeological features
are visible in this area. Most significant is a linear ditch-

like anomaly (F1286) which runs from the direction of
field C8b. This appears to terminate within field C10 and
no corresponding feature was found in C9. This feature
is visible on the LIDAR of the area as a slight earthwork.
Although the LIDAR may indicate that the feature carries
on into field C10, it is not respected by the ridge and
furrow in this area, which appears to overly it. It seems
most likely that this linear represents the remains of
one of the main outer ramparts, most likely dyke ‘e’ (but
possible dyke ‘d’), which turned north-eastward towards
the entrance. Comparison with the LIDAR indicates that
the feature also aligns with the terminus of dyke b’.

Further features in this area are less easily interpreted.
A number of linear features can be discerned in field C9
and C10 (F1288) with some pit-like features (F1287), but
none of these is clearly prehistoric in nature and some
may be later field boundaries. None seem to relate to
the alignment of the ridge and furrow however, which
may suggest they are relatively early in date and the
possibility they are related to the rest of the complex
cannot be ruled out.

The southern part of the complex

To the west of the apparent termination of dykes
‘d’, ‘e’ and ‘f, areas available for geophysical survey
are more restricted than on the northern side of
the complex. Field E3 (Figure 2.18), directly to the
west of field C4 had relatively limited evidence for
archaeological remains. A number of large negative

Figure 2.18a. Survey area j’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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features (F1384, F1385, F1386) might be small quarries
or large pits but appear unlikely to be of early date.
A linear feature, F1387, could be a ditch although
its sinuous nature may suggest a natural geological
fissure. Another linear (F1313) is likely to be some
form of ditch, although it may be relatively recent.
Most prominently furrows (F1295) running north-
south reveal the extent to which ploughing has
occurred in this area. The most southerly area of
this field was obscured by game-cover at the time of
survey, restricting the area examined.

To the west, on what is known as Bagendon Downs,
the RCHME (1976: 9) suggested the presence of ‘Celtic’
fields in field E4 on the basis of cropmarks and slight
upstanding earthworks (no longer visible). The NMP
also indicated the presence of irregular features
although these are hard to identify as part of a regular
field system. The geophysical survey revealed a
number of irregular anomalies (F1289) in the southern
area and similar features further north (F1296), but all
seem consistent with natural features resulting from
fracturing of the underlying limestone, similar to those
noted elsewhere in the area (see above). The linearity
and regularity of some of these features might imply
they are heavily truncated ditches, but this seems
unlikely. More convincing ditch-like features were
identified further north (F1297) and appear to relate to
the remains of a lynchet (F1298) (with F1299 another
less clear example) which are also visible on LIDAR. The

RCHME (1976, 9) suggested the presence of a possible
roundbarrow and a potentially extremely ploughed-
out circular ring (F1300) confirms aerial photographic
evidence. Its location, between the linears at F1297 and
the lynchets may suggest an association, and that all
features relate to later Prehistoric land-management.
Other small, pit-like features close to the linears (F1301)
and further south (F1302) may be associated. No other
trace of archaeological features is visible, feature
(F1290) represents a modern footpath across the field.
Overall, there is little to suggest Iron Age occupation in
this area, but the possibility remains that some of these
features relate to Bronze Age activity.

In field E5 (Figure 2.19), the nature of earthwork of dyke
‘h’, on the western periphery of the complex has been
the subject of some debate. Stephen Trow (unpub.)
has suggested that it may not relate to the complex of
earthworks at the entrance to the valley and may be
an earlier cross-ridge dyke. The northern end of this
dyke is visible from aerial photographs extending in
to field E5 with a notable change of direction towards
the north-east and then abrupt termination. A key
issue was assessing whether it relates to an additional
earthwork recognised by the RCHME (dyke ‘g’) visible
on the LIDAR. dyke ‘h’ was clearly identified by the
geophysics (F1303) confirming that it terminates
in this area. Intriguingly, an additional short linear
(F1304) was identified partly filling the gap between
dyke ‘g’ and dyke ‘h’. Its well-defined nature suggest it

Figure 2.19a. Survey area ‘p’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.19c. Survey area ‘p’ - interpretative plot of results
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is unlikely to be a natural feature suggesting perhaps a
deliberately segmented dyke system in this area.

A further possible linear feature may be identifiable
further south (F1305), associated with a cluster of
possible small negative features (possibly pits or
postholdes: F1306), possibly related to F1303. There
are hints of this feature more clearly visible on an
aerial photograph (NMR: S09906/10/55 10 MAY 73). If
connected, this could make it look somewhat similar to
the polygonal enclosure at Wiggold, Ampney Crucis, c.
4 km away. This, and similar examples, are represented
by the existence of seemingly discontinuous ditches
with frequent entrance gaps and appear to be a Late
Bronze Age phenomenon (Darvill 2010: 161). This raises
once again the possibility that the dyke is not part of the
complex, although considering its form and arrangement
this appears unlikely. It is also possible that earlier linear
features were incorporated in to the complex.

Further features appear archaeological. Two round
features (F1307) close to the end of linear F1303 appear
related and might even be construed as entrance-way
postholes. There are other archaeological anomalies
(F1308), and two large pit-like features (F1309) that
appear too regular to be quarry pits and may be related
to the linear features. There is tantalising evidence for
some form of prehistoric activity in this area. By contrast,
F1310 has the hallmarks of a quarry-pit or dew-pond
of recent (post-medieval) origin. The more ephemeral
features, F1311 and F1312, appear to be ploughed out
lynchets, comparable to those encountered in field E4
and may be part of the same field system. That linear
F1303 appears to terminate at the end of lynchet F1312
may not be coincidental and, along with the apparent pit
like features F1307, could be related.

Area to the West, ‘outside’ the Bagendon dykes

Defining the limits of the Bagendon complex is
highly problematic and potentially fruitless, with
the elements comprising a polyfocal arrangement of
activity (see Chapter 24). Certain areas beyond the
immediate area covered by the dyke system were
selected for survey to assess the nature of remains
and address specific questions. The area around
Dartley Farm, known as Stancombe, was of particular
interest because of the potential evidence of a Roman
Villa encountered in this area (RCHME 1976: 49);
while further west an area of Iron Age occupation
had been partially excavated in the 1990s at Middle
Duntisbourne (Mudd et al. 1999).

Middle Duntisbourne (Dartley Farm)
The dualling of the A419 excavations in the 1990s led

to identification of various archaeological features to
west of Ermin Street. This was revealed to be an Iron
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Age settlement (referred to as Middle Duntisbourne
S098850725: Mudd et al. 1999) consisting of a probable
rectilinear enclosure, probably of two phases,
associated with various other linear features identified
by cropmarks in the field to the north-east of the A419.
The discovery of Late Iron Age ceramics and other
material dating to the mid-1st century BC indicates
that a second phase of occupation of the enclosure
was contemporary with occupation at Bagendon itself
and the Ditches enclosure nearby. The settlement also
produced some evidence that it may have existed in a
relatively wooded area, and had a high proportion of
pig bones (Mudd et al. 1999: 86); both aspects reflect the
evidence from the enclosure excavated at Scrubditch
as part of the Bagendon project. A number of features
associated with the excavated enclosure can be
identified as cropmarks in the field to the north-east.
More recently, ploughing in this area by the landowner
has revealed a several finds, including a probable Iron
Age loom-weight. In recent years, some of this area has
become obscured by the plantation of trees on both the
western and eastern margins of this field restricting
the available survey area to a central strip in the centre
of this field. Survey conducted in this area was aimed
at clarifying the nature of activity here and its extent
in relation to the enclosures noted by excavations; was
this part of a larger complex which might relate to
occupation in the Bagendon valley?

Significant numbers of archaeological features can
be identified in this area (Figure 2.20), although the
survey revealed that occupation diminishes towards
the east of the survey area. A large linear (F3000),
visible on various aerial photographs and Google Earth
extends roughly north-south beyond the survey. Aerial
photographs indicate this linear continues into the
adjacent field and may form part of a large enclosure,
although no return angle is visible in the field to the
north. Several pit-like features are located on the
western side of this ditch (F3001) and although other
circular archaeological features can also be identified
on the eastern side, the intensity of features suggests
the focus of occupation was to the west, beyond the
survey area. Two curvilinear features (F3003; F3004),
both only partially identifiable, may tentatively be
roundhouse drip-gullies.

A second ‘L’ shaped linear (F3005), of similar scale to
F3000, is rather unusual, turning to the north at its
eastern end. Although it is substantial in size (probably
a few metres wide) it does not appear to have ever
continued further north and is unlikely to have been
fully ploughed out. One possibility is that, combined
with some of the features to the south, it formed part
of an elaborate entrance-way into the settlement to the
west. In the crook of this linear are a number of circular
features of substantial diameter (2-3m), likely perhaps
to be Iron Age storage pits.
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Further south, a larger amorphous disturbed area
seems likely to be a quarry (F3006). That this is located
where a parallel ditch to F3005 might have existed may
suggest this has destroyed the feature in this area. Such
aquarry could be of Iron Age, Roman or even later data,
although quarrying in the side of Iron Age ditches close
to the Roman road of Ermin street is commonplace.
There are hints that the quarry partly obscures a
linear feature (F3007), which may be related to linear
ditch feature F3008. A parallel linear ditch F3009,
along with F3008, create a possible trackway oriented
roughly east-west. This terminates with respective
large pits (F3010) creating a funnel like arrangement.
Other linear ditches F3012 and F3013 also appear to
run parallel possibly creating another trackway. An
additional large (probably quarry) pit is located at
F3011. Combined these ditches and other features are
hard to reconstruct as a coherent arrangement, partly
because the survey has clearly only clipped the edge of
the occupation area, which stretches to the south-east
and south-west, but also probably because these appear
to consist of multiple phases of activity. This may also
be in part be due to significant plough-damage having
occurred in this area in the past; this is a feature of many
of the Later Prehistoric remains identified throughout
the Bagendon area. Despite the clearly archaeological
nature of the features identified at Dartley Farm, and
their almost certainly Later Prehistoric date, the use of
this settlement remains enigmatic.

Stancombe

Additional surveys were also conducted around the
Stancombe area (S0998075) (Figure 2.21 and 2.22).
Evidence of a potential Roman settlement was recorded
through small-scale excavations in the 1970s (RCHME
1976: 49). These uncovered the footings of a building,
including a small area of tessellated floor (A) (RCHME
1976: Plate 51). Other finds of (probably Roman)
ceramics were also located in this area (B, C, D). Refined
dating evidence, beyond a single Late Roman coin, is
lacking. The area of fields to the south of Stancombe
Farm includes pronounced terracing, some likely to be
building platforms and others possibly terracing for
farming.

The area was of interest for the Bagendon project in
determining whether evidence of Roman structures
could be identified in this area and whether any details
of their form and structure could be ascertained.
Considering the discovery of two, previously unknown,
Roman villas within the Bagendon valley (at Blackgrove
and Bagendon House) the relationship of Roman
activity at Stancombe becomes increasingly significant.

Further to the east, the RCHME (1976: 7) suggested
that aerial photographs may indicate the presence of
a dyke in this area (Figure 1.12). A linear feature does
appear visible on some photographs (e.g. Figure 2.23;

Figure 2.20a. Survey area ‘t’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.20c. Survey area ‘t’ - interpretative plot of results
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SP0007/1/272 12 APR 1969), although it is relatively
ephemeral and not visible on more recent images.
The position of this dyke is rather unusual, but would
reflect those at Cutham Dyke and Perrott’s Brook Dyke
in running up the slope from the valley bottom. Survey
was undertaken in four distinct areas aimed primarily
at addressing these key issues. The supposed dyke
feature is hard to discern on the geophysics of field
F4. A positive feature (F4000) running approximately
East-West, may be the ploughed out remains of a bank.
There is no evidence of an associated ditch however,
and the RCHME survey appears to suggest it runs at a
more acute angle across the field. A further ephemeral
linear feature (F4001) also appears unlikely to be a
dyke. The presence of a dyke in this area is therefore
hard to confirm. A more prominent negative linear
feature (F4008) only very partly intruding into field F4
might be a more likely candidate for a dyke ditch, but
its bifurcated nature suggests it is perhaps more likely
associated with the field boundary. From the geophysics
evidence, if dyke ‘x’ did exist, it would appear to have
not been associated with a ditch. Considering the clear
visibility of the other dykes elsewhere in the complex,
even those in fields which have witnessed significant
ploughing, it seems likely that the remains visible on
the aerial photographs and geophysical survey are
remnants of more recent field boundaries.

More certain features can be identified in the south-east
corner of the field. Linear features F4003 and F4002 are

likely to be the ditches. F4003 approximately follows
the contour but also curves out towards the north-
east at its north end, perhaps changing course because
of features no longer visible. The gap between F4003
and F4002 has the appearance of an entrance way,
particularly because F4002 tacks to the north-east a little
at its eastern terminus. An additional linear (F4004) runs
parallels to F4003 suggesting they may form part of a
field system. Additional more ephemeral negative linear
features (F4005; F4006; F4007), are positioned roughly
perpendicular to F4003 and might be related. F4003 and
F4004 seem too pronounced as features to be draining
ditches and are likely to be part of a field system,
possibly related to the Roman settlement at Stancombe,
discussed below. F4005 may continue to the south east
and does appear to correspond with the feature visible
in the 1969 aerial photograph.

At the far east of the field, large negative features
(F4008) may be pits of some sort, perhaps quarry pits.
Further smaller negative features, F4009 and F4010,
may also be archaeological. To the west, three linear
features (F4011) running parallel to each other seem
likely to be slightly ploughed out lynchets. A less-well
preserved lynchet is also noted further south (F4013)
in line with those recognised in field F2. Apparently
running across the most northerly of these three
linears lynchets, a positive, rectangular feature (F4012)
might well be the remnants of a stone building,
approximately 10x7m. A group of negative linear

Figure 2.21a. Survey area ‘r’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.21b. Survey area ‘r’ - geophysics results

89



A BIOGRAPHY OF POWER

sjnsai Jo jo[d aangejaadiajur - 1, eate AoaIng 0177 931y

— soljo)| I

- M 08 oF 0c M
- ...............ﬁ...n__r

.-...-.lll.ll.l - X}

.1111..11..11 ” " W

et

1

90



TOM MOORE - ASSESSING THE WIDER BAGENDON COMPLEX: REMOTE SENSING SURVEYS 2008-2016

features (F4014) that can be identified to the north-
east, are perhaps small enclosures related to structure
F4012. On the northernmost part of the survey, two
linear features (F4015) (visible on some Google Earth
images), are likely to be the remnants of an earlier
trackway continuing from that on the western side of
Stancombe Farm. Many of the features in field F4 could
be of either Prehistoric or Roman origin and might
benefit from further investigation to determine their
date. The anomalies located around F4012 are most
convincing as structures and may be an outlying group
of buildings related to the Villa.

Survey of fields F2, F2b and F3 (Figure 2.22) examined the
area around the suggested Roman settlement identified
in the 1970s. The terracing is visible on various aerial
photographs and is clearly identifiable on the survey with
at least four lynchets (F4016; F4017; F4018; F4019), and
with F4017 forming a rectangular terrace. An assortment
of positive linear features can be identified on the
upper most terrace. F4020 forms a rectangular feature,
approximately 15 m x 10 m with a smaller rectangular
structure to the south (F4021) around 5 m across. The
disjointed walls in this area indicate other walls perhaps
forming further rooms. On the basis of comparison with
excavation of similar features at Blackgrove, Bagendon
(see above), large negative responses associated with
these walls are archaeological deposits accumulated
between the walls. Further potential structures can be
identified on the terrace below (F4022). More ephemeral

positive linear features are visible further to the east,
F4023 potentially forms a rectangular building structure
as much as 20 m long, with further linear features,
probably walls (F4024).

The area immediately to the north of these structures is
largely obscured by the magnetic disturbance from an
iron fence, with most of the area around the location of
the 1970s-excavation destroyed by a pond and obscured
by trees. Survey in this area did, however, locate a large
rectangular positive anomaly, almost certainly a stone
building (F4025) approximately 20 m in length with
a possible additional adjacent set of walls to the east,
making this structure possibly over 30 m long. Various
anomalies suggest evidence of occupation in this area with
an additional possible stone structure (F4026 and F4027).

Surveys in field F2b and field F3 were undertaken to
determine if the settlement continued in these areas.
Lynchets, or terracing, are visible in F3 although
significant areas of modern disturbance have also been
noted and were mentioned by the current landowner.
Survey in F2b revealed little in the way of obviously
archaeological features, certainly nothing that could
be identified as likely to represent stone buildings. A
few negative anomalies (F4028) might be pits but there
is little evidence for coherent structures. Further east,
in field F3, few clear archaeological anomalies could be
identified. This field is covered in more ferrous magnetic
anomalies, probably related to shooting, but even taking

Figure 2.22a. Survey area ‘s’ - evidence from lidar and NMP (data © Environment Agency and © Historic England).
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Figure 2.22c. Survey area ‘s’ - interpretative plot of results
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Figure 2.23. Aerial photograph of possible dyke in field F4, taken in 1969 (NMR
SP0007/1/272 12 APR 1969, © Crown Copyright, Historic England Archive)

this in to account it seems that significant features would
still be visible. Remnants of the terracing are visible
(F4029 & F4030). A relatively ephemeral linear feature
(F4031) may be a ditch of an old field-boundary. F4032
is visible on the ground as a slight earthwork and seems
likely to represent an earlier alignment of the eastern
boundary of field F3; indeed the gap defined by two
magnetic anomalies is probably an old field entrance.

Although this survey does not provide the clarity of walled
structures identified in other areas, the ground truthing
of similar anomalies at Black Grove, where similar positive
features were confirmed to be (well-preserved) stone
walls, reinforces the impression of a collection of Roman
buildings in this area. None of these can be reconstructed
into a clear villa form, although F4025 is perhaps most
convincing. Certainly, the area here and around F4020
suggest this is the general focus of Roman occupation and
it is a common location for Roman villas constructed on
slight terracing in to a southern or eastern facing slope;
indeed it is reflected by the positioning of both the Black
Grove and Bagendon House villas, only that at Ditches is
exceptional. and the focus of occupation may still remain
unidentified, in areas inaccessible to the survey. To what
extent any Roman structures were destroyed by the
building of the modern farmhouse is also open to question.
These surveys indicate the potential for a resistivity and/
or GPR survey to confirm the nature of archaeological
remains in this area.
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Overview and discussion

The combination of LIDAR survey,
aerial  photographs and  high-
resolution  fluxgate  gradiometer
survey has provided a relatively
detailed picture of the landscape
around Bagendon village covered by
the complex. Several aspects have
added particularly to understanding of
the nature of both the ‘oppidum’ itself
and the landscape before and after the
1st century AD.

Early Prehistoric (Neolithic and Bronze
Age)

Relatively few features that can
be definitely identified as earlier
Prehistoric were revealed. Previous
studies have suggested the presence
of a possible Long Barrow, close to
Scrubditch (Darvill and Grinsell 1989),
which was immediately outside the
survey area, but there remains debate
on its nature. Another Longbarrow has
been identified close to Woodmancote
(Darvill and Grinsell 1989) and a
Neolithic axe-head was recovered
from field survey at Ditches (F. Foulds Chapter 12; Trow
1985). The latter may relate to the causewayed enclosure
at Rendcomb, identified through aerial photographs and
fieldwalking near Woodmancote (Trow 1985). Despite
the evidence for the presence of Early Prehistoric
activity, nothing clearly of this date was identified on the
geophysics. It is possible that the small enclosure in field
B1is early, but its form is best paralleled elsewhere in the
region with enclosures of Iron Age date.

The elliptical arrangement of circular features, probably
large pits, overlooking the valley in field E12 might be
of an early date. The form appears to have a gap on its
south-eastern side, whilst the area to of the northern
arc of pits appears to have been disturbed at its north-
western end. There is also possible evidence of a pit
feature located central to the arc of other pits. Possible
comparanda are the small henges and pit arrangements
from the Neolithic and Bronze Age. A number of these
are known to be oval like Wyke Down, which comprises
elliptical arrangements of pits or large post-settings, with
an entrance towards the south (see Barrett et al. 1991:
96). Similar shaped stone settings are also known from
various locations across Britain, sometimes associated
with pits left after stones have been removed (see Darvill
and Wainwright 2003). Without further investigation, it
is difficult to confirm the nature of these features but its
form certainly suggests it could be of early Prehistoric
origin.
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Only two round barrows can confidently be identified
on the geophysics, the most convincing in field D3
(previously recognised from aerial photograph: Darvill
and Grinsell 1989: 84: Bagendon (a)) and another, probably
badly ploughed out, example in field E4, suggested by the
RCHME (1976). Another in field B3 (Darvill and Grinsell
1989 (c); RCHME 1976) could not be identified. These
isolated roundbarrows reflect the spread of roundbarrows
along slopes overlooking the dip-slope Cotswold valleys
(Darvill 2010: 135). Whilst the range of earlier prehistoric
monuments in the area is by no means exceptional for
the region (cf. Darvill 2010), the discovery of a possible pit
or henge like monument within the valley is intriguing
and, along with the roundbarrows, indicates a landscape
that was already being exploited, although how densely
inhabited is more open to question.

Field systems and boundaries

Evidence from much of the Cotswold landscape had been
cleared by the end of the Bronze Age (Darvill 2010: 172),
with only the presence of some field boundaries of Late
Bronze Age date supporting environmental evidence that
the hills were being relatively intensively cultivated after
around 900BC (Darvill 2010: 170-172; Hart et al. 2016a). In
the Bagendon area, it had previously been suggested that
part of the area covered by the survey, including a group
of Celtic fields on the Bagendon downs (field E4), is likely
to be of Later Bronze Age date. The survey did reveal
amorphous linears in this area but it is hard to reconcile
these as linear ditches and most seem likely to be natural
fissures in the limestone. It seems that any lynchets, as
recognised by the RCHME, have now disappeared.

Some caution must be exercised, however, in assuming
that all the irregular linears are of natural origin. The
recent excavations at Winstone, around 5km to the
north-west of Bagendon revealed a similarly sinuous
linear feature, apparently representing a complex
segmented array of ditches (Hart et al. 2016a: 51-55).
This was dated to the Late Bronze Age but seems to
have remained open into the Iron Age. This bears some
similarity to several examples from Bagendon, and the
possibility that some, at least, are anthropogenic should
be borne in mind. Segmented ditches and pit alignments
are well known from the area more generally although
they are more common in the Thames Valley (Lambrick
et al. 2009; Darvill 2010: 172). Rarer examples have also
been recognised on the Cotswold plateau, for example
at Great Rissington (RCHME 1976: xxxvii). Segmented
ditches are also increasingly being recognised, varying
in date between the Late Bronze Age and Middle Iron
Age (Moore 2006; Lambrick et al. 2009), presumably
aimed at increasingly defining landscapes. There are no
unambiguous examples of either type of feature from this
survey, but in field A2 a linear arrangement of anomalies
may be a pit alignment. Similarly, in field D3 adjacent to
Scrubditch enclosure, some of these anomalies could be
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segmented ditch alignments. Short alignments of pits,
possibly defining settlement areas, have been recognised
in the region and appear to date largely to the Middle
Iron Age (e.g. Granna Wood: Hart et al. 2016a: 64).

Whether evidence for woodland clearance in the
Bronze Age indicates that the whole Bagendon area was
deforested by the Iron Age is less clear. Environmental
evidence from this project (see Chapter 24) may suggest
that either woodland clearance was not wholesale and
some areas remained relatively wooded, perhaps as
wood-pasture, or that some areas were reverted to forms
of woodland in the Iron Age. These possibilities are
discussed further in Chapter 24.

Iron Age

One of the most interesting aspects of the survey has been
the discovery of probable Iron Age features within the
Bagendon area, some of which are likely to pre-date the
Late Iron Age activity in the valley. Potential evidence for
occupation in field A2 had been recognised by the RCHME
(1976: 7). This survey not only adds greater detail to the
features recognised on aerial photos, but provides some
convincing evidence that this activity probably pre-dates
the dyke system. The nature of this occupation is hard to
determine as these features have almost certainly been
heavily truncated. Some of the linears may have formed
funnel arrangement and considering the nature of the
enclosures at Scrubditch and Cutham, the possibility that
these represent an additional funnelled enclosure cannot
be ruled out.

One of the most important discoveries of the survey was
revealing two morphologically unusual enclosures within
the complex in field D3, called Scrubditch enclosure,
and in B5, called Cutham enclosure. Both of these
enclosures were subsequently targeted for excavation
to determine their date and relationship to the Late Iron
Age occupation. These sites are discussed in more detail
in Chapter 3.

The location of Scrubditch enclosure at the head of the
two dry valleys (combes) to the south of Scrubditch
dyke, may suggest it was deliberately located at the base
of a funnel formed by the outer dykes and ditches. The
geophysics shows no clear association however, between
the enclosure and the ditch (F1020) which projects from
the end of Cutham Dyke. The presence of other linear
features, some of which may be archaeological, could
indicate the that other ditches or pit alignments define
and channel movement towards the funnel entrance of
the enclosure, but this is impossible to confirm at present.

A second ‘banjo’-like enclosure (Cutham enclosure) in
field B5 has also proved to have earlier origins, although
is partly contemporary with the activity in the valley
(see Chapter 3). As discussed above, and in more detail
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in Chapter 3, the geophysics survey suggests that the
trackway or avenue seemingly associated with the
enclosure, runs underneath the main Cutham dyke,
suggesting it was arranged prior to the building of
Cutham Dyke— like activity in field A2. It appears that
linears F1034 and F1035 complemented the Cutham
enclosure as part of the same arrangement and were,
at least partly, contemporary. Although their form is
unusual, such sinuous, complex linears are characteristic
of systems designed to corral livestock and can be noted
elsewhere in the region and beyond.

Further to the east, another possible Iron Age feature was
recognised. Enclosure F1022 in field B1 is similar to small
Iron Age enclosures from the region, for example an
enclosure excavated at Evesham (e.g. Edwards and Hurst
2000) and a range of relatively similar, deeply-ditched
enclosures from complexes in the Upper Thames Valley,
such as Claydon Pike and Thornhill, Lechlade (Jennings
et al. 2004; Miles et al. 2007: 74). Other small enclosures
are known from cropmarks and geophysical survey,
for example at Cold Aston (Marshall 1999) and Great
Rissington (RCHME 1976: 60). The majority of these other
examples are part of broader settlement complexes,
however, and the isolated nature of this example is
unusual.

The presence of a probable roundbarrow approximately
40 m to the west of Scrubditch enclosure is also intriguing.
The barrow is situated on the highest point in the area;
the Scrubditch enclosure itself is situated slightly off the
summit toward the east. If the barrow is of Bronze Age
date, as seems most likely, it seems probable that it would
have remained visible in the Middle Iron Age at the time
the enclosure was constructed. This raises the interesting
possibility that the enclosure was deliberately sited
adjacent to the barrow. A far less likely possibility is that
the barrow is of Iron Age date. Barrows of Iron Age date
associated with polyfocal complexes similar to Bagendon
are know from a number of sites; for example at Blagden
Copse, Hampshire (Stead 1968) and a poorly understood
example from Gussage Cow Down, Dorset (Corney 1989).
There is a possibility that an additional small square
enclosure (F1007) in field D3 could be funerary in nature,
and perhaps imply a complex of Iron Age funerary
monuments, but this seems unlikely.

Occupation within the Late Iron Age oppidum

For the first time the survey of the complex also allows
the 1980s and 1950s excavations to be placed in context.
Until these surveys, it was impossible to determine how
representative the excavation results were of the nature
and extent of occupation within the complex. We can
now begin to build a more coherent picture of the nature
of settlement within the valley and, allying this to the
excavated evidence, discuss the nature of Late Iron Age
occupation,.
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Most striking is evidence that the features recognised
by earlier excavations (Chapter 4) were part of a much
larger area of activity. It is now clear that the ‘roadway’
identified (if misinterpreted) by Elsie Clifford, was part of
a trackway which extended along the valley, along the
terrace was still visible in the field. This was associated
with a range of small enclosures defined by ditches
and gullies aligned along the trackway, with entrances
into these enclosures at various intervals. There is
also evidence of additional short trackways aligned
perpendicular to the main trackway creating an almost
grid-like arrangement. These internal divisions of this
area may signify either different activity areas or, as seen
in some oppida elsewhere, distinct households. Clearly
the valley floor was the focus of occupation, although
this appears to have varied in intensity and probably
represented numerous activities.

Within the apparent enclosures in the area a variety of
circular and more irregular features, on the basis of the
excavated areas, are likely to be pits, large postholes
and quarries, with short segments of gullies and other
linears perhaps denoting activity areas. In some areas
magnetically weak linear anomalies may well be stone-
built drains such as those encountered in the 1950s and
80s (see Chapter 4).

Defining the limits of this occupation to the west is
somewhat harder. Surveys appears to indicate that the
density of occupation declined to the west of Bagendon
village, with significantly fewer obviously archaeological
features. The extent to which this merely reflects the re-
use of this area in the Medieval and Post-Medieval period
which may have destroyed Iron Age activity is unclear,
although any dense activity (like that seen in fields C3
and C2) would be unlikely to be completely erased by
later actions. The trapezoidal enclosure located in field
D6, and some of the associated pit-like features to the
north, are also likely to be of Iron Age date, indicating
activity also occurred in this area. Considering the nature
of this enclosure, separated from the dense occupation
area identified further east in the valley, it could even
be that this was the focus of the complex. The question
of where the trackway in the valley was heading to is an
intriguing one. It may have been this enclosure, although
there is little clear sign of it on the survey. Alternatively,
it may have remained on the course of the current road
and headed towards the occupation at Duntisbourne and
Ditches, which seem likely to have also been significant
foci in the complex (see Chapter 24).

It seems clear that most of the activity in the valley
revealed by the geophysics dates to the Late Iron Age. A
watching brief in 2005, to the south of Bagendon Manor
cottage, in the area immediately to the west of field C4,
revealed at least two ditches, running roughly north-
south, and one possible ditch or pit (Mayer 2005). The
close proximity of these features to the east-west ditch
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F1178 and cluster of pits F1182, suggests these are almost
certainly contemporary. To the north, residual Late Iron
Age ceramics found in the area of the Old School also imply
activity in this area of that date continued around the area
of the present village. Meanwhile, excavation in 2015 on
the site of the Roman villa here (Chapter 5), produced Late
Iron Age material, suggesting that many of the features
recognised on the geophysics in this area are of similar
date to those encountered in the 1980s (see Chapter 5).

Considering the currently limited evidence for buildings,
and confirmed occupation areas in general, within
the Bagendon complex, the presence of possibly two
roundhouses in field C5 is significant. The presence of
such structures in this area is in stark contrast to the
lack of such buildings visible elsewhere on the survey.
The discovery from the recent excavations at Scrubditch
enclosure of a post-built roundhouse supports more
widespread evidence that such structures on the limestone
plateau generally did not possess drip-gullies in this area,
although examples do exist (e.g. at Baker’s Wood: Hart
et al. 2016a: 91). As survey at Scrubditch illustrated, it is
unlikely that the postholes of such houses will be detected
by even high-resolution magnetometry. No roundhouses
were encountered in the 1979-1981 excavations, although
Clifford’s excavations recorded at least two ‘hut’ features—
only one was confidently confirmed as a hut and that was
not fully excavated (Clifford 1961: 18). Unfortunately, little
photographic evidence survives to verify the descriptions
given in the report. Clifford describes them as having dry-
stone walls and being c. 17 feet (c. 5m) in diameter. This
would be substantially smaller than either of the possible
examples revealed in field C4, although the presence of
dry-stone walled circular buildings (examples of which
are known from further north in the region at Conderton
Camyp, all of Middle Iron Age date: Thomas 2005a) might
explain the apparent existence of a ‘positive’ anomaly
representing the circular structure at F1198. The presence
of putative roundhouses in this area is highly significant
and contributes to the limited evidence for permanent
settlement within the Bagendon complex. The possibility
of other buildings remains, however and it is worth
noting that should buildings like those uncovered at
Silchester (Fulford et al. 2018) have occurred at Bagendon,
it seems unlikely they would have been recognised by
the geophysics and previous excavation approaches are
unlikely to have identified them.

Occupation within the valley is defined by two linear
features: one on the south side of the valley and another,
on the northern side, comprising the southern arm of
the trackway (avenue) which extended from Cutham
enclosure, It would appear that these ditches deliberately
separated areas of activity and occupation from what
were largely open areas on the plateau. The avenue
associated with Cutham enclosure, and specifically the
northern ditch (F1034), appear to demarcate an area of
activity, to the south, from what was a relatively empty
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area to the north. The same can be said of the ditch to
the south which defines a relatively empty area between
this ditch and Perrott’s brook dyke. Both these areas
appear to be largely devoid of archaeological features.
The extent to which this may be related to later plough
damage is uncertain, but indications from other fields,
which appear to have had similar agricultural histories,
suggest that any archaeological remains should be visible
on the survey. A scatter of pits in field E8 might represent
Iron Age activity and the enclosure in B1 may be of
Middle-Late Iron Age date. The implication however, is
that, aside from the enclosures at Scrubditch and Cutham
discussed above, large areas of the complex were largely
devoid of occupation and must have had other roles,
perhaps for keeping livestock or farming, or even for the
assembly of large numbers of people. The implications of
this are explored in Chapter 24.

Dykes and ramparts

The dyke system which led Bagendon to be first
recognised was well studied by the RCHME in the 1970s
with earthwork survey and aerial photographs providing
a good plan of its main elements. Geophysical survey
confirmed many of these aspects, but also added further
elements not previously noted by the RCHME or NMP. 1t
has often been assumed that all the dykes were elements
of the same layout (RCHME 1976: 7), but the geophysics
survey suggests this may not have been the case.

The apparent kink in the alignment of Cutham Dyke
where it extends into field A2 remains slightly strange.
The possibility has been raised that dyke ‘a’ may have
extended into field B3 (Russell Priest pers. comm.), and
although neither the geophysics or aerial photographs
are entirely convincing on this matter, the ephemeral
feature continuing on a straighter alignment may suggest
the dyke had an earlier incarnation. Other aspects
suggest that the dykes were not created simultaneously
as part of one phase. The linears ditches extending from
Cutham enclosure (F1034 and F1035/1045) appear to run
up to, and possibly beneath Cutham Dyke. Whilst dyke ‘@’
is not securely dated, excavation of a section of Cutham
Lane dyke further south suggests it is likely to date to
the early first century AD, making the linear potentially
first century BC or earlier in date. Evidence that the
Cutham enclosure was laid out in the Middle Iron Age
lends weight to the argument that most of these features
pre-dated the monumentalisation of the complex. That
these two linears are aligned on the odd gap in the
outer earthworks is also intriguing and may suggest this
represents some form of earlier entrance.

Ditches F1034 and F1035 appear to have continued up
to Cutham Dyke ‘@, at least in the case of the former.
Ditch F1034 may even have continued under the dyke
and emerged in field A6 (see below). The relationship of
these ditches with Cutham Lane dyke, therefore, is not
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entirely clear. The rather unusual arrangement of dykes
in field A7 and A8 may be explained as marking an earlier
entrance, justifying why these dykes do not align. This
might be explained by the fact that ditches F1034 and
F1035 seem to align themselves with this gap. If the gap
in the outer dykes was an original entrance then it could
be argued the two linears form a large avenue, funnelling
towards enclosure B5. The apparent indication that
linear F1034 continues under Cutham Lane dyke may
suggest that, for at least part of their life, these ditches
were not contemporary with Cutham dyke. This has
important implications for the chronological sequence of
the Bagendon complex and the role of the complex as a
whole and is discussed in Chapters 4 and 24.

Roman features

From the evidence of both the 1950s and 1980s
excavations it is tempting to assume that intense
occupation within the Bagendon complex ceased around
the AD60s with a clear end in the ceramic sequence
from both areas excavated. The geophysical and LIDAR
surveys (and subsequent excavations: see Chapter 5)
indicate greater evidence of Roman activity in the area
than previously anticipated, however. The presence of
apparent stone-built structures within the area of intense
occupation recognised during, and in close proximity to,
the earlier excavations raised significant questions about
the use of this area in the Roman period, leading to small-
scale excavations discussed in Chapter 5. Recognition
that these features were indeed (well-preserved) walls
provided the added advantage of allowing for greater
confidence in interpreting stone structures elsewhere.

Highly significant is the discovery of what appears to be
a second stone structure to the west of the village. This
seems to be a small cottage-style Roman villa, the plan of
which can be compared to the early phase of Ditches and
other villas of late 1st and 2nd century AD date from the
region (See Chapter 5). The location of this building in a
trapezoidal enclosure suggests it may have been placed
within an existing Iron Age settlement; the scatter of pits
and other features beyond the enclosure are suggestive
of Iron Age activity. The centrality of the enclosure to the
complex raises important questions as to whether this
was the focus of the complex both in the Late Iron Age
and early Roman period. Hints that a trackway may lead
towards this enclosure also raise the possibility that this
was where the trackway in the valley was headed.

Further to the west, survey confirmed the presence of
probably (Roman) stone buildings on the terraces around
Stancombe. It seems likely that the main villa building,
now largely obscured, lies to the south-west of the
modern farmhouse. But a range of structures could be
identified in this area. To what extent any of the features
to the north east of this area, in field F4, represent field-
boundaries and other elements of the Roman landscape
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is impossible to confirm, but it seems likely that many of
these features are related.

Medieval and later landuse

In several areas, the survey revealed elements which
provide insights into the post-Roman landscape. The
Cotswold region is famous for its drystone wall field
boundaries. The oolitic limestone used to construct
these walls and also used to construct buildings is often
not far from the surface in this area. This explains the
large number of small quarries visible on the geophysics.
These can sometimes still be seen on the surface although
many are no longer visible. They are frequently situated
close to modern field boundaries reflecting their prime
role in supplying relatively low-grade limestone for wall
construction. In order to obtain the better laminated
limestone, more suitable for building construction it is
sometimes necessary to excavate deeper, below more
friablelayers. This explains those quarries identified in the
area which are excavated in to the hillside (for example
in fields C2 and C5); the size of the quarries suggests they
are more likely to have been used to obtain material for
constructing some of the buildings in Bagendon village.
These quarries are likely to vary enormously in date.

Comparison with a tenancy map of 1832 and ‘inclosure’
map from 1792 (Figure 1.7) allows the identification of
more recent features, which are no longer visible on
the ground, to be noted in some places. In particular,
possible additional medieval and post-medieval buildings
may exist in field E6 and E7 related in the former to
what appear to be building platforms. Although some
additional old field boundaries were recorded, it is
notable that the current field systems appear largely to
reflect the modern field layout, suggesting it has been
relatively static in the last few centuries.

Conclusions

The significant results from remote sensing surveys
emphasise the importance in undertaking such work
in these landscapes. It should be noted that even those
areas which appear largely devoid of archaeological
features are fundamental for understanding the role
of these complexes. Although difficult to confirm, it
seems highly likely that many of the areas within the
earthworks at Bagendon—to the west of Cutham dyke
and immediately to the north of Perrott’s Brook dyke
- had a relative absence of occupation in the Late Iron
Age. Despite the survey’s success, the value of ground-
truthing detected features cannot be under-estimated,
and provides further confidence in the interpretation
of similar features not subject to excavation. A number
of areas of the geophysics surveys were the focus of the
further investigations of Iron Age and Roman activity
within the complex; the results of these excavations are
outlined in the following chapters.



Chapter 3

Before the oppidum: excavations at the Scrubditch and Cutham
enclosures (2012-2014)

Tom Moore

Introduction: aims of the excavation

Two morphologically unusual enclosures within the
complex, one just to those of Scrubditch Dyke, henceforth
referred to as ‘Scrubditch’ (Figure 3.1 and 3.2a), and
another to the west of Cutham Dyke, henceforth referred
to as ‘Cutham’ (Figure3.1 and 3.2b), represent significant
discoveries made by the geophysical survey. Neither
enclosure was previously well recorded from aerial
photographs (see Chapter 2), although images from 1976
show a possible enclosure at Cutham that has previously
been argued by the author to be a banjo enclosure (Moore
2006: 147). The enclosures identified by the geophysical
survey appear to be comparable to banjo enclosures found
elsewhere in southern Britain, although the examples at
Bagendon appear smaller in size and morphologically
different (Moore 2012: 391-417).

The presence of these enclosures within the Bagendon
landscape raised important questions in relation to
the project’s core research aims. In particular, they
indicated the possibility of earlier Iron Age activity
preceding the Late Iron Age complex. Determining
their chronology and how they related to the Late Iron
Age occupation in the valley (previously examined by
Elsie Clifford: 1961), was thus of particular importance.
Establishing the roles of these enclosures (whether as
permanently occupied farmsteads or for particular
agricultural purposes, for example) was also important
when assessing if they could explain why this area
became the focus of activity in the Late Iron Age.

To address these questions, targeted excavations
were undertaken at both sites, focusing primarily on
assessing their chronology and function. Four trenches,
excavated between 2012 and 2014, were situated across
both enclosures to examine key elements visible on the
geophysical survey. The area predominantly consists
of limestone cornbrash, with small instances of yellow
clay and silts occurring at Cutham. Deep ploughing has
taken place across both areas, with natural cornbrash
approximately 0.3 m below modern ground surface,
meaning that only negative features were preserved. It
is hard to ascertain how much of the original ground
surface has been lost, although the topsoil here may
always have been relatively shallow. The excavation
methodology followed Historic England guidelines,
with approximately 25 per cent (or more) of all linear
features excavated and 50 per cent of all other features
encountered. Scrubditch was excavated in two seasons
(2012 and 2013; Figure 3.3), and Cutham in 2014,
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The Scrubditch enclosure

Scrubditch (Figure 3.2a and 3.4) consists of two
conjoined enclosures: a sausage-shaped enclosure (B),
with associated antenna ditches; and a penannular
enclosure (A) arranged at right angles to B. To assess
what appeared to be the focus of activity at enclosure
A, Trench 1 sampled a large section of its interior while
extending into enclosure B to address the relationship
between the two enclosures. Trench 2 was positioned
to examine the nature of the main entrance to the
enclosure and address whether the antenna ditches
were contemporaneous with each other and with
enclosures A and B. The excavation area totalled
approximately 425 m?.

Trench 1

The entrance to enclosure A (Figure 3.5) consisted of
a relatively symmetrical, four-post arrangement (F11:
[1040], [1046], [1187], [1186])." The presence of very
similar fills in all four postholes implies that they were
probably contemporaneous; their size (Figure 3.6)
in turn suggests that they held relatively substantial
timbers for what must have been an impressive
entrance structure for such a small enclosure. Despite
the postholes’ size, it is notable that the gap between
these posts was relatively narrow, perhaps only wide
enough for single-file human traffic. Such an elaborate
entrance contrasts with other Iron Age enclosures
in the region; indeed, The Bowsings had similarly
substantial postholes, but they formed only a simple
‘baffle’ (Marshall 2004: Figure B5), while an enclosure
at Guiting Manor Farm (Vallender 2005: 24) had a fence
line across the entrance but no gateway structure.
Additional pairs of postholes were also identified (F15:
[1068],[1088] F3:[1012], [1016]), which were apparently
associated with the entrance. Their different form
and alignment suggest that they relate to different
structures, however; the pair of postholes (F3) and
(F15) do not appear to be related to gateway F11. F3
may thus mark a simpler entrance structure from a
different phase, while the role of F15, situated some
distance from the entrance, is unclear.

The ditch of enclosure B (F1 and F2) was sectioned
in four places (Figure 3.7). It was steep-sided with

! Associated features were given feature numbers (F00) to denote
structures; negative contexts are identified in the text by [0000], and
positive contexts by (0000).
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Figure 3.1. Location of Cutham and Scrubditch enclosures in relation to overall geophysical survey.
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Figure 3.3. Aerial view (looking west) of excavations at Scrubditch in 2012 before Trench 1 and 2 were extended
(Photo: Mark Woolston-Houshold)

Enclosure B

Enclosure A

_Trench 1B

ot .

: i / : ; : Bl eotures visible on geophysics

Figure 3.4. Location of Trench 1 and 2 at Scrubditch
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Figure 3.5. Plan of Trench 1 at Scrubditch

a relatively flat-bottomed, rock-cut base. All ditch
sections revealed similar sequences: a layer of often
void-ridden rubble had been dumped, or slipped, into
the ditches in varying amounts above layers of initial
silting. This layer of rubble (1054) in F2, section F2
[1009], produced a radiocarbon date of 370-200 cal
BC (SUERC-64219).2 Tt was then overlain by relatively
deep, charcoal-rich layers, which included significant
amounts of animal remains and burnt limestone.

2 All radiocarbon dates have been quoted at 2 sigma, unless
otherwise noted (see Chapter 13 for further details).
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Similar deposits were found in the other sections:
(1042) and (1004) (Figure 3.8). One of these layers,
(1004) in F1, produced a radiocarbon date of 350-50 cal
BC (SUERC-63691), and a date of 170 cal BC-cal AD 20
(SUERC-064212) from layer (1049) in F2, section [1009].
The absence of the deep charcoal-rich layer in section
[1171] may imply that these deposits were focused
around the entrances to the enclosures. The charcoal-
rich layers were overlain by further stony fills (1013),
(1038), (1021), before the ditches appear to have filled
up naturally. The presence of some Late Iron Age and
early Roman ceramics in some of the upper layers of
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Scrubditch Enclosure A Entrance Structures
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Figure 3.6. Sections of postholes from entrance structures (F15, F3, F11)

the ditch (see Chapter 6), for instance (1173), suggests  section in Trench 1b. The initial fills of the phase 1
that these ditches probably remained only half-filled  ditch included some clay silting (1060), (1061), followed
until as late as the 1st century AD. One section [1007] of by layers of stony material, (1062), (1055), (1105),
F2 had evidence of a possible recut, which may denote  relatively devoid of artefacts, representing a sequence
reorganisation of the site, although clear evidence  comparable to enclosure ditch F1/F2. A single sample
of this recut was not noted in the other sections and  from this material (1062), in the eastern terminus,
must remain uncertain. It would, however, reflect the  produced a date of 370-170 cal BC (SUERC-64217),
situation seen in enclosure A, which may imply that  which is consistent with the first fills of the enclosure
the burnt layers marked a reorganisation of the site in B ditch.
general.

Three of the enclosure A sections displaying a recut
The ditch for enclosure A (F4/21) (Figure 3.9) was  created a somewhat shallower, more U-shaped profile
sectioned in four places, including both terminals,  ditch. As this recut appears to follow the line of the
[1032], [1097], its eastern arm [1031] and an additional  original ditch, it should potentially be regarded as a
section towards the rear of the enclosure in Trench  cleaning-out operation rather than a complete re-
1b, [1109]. The ditch was less substantial than that of ~ organisation of the site, although recuts [1199] and
enclosure B. There appeared to be two phases to the  [1200] indicate that the ditch must have been almost
ditch, with a recut identifiable in three sections, [1198],  completely filled by this time. Furthermore, despite
[1199], [1200], although no recut was visible in the ditch ~ this recut, the sequence of fills matched those from

105



A BIOGRAPHY OF POWER

Figure 3.7. Sections of ditches of Enclosure B (F1 and F2)
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Figure 3.8. Photo of charcoal rich layer in Enclosure B ditch F1[1011]

the enclosure B ditch, with this second phase of the
ditch including considerable amounts of charcoal and
ash; significant amounts of pottery and animal bone
were also retrieved from these layers (Figure 3.10). A
radiocarbon date of 350-50 cal BC (SUERC-63695) from
this layer (1104) in the western terminus of F4/F21,
provides a date broadly contemporary with deposit
(1004) in the enclosure B ditch (F1). The ditch terminals
produced interesting finds—including a fragmented
but near complete cattle skull from F21, and an almost
complete but smashed pot from (1032). Both of these
occurred in the charcoal-rich deposit, but whether
they represent processes of ‘structured deposition’ is
impossible to determine.

The nature of any banks or fences associated with the
enclosure ditches was hard to determine. The location
of the rubble backfilling of the ditch could suggest that
it derived from a bank on the south side of the ditch,
although the proximity of ditch F4/F21 to F1 implies
either that these two ditches were not contemporary,
or that any bank was insubstantial. An alternative
interpretation is that any barrier consisted of a dry
stone wall structure, similar to that envisaged at The
Bowsings (Marshall 2004: plate 2B), although even this
would have to have been relatively wide at its base to
account for the quantity of rubble in the ditches. The
fills of ditch F4/F21 lacked the large dumps of rubble
seen in other ditches on site, perhaps suggesting the
lack of an associated bank. Further, the location of
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pit F7 within the enclosure and immediately adjacent
to the ditch would, if contemporaneous, have only
allowed space for a very small bank. The presence of a
hedge, in lieu of a bank, is also possible and consistent
with some of the palaeoenvironmental evidence (see
Chapter 18), which indicated the probable existence of
thorny hedges. No evidence for postholes for a palisade
was uncovered. There is the additional possibility of
a bank on the outside of the ditch, with such features
relatively common at comparable banjo enclosures
(Lang 2016: 6), although again it is unclear how this
might relate to the enclosure B ditches.

Within enclosure A, a series of postholes formed
a roundhouse structure (F12) immediately to the
south-west of the entrance (Figure 3.11 and 3.12).
Pottery from the postholes and a single radiocarbon
date (370-180 cal BC SUERC-79375) from a fill of
one of the central postholes (1112) suggest that this
structure was contemporary with the enclosures. The
postholes varied in depth and form (Figure 3.11), but
most were characterised by the inclusion of at least
one large limestone block acting as packing stone.
Some (e.g. [1111], [1152]) displayed clear evidence of
postpipes, represented by ashy, grey soil. A number of
the postholes had been replaced in similar positions,
suggesting that the structure was rebuilt at least once.
The presence of two posts in the centre of the structure
implies a central post, similar to other examples in
the region. The two posts are probably not exactly
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Figure 3.9. Sections of ditches of Enclosure A (F4 and F21)

contemporary and rather suggest that the central post
was replaced during the structure’s lifetime, or that the
house was rebuilt in the same location. Despite the lack
of floor surfaces, small areas of crushed, worn stone
were identified around certain postholes on the south-
eastern side of the structure, probably representing
areas where the underlying limestone had been worn
by repeated movement. The arrangement of postholes
makes identification of a doorway difficult, and none
of these surfaces clearly relate to an entranceway. The
most probable entrance appears to be towards the
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north-east, facing that of enclosure A. This reflects
a general trend for Iron Age roundhouse-doorway
orientation, which is between the south-east and
north-east, and as is seen in this region and in southern
Britain more generally (Moore 2006: 103; Oswald 1997).

Comparable post-built roundhouses have been noted
nearby (Figure 3.13), for example at Kingshill (Biddulph
and Welsh 2011: 22); the closest parallels are an Early-
Middle Iron Age roundhouse at The Park, Guiting
Power (Marshall 2004: Figure P8), and an Early Iron Age
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Figure 3.10. Photo looking along Enclosure A ditch (F4) showing charcoal rich
layers

structure from Salter’s Hill, Winchcombe (Hart et al.
2016a). These latter two structures both had a central
post. The building from The Park is similar to that at
Scrubditch in having a somewhat elliptical form. The
posts of The Park example were reconstructed by
Marhsall (2004) as representing the wall-ring of the
house. However, given the relatively small diameter
of the post-ring at Scrubditch (under 5 m), and the
substantial size of some of the postholes, it seems likely
that these posts formed an internal ring, with an outer
wall leaving no subsurface traces, as appears to have
been the case at Salter’s Hill (Hart et al. 2016a). If this
was an internal ring it may explain the worn areas of
limestone around various postholes, with these having
been within the building. One posthole [1076] on the
eastern side of the roundhouse contained a large sherd
of a ceramic vessel and a fragment of quern stone
rubber (see Chapter 12), which suggest some form of
structured deposit, apparently inserted when the post
was erected.
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Other, smaller postholes (1072), (1086),
(1070), were potentially associated with
the roundhouse; some were linked
to linear gullies but none could be
resolved into clear structures. There is
a possibility that some postholes were
part of an outer ring for structure F12.
Some may represent a range of more
ephemeral structures or various internal
divisions within the enclosure. Other,
relatively substantial, postholes (1132),
(1169), were revealed to the west of the
house and may represent an additional
structure that was mainly situated
outside the excavation area.

Three significant responses on the
geophysical survey within enclosure
A proved to be pits; these varied
considerably in form, emphasising
how seemingly similar features on
geophysical surveys can be quite
different upon excavation (Figure
3.14). Pit F10 was wide and shallow
(approximately 0.3 m deep), and filled
with a charcoal-rich deposit (1026)
containing large amounts of burnt
animal remains and burnt limestone. Pit
F7 was more scoop-like, with evidence
of two separate phases (Figure 3.15).
The earliest phase (1037) contained a
charcoal-rich layer, with considerable
amounts of animal remains, some of
which was burnt, A second phase was
represented by a coherent layer of burnt
limestone, seemingly arranged as the
base of a recut [1027] of the pit. This
layer was subsequently overlain by an
additional charcoal-rich layer (1023),
which provided two radiocarbon dates
of 360-50 cal BC (SUERC-63696) and
370-180 cal BC (SUERC-82678) from a
pig mandible that had unusual isotopic
results (see Chapter 17). The role of a posthole [1174]
to the west of the pit is unclear but may be associated
with the pit. The approximate centrality of pit F10 to
enclosure A may imply that it formed a central focus. Its
role, however, is unclear. A lack of evidence for burning
in situ indicates that it was not a hearth, and its final fill
suggests ‘sweepings’ brushed into the hollow. Shallow
pit features, although somewhat smaller in diameter,
were revealed at nearby Highgate House (Mudd et
al. 1999: 65), some of which have been explained as
abandoned constructions of storage pits. Indeed, the
diameter of F10 is consistent with the dimensions of a
storage pit, such as F16. Scoop-shaped pits, somewhat
similar to F7, have been excavated at The Park
(Marshall 2004: Figure P11) and at Birdlip (Parry 1998:
45). Possible explanations for these features include
clay-puddling pits or water containers, yet a role as
cooking pits seems equally plausible. Certain other
features [1141], [1143], [1167] included only relatively
sterile orange clay and what may be tree-throws or
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Figure 3.12. Aerial photograph of Trench 1 showing partly revealed postholes of roundhouse in Enclosure A
(Photo: Mark Woolston-Houshold)
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Figure 3.13. Comparison of possible roundhouses at Scrubditch (A)and Cutham (B) with examples from Salter’s Hill (C) (after
Hart et al. 2016a) and The Park, Guiting (D) (after Marshall 2004).
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Figure 3.14. Sections of pits F10, F7, F16.

scoops of indeterminate nature, although at least one
[1141] displayed evidence of a recut.

In enclosure B, immediately opposite the entrance to
enclosure A, a large cylindrical pit (F16) was revealed
(Figure 3.14). Its shape and size make it similar to
pits designated as ‘storage pits’ (with comparable
examples excavated at Cutham enclosure), although
debate remains over the role of such features. The pit
had been backfilled with void-ridden rubble: (1184),
(1181), (1182), (1154), probably over a relatively short
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space of time. Above this was a layer of burnt stone,
overlain by charcoal-rich material (1083), which
appeared to represent a deliberate ‘capping’ of the pit.
Similar practices are noted at other Iron Age sites in
the region (e.g. Highgate House: Mudd et al. 1999: 67).
Few finds were recovered from the backfilled rubble
save a virtually complete cattle skull from what may
have been a diseased animal (Figure 3.16; see Chapter
16), which produced a radiocarbon date of 370-170 cal
BC (SUERC-64218). Such finds are relatively common
in the region, with complete horse and cattle skulls
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Figure 3.15. Photo of burnt limestone layer in pit F7 after removal of charcoal layer (1023); earlier charcoal layer (1037) can be
seen below (Photo: Tom Moore).

Figure 3.16. Photo of cattle skull in pit F16 (Photo: Tom Moore).
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potentially representing ‘terminal deposits’ in the
backfill of pits once they had gone out of use (Hart et al.
2016a; Marshall 2004). This act does not appear to mark
abandonment of the site, however, although the date
of the skull suggests that it may represent a change of
activity at the site.

A set of postholes located around the pit appear to
be some form of associated structure, with similar
arrangements noted in association with pits at other
sites in the region (e.g. Birdlip: Parry 1998: 46; Guiting
Manor Farm: Vallender 2005: 45). These postholes may
represent a covering structure (cf. Marshall 2004: Plate
3B) or some form of barrier when the pit was open. If
the large excavated pit is the only ‘storage pit’ within
the complex, this would correspond with a number
of other Later Iron Age enclosures in the region that
appear to have single ‘silo’ pits that were often isolated
from smaller pit clusters (Marshall 2004: 20).

Trench 2

Trench 2 assessed evidence for an entrance structure
and the phasing of the antenna ditches flanking the
entrance to enclosure B. A lack of postholes in this
area indicates that any potential entrance gate would
have been relatively insubstantial, in contrast to that
for enclosure A. The lack of entrance structures is
noted at some other banjo enclosures, for example
Nettlebank Copse (Cunliffe and Poole 2000: 27). The
best explanation for such an arrangement may be that
there was no need for a gateway. The odd morphology
of the inter-related enclosures at Scrubditch could
relate to a role in managing livestock, and thus explain
the gateway’s layout with a desire to funnel animals
unimpeded into enclosure B and then divide them off
using the gateway into enclosure A and through the
(unexcavated) entrance opposite enclosure A. Any
temporary barrier to enclosure B could have been
provided through forms of wattle fencing, which would
have left no subsurface traces.

The continuation of the northern ditch for enclosure
B (F5), recognised on the geophysical survey, was
identified in Trench 2 and appeared to terminate in this
area. Its fills were notably sterile compared to those in
Trench 1, implying potentially contrasting deposition
processes in different areas of the enclosure. Ditch F2,
the southern enclosure B ditch, did not extend into
Trench 2, confirming that enclosure B and the antenna
ditches did not join.

Excavation (Figure 3.17) indicated that the first phases
of the inner antenna ditches (F8 and F22) were relatively
deep and steep-sided, while the outer ditch (F9) was far
shallower, with a concave base; the latter unlikely to
have been much use in deterring animals (Figure 3.17).
Inner antenna ditches F8 and F22 contained a layer of
orangey clay in places, (2012) and (2015) respectively,
representing initial silting, followed by large dumps of
rubbles (2031), (2030), (2013), which in F22 provided
two radiocarbon dates, from (2031), of 730-390 cal BC
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(SUERC-63689) and 360-50 cal BC (SUERC-79374). The
discrepancy in these dates and the correspondence of
the second date with material from the layer above
(2025) probably indicates that the latter is correct
and agrees with dates elsewhere suggesting that the
enclosure was constructed in the 4th-3rd centuries
BC (Chapter 13). The possibility that the earlier date
derives from activity pre-dating the enclosure, perhaps
even an earlier linear feature, cannot be ruled out
however, although the lack of any early Iron Age
ceramics or other early dates suggests that it may
simply be erroneous.

Ditch F22 appears to have been recut to create a more
dish-shaped feature; its affinities with the shape of ditch
[2006] may suggest that this took place at the same time
ditch F9 was dug. There is evidence of recutting of the
opposite inner ditch (F8) in both sections, which may
also be contemporary with recutting of ditches F22 and
F9, although F8 seems to have retained a more steep-
sided profile.

There is a notable discrepancy between the deposits
in the terminus of the northern ditch (F8) and that of
the southern ditch (F22); the latter having a substantial
layer of charcoal-rich material, (2025) and (2028),
similar to that seen in features in Trench 1, which
overlay the rubble layer; this was absent from the
northern terminus (Figure 3.18). No similar charcoal-
rich material was revealed in ditch F9. The charcoal-
rich layer provided a radiocarbon date of 360-50 cal
BC (SUERC-63690). This was overlain by a subsequent
layer of rubble, perhaps from an inner bank, followed
again by subsequent charcoal-rich layer (2022), which
produced some notable finds, including an iron
spearhead (sf.2013-19; Inall, in Chapter 8) and a short
tubular copper-alloy object (sf. 2013-20). Late Iron Age
pottery in the upper layers of both ends of the antenna
ditches F8 and F21 indicate that it was still open—if
largely backfilled—at this time. The presence of these
deposits in the southern terminus, but not in F8 and
F9, may suggest that ditches were treated differently
and material deposited preferentially in certain areas,
a practice widely noted in the British Iron Age.

The geophysical survey indicates that the antenna
arrangement is only bivallate on the northern side,
and the divergence of the form of the inner and outer
antenna ditches may go some way to explaining this
arrangement. The close alignment of ditches F8 and F9
suggest that the former must have been open and visible
at the time F9 was dug. The lack of finds from ditch F9
makes it difficult to establish the sequence of ditches,
but it seems most likely that F8 and F22 were cut first and
then subsequently recut at some later point, with the
additional ditch F9 perhaps dug at this time. Whether
this outer ditch was intended to have a partner on the
southern side is not clear, but it is possible that the ditch
was constructed merely to enhance the appearance of
the antenna arrangement. Why such an arrangement
was not required on the southern side is unclear. That
the later phase of the inner ditch was shallower and
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Figure 3.17. Sections of antenna ditches (F8, F9 and F22) and Enclosure B ditch (F5) in Trench 2.
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Figure 3.18. Photo Antenna ditch F22 (Photo: Tom Moore).

not as steep-sided as the original may suggest that the
role of these ditches had changed, and was more about
demarcating space than any functional necessity. The
lack of comparable banjo enclosures with bivallate
antenna ditches again makes Scrubditch rather unusual.

Scrubditch enclosure phasing and dating

A lack of intercutting features makes clear phasing of
activity hard to determine; it may also suggest that
enclosures A and B and the antenna ditches were
contemporaneous. The occupation span of the complex,
based on the suite of radiocarbon dates, was perhaps
less than 300 years (Chapter 13). The sequence can be
simplified to four phases, although it is highly likely
that this obscures a more complex picture of activity:

Phase 1. The construction of antenna ditches and probable
contemporaneous construction of enclosures A and B (Middle
Iron Age: c. 4th-3rd century BC).

It is hard to determine exactly when the enclosures
were laid out, but ditches at both enclosures B and
A were receiving material dating to the 4th-3rd
century BC in phases 2 and 3. The single early date of
730-390 BC (SUERC-63689), obtained from the lower
fill of the antenna ditch, does not seem related to the
construction of the enclosures, but could be residual
and suggest earlier activity in the area. Some curvilinear
enclosures that share morphological characteristics
with Scrubditch, such as Groundwell Farm (Gingell 1981;
Timby, in Walker et al. 2001), have evidence of activity in
the Early Iron Age, but there too most evidence points to
predominately Middle Iron Age occupation. The lack of
any Early Iron Age pottery from Scrubditch may imply,
therefore, that the date is simply an anomaly.
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Phase 2. Filling of the ditches with rubble (Middle Iron Age: c.
3rd century BC).

Prior to the construction of enclosures A and B, their
ditches received deposits of rubble. This may have
marked a deliberate, partial backfilling of the ditches
or natural slippage, with either scenario denoting
the temporary abandonment of the enclosures or
indicating that the ditches were no longer needed. The
apparent backfilling of the large pit (F16) in enclosure
B at this time may also be significant and support the
suggestion that the site was temporarily abandoned
before reoccupation in phase 3.

Phase 3. Enclosure A and antenna ditches recut: charcoal-rich
deposits (Middle Iron Age: c. 3rd-2nd century BC).

Radiocarbon dates from enclosure A and the antenna
ditches suggest that these were subsequently recut.
The enclosure B ditch might also have been recut at this
time, at least in places. These features all then received
large quantities of ash-rich material, which contained
relatively substantial amounts of animal bones and
ceramics. It seems likely that pits F7 and F10 also date to
this phase, while pit F16 (now almost completely filled)
received similar material. The lack of evidence for any
silting prior to the filling of the ditches at enclosures A
and B ditches (and antenna ditch F22) suggests that this
probably occurred soon after these ditches were recut.
On the basis of radiocarbon dates, phase 3 probably too
place in the early 2nd century BC, which suggests that
these events were at least roughly contemporaneous
(although not necessarily a single event) in the later
part of the Middle Iron Age, with deposits in pits F7 and
F10 similar enough to indicate that they were probably
related.
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Phase 4. Upper stony fills (natural or deliberate backfilling of
ditches): Late Iron Age.

Following the activities related to the ashy layers, the
ditches were left open, later receiving rubble, which
was perhaps the remains of any banks. The presence of
some Late Iron Age and early Roman sherds, as well as
a probable Roman hobnail (see Chapter 12) within the
upper of layers of the ditches of enclosure B and within
the upper layers of the antenna ditches, indicates that
activity of some sort continued in the area. It seems,
however, that the enclosures had ceased to function
by the Late Iron Age, with the small quantity of Late
Iron Age material suggesting that any activity was not
intensive or was located outside the excavated area.

The chronological sequence outlined above can be
refined somewhat by the application of Bayesian
statistics on the available radiocarbon dates (Hamilton,
Chapter 13). The initial silting of ditches suggests that
both Scrubditch enclosures were probably constructed
somewhere between 370 BC and 200 BC, reflecting a
spate of enclosure construction in the Middle Iron Age
(see Chapter 23). It seems likely that the roundhouse
was contemporary with occupation in phase 1.

At some point, the ditches appear to have been partially
backfilled (or at least ceased to be maintained), and
were then recut in a later phase. The dating evidence
implies that the recutting of the antenna ditches and
enclosure A was roughly contemporaneous, probably in
the very late 3rd or early 2nd century BC (Chapter 13).
This recutting was followed by a period that witnessed
significant quantities of burnt material being created
and subsequently dumped in the ditches and pits.
Whether these burning phases indicate a change in the
nature of activity at the site is unclear. It is noticeable
that these dumps of material, despite their widespread
presence, were largely restricted to the termini of the
ditches (being absent from ditch sections [1171] and
[1109], as well as from antenna ditches F8 and F9),
suggesting that they were part of a deliberate process
of disposal.

By the 2nd or 1st century BC, the ditches appear to
have been largely infilled, suggesting that if occupation
continued, the need for an enclosure had passed. While
Hamilton (Chapter 13) places the date for this infilling
of the ditches as relatively early, Late Iron Age and
early Roman ceramics in upper layers indicate that
some sporadic occupation or activity existed into the
1st century AD, while the ditches silted up or were
backfilled. Indeed, a corresponding possibility emerges
from some banjo enclosures (e.g. Nettlebank: Cunliffe
and Poole 2000), in that they were abandoned and then
reused at much later dates.

Role of the Scrubditch enclosure
Although the longevity of occupation might have been

relatively short, the limited evidence for intercutting
features on the site could also imply that occupation
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was relatively sporadic and not intensive. The
arrangement of the enclosures at Scrubditch is unusual,
and its morphology may represent a specific function,
allowing for the division of space into discreet areas.
Most notable is the arrangement of enclosure A at right
angles to enclosure B, with the gateway suggesting
restricted access from one to the other. Notably, the
antenna ditches and enclosure B did not form a clear
funnel, but apparently had gaps to the north and south,
although whether these were entrances is not clear.
If, as suggested above, enclosure B and the antenna
ditches acted as a funnel for livestock, the presence
of storage pit F16 is problematic, despite the possible
fence structure around it. A number of possibilities
thus arise. First, that F16 was not a storage pit, but
should instead be regarded as waterhole, similar to that
uncovered outside the funnel entrance at Spratsgate
Lane (Vallender 2007). This seems unlikely, however,
with the Scrubditch example differing in size and
form and displaying no sign of a clay lining necessary
for water retention on the porous limestone. Second,
that F16 was part of a different phase of activity and
represents a change in the use of the complex. The
centrality of F16 to enclosure B, however, does imply
that it was a focal point. The final scenario is that
we should not envisage the funnel arrangement as
representing the large-scale driving of animals into the
enclosure, but as designed to enhance the impressive
nature of the entrance.

The faunal assemblage is potentially significant for
establishing the role of the site, with some evidence of
a higher-than-normal proportion of pig in comparison
to most Iron Age sites in the region. Those sites nearby
that display similar proportions of pig include the
Late Iron Age site at Middle Duntisbourne and the
curvilinear enclosure at Groundwell Farm (Gingell
1981: 71). The consumption of pork is often seen as
evidence of high-status occupation or feasting. Either
scenario suggests that the apparent spatial exclusivity
of enclosure A could relate to activities therein. The
higher proportion of pig remains may also reflect the
nature of the environment; the Middle Duntisbourne
area (see below) has evidence for having been a wooded
environment, and a similar argument has been made for
Groundwell Farm (Gingell 1981: 73). The evidence from
Scrubditch therefore implies distinctive agricultural
and social roles.

Cutham enclosure

A single season of excavation was undertaken at the
second enclosure identified by the geophysical survey
(Figure 3.2b, 3.19). This enclosure is situated relatively
centrally within the Bagendon complex on gently sloping
ground, immediately above the valley, approximately
300 m from the areas excavated in the 1950s and 1980s
(see Chapter 4) and approximately 100 m from the
Roman buildings and Late Iron Age activity identified
in Trenches 5 and 6 (see Chapter 5). Its proximity to
occupation in the valley meant that establishing its
chronology was a priority. The enclosure’s association
with a large trackway (or avenue) towards the east also
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highlighted the importance of determining the nature of
activity that it signified: did this trackway represent an
impressive entrance into a high-status enclosure and/or
was this for managing the movement of animals?

Trenches 3 and 4 (c. 637 m?) sought to address these
questions, with the former exploring activity within
the enclosure, and the latter examining the funnel-
like entranceway (Figure 3.20). Geophysical survey
revealed a cluster of anomalies in the northern half
of the enclosure, an aspect confirmed by the density
of features exposed after the stripping of the topsoil.
Variation in the density of features across the enclosure
may relate to a greater truncation of features in the
southern area, although it is likely that large postholes
and pits would have remained, thereby suggesting
some spatial distinction between the northern and
southern halves of the enclosure.

In Trench 3, a dense cluster of postholes immediately to
the south of enclosure ditch F23 could not be resolved

into definitive structures, although the substantial
size of some suggests that they comprise the remains
of a structure, probably a roundhouse (F32). The
varied form of these postholes (Figure 3.21) indicates
elements of more than one phase of structure. Some
of the closely situated postholes, for example [3079]
and [3073], or [3097] and [3053], probably mark the
replacement of posts in the same area. An outer and an
inner arc of postholes can tentatively be drawn (Figure
3.13), but no clear structure can be determined. Many
of these postholes post-date a series of amorphous
shallow scoops, such as [3079]. There are examples of a
number of scoops in this area, the role of which is hard
to determine. It is possible that some, such as [3036],
represent extraction pits for the posts, but the role of
others is harder to determine, athough a number have
affinities to those encountered at Scrubditch.

An arc of postholes in the south-west quadrant of the
enclosure (F28) (Figure. 3.22) may also represent a
roundhouse; the two central posts [3132] and [3104]

Figure 3.19. Aerial view of excavations at Cutham (Photo: Mark Woolston-Houshold).
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Figure 3.20. Plan of Cutham enclosure excavations.

echo the structural arrangement at the Scrubditch
example. The presence of a virtually complete neonate
sheep from one of these central posts [3132] (see
Chapter 16) could represent a structured deposit,
perhaps marking the replacement of the posthole.
The lack of postholes on the western side may argue
against this being a roundhouse, although the severe
truncation of a number of those examined in this area
may imply that other elements of the structure were
destroyed. The location of this structure, immediately
opposite the entrance and situated towards the back
of the enclosure, might support the notion of it as the
main dwelling and perhaps associated with the first
phase of occupation.

The flat stones within some of the postholes from
Cutham (such as [3086]) might not have been packing
but post-pads, with many seemingly placed flat within
the posthole rather than angled. The example from
[3086] might have been one of the few remaining in
situ. Given the uneven, stony nature of the underlying
limestone brash, such a building technique would
be logical, with Iron Age post-pad structures also
suggested nearby at Kingshill (Biddulph and Welsh
2010: 22). To the south-east, part of a linear gully (F25),
with incorporated posts, appears to be the truncated
remains of a fence line (Figure 3.21). Further postholes
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to the north-west of this gully may be related, perhaps
representing a screening of the south-west interior of
the enclosure. The presence of Saxon pottery in [3009]
suggests that some of these features are unrelated,
however.

Within the enclosure, three cylindrical pits were
identified, two fully excavated F27 [3061] and F30[3084],
and a third partially excavated, F29 [3138] (Figure 3.23).
Pit F27 (Figure 3.24) was backfilled with rubble (3126)
containing substantial limestone blocks; the void-
ridden nature of this fill, similar to that in the example
from Scrubditch, implies that this backfilling was done
relatively rapidly. Within the rubble backfill was a La
Téne C brooch (see Chapter 7) dating to ¢. 150-100 BC.
Above the rubble was a thick layer of orangey, clay silt
(3102), indicating a hiatus between the backfilling of
the pit and the overlaying deposits of ash and charcoal
(3092) and (3083), potentially representing burning in
situ and thus a similar use for this hollow to that of pit
F7 at Scrubditch. This layer produced a radiocarbon
date of 200-40 cal BC (SUERC-64211).

A second, more cylindrical pit (F29) contained a similar
sequence of deposits, backfilled with substantial
amounts of loose rubble, above which was a charcoal-
rich fill. Posthole [3086] appeared to be associated with
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Figure 3.21. Sections of postholes from structure F32 and fence lines.

the pit (in a similar fashion to the posthole adjacent to
pit F7 at Scrubditch), but its role is unclear. The form
of these pits reflects those of other sites in the region,
although F29 appeared more akin to a storage-pit (with
a slightly undercutting profile), whereas F27’s more
concave and larger diameter may imply a different role.
Other pits, of uncertain function, such as (F31), and
[3088], which may be large postholes, are somewhat
like pit F7 at Scrubditch and contained similarly
significant amounts of burnt stone and charcoal-rich
material. The latter feature also contained the only
evidence of hammerscale from the site (Chapter 9),
as well as wood charcoal that was probably associated
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with metalworking (Chapter 18), suggesting that iron
smithing was also taking place at Cutham. Whether
such shallow scooped pits were directly related to such
activities or merely the recipients of sweepings from
elsewhere is unclear. A radiocarbon date from (3089)
of 360-60 cal BC (SUERC-79376) suggests that these pits
were contemporary with the enclosure. A fragment of
early Roman ceramic from this feature (Chapter 6) is
probably intrusive.

The main enclosure ditch (F23/F24) was sectioned
in three places in Trench 3 and twice in Trench 4
(Figure 3.25, 3.26). It appears that the southern arc of
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the enclosure ditch had been more heavily truncated.
The first feature [4014] appears to have been an earlier
ditch of which only the terminus was identified beneath
[4004]. A lack of dateable material from this feature
means that it is hard to determine how much earlier
than ditch [4004] this took place.

Notably, the southern arm of the enclosure had a
slightly different sequence to the northern arm. In the
southern arm, F24, initial silting was followed by the
filling of the ditch with void-ridden rubble (4015). A date
from the initial silting (4019) produced a radiocarbon
date of 350-50 cal BC (SUERC-64220).

In some sections of the ditch (e.g. [3003], Figure 3.26)
and in some pits (e.g. F27), there was evidence of an
orangey-clay silt above this rubble layer, marking
perhaps a hiatus of activity or, more likely, the
natural silting of these open features. After this, the
ditches and pits witnessed dumps of materia, much
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of it ashy and rich in material, very similar the such
layers encountered at Scrubditch. In ditch section
[3003], the presence of these deposits appears to be
subsequent to the recutting of the ditch, although this
sequence was not recognised in the eastern section.
Deposit (3004), within ditch [3003] (Figure 3.26),
included a diverse array of ceramics, with imports
from elsewhere in southern Britain (see Chapter 6).
It is notable that the ashy deposit was only present
in significant quantities within the southern arm
of the enclosure ditch (F24), suggesting differential
deposition of this material, as seen between the
antenna ditches at Scrubditch. The charcoal layer
(4007) in section [4004] produced a radiocarbon date
of 200-40 cal BC (SUERC-63697).

The northern arm (F23) appears to have followed
a slightly different sequence. This ditch seems to
have been recut along its alignment at some point in
probably the 2nd or 1st century BC (see Chapter 13).
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Figure 3.24. Photo of pit F27
(Photo: Tom Moore).
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This recut was visible in all three sections along the
northern arm, although (as at Scrubditch) it seems
more likely that this represented a cleaning-out of the
ditch, as it closely followed the same alignment. This
recut may have truncated the ash-rich deposits seen
in the southern arm of the enclosure (F24). Ditch F23
was then back-filled with significant dumps of rubble
sometime later towards the end of the 1st century BC.
In one section [3070], this deposit (3125/3148) included
an inhumation burial of an elderly female adult (Figure
3.27)), which produced a radiocarbon date of 50 cal
BC- cal AD 70 (SUERC-64216) (see Chapter 15). Fills
that appear to represent the same process in other
sections contained Late Iron Age ceramics, suggesting
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that this process took place at some point at the end of
the 1st century BC or, perhaps more likely, in the early
1st century AD. An additional radiocarbon date from
this secondary use of the ditch, in (4016), of 190-1 cal
BC (SUERC -79377), is relatively consistent; another
in (3029), of 370-190 cal. BC (SUERC-65627), may be
residual from the earlier ditch or suggest that the
recut occurred earlier, before receiving large dumps of
rubble. The nature of this rubble (and the body partly
within it) suggests that this was a deliberate, perhaps
symbolic, filling of the ditch on the abandonment of
the enclosure (or the decommissioning of this ditch).
It seems that after this backfilling, the ditch remained
open, at least as a depression, and was still receiving
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in a kneeling position when
placed in the ditch. The good
preservation of the upper
body amongst the rubble
fill suggests that she was
= carefully placed, rather than
unceremoniously dumped,and
that the body of this individual
was part of a closing rite or
that her death stimulated
the abandonment of the
settlement and subsequent
backfilling of the ditches and
pits. The radiocarbon date
does, however, appear to
suggest her internment was
one of the latest things to
take place on the site, so this
may have happened on its
final abandonment. Further
analysis (see Chapters 15 and
17) has revealed the individual
to be rather unusual, being
both relatively elderly and not
local to the Cotswolds, instead
most likely deriving from south
Wales or the Malverns (see
Chapter 17). In addition, eel
bones (Chapter 16) uncovered

SE

g in the soil sample taken from
her stomach area may indicate

that she had consumed this fish,
a rather unusual practice in the
Iron Age.

The presence of postholes
and pits in close proximity to
enclosure ditch F23 make it hard
to envisage a large bank on the
inside of the ditch. There was no

Figure 3.26. Sections of enclosure ditch F24 and F26.

material in the early Roman period. The reason for the
apparently different sequence of ditches F23 from F24
is unclear, but it is notable that the northern side of
the enclosure marks the edge of the occupation area
to the south (see Chapter 4), and therefore may have
had more of a functional necessity as a boundary.

Although inhumations within enclosure ditches
are relatively common in the region in the Middle
and Late Iron Age, the positioning of the example in
enclosure ditch F23 is rather unusual. The placement
of the body on top of the existing ditch silt (3153),
but also in amongst the rubble (3148/3125), means
that some of the smaller bones were no longer in situ.
One of the most striking aspects was the location of
the skull amongst the void-ridden rubble, indicating
that the stones must have been placed around the
body, although the placement of the body was clear.
The individual had her legs folded beneath her, as if
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clear sign of a palisade associated
with the ditch, although an
alignment of postholes [3117],
[3118] and [3027] close to ditch F23, in the north-east
quadrant, could represent some form of fence line. Similar
to Scrubditch, the large amounts of rubble in the backfill
of these ditches may instead suggest the presence of a
smaller, dry-stone-faced wall.

Based on the geophysical survey, ditch F26 was
originally believed to continue to the west and
intersect with ditch F24. Excavation, however, revealed
that it terminated, respecting ditch F24 (Figure 3.28).
Ditch F26 appeared to have had two phases, being
almost entirely filled with an orangey silty fill that was
completely devoid of finds, before being recut. The
fill of this later phase of the ditch consisted primarily
of a thick layer of extremely void-ridden rubble. The
slump of rubble indicates that this came from a bank,
or perhaps even a dry stone, wall-like structure, as
suggested for Scrubditch, on the southern side of the
ditch. Like that seen in ditch F23, the rubble appears
to have been deliberately pushed into the ditch rather
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Figure 3.28. Photo, looking south-west, of ditch [3003] in relation to ditch [3023] under excavation.
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than representing a natural accumulation over time. A
radiocarbon date from this backfilling provided a date
of 50 cal BC- cal AD 70 (SUERC-66848), which, along with
Late Iron Age ceramics in overlaying layers, suggests
that this dump of rubble was probably contemporary
with the rubble which included the inhumation burial
in ditch F23.

The relationship between ditch F26 and F24 is rather
confusing, but it seems likely that it was at least partly
contemporary with the main enclosure ditch F24, forming
a small outer enclosure to the south with an entrance
adjacent to the main entrance into the enclosure. Such
arrangements are known elsewhere in the region (e.g.
Spratsgate Lane: Vallender 2007), and may represent
smaller enclosures for small groups of livestock.

Cutham enclosure phasing and dating

Echoing Scrubditch, the lack of intercutting features
at Cutham does not allow for a clear phasing of the
structures. The sequence of deposits within pits and
ditches does, however, reveal a relatively clear structural
sequence similar to that from Scrubditch.

Phase 0/1. Construction of enclosure ditches and initial silting
(Middle Iron Age: late 4th-3rd century BC).

The apparent linear feature [4014] cut by the main
enclosure ditch F24 appears to represent the earliest
feature, perhaps an earlier incarnation of the enclosure
ditch. Unfortunately, no dating evidence was retrieved
from this feature, however fills similar to those that are
earliest in the subsequent ditch [4004] suggest that it
was in use not long before this ditch was dug. A single
date from the initial silting of the main enclosure ditch
F24, of 350-50 cal BC (SUERC-64220), followed by a date
of 200-40 cal BC (SUERC-63697) for the upper layers
of ash, and alongside a date of 364-186 cal BC from
F23, implies that the subsequent enclosure ditch was
probably constructed in the 4th or 3rd century BC.
It is possible that ditch F26’s first phase also dates to
this period. The putative structure of F28 may also be
contemporary.

Phase 2a/b. Initial rubble backfilling of many features,
including some of the pits and initial fill of ditches (Middle
Iron Age: 3rd-2nd century BC).

The end of phase 1 was marked by rubble fill in some
of the pits and ditches, most notably in the southern
arm of the enclosure ditch. These appear to have
taken place in the 4th-2nd centuries BC, with similar
dates from both F23 and F24. In some features, such
as pits F27 and [3138] there is evidence of a silty clay
layer, which is almost certainly silting between the
rubble infilling and later ashy deposits, suggesting
that some of these features were partly backfilled
and left open for some time before receiving phase
3 deposits.
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Phase 3. Ashy deposits within pits and some enclosure ditches;
possible recutting of ditch F23 (Middle-Late Iron Age: 2nd
century BC).

The ashy deposits in the southern arm of the enclosure
ditch and in some pits might have been contemporary
when considering similar radiocarbon dates from the
ashy layers, including that from (4007) in ditch F24,
which provided a date of 200-40 cal BC (SUERC-63697),
and that from pit F27, which provided a date of 192-
41 cal BC. The similarity is notable and consistent
with a Middle-Late Iron Age date for the backfilling
of features, also commensurate with the date of the
brooch in pit F27. These dates may imply that these
deposits were somewhat later than the apparently
similar processes at Scrubditch, although the broad
range of the dates from Scrubditch could indicate that
they too took place in the 2nd or maybe 1st century
BC.Itis possible that in ditch F24, these ashy fills relate
to a recut of the ditch (as seen in section [3003]), and
there certainly appears to have been a short hiatus
between phases 2 and 3, as seen in the silting layers
noted above.

At some point in the 2nd century BC, possibly
contemporaneous with the phase of use related to
the ashy material but more probably subsequent to
it, the enclosure ditch was recut, at least along its
northern arm (F23), which was also probably the time
that F26 was recut. This may mark a redefining of the
enclosure.

Phase 4. Abandonment of the enclosure with deliberate
backfilling of the enclosure ditches (Late Iron Age: late 1st
century BC - early 1st century AD).

Radiocarbon dates from the inhumation burial and
from ditch deposit, alongside Late Iron Age and early
Roman pottery from the upper fills of enclosure ditch
F23, indicate that rubble was deposited in ditches F23
and F26 at the end of the 1st century BC or at the start
of the 1st century AD. This is supported by radiocarbon
dates that suggest occupation continued as late as
the end of the 1st century BC. Late Iron Age ceramics
from the uppermost layers of F27 and F29 suggest that
some of the pits were also backfilled by this time but
that some form of occupation continued until this
time. The presence of early Roman pottery in some of
the postholes [3079], [3088] and [3108] could further
suggest that these coincided with this Late Iron Age
activity, with the pottery entering these features as the
posts were extracted. The chronological resolution is
too imprecise to be sure, but if occupation in the valley
commenced as early as c. AD 20 - AD 30 (Chapter 4), it
appears that this abandonment might have taken place
at around the same time, or at least probably in living
memory.

Phase 5. Roman activity.

The presence of some early Roman ceramics, including
a fragment of 2nd century AD samian ware, in the
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upper layers of ditch [3070] implies that these ditches
were almost completely backfilled by the early Roman
period. Another sherd of 2nd century AD samian ware in
posthole [3079] and one from putative roundhouse F28
may indicate that some features relate to relatively late
occupation. The shallowness of some of these postholes
however, such as those from F28, may indicate that
such finds are intrusive, with other material from
this structure being of Iron Age date. The presence of
occasional sherds of Roman ceramics in this area seems
likely to derive from the occupation at Black Grove,
approximately 100 m to the south, with some of the
ditches and other features still perhaps visible as slight
depressions.

Phase 6. Saxon activity.

An additional phase of early medieval activity is
indicated by the presence of a handful of Saxon
ceramics in feature [3009], but it is hard to determine
the nature of this structure or what sort of activity it
represents. The lack of Saxon material or late Roman
ceramics from nearby Black Grove (see Chapter 5 and
Timby, in Chapter 6) suggests that it was not related to
any form of intense occupation.

The dating evidence and structural sequence from
Cutham implies that it witnessed a relatively similar
sequence of activity to Scrubditch, with at least two
distinct phases of activity in the Middle-Late Iron Age.
Cutham has more evidence for continued occupation
in the late 1st century BC and abandonment in the
Late Iron Age, although this probably partly reflects
the site’s proximity to the centre of Late Iron Age and
Roman occupation and its receipt of such material in
greater quantities than Scrubditch.

Role of the Cutham enclosure

The unusual morphology of the enclosure at Cutham
is rather different to that at Scrubditch and raises
questions as to its function. The presence of significant
amounts of settlement evidence emphasises its
occupational, rather than livestock-oriented, role;
although once again, the presence of smaller enclosures
and the lack of conjoining between the antenna ditches
and main enclosure (as seen at Scrubditch) could
suggest that livestock was divided within the outer
areas. Overall, it seems likely that the arrangement of
ditches was designed to create a visually impressive
entrance into the smaller enclosure. We should
perhaps envisage the enclosure at Cutham as having a
similar role to enclosure A at Scrubditch, with a focus
on human activity. There is little to suggest that this
activity was necessarily high status; instead, it reflects
the general nature of Middle Iron Age society, with
little evidence for status distinction in material culture.

The nature of the activity itself is harder to confirm. The
faunal assemblage reveals a slightly higher proportion
of neonatal sheep, which may indicate the culling
of sheep reared nearby for their meat. The relatively
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sporadic nature of the activity within the enclosures
further evokes that at Scrubditch, and may also suggest
that occupation was not intensive. The relatively long
structural sequence does, however, suggest that the
site was used repeatedly, but such use might have been
ephemeral, or at least not year-round. The presence
of hammerscale from pit [3088] indicates that iron
smithing was taking place at Cutham, but a lack of slag
from the site or hammerscale in any other soil sample,
despite widespread sampling, suggests that it was not
on any significant scale.

Discussion

Excavation of these two enclosures provides the first
conclusive evidence of Middle Iron Age occupation
within the Bagendon complex, indicating that the
area was not devoid of activity prior to occupation in
the valley in the 1st century AD. Both enclosures were
only sampled by excavation, rendering discussion of
their spatial and chronological sequences somewhat
tentative. They do, however, provide a rich dataset
enabling better informed observations on the Bagendon
landscape to be made.

Both enclosures at Scrubditch and Cutham appear
to have been constructed in the Middle Iron Age.
According to Derek Hamilton’s Bayesian modelling
(Chapter 13), this is likely to have been in the 3rd,
rather than 4th, century BC. Although the start date
for Scrubditch appears to be somewhat earlier than
Cutham, they are close enough to suggest a roughly
contemporaneous construction and that they were
part of an integrated complex.

Both sites also appear to have ceased to be used or,
more accurately, witnessed the backfilling of ditches as
part of a radical restructuring in the late 2nd or early
part of the 1st century BC. It seems likely that both
enclosures remained occupied in some fashion after
this point. The lack of radiocarbon dates taken from the
upper layers of features may be skewing impressions
of the extent of later activity, however, especially at
Scrubditch. The chronological resolution does not allow
us to date precisely whether these enclosures were
occupied immediately prior to occupation in the valley.
At Cutham, the site may well have been abandoned,
perhaps ceremonially, at the time occupation in the
valley was commencing. The fact that the ditch [F1034]
of Cutham’s associated avenue, which is shown on the
geophysical survey (Chapter 2), demarcates the area
of Late Iron Age occupation in the valley implies that
these features remained visible and were important
boundary features well into the 1st century AD.

The deposition of a large amount of rubble into ditches
and pits is relatively common on sites elsewhere in the
region, marking the abandonment of particular features
or of the site itself. The chronological sequence from
both enclosures suggests that this process happened
at least twice, the first rubble fills were followed by
layers of charcoal-rich material, and a second later on
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(certainly at Cutham) marking the decommissioning
of the recut ditches. Whether either of these processes
necessarily marked the settlements’ abandonment is
less clear, for activity resumed (or continued) at both
sites after the ditches had been partially filled.

The pits follow similar sequences to the ditches in
many cases. Elsewhere, it has been suggested that pits
were deliberately backfilled during the active period
of a settlement, including placing the upcast from new
pits into disused pits (Hart et al. 2016a), while those
left to decay naturally reveal abandonment of the site
(vallender 2005: 51). At Scrubditch and Cutham, it
is interesting that the partial backfilling of the large
pits with rubble led to many, such as F27, to be used
as repositories for the burnt material and leading
them to resemble (in this form) scooped pits such as
F7 at Scrubditch (see Figure 3.24). Whether this entails
a change of function too is unclear, but it could imply
that their later form matched roles related to the
charcoal and ashy deposits. This widespread evidence
of layers of charcoal and ashy material at both sites is
intriguing. The presence of burnt limestone is common
on Iron Age sites in the region (see e.g. Parry 1998),
although no definitive explanation as to what this
material represents has been established. At Scrubditch
and Cutham, burnt limestone is frequently comingled
with layers high in charcoal and ash, which often
included (some burnt) animal remains. The nature of
this material suggests that this burning was potentially
in situ or nearby, indicating that it was derived from
cleared-out hearths or cooking pits, one of which
might even be represented by F7. At both enclosures,
these dumps of charcoal-rich material are associated
with the secondary phase of use of the site, possibly
representing a change in the nature of activity to that
which preceded it. It seems clear that these burning
phases were not related to the end of the site, and seem
more likely to relate to occupation activity.

The similarities in activity at both enclosures and their
form provides hints of their relationship to the wider
landscape. The ditches extending from Cutham seem
to represent some form of avenue and, based on the
geophysical survey, appear to run beneath Cutham
Dyke (dyke ‘a’), and are possibly associated with a gap in
the outer earthworks (dykes ‘b’ and ‘c’: see figure 4.24)
in this area. Similarly, the arrangement at Scrubditch,
although showing no direct association with dyke ‘a’
and Scrubditch Dyke, is situated at the head of the
funnel-like arrangement that they create (See Chapter
2).

Towhatextentany of these other earthworks had earlier
antecedents is discussed more in Chapter 4. However,
the radiocarbon dates from the excavation of a section
of dyke ‘e’ in 2017 (discussed in Chapter 4), support
the hypothesis that some of the linear earthworks and
dykes were constructed in the Middle Iron Age, rather
than all in the Late Iron Age, as often assumed. These
two dates (407-261 cal BC: SUERC-90671; 380-200 cal BC:
SUERC-90672 from initial silting of dyke ‘e’ suggest it
was open between around 375-200 BC, contemporary
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probably with the digging of ditches around the
Scrubditch and Cutham enclosures. Alongside the
circumstantial evidence that others of the dyke may
have had earlier antecedents (discussed in Chapter 4).
Combining all this evidence, it seems probable that, as
with some of the other clusters of banjo enclosures in
the region, Scrubditch and Cutham were integral to
a wider complex. To these might be added the areas
of activity in fields A2 and B1 (see Chapter 2), which
remain undated but seem likely to be Middle Iron Age.

Morphological parallels for the enclosures at Cutham
and Scrubditch are relatively uncommon. Their
funnel-like entrances suggest some affinities to so-
called banjo enclosures, such as those in Hampshire
and the Oxfordshire Cotswolds (Figure 3.29; cf. Lang
2016), but these examples appear morphologically
distinctive. A relatively close parallel for the enclosure
at Scrubditch is a funnelled enclosure at Spratsgate
Lane, approximately 10 km to the south in the upper
Thames Valley (Figure 3.29, c; Vallender 2007). Like
those at Bagendon, the Spratsgate Lane enclosure
was related to a linear feature that appears to both
funnel movement to the enclosure, but is also part of
a longer linear boundary. Relatively nearby, another
set of curvilinear enclosures at Cotswold Community
(Powell et al. 2010; Figure 2.52) have some similarities
to the arrangement at Scrubditch, although those are
far smaller (Figure 3.29, d). At Cotswold Community,
these roundhouses, associated with a short trackway
or funnel, seem to be related to a larger enclosure or
possibly linear boundary similar to the arrangement
at Spratsgate Lane. The ditches of the outer system at
Spratsgate Lane also do not join the trackway/avenue
to the circular enclosure. The narrow funnel for these
enclosures creates an impressive entrance to the small
(approximately 20 m diameter) curvilinear enclosure at
the end of the avenue. There is little to suggest that this
was for funnelling livestock, but instead seems aimed
at creating a dramatic entrance to the main habitation
area. An additional banjo-like enclosure, with some
affinities to Cutham enclosure, has been revealed by
John Samways, Wiltshire Archaeological Field Group.
close to Worms Farm, Siddington, where Roman and
Iron Age finds have been discovered (Figure 3.29, e;
GlosHER2358; RCHME 1976: 102).

The arrangements at Scrubditch and Spratsgate Lane
are somewhat reminiscent of some of the double
banjos, such as those seen at Gussage Cow Down (Figure
24.18), with two separate complexes side by side or
interlinked, possibly representing different households
with associated smaller paddocks, working areas and
secondary house structures (either for occupation or
other activities). These arrangements imply the same
possible emphasis on habitation within the main,
deeply ditched enclosure, with areas for other activities
and managing livestock accessible elsewhere.

More broadly, banjo enclosures have been identified
along the Cotswold dipslope, although they are far
more common in the eastern Cotswolds (see Figure
24.5; Lang 2016; Moore 2006). Those to the east in
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Figure 3.29. Comparison of Scrubditch and Cutham enclosures with banjo and funnel enclosures (A: Cutham; B: Scrubditch; C:

Spratsgate Lane, Glos.; D: Cotswold Community, Glos. (after Powell et al. 2010); E: Worms Farm, Siddington, Glos. (after John

Samways unpub.); F: Nettlebank Copse, Hampshire (after Cunliffe and Poole 2000a); G: Micheldever, Hampshire (after Fasham
1987); H: Groundwell Farm, Wilts. (after Gingell 1981).

particular represent enclosures more classically ‘banjo’
in form compared to those at Bagendon (Moore 2012).
The association of multiple funnelled enclosures as
part of a wider complex is also known elsewhere in the
region. The most convincing parallel for the situation
at Bagendon is near to Northleach, approximately 10
km to the north-east. Here, a complex of banjo-like and
other enclosures exists interlinked with various linear
features, although it is known only from cropmark
evidence (Figure 3.30, 3.31 and 3.32; Janik et al. 2011: 43;
Moore 2012). Among this group, a number of smaller
enclosures show similarities to both the Cutham and
Scrubditch enclosures (Figure 3.32; Moore 2006: 57). At
least two of these possibly contain curvilinear features
(roundhouses?). In a similar fashion to Bagendon, these
enclosures are connected to long linear boundaries,
which appear arranged to direct movement towards
different elements of the complex, with the banjo
enclosures also facing adjacent valleys. There is no
dating evidence from the complex at Northleach, but
the discovery of Late Iron Age coins and brooches
on the northern edge of this complex might imply
occupation at this time,

At all of these complexes of funnel enclosures, the
presence of linear boundaries to which they are
connected suggest that they were part of larger
arrangements for managingthelandscape. At Spratsgate
Lane, the antenna ditches appear to have been part of
longer field boundaries. Those at Cutham are similar in
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this respect, marking part of broader land boundaries
and allowing movement to particular enclosures while
defining different parts of the landscape. It is possible
that the antenna ditches at Scrubditch were also part of
longer linear features, and it is worth remembering how
more ephemeral fences related to these may have been
lost to ploughing. While the inter-relationship of these
elements is not well, they potentially represent areas
for different agricultural activities, perhaps livestock
management. The positioning of these enclosures and
linear boundaries to direct movement from adjacent
valleys is seen at both the Bagendon complex and that
at Northleach. It might mean that the wider complex,
if not necessarily the specific enclosures themselves,
had a role in controlling the marshalling of livestock,
presumably driving them up from the valleys. This is
common to banjo enclosures elsewhere in southern
Britain (Moore 2012), and may suggest that most had
similar agricultural roles. The question remains as
to whether the funnel-type enclosures at Bagendon
represent the most northerly example of a wider
phenomenon found on in the upper Thames Valley or a
different type of activity.

On balance, the similarities in location in the landscape
indicate that all the banjo-like enclosures had a
relationship to the Cotswolds-Thames Valley interface.
The topographic location of such enclosures, both at
the macro and micro scale, on the interface between
upland and lowland, certainly supports the notion that
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Figure 3.30. Plan of complex of banjo and other enclosures near Northleach based on aerial photographic data
(from NMP data, after Janik et al. 2011). A: location of features on Figure 3.31: B: location of features on Figure 3.32.

Figure 3.31. Aerial photograph of one of the ‘banjo’ enclosures making up the Northleach complex
(© Crown copyright, Historic England).
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Figure 3.32. Aerial photograph of enclosure within the Northleach complex of enclosure with antenna ditches similar to the
enclosures at Bagendon (© Crown copyright, Historic England).

their role was in directing livestock movement between
these landscapes, but the reasons behind this remains
somewhat obscure.

The morphology of these enclosures may also imply
they had roles for the management of livestock, as
has been suggested for some similar banjo enclosures
(Cunliffe and Poole 2000). It seems clear from both
Cutham and Scrubditch that the enclosures were not
intended to intersect with the outer antenna ditches,
leaving deliberate gaps to allow access to areas beyond.
A similar arrangement can be seen at Spratsgate Lane,
where it has been argued as representing a complex
gating system that allowed for the division of animals
(Figure 3.29; Vallender 2007: 39). The same can be
envisaged for Scrubditch and Cutham, with animals
driven into the main enclosure(s) and then divided
off into discreet areas. At both sites, however, the
geophysical survey shows evidence of pit-like features,
which are possibly evidence of occupation, although
these could mark a different phase of use. Similar to
banjo enclosures elsewhere (Lang 2016), evidence of
habitation within them suggests that the corralling of
livestock was not the role of the main enclosures, even
if it was important for the complex as a whole.

What types of livestock may have been the focus of such
management then? The faunal assemblage does not
seem to point to a particular focus, with sheep, cattle
and horse all present, none in especially unusually
high proportions. The isotopic analysis undertaken
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of the horses was striking, however, in revealing that
all the horses tested were not local to the Cotswolds
(Chapter 17). Intriguingly, this was also true of one
of the pigs. While the exact origins for these animals
cannot be confirmed, it seems most likely this was from
somewhere in Wales. Bagendon’s situation on a natural
routeway across the landscape (see Chapter 24), as
well as on the interface between upland and lowland,
indicates that animals were being moved here from
significant distances, perhaps for exchange.

The faunal assemblage (see Chapter 16) hints at
slightly different agricultural roles for each enclosure.
Scrubditch displays somewhat more focus on the
consumption of pig, whereas Cutham has a greater
emphasis on sheep, which is typical of the Cotswolds
in the Middle Iron Age, yet whether it was focused
on the culling of neonates is not clear. Although the
relatively small size of each assemblage must be noted,
if the enclosures formed part of a wider complex, it is
probable that different parts had distinctive roles. The
presence of small numbers of pits, some of the ‘silo’ form
identified by Alistair Marshall (2004), might indicate
the short lifespan of these enclosures, the presence of
a small populace and/or that they were only seasonally
occupied, rather than high-status occupation.

The larger proportion of pig remains from Scrubditch
might imply that this site specifically was more focused
on meat consumption, perhaps feasting, as further
indicated by the possible fire-pit features. This meat
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consumption need not denote an elite status, however,
but could just as easily represent the assembling of a
wider community at certain times of year, with feasting
part of the agricultural cycle, and potentially supported
by the pigs brought to the site from some distance
away. The visible nature of the Scrubditch enclosure
would also mean that any such acts would have been
highly conspicuous across the landscape (see Figure
24.4 and Chapter 20).

An alternative and not necessarily mutually exclusive
explanation for the higher pig presence at Scrubditch
is that they were being reared in the area. The
palaeoenvironmental evidence provides tantalising
indications that the landscape in the Middle Iron
Age was a mixture of woodland and hedgerows,
suggestive of a wood-pasture-type landscape (Chapter
18). This type of landscape facilitates animal grazing
while retaining significant elements of woodland.
Environmental evidence from Middle Duntisbourne
and Dartley Bottom, a few kilometres to the west of
Scrubditch, suggested a potentially relatively wooded
landscape here until the Late Iron Age (Mudd et
al.1999: 85). As at Scrubditch, pig also represented a
high proportion of the faunal assemblage from Middle
Duntisbourne (Mudd et al. 1999: 86). Adding weight to
this argument is the evidence from the isotopes, which
indicates that the pigs had an unusual diet for the Iron
Age (Chapter 17) of woodland pannage, a common
occurrence in other periods but as yet not widely
recognised in the British Iron Age. Taken together, this
is strong evidence that these enclosures were situated
in an area of landscape that remained relatively densely
wooded, an appropriate environment for pig rearing.
The two enclosures therefore potentially marked part
of a complex with distinct and varied agricultural roles.

The excavations at the Scrubditch and Cutham
enclosures have indicated the presence of more
Middle Iron Age activity in the Bagendon area
than was previously imagined. There is tentative
evidence from their unusual morphological form
and faunal assemblages that these enclosures had a
distinct agricultural role. Meanwhile, the faunal and
environmental evidence (Chapter 18) suggests that the
areamay have retained significant elements of managed
woodland. This would have made the landscape quite
different from the more intensively farmed landscapes
to the south, in the Thames Valley.

Such evidence might support the notion that oppida
emerged in landscapes somewhat separate from
existing social networks and farming regimes (Hill
2007; Moore 2006), but whether these were isolated
from wider social systems or an integral part of
them remains open to question. The location of the
Scrubditch and Cutham enclosures, on the interface
between the different agricultural and settlement
landscapes, would have made them ideal to access for a
wide range of different farming communities, and they
may have been part of a wider land-use stretching well
beyond the immediate Bagendon area. Importantly, the
presence of these two enclosures provides new insights
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into what preceded the oppidum, and suggests that
the area had a pre-existing role, perhaps as seasonal
agricultural meeting place, which was significant and
certainly cannot be overlooked when exploring why
the oppidum was established in this area in the early 1st
century AD.

Importantly, there is convincing evidence from the
enclosures, certainly from Cutham and possibly at
Scrubditch, that they were in use as late as the end of the
1st century BC and possibly into the 1st century AD. The
filling of the enclosure ditch at Cutham with rubble—
and the body of a woman—around the beginning of the
1st century AD indicates that its abandonment may well
have coincided with the commencement of occupation
within the valley, which potentially began as early as
c. AD 20 —30 (see Chapter 4). The Cutham enclosure
appears to have probably been remodelled in the
Late Iron Age, perhaps the 1st century BC, seemingly
reusing the ditch of the curvilinear enclosure, possibly
to create a different enclosure arrangement. Such a
reconfiguration of a Middle Iron Age banjo enclosure,
in to a set a of smaller enclosures in the Late Iron Age
has affinities with the development of Owslebury,
Hampshire, a site which also seems to have been of
some status in the 1st century BC-1st century AD (Collis
2006: 156).

At least at Cutham, this decommissioning of the
enclosure ditch appears to have been a deliberate
and symbolic act, and the inhumation burial from
the enclosure there provides particular insights into
the nature of this transformation. The positioning of
the body seemingly on the top of the ditch silts, with
then void-ridden rubble placed (or dumped) on top
of her suggests that she marked part of a process of
the deliberate abandonment or decommissioning of
the ditch. The arrangement of the body, legs folded
beneath her, also seems particularly unusual (see
Chapter 15), perhaps suggestive even of deviant burial
or that she was deliberately killed in this location,
although neither can be proven from palaeopathology
(see Chapter 15).

Detailed analysis further revealed that this individual
probably did not grow up locally, with the strontium
isotope evidence placing her origins somewhere
in Wales, possibly south Wales, arriving at the site
perhaps alongside other material, such as iron from
the Forest of Dean or horses. This individual was an
elderly female, suggesting perhaps that she held
status within the community or was someone who
had a long and complex biography. Stranger still
was the discovery of eel remains in the soil samples
taken from around her stomach area (Chapter 16). A
connection to her diet cannot be directly inferred,
but it is noticeable that few other soil samples
revealed fish remains and none from elsewhere on
the Cutham and Scrubditch enclosures, despite a
rigorous soil sampling regime (see Chapter 18). This
is unsurprising given the limited evidence of fish
consumption in the Iron Age (Dobney and Ervynck
2007) and even less for eel consumption (Rainford and
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Roberts 2014). The other contexts at Bagendon which
did reveal fish remains were either from the Roman
period, or from the Late Iron Age pits sampled in 1981
(see Chapter 16). She seems therefore to be part of
changing dietary habits in the Late Iron Age, which
now incorporated freshwater fish resources, and/or
that she was somewhat special and had a distinctive
diet, perhaps related to her age, status or role in
society. Ultimately, there seems sufficient evidence to
suggest that she was an important member of society.
Whether she was the only individual interred in the
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process of backfilling the enclosure ditch remains an
intriguing question. At Cutham, only approximately
10 m of the 112 m long enclosure ditch was excavated,
representing less than ten per cent of the total; it thus
seems highly probable that more remains exist. The
enclosure at Cutham, or the recut ditch at least, was
therefore seemingly backfilled, perhaps symbolically,
at the same time that the complex as a whole appears
to have been transformed. Did this mark the end of one
phase of use of the Bagendon landscape; a deliberate
modification as its role changed?



Chapter 4

Revisiting the Late Iron Age oppidum

Tom Moore

The discovery of two Middle Iron Age enclosures
and other earlier activity at Bagendon (discussed in
Chapter 3) and recognition that these were abandoned
contemporary with the major transformation of the
complex make understanding the nature of Late Iron
Age occupation at Bagendon all the more important.
This chapter focuses on the light the previously
unpublished excavations between 1979-1981 shed
on Elsie Clifford’s (1961) earlier findings. These are
followed by discussion of more recent investigations
by this project, included the excavation of part of dyke
‘e’ and a reassessment of the earthworks. Combining
this evidence, finally a summary of the wider evidence
of the nature of occupation in the Late Iron Age at
Bagendon is presented.

Excavations in Bagendon valley (1979-1981)
Introduction

Richard Reece, with the assistance of Stephen Trow,
directed three seasons of excavation at Bagendon
between 1979 and 1981. These comprised two open-
area excavations to the north and west of the areas (B
and C) excavated by Elsie Clifford in the 1950s (Figure
4.1a and 4.1b; Clifford 1961). The excavations were
originally intended to locate Clifford’s trenches and
reassess the chronology for Bagendon established by
Clifford and subsequently redated by Vivian Swan (see
Chapter 1; Swan 1975; Trow 1982a). In addition, as with
the excavations at The Ditches (Trow et al. 2009: x),
which were undertaken slightly later, an assessment of
the preservation of archaeological remains at Bagendon
was regarded as important. While Trow (1982a)
subsequently published some of his initial perceptions
on how the dating at Bagendon could be used to
reassess the chronology of the site, full reassessment
of Clifford’s material was never undertaken. Within the
current study it has not been possible to re-examine all
of Clifford’s material, and there are some significant
problems with how some of it can be interpreted (see
Chapter 1). Where necessary however, comparisons
have been made between the material from the 1950s
and that from 1979-1981, thereby enabling a reappraisal
of both Clifford’s and Swan’s chronologies of the site.

The excavations covered two areas, one immediately
to the north of Clifford’s site B (Area A) (Figure 4.2),
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excavated in 1979 and then again in 1981, and a second
approximately 60 m to the west (Area B), which was
excavated in 1980. Geophysical survey of the area
(Chapter 2) has now revealed that the areas originally
investigated comprise only a small window on what was
a relatively large area of occupation. The geophysical
survey allows a better appreciation of how these
excavations relate to the organisation of this area.

The two areas examined in 1979-1981 have had
significantly divergent agricultural histories. The
vicinity of Area A appears to have been ploughed, at
least in the 20th century, causing some degradation of
the archaeological remains. To the west, around Area B,
there is little evidence for ploughing in recent history,
thus ensuring potentially better preservation.

Rationale, issues and methods

Following her recognition of the potential importance
of Late Iron Age occupation at Bagendon (discussed in
Chapter 1), Clifford opened up two areas of excavation
adjacent to the small gravel quarry where she had
identified ‘Belgic’ material. As discussed in Chapter 1,
she used an excavation methodology that was novel
for the time; rather than the box method espoused
by many of her contemporaries (e.g. Wheeler 1954),
Clifford opened long trenches that were extended over
time to form larger areas (Figure 1.10). In some places,
this allowed for a better overview of the nature of the
activity. She retained numerous baulks however, and in
some instances, these meant that certain features were
not understood in their entirety.

Clifford’s excavations were crucial in identifying the
Late Iron Age occupation at Bagendon as what she
described as a ‘Belgic oppidum’, with the evidence for
coin minting at her site C of particular significance
(Clifford 1961). The chronology of the complex remained
somewhat controversial, however, partly because of the
contemporary perspectives which regarded Bagendon’s
place as being within the periphery of ‘Romanisation’.
This controversy led to re-evaluations of the dating
evidence, which suggested to some that much, if not all,
of the excavated area could be dated to after the Roman
conquest and was closely related to the movement
of the Roman army (Swan 1975). Concerns over some
confusing aspects of Clifford’s stratigraphy (see Chapter
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Figure 4.1c. Location of 1980s trenches in relation to interpretation of geophysics.

Area B (1980)
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1) meant that in an attempt to resolve these issues, Reece
and Trow (Reece 1984: 24; Trow 1982a) examined an area
connected to Clifford’s excavations to provide a clearer
chronological framework.

Further work undertaken by Trow as part of an assessment
of the area, including excavations at The Ditches (Trow
1988a; Trow et al. 2009), has since been published. For
various reasons, the investigations at Bagendon were
never published. Due to the long delay in publication and
the nature of the original recording methods, there are

certain problems in reassessing the 1979-1981 material.
Many of the recording techniques and procedures, so ably
applied in subsequent excavations at The Ditches (Trow
1988a; Trow et al. 2009), were only in their infancy in 1979-
1981. The use of context recording, for example, was not
universal in British archaeology, and was inconsistently
applied on these excavations. For example, no ‘cut’
numbers were allocated, with fills assigned to named
features. For the 1979-1981 excavations, rather than
create new context numbers for cuts, these were added in
the form ‘cut of ...’ —to the Harris matrices, for example.

-

10m

Area A: 1979 &1981 excavations

Clifford excavations (site B) 1954 (Period Il features)

! . ] Paving/cobbled areas

Quarry

Coin minting area (site C) :

Figure 4.2. Area A in relation to Clifford site B and C.
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Some information was not listed for contexts, meaning
that the stratigraphic relationship between contexts
and, in some cases, their location is unclear. The same
context numbers were used in 1979 and 1981 (the two
seasons of excavation of elements of Area A), meaning
that numbers were doubled up. It is possible that this
may have led to some confusion in the later reordering
of finds. All the contexts have now been prefixed with
the year of excavation (e.g. 79-00, 80-00, 81-00). Where
contexts are equivalents between 1979 and 1981, this
has been established and noted. Features were given
double-letter labels at the time of the excavations; these
have been retained (such as AA in Area A). No specific
identifiers seem to have been given to features in Area
B; to identify these features, a similar naming system
has been adopted for this area (e.g. BA). The records for
the excavations in Area B were particularly problematic,
making it harder to assess the nature of these remains
and their relationships than for Area A. This means that
some of the conclusions and phasing of features remains
uncertain.

Comparison between the small finds lists from the
excavation archive with the material retrieved from
Corinium Museum also appears to indicate that some
finds (predominantly from the 1979 season) appear
to have been lost in the intervening years. There
are indications from notes found in the boxes of the
material that finds were re-sorted in the museum
at some point in the 1980s or 1990s, and that at that
time certain finds appeared to be missing, which may
explain this loss. Searches for the missing artefacts
have proved fruitless. Where material was recorded
in the notebooks from the 1980s but the find itself is
now absent, this has been noted on the relevant list of
materials (Chapter 12). Some environmental samples
were taken in the 1981 season (but not apparently in
1979 and 1980), although the nature of the sampling
strategy and the size of the samples is unclear (see
Chapter 18). These samples had already been partially
processed before this assessment of the site. Although
they provided some burnt grain and other material (see
Chapter 18), the small number of samples meant that
they could not be used for a systematic programme of
radiocarbon dating. Despite these issues, much of the
recording was of a high quality and enables a good
appreciation of the nature of the archaeology and
reconstruction of the phasing and activity. This allows
comparison with Clifford’s excavations and reflection
on long-standing debates concerning the chronology
and nature of occupation at Bagendon.

Area A (1979 and 1981)

Area A (approximately 200 m?% Figure 4.3) was located
adjacent to Clifford’s site B, with a small area extending
over her trenches to establish a relationship between
the two excavations. Area A was excavated over two
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seasons in 1979 and 1981. The natural subsoil proved
to be ill-sorted deposits of limestone, except for the
southernmost part of the area where it was river
gravel. The southern part of Area A was covered by
relatively significant amounts of colluvium, up to 0.5 m
in some areas. Similar levels of colluvium were noted
by Clifford (1961: 21) in her site B and also in some of
the 2017 test pits (see below). The northern part of Area
A does appear to have suffered some plough damage,
which may explain the variable preservation across the
area (Stephen Trow pers. comm.).

The majority of Area A included a series of pits (Figure
4.4; 4.5; 4. 6). Their original function is uncertain due
to their varying shape, size and depth. Many of these
pits contained significant quantities of material,
seemingly representing a mixture of both domestic
rubbish, including high-status ceramics such as terra
sigillata, terra nigra and terra rubra, and evidence for
metalworking, coin minting and other activities.

Thessiting of the pits in close proximity to each other, with
relatively little overlap, suggests that they were almost
contemporaneous. This interpretation is supported
by analysis of the finds, which reveals quite limited
chronological divergence between them. Although
the relationship between the pits is not entirely clear,
there does appear to be a sequence to them, however.
For example, it appears that pit AD cuts an earlier pit,
ADa. This was not noted on the original drawings, but
it would explain the odd step arrangement and fill
patterns in this pit. Pit AD may have been cut at the top
by pit AE, but the fact that these pits appear to respect
each other may indicate that they are probably near
contemporaneous, even if AD was filled by the time that
AE was dug. A similar situation occurs with AD seemingly
cutting AO, but also closely respecting it. Elsewhere, pit
AH cuts pit AK, while pit AE possibly cuts AM, and pit AO
also probably cuts pit AN.

The three westernmost pits were separated from the
others by a shallow gulley, which appears to cut, or is
possibly cut by, unexcavated pit AP. Given that gully
AJ respects most of the pits, it seems likely that it was,
at least partly, contemporaneous with many of them.
This gully runs roughly north-south, echoing the axial
arrangement of linear ditches seen on the geophysical
survey, including linear freature F1070 and those
of the north-south trackway F1073 (Figure 4.1b, c).
Although this gully does not appear on the geophysical
survey, it seems probable that it was part of this linear
arrangement, and supports the suggestion (Chapter
2) that the valley was divided into discreet enclosures
arranged axially along a main trackway. Feature AB is
located away from the rest of the pits, and seems likely
to represent an additional pit, but it could also be the
terminus of a ditch. The latter possibility is unlikely,
as no ditch occurss in Clifford’s trench 1N, situated
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Figure 4.3. Plan of Area A.

to the east, which contains the probable terminus of
another ditch. Based on the geophysical survey, the
arrangement of pits encountered in Area A appears
to represent a cluster located within the south-west
corner of an enclosure, adjacent to the main trackway.

Thirteen pits were encountered in Area A (Figures
4,4-4,6), a number of which were large (pit AF is
nearly 5 m across); and these also vary in form, some
being relatively cylindrical, indicative of so-called
storage pits (AH, AA, AD, AG), although whether this
was really their role remains debatable. Others are
relatively shallow scoops (AF, AE, AK, AO and AN), in
particular (AM). This variation in depth suggests that
they had a range of functions, with some possibly dug
as rubbish pits. The fills of some of these pits, such as
AD, appear to show evidence of silting and backfilling
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in periodic sequences, while others appear to have
been filled more rapidly. Pits AH and AG, for example,
have similar organic-looking layers within the pits,
somewhat resembling the fills in pit AD (Figure 4.7). It
seems likely that these pits were filled with material
that subsequently rotted, leaving shallow depressions,
and was then ‘topped up’ later. Pits AH and AG, which
have such fills, also have upper layers of stone slabs
that may be evidence for later stone surfaces, akin to
those identified in Area B, which had slumped into
these pits because their fills had rotted. The stone
slabs are significant, as it appears any other traces
of such layers on the surface have been removed by
ploughing. Alternatively, these stones may represent
material dumped in to consolidate slumping pit fills.
Those pits that are more scooped and shallower
in profile (specifically AN, AO, AE and AK) are less
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Figure 4.4. Profiles of pits in Area A.
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Figure 4.5. Profiles of pits and other features in Area A.
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Figure 4.6. Profiles of pits and other features in Area A.

complex in terms of their fills, with less evidence of
the organically rich materials within them, which
is potentially indicative of their possessing other,
undetermined functions.

Despite its large but shallow profile, pit AF (Figure 4.8)
had a complex layering of fills, similar to the storage-
type pits. Its upper fills contained the remains of a later
culvert (AZ, 81-27), which appears to have slumped
into it due to the subsidence of the underlying organic
fills. This culvert was absent elsewhere on the site and
is only preserved in pit AF, thereby reiterating that
plough damage in this area could well have removed
any floors or surfaces like those revealed in Area B.
Comparable culverts were further revealed in Area
B. The alignment of the remnants of this culvert may
correlate with a low-magnetic susceptible feature
on the geophysical survey to the north (see Chapter
2: F1089). As with a similar feature in Area B, such
culverts appear to be late in date and are likely to be
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for drainage, relating to the latest phase of occupation
on the site.

Distinguishing the roles of pits by their contents is
difficult. Pit AA had a notably large assemblage of
terra sigillata, probably partly reflecting its relatively
late date compared to other pit assemblages. It also
contained a number of coin mould fragments (see
Landon, in Chapter 11), as well as a varied assemblage
of other finds, including brooches, blades, a whetstone
and shale armlet. Some other pits, such as AH, also have
a relatively rich assemblage of terra sigillata as well as
two Dobunnic coins, while pit AO includes a relatively
rare blue glass bowl (Shepherd, in Chapter 12). In
general, the rich assemblage of material from these
pits, including a diverse array of ceramics, suggests that
much of their content may be rubbish, perhaps from
middens nearby, and relates to occupation, possibly
of high status, whether in the immediate vicinity or
elsewhere in the valley.
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Figure 4.7. Photo of pit AD in Area A showing organic like fills (Photo: Bagendon archive).

Area A provides some of the few Dobunnic (Western)
coins from a secure archaeological context anywhere in
Britain that may be of pre-, or immediately post-Roman,
conquest date. This includes one from context (81-28),
in pit AH, which produced two coins (Haselgrove, in
Chapter 10). Based on the terra sigillata, this context
is no earlier than AD 35, and seems most likely to be
Claudian in date (Willis, in Chapter 6).

Stone layer in the south-east corner and ditch AC

An area of gravel or cobbling was identified in the
south-east corner of Area A (79-10) (Figure 4.3; 4.6),
representing a possible occupation layer, although
its role is unclear. It appears too small (around 2 m in
diameter) to be the flooring of a hut similar to those
suggested by Clifford (1961). Although the presence
of colluvium suggests that less plough damage has
occurred in this area than in the north of Area A, it may
be that this layer is all that remains of cobbling, similar
to examples in Area B.

In the south-east corner of Area A, the trench was
extended to join Clifford’s excavation area: site B. This
revealed the end of Clifford’s trench 4N (Clifford 1961:
Figure 8). The fill of trench 4N (79-14) was removed
and the original sections straightened. Under a layer
of colluvium (79-2), which covered the area around
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Clifford’s trench, an expanse of angular limestone
cobbles (79-15) was found. This expanse of cobbles may
represent the wall of Clifford’s ‘hut’ from her Period
1V (Clifford layer 4), although she also speculated that
it might be another cobbled platform. It is certainly
hard to see this as definitive evidence of a hut wall,
and there is little to indicate any curvature as Clifford
indicates in her plans. Beneath this was the ditch that
she encountered (her ditch 2N, identified as ditch AC in
1979: Figure 4.6 and 4.9). Clifford’s dating of the ditch
identified it as from her Period II, which she dated to
the AD 20s-40s, with the huts from her later Periods
Il and 1V. 1t seems likely that Clifford’s dating may
be too early, with evidence from the 1979 excavations
indicating that this ditch was filling up with material by
at least the AD 40s, with terra sigillata of this date in its
upper fills. It appears too that this ditch cut through an
existing occupation layer or hillwash, which contained
terra sigillata dating no earlier than the AD 20s.

Only a very broad phasing for the features in Area A can
be suggested. As noted earlier, most of the pits do not
intercut each other, making phasing problematic. The
assemblage of terra sigillata may suggest some slightly
earlier pits cut into by later ones; AO, for instance, has
a relatively early assemblage compared to AD, which
appears to cut this (already filled) pit. The assemblage
of terra sigillata from pit AA must post-date the AD 40s
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Figure 4.8. Photo of pit AF with stone culvert (Photo: Bagendon archive).

and also provided a radiocarbon date from its upper fill
of 1 cal BC- cal AD 140 (94%) / cal AD 50-130 (65.7%)
(SUERC-79378), which suggests a date for the filling
of this pit probably after the mid 1st century AD. The
lower fills of pit AF, into which the later culvert (AZ)
slumped, contain terra sigillata, which is no earlier than
AD 25, and a brooch dating to before AD 55 (Chapter 7).
It also seems that in pit AL, a later pit may be cutting
an earlier feature represented by (81-78). On this basis,
the pits in Area A have been tentatively divided into
two phases. The first phase is represented by pits ADa,
AN, AK and (81-78) in pit AL, with the rest in phase
2; this undoubtedly masks a more complex picture,
however. Dating of fineware ceramics does not allow
for a clear distinction between these phases, with none
of the Gallo-Belgic wares in phase 1 pits necessarily
pre- or post-conquest in date. A single sherd of a Cam
16 from (81-58) in pit ADa must date to
after the conquest, suggesting that, if
these are earlier, they may still date to
the AD 40s. The recovery of a hobnail RO
from a fill of pit AK (Chapter 8) might e

reason why some of these might not be contemporaneous
with this feature. Some, however, could also be
contemporary with the stone surface (79-10 and 79-
15), none of which overlie the pits. Stone culvert AZ
(81-27) is the only feature clearly later than the pits.
Its resemblance to the latest culvert recorded in Area B
may suggest that it was part of a similar (late) phase of
activity in this area.

Area B (1980)

In 1980, a second trench of approximately 240 m? was
opened to the west of Area A (Figure 4.10 to investigate
the terrace on the side of the valley, which appeared
to have been constructed for a road, a continuation of
that identified in Clifford’s excavations (but described
by her as platforms). The geophysical survey (Chapter
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As all the pits respect the area
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Figure 4.9. Section of Clifford ditch 2N in Trench 4N (from Clifford 1961: fig. 6).
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Figure 4.12. Photo of section of ditch BB (Photo: Bagendon Archive).

2) now confirms this terrace as the location of an  ditches. This area provided a very different aspect to
apparent trackway, identifiable by two parallel ditches.  the site than Area A, with a sequence of features more
These ditches seem to have represented a trackyway  similar to those examined by Clifford in her site B. Area
that preceded a stone road and/or acted as roadside B was excavated in a series of sondages, retaining the
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Figure 4.13. Section of ditch BB and Culvert BC.

later layers in situ (Figure 4.11), ensuring
that only small areas of the earliest phases
were examined.

Area B can be divided into three broad
phases, although this almost certainly
simplifies the structural sequence. Defining
some of the cobbled layers as separate
phases has proven problematic. Some of
the records indicate that particular layers
are stratigraphically earlier or later than
others, but distinguishing between them
chronologically is difficult. The nature
of Area B suggests that these were layers
of paving and gravel, which were re-
laid periodically and therefore may not
necessarily represent distinct phases of
activity or specific structures. The dating
evidence from all three phases is relatively
similar, and all may have occurred between
¢. AD 30 and 60 (Chapter 6). The notable lack
of ceramics from some features, such as
ditch BB, hints, however, that some features
in phase 1 are probably earlier in date.

Phase 1. Trackway ditch and pit BG.

The earliest feature appears to be the large
east-west ditch (BB) (Figure 4.12 4.13). The
geophysical survey (Chapter 2) indicates
that this was probably part of a ditch
running parallel to another to the south
and seems likely to represent a trackway
(F1113/F1074). Feature BB did not produce
any material according to the excavators
(Richard Reece pers. comm.). While the
original plans seem to indicate that ditch
BB did not continue across the entire
trench but was segmented and perhaps
related to another ditch (unexcavated BX),
the excavators suggest that the opposite
was true (Richard Reece pers. comm.).

If ditch BB is indeed the trackway ditch,
it may be possible to correlate it with the
northern ditch excavated by Clifford (1961:
Figure 7; Figure 4.14), labelled by her as
ditch 4N. She regarded this ditch as relating
to the earliest phase of the site. Clifford’s
sections did provide material in the form of
terra nigra, coarse ware ceramics (including
limestone-tempered,  Savernake  and
Severn Valley wares: Clifford 1961: 252) and
early southern Gaulish terra sigillata, which
suggested to her that the ditches were not
out of use until c. AD 20-25 (Clifford 1961:
12). Clifford, proposed however, that this



did not date the digging of the ditches, which she
suggested might have been earlier.

Pit BG is also potentially early (Figure 4.15). The north-
south culvert (BE) appears to have cut through this
pit’s earliest silting (80-109) and (80-108), while the
upper fills of BG appear to consist largely of cobbled
layers that have slumped into this earlier pit. Much of
the dating evidence from this pit therefore belongs to
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phase 3 (Chapter 6), and gives a later impression of the
pit than its original use.

There is a second possible ditch (BD), beneath flagging
(80-47), which may date to this phase, although
this was not fully excavated (Figure 4.15). If so, it
could correspond to Clifford’s second ditch (5N),
which she identified as running parallel to ditch 4N;
interestingly, she indicates that this was seemingly a
segment of ditch (Clifford 1961: figure
7) and that therefore BD might not be
continuous.

It is not clear which, if any, of the

surfaces relate to this phase. The
arrangement in the first phase is not

Figure 4.14. Section of Clifford ditch 4N (from Clifford 1961: fig 6).

dissimilar to that identified in Area
A, although the identification of
only a single, relatively shallow, pit
is surprising. This may partly relate
to the different choice of excavation
methodology in Area B, retaining areas
of cobbling and thus leaving large
parts of potentially earlier phases of
activity unexamined. Alternatively,
it could signify that Area B was used
somewhat differently. An apparent

Section 22: Culvert BA and top of Ditch BD

Section 23: Pit BG
SE

unexcavated ditch BD

Culvert BA
[ stone 0 1m
B pottery —

Figure 4.15. Sections of pit BG, ditch BD and culvert BA.
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lack of the large negative features in this area on
the geophysical survey may corroborate the idea of
differently used areas.

Phase 2. Cobbling, culverts and road construction.

The second phase consisted of the construction of
the north-south culvert (BE) and east-west culvert
(BC). These seem likely to be contemporaneous,
with culvert BE flowing into culvert BC, although
the excavation did not examine their relationship.
Some cobbled layers appear to be associated with
these culverts, but their relationship and role is not
immediately clear. Surface (80-8), underlying an ashy
deposit (80-40) seems likely to be contemporaneous
with culvert BC, which runs parallel to ditch BB but
does not seem to have been contemporary with it.
It is more likely to be contemporary with the thick,
flagged surface (80-97) and (80-66) used to infill the
slumping top of ditch BB, possibly representing
the underlying surface of the metalled road, which
also appears to have been contemporary with
the stone layers overlying culvert BC (80-93). It
is possible, however, that culvert BC had earlier
origins but stayed in use into the later phases. A
single culvert was recorded from the first phase in
Clifford’s excavations, also running parallel to the
(southern) trackway ditch and apparently of similar
construction technique (Clifford 1961: Plate XXV),
suggesting that they may have been contemporary.
It is also possible that what Clifford (1961: Figure 9)
described as a wall was also a culvert and thus reflects
a similar association of a culvert running parallel to
the road (Stephen Trow pers. comm.).

Above cobbled surface (80-8), the black ashy layer (80-
40) contained significant quantities of slag resulting
from iron smelting (Chapter 9). The lack of burning on
the stones in layer (80-8) itself suggests that this was
not the site of smelting. Yet, the presence of fragments
of furnace-lining from the same context (Poole, in
Chapter 12) suggests, however, that it was occurring
nearby. Intriguingly, this ashy deposit also included
finewares, such as terra nigra and terra rubra, thereby
highlighting the odd combination of both high-status
material and ‘industrial’ waste found in both Areas A
and B.

Phase 3. Stone surfaces.

Above the compacted spreads of cobbling in phase
2, layers of silt had accumulated, some of which (80-
54, for example) were rich in finds. This may suggest
a significant period of use before larger layers of
cobbling and blocks were laid down across most of
the area (Figure 4.16). These layers often consisted of
flagstones, such as (80-2) and (80-5) and overlay the
culverts. Despite this, some of the culverts could have
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continued in use, such as BC, although BE appears to
have already slumped into pit BG.

These cobbled layers are hard to form into structures
and appear unrelated to any postholes or evidence of
buildings. Some of the cobbled layers overlay others
and suggest an element of sequence in the laying and
relaying of these surfaces. The layers immediately
above these surfaces provided significant evidence of
burning and metalworking, which could have been
redeposited from activity in phase 2, such as the
metalworking evidence associated with feature (80-40).
Much of the slag derives from these layers, however,
suggesting that metalworking was also associated with
these surfaces.

Dominant among the layers of flagging is a consistent
area of paving and cobbling (80-29; 80-32) in the
southern part of the trench The east-west axis of
this arrangement appears to correlate with the stone
layers identified in Clifford’s site B. She recorded
these as platforms, but their consistency and linear
arrangement on the terrace suggest that this was,
in fact, a road surface. Clifford proposed that these
stone layers were initially constructed in her Phase
1IIA, which she dated to the Claudian and Neronian
eras . In Area B, it seems that these surfaces were also
relatively late. Ditch BB had been backfilled by this
time, and the silted ditch was overlain by large blocks
of rubble, apparently acting as foundation for the road
above, Clifford’s ditch 4N (Figure 4.14) is also overlain
by surfaces (probably two) of limestone blocks that are
suggestive of two phases of cobbled road surface. Only
one is evident in the section of ditch BB, but some of
the phase 3 surfaces (e.g. (80-29)) probably represent
later additional road surfaces. Evidence from both
ditch BB and Clifford’s ditch 4N seem to indicate that
the earlier trackway was replaced by a stone road,
probably of multiple phases. The stone road appears
to have slight realigned the earlier routeway, after the
ditches of the trackway had already begun to silt up. It
is worth emphasising here that Clifford’s sections are
somewhat confusing, and other sections of this ditch
(Clifford 1961: 8N) show no indication of an overlaying
stone surface. Considering the methodology employed
by Clifford did not fully open up areas, and due to
the inconsistent way in which sections were drawn,
it cannot be assumed that her representation of the
stratigraphy is accurate.

Culvert BA from phase 3 is the latest of the series of
culverts. It notably ignores the pervading axis of activity
from the rest of phases 1-3, cutting diagonally across
the top of culvert BC and even part of the stone road.
The geophysical survey suggests that this culvert might
be related to an apparent low-magnetic (stone) feature
running north-west to south-east, which continues to
the north-west (see Figure 4.1c). Clifford (1961: Figure
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13) also noted several less well-constructed culverts
associated with limestone flag surfaces overlying
the earlier ditches. These she placed in her Period IV
(Clifford 1961: 20). No late Roman pottery occurs in this
feature (Chapter 6), perhaps suggesting that although
from a final phase, it is not significantly later than the
rest of the activity in the area.

The lack of later Roman pottery from Area B, compared
to that encountered in Trenches 5 and 6 at Black Grove
(see Chapter 5), suggests that most of the cobbled
surfaces in phase 3 were contemporary with the final
use of pits in Area A. It is possible, however, that the
stone layer that overlies the main trackway ditch was
in use in the 2nd century AD and even later. It was
situated some way from the area of occupation at Black
Grove (approximately 150 m to the north-west), and
therefore may not have seen an accumulation of finds
related to later occupation.

A grave (BF: Figure 4.17) was also revealed on the
eastern side of Area B, located north of culvert BC
but seemingly cut into the (unexcavated) ditch BD. It
appears to have been overlain by a layer of what may
have been disturbed phase 3 cobbling (80-85; Figure
4,18; Richard Reece pers. comm.), having cut through
the upper layers of the limestone surface. This would
make it one of the latest features in this area. The burial
is associated with sheep remains that appear to have

Grave BF (fill 80-87)

|'I/- -‘H--‘-:' 'l-—-"\ '-l-\\l.
qu"’“:?‘ _“'_-.i" % o |
RS

S /

-1 |

v bone

1 animal bore

[
. fr ol

RO

Figure 4.17. Plan of Grave BF.

been laid over it. It has been claimed as late Roman (e.g.
Philpott 1991: 202), largely on the basis that similar
inhumations are are a relatively common late Roman
rite in the region (e.g. Booth et al. 2007; Philpott 1991:
202-203), although some early Roman inhumations
are known from this part of Britain (e.g. at Hucclecote:
Smith et al. 2018; Thomas et al. 2003). A sample of the
skeleton was sent for radiocarbon dating, which failed
due to lack of carbon, possibly because of intermittent
waterlogging in this area; its date therefore remains
uncertain. As some of the upper levels of cobbling in
this area may be relatively late in date and given that
the road probably continued to be used well into the
Roman period, it is possible that the burial is as late
as the 3rd-4th century AD (Philpott 1991). Further,
the burial could relate to occupation at the ‘villa’ at
Black Grove (approximately 150 m to the north-west),
which continued to be occupied into the 4th century
AD (see Chapter 5). Such rural burials, associated with
boundaries on the periphery of settlements, are well
known from the general region (Booth et al. 2007: 227).
Its alignment, parallel to the phase 3 road surface,
also suggests that the road remained in use, or that
this alignment (perhaps as a field boundary) was still
significant well into the Roman period.

Figure 4.18. Photo of Grave BF (Photo: Bagendon Archive).



Discussion of the 1979-1981 excavations

Reconstructing the phasing of the 1979-1981 features
has been significantly hampered by the vagaries of
time. Despite this, the sequence from both Areas A and B
generally reflects that proposed by Clifford for her site
B. Clifford (1961: 11) suggested that the earliest features
(herPeriodIA) at site Bwere ditches 4N and 4S, whichran
parallel east-west. Ditch BB in Area B probably equates
with Clifford’s ditch 4N and seems to be of relatively
similar size, as well as having a corresponding sequence
of fills. Both ditches were replaced with a stone surface.
As she noted, these ditches were parallel to the later
stone layers that she described as a ‘platform’, and were
themselves overlain by stone in places. Clifford (1961:
18) argued that in Period IIIA the ditches had all largely
silted up, and there was increasing evidence of stone
flooring and what she postulated might be hut floors.
This reflects the sequence revealed in Area B, where the
stone flooring and associated metalworking appears to
be part of a later phase of activity.

The evidence from Area B, coupled with that from the
geophysical survey, suggests that Clifford’s sequence was
basically correct, with (at least) two phases of routeway
along the valley into the site. The first, represented by a
trackway of parallel ditches (of which ditch BB is one),
was then replaced by a stone road with the ditches filled
in by this time. Ditch AC, apparently associated with the
stone road, appears to be somewhat later, with material
indicating that it was filing up by the AD 40s. Ditch AC
also cuts an earlier occupation layer, or accumulation of
hillwash, which can be no earlier than the AD 20s.

A lack of environmental samples or material culture
from ditch BB frustrates attempts to refine the date
of this feature. The lack of material from this feature
could be instructive, however, suggesting perhaps
that ditch BB might pre-date the dramatic increase in
material culture seen elsewhere on the site, which took
place around the mid 1st century AD. If this was the
case, it could have been contemporary with the final
phase of activity at Cutham enclosure (see Chapter
3). Even if this were the case, we might still expect
some ceramics from feature BB, with few Middle Iron
Age features examined at the Scrubditch and Cutham
enclosures being completely devoid of material. Those
that were, such as the antenna ditches at Scrubditch
enclosure, appear to have been situated away from
occupation areas and were less susceptible to material
being dumped in them. One possibility is that ditch
BB was in an area where there was little occupation
activity in phase 1 and so received a limited amount of
material culture. Regardless, the dating of ditch BB and
phase 1 in Area B is of some significance. If ditch BB
was associated with Clifford’s ditch 4N, then the dating
of that feature—and of Clifford’s phase IA—becomes all
the more important.
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Test pits in the valley occupation area in 2017

In 2017, a number of test pits (Trenches 9, 10 and
11) were excavated in the valley area (Figure 4.1c),
primarily as part of ground-truthing the augering,
which was undertaken at this time (Allen, in Chapter
19). An additional test pit (Trench 8) examined the area
to the south of Trench 7 (the trench opened across the
eastern terminus of dyke ‘e’), but produced only modern
remains. The test pits in the valley were largely aimed
at confirming whether colluvium or alluvium overlay
the archaeology in this area and, if so, attempting to
secure any dating evidence from such deposits. All
three test pits encountered archaeological layers, but
it was not possible to excavate them fully to natural.

Trench 9

Trench 9 consisted of a 1 x 1 m test pit (Figure 4.19).
This test pit appears to have clipped a feature (F1128)
identified on the geophysical survey that represents
a probable linear ditch running north-north-west to
south-south-east. This linear feature defines a set of
enclosures adjacent to the main trackway into the valley
and runs parallel to the modern course of the brook.
It was not possible to excavate this feature to its base,
and only what are likely to be the uppermost layers of
this feature were examined. These included plentiful
fragments of burnt-blue limestone. Above the top of
the ditch feature was an alluvial layer of relatively clean
orange clay (9003). This was overlain by an occupation
layer (9002), which contained animal bones but no
dateable ceramics. An additional layer of alluvium (9001)
was revealed beneath current topsoil. Roman pottery
from the ditch dated to as late as the 3rd century AD in
the uppermost layers, with the lower fills comprising
late 1st century AD material, suggesting that this ditch
had earlier origins, which were probably contemporary
with activity in Areas A and B, but it remained open into
the time of the occupation of the villa at Black Grove.

Trench 10

Located at the foot of the terrace on which the road
is situated, Trench 10 (1 x 1 m) (Figure 4.19) was at
the lowest point of the field and probably the scene
of an earlier course of Perrott’s Brook. The layers
encountered here included thick deposits of stone and
other material. It appears from the geophysical survey
that the test pit clipped an amorphous feature, possibly
a large rubbish pit, which was perhaps akin to those
encountered in Area A. Material from the upper layers
of the pit dates to the 2nd century AD, with the lowest
layer containing earlier, 1st century AD material. As
with the feature in Trench 9 and the pit in Trench 5,
this may be Late Iron Age ditch that remained partially
open, accumulating material in its upper fills into the
2nd century AD.
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Trench 11

Anarea2x1mwas exposed on the terrace where the road
was located to determine whether natural limestone was
close to the surface in this area (Figure 4.19). Beneath the
topsoil, two layers of rubble material (11002 and11003)
were encountered. A short section of a possible wall
(11004) aligned north-south was unexpectedly below
these layers, but on closer inspection, there is a low-
magnetic feature on the geophysical survey running
north-north-east to south-south-west across the
trackway in this area that may be an element of a
structure, although no clear plan can be discerned.
Adjacent to the wall, an area of flagging was identified
(11005) along with another (11006). The latter had the
appearance of natural bedrock, but it is more likely that
this is stone flagging, similar to that encountered in Area
B and by Clifford at site B. Sequentially, the wall appears
relatively late in date. The fact that this wall runs across
the direction of the road surface suggests that the road
was potentially no longer in use and it may therefore
be of Roman date and relate to the Roman buildings at
Black Grove in Trenches 5 and 6. All of the ceramics from
Trench 11 were of 2nd century AD date, also suuportng
the notion that any structure here was related to Black
Grove villa (see Chapter 5). Alternatively, it is possible
that this was not a wall but a culvert, similar to those

encountered farther east, perhaps explaining its odd
location; the upper stones were not removed to examine
what was beneath, so either remains a possibility.
The area was not excavated below stone surfaces
(11005/11006), and thus provides information on only
the latest features from this area.

Discussion

The test pits excavated in the valley confirmed the
intense nature of activity there, as witnessed on the
geophysical survey. Only Trench 9 revealed substantial
information on the processes of alluviation, confirming
at least two significant periods of inundation. In order
not to damage the in situ archaeology and to retain this
until larger-scale examination can take place, these
test pits were not excavated fully. It was therefore not
possible to determine if there was alluviation prior to
the Iron Age occupation. That much of the material
from these trenches dates to the Roman period perhaps
emphasises their closer proximity to the Roman
occupation at Black Grove than Areas A and B. It seems
likely, however, that many of the earliest phases of some
of the features encountered were contemporaneous
with the occupation examined in Areas A and B. As
none of the features encountered were fully excavated,
their earliest date is impossible to determine.
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Table 4.1. Comparison of chronological frameworks for Bagendon valley occupation area.

Clifford | Clifford area Clifford (1961) Swan (1975) Comparison of activity in | Suggested date/
‘Period’ | activity phase Date Date Area A/B (1979-81) and Phase for this
Cutham enclosure (2014) | project

I Main defences AD1-20 Uncertain /pre | Cutham ditches backfilled | Early 1% century AD
constructed conquest?

1A Site B ditches dug; | AD1-AD20/25 Probably post Ditch BB dug (first Area B phase 1:
metalworking AD43 trackway) Some of the pits | (AD30-AD40?)

in Area A in use?

11 Secondary ditches | AD20/25-AD43/45 | Post conquest Metalworking in Area B Area-B Phase 2. Area
dug; platforms in AD43-50s (Phase 2), most of pits in A (secondary pits)
use Area A back filled; stone- (AD40-50s)

Coin mint ditches surfaced road constructed;
ditch AC dug.

111 Secondary stone AD43/45-AD52/57 | AD50-60s Area B Phase 3 Stone Area B-Phase 3. Area
surfaces; stone surfaces in use; secondary | A secondary pits
surface over mint pits in Area A filled. Ditch (AD50s)
area; huts built AC backfilled.

I\Y% Final stone surfaces. | AD40s-AD50/60 | AD50s-60s Area B phase 3 stone Area B-phase 3
Final culverts surfaces in use; Latest (AD60s)

culverts in Area B and A.

Dating occupation in the Bagendon Valley

Since Clifford (1961) published her excavations, the
question of the dating of the activity at Bagendon has
been the subject of debate. Clifford (1961) argued that
occupation at Bagendon began at least as early as AD
20, largely on the basis of terra nigra, terra rubra and
terra sigillata finewares (Table 4.1). She did recognise,
however, that there was a lack of clearly Augustan
finewares, and this was supported by further analysis
which compared it with material from Leaholme Fort
(Rigby 1982a). Swan’s (1975) assessment of the dating
of Savernake ware from Oare and reassessment of
Bagendon led her to argue that Clifford’s dating was
too early and that all of her material could be dated to
after the Roman conquest. She argued that all of this
material must have arrived with the Roman army,
with the majority of, if not all, the activity at Bagendon
dating to after AD 43. Assessing the veracity of Swan’s
redating is therefore important, in establishing the
chronology of the complex, especially considering the
new evidence that activity nearby at Cutham enclosure
(and possibly Scrubditch enclosure) continued to be
occupied into the early 1st century AD (see Chapter 3).

Clifford divided her sequence of activity into four broad
phases with a number of subphases (Table 4.1). As
discussed in Chapter 1, there are some problems with
Clifford’s recording with issues with the renumbering of
material making it difficult to reassess her assemblages.
Despite these factors, and the questionable coherency
of her phases, Clifford’s assessment of the sequence
of activities seems broadly correct. Her earliest phase
(Period 1A), which may correspond to some of the
earliest features from Areas A and B (such as trackway
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ditch BB), was dated to the early decades of the 1st
century AD (no later than AD 25). She also dated Period
11, corresponding with the earliest stone surfaces (now
identified as the stone road above ditch BB and possibly
some of the cobbled surfaces in phases 2 and 3 in Area
B), as pre-conquest, c. AD 20s-40s. Clifford further
argued that Periods III and IV dated between the AD
40s and 60s, at which point she suggests the site was
abandoned in favour of the new town at Corinium.

In general, Swan (1975: 60) was correct in noting that
the majority of the activity from Clifford’s excavations
seems to post-date the conquest. This is largely
corroborated by the coarse ware and Gallo-Belgic
ceramics encountered in the 1979-1981 excavations
(Chapter 6; cf. Rigby 1982a: 181), which show a broad
emphasis on material dating to immediately after
the Roman conquest. Based on the terra sigillata, the
backfilling of ditch AC (Clifford’s ditch 2N from her
Period IIA), for instance, is not earlier than the AD
40s, although this of course does not necessarily date
when the ditch was dug. This evidence by extension
suggests that Swan was correct in stating that the
dating of Clifford’s Period I1A should be revised to after
the Roman conquest, possibly to the AD 40s or 50s.
Similarly, some of the pits examined during 1979-1981,
such as AA, contained fineware assemblages that must
be of post-conquest date. Swan also argued that most
of the metalworking at Bagendon took place after the
conquest, and it does appear from Area B that most
metalworking evidence derives from phases 2 and 3,
which likely date to the AD 40s-50s.

Swan’s overall assessment, that all of the activity at
Bagendon must date to after AD 43, is questionable,
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however. First, it is worth asking to what extent the
Roman conquest represents a meaningful chronological
horizon and how identifiable is it in the material at
Bagendon? Swan was keen to use Bagendon as part of
a broader argument that Savernake ware, produced at
Oare, indicated the influence that the Roman Army had
on wheel-thrown pottery production. Her argument
thus contains some assumptions; for example, that
such ‘native’ wares can be dated as post-conquest
because of their ‘Romanised’” forms. Swan also saw the
Roman army as responsible for the influx of pottery
to Bagendon (Swan 1975: 61), which formed part of
her wider belief that the Roman army was the prime
economic driving force in pottery industries and
ceramic distributions. Since Swan’s assessment, some
of the wheel-turned coarse wares in the region, such
as early Severn-Valley wares, have convincingly been
argued to pre-date the Roman conquest (see Chapter 6;
Timby 1999). It now also seems certain that Swan was
incorrect in regarding all Savernake-ware industries
as related solely to the arrival of the Roman army and
dating to after the Roman conquest. Geoff Dannell’s
(1977) reassessment of the terra sigilatta assemblage
from Clifford’s site did not mention Swan’s (1975)
redating of the site, but arrived at a somewhat different
conclusion. He argued (from what he admitted was a
small assemblage) that occupation started c. AD 20-30
(somewhat later than Clifford’s hypothesis), and on
the basis of little later terra sigillata, must not have
continued much later than the AD 40s.

As Swan (1975) rightly emphasised, the dating of
Clifford’s phase IA is crucial; she argued, however,
that the assemblage from Period IA was insufficiently
diagnostic to allow for clear dating, and she focused
instead on redating the material from Period IIA.
Attempting to reassess the chronology of the areas
examined by Clifford is somewhat problematic.
There was a significant process of renumbering (and
reassigning) layers and contexts at the time of post-
excavation analysis, leading to some confusion in
the existing collections about which finds are from
which contexts, with discrepancies between labels
marked on ceramics and published records. Thanks
to correspondence from Clare Fell in the 1970s, some
sense of the renumbering can be made from notes in
the archive, but there remain some discrepancies and
inconsistencies between records. For this reason, we
must exercise caution in using Clifford’s material to
establish the chronology of her site.

Despite these issues, reassessment of the date of
finewares from the earliest levels of the ditches assigned
to this phase does suggest that Clifford dated Period 1A
too early and that it should probably be placed in the AD
40s. The extent to which phase IA may be pre-conquest
remains uncertain. Dating the initial fills of Clifford’s
earliest phase ditches (4N, 5N, 5S) (ditches that were
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probably contemporary with 1980 ditch BB from Area
B), is difficult. Gallo-Belgic' wares from Clifford’s ditches
4N and 5N include a CAM 16 sherd dating to AD 40-85
from the secondary fill of ditch 4N (level 9 in section
6N). Meanwhile, a sherd of CAM 82-84 from the initial
silting of ditch 4N is likely to be significantly earlier,
probably pre-conquest in date. Similarly, the secondary
fill of ditch 5N (level 8) contains sherds of CAM 8, CAM
12 and CAM 5, as well as a CAM 112, two of which
must be pre-conquest. Steven Willis’s reassessment of
a selection of the terra sigillata (Chapter 6) from what
are probably some of the early contexts from Clifford’s
excavations, indicates that her Period I was probably
post-conquest, but that there is significant pre-
conquest material within the overall assemblage and
that Period IA could well be pre-conquest. These ditches
were thus backfilled, perhaps by the AD 40s and not in
the AD 20s as Clifford argued, although they were likely
to have been silting up far earlier and were certainly
dug prior to the AD 40s. The overall assessment of the
Bagendon assemblage from 1979-1981, alongside the
selected material from Clifford’s excavations (Willis,
in Chapter 6), ultimately emphasises an exceptionally
early set of material, with the suggestion that much of
it came to the site before the conquest, by around AD
30. There are, however, no Gallo-Belgic finewares from
the initial silting of the ditches of Clifford’s Period 1A
with which to corroborate this interpretation. Some
of the Gallo-Belgic ware sherds do suggest, however,
that the activity in Clifford’s Period IA was in the AD
20s-40s, rather than as early as the first decades of the
first century. If, as Swan posited, these ditches were
dug after the conquest, this would squeeze the phases
of activity seen on Clifford’s site B (and, in 1979-1981,
Areas A and B) into a very rapid sequence of floor levels
between AD 40 and 60. It seems highly likely then that
the occupation began well before the conquest, which
Swan (1975: 61) accepted as a possibility.

The nature of the ditch fills encountered by Clifford
and of the pits excavated in 1979-1981 suggest that
these features were backfilled with organic material,
which then rotted down causing significant slumping
of the layers above. A similar situation appears to have
occurred at Clifford’s site B where her sections show
consistent evidence for stone cobbling having slumped
into the ditches. This may suggest that the trackway
ditches and some of the pits were backfilled relatively
rapidly, perhaps as a single event, with organic
material that later slumped and required additional
stone surfaces to create level areas. It may be that
this organic material, which contained such a diverse
array of finds, derived from middens elsewhere on
the site. The dating of the material in this backfilling,

! These have followed the identifications in Rigby and Timby: Gallo-
Belgic pottery database. Available at: http://gallobelgic.
thehumanjourney.net/ (accessed 8 August 2018).



which includes relatively early terra sigillata dating,
indicates that this process took place not long after
the Roman conquest—perhaps in the AD 40s or AD 50s.
Certain features, such as Clifford’s ditch 4S, probably
acted as roadside ditches, with possibly two phases of
such features in this area, with 4S and 5S not necessarily
contemporary. This sequence implies a re-ordering of the
area, which included the replacement of the trackway
with a metalled road and also led to the backfilling of
other contemporary features. How this relates to the
enclosures recognised on the geophysical survey is not
entirely clear, but it seems that, in places at least, it also
led to these being backfilled and reorganised.

How then do the 1979-1981 excavations contribute
to the debate over Bagendon’s chronology? Nothing
encountered in Area A can be directly attributed to
Clifford’s Period IA. Ditch AC (Clifford ditch 2N) was
regarded by Clifford as Period II, and while the 1979
material would suggest that her dating of this phase is
too early, it was cut into an occupation layer or layer
of colluvium, which could be as early as the AD 20s.
McSloy (Chapter 6) argues that much of the fineware
from Areas A and B could be of post-conquest date,
yet some of the material could date from immediately
before the AD 40s. Indeed, the relatively early date for
the fineware assemblage overall and the presence of
early material in some pits could suggest a pre-conquest
date for some features in the area—although not earlier
than the AD 20s. Certain assemblages, such as those
from the lower levels of (81-78), which may represent
an earlier pit cut by AL, appear to be pre-conquest in
date. Conversely, layers in other features cut by later
pits, such as AN, contain both Gallo-Belgic material and
terra sigillata, which must be post conquest.

The terra sigillata from 1979-1981 (Willis, in Chapter 6)
seems largely to support Dannell’s dating of Clifford’s
assemblage, but implies a somewhat earlier date for
the materials arrival, prior to the AD 40s. As Willis
emphasises, the overall early nature of the assemblage
places it on a par with sites such as Camulodunum,
Silchester and Verulamium. Although much material
is in potentially later contexts, it appears to indicate
that a start date for occupation in the valley of post-
AD 40 is overly conservative. Indeed, as Willis discusses,
the assemblages from both Areas A and B is notable
in having very little material later than AD 40s and
significant quantities of material that may have arrived
at Bagendon in the first few decades of the 1st century
AD. Even accepting that such material could be used for
some time after its introduction, the limited amount of
late 1st century AD terra sigillata, even from the upper
layers, suggests that it entered the archaeological
record relatively soon. Correspondingly, the amphorae
assemblage, although small, is of types normally found
in pre-conquest situations (Williams, in Chapter 6).
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The dating of the brooches (Chapter 7) supports
indications from Willis’s reassessment of the terra
sigillata that activity did not continue after the AD 60s.
While the brooches are not necessarily pre-conquest,
many could fall within this range. The usefulness of
Late Iron Age coinage in dating is highly questionable,
but the assemblage perhaps provides corroboration.
There are slightly more coins that can be placed in
Leins’s (2013: 307) early phase of Western coins (40-10
BC), than can be attributed to the secondary phase (10
BC-AD 20). The majority of inscribed coins, however,
relate to the final phase (AD 20-45), which, on the basis
of the ceramic assemblage, appears to mark the heyday
of activity. The apogee of occupation in the valley at
Bagendon thus probably spanned between the AD 30s
and 50s.

For all of this material, a significant issue centres on
how long it was in use for and when it entered the
archaeological record. Indeed, it may have been around
for some time before entering these pits and ditches,
presumably as rubbish. At Silchester, much of the
material that is of pre-conquest date, and may signify
pre-conquest activity, derives from contexts that post-
date the conquest (Fulford et al. 2018). At Bagendon,
as at Silchester, this may partly relate to the amount
of activity that took place in the Claudian-Neronian
periods, meaning that many earlier contexts were
disturbed and significant material redeposited (Timby,
in Fulford et al. 2018). The Bagendon assemblage’s
overall narrow date range does, however, suggest a
relatively coherent focus of activity that was no later
than the AD 60s and represents significant activity
between AD 30 and the AD 50s.

Earlier activity (probably in the early 1st century
AD) was taking place nearby as is now evident from
the Cutham enclosure (see Chapter 3). Based on
the modelled radiocarbon dates (see Chapter 13),
the enclosure ditch at Cutham seems to have been
backfilled around the turn of the millennium or
probably a little later. Unless we suggest that there
was a hiatus of some 40 years between the backfilling
of the Cutham enclosure ditches and occupation in
the valley, it seems likely that the two events were
coeval and that some of the earliest features from
both the 1979-1981 excavations and from Clifford’s
excavation date to the early 1st century AD. The
presence of slightly earlier activity would reflect
recent reassessment of some other large Late Iron Age
oppida in Britain. Recent excavations at both Silchester
(Fulford et al. 2018) and Stanwick (Haselgrove 2016)
have argued that occupation began earlier than
previously suggested. It is likely that, at Bagendon,
this conundrum will only be resolved by further
excavation within the valley and the application of a
large-scale radiocarbon dating regime.
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In conclusion, two phases of activity can be broadly
identified for the occupation in the valley at Bagendon
(although this almost certainly simplifies the sequence
of activities). The first phase was marked by the
trackway (represented by ditch BB) and probably
some of the pits in Area A. It seems probable that
the enclosures recognised on the geophysical survey
(which some of Clifford’s ditches may represent) date
to this phase too. The start of this phase is hard to
determine, but it seems likely to pre-date, and perhaps
straddle, the Roman conquest. The second phase of
activity took place in the AD 40s or 50s. This latter
phase is represented by the backfilling of the trackway
ditches and many of the pits, and by the replacement of
the track with the metalled road and adjacent cobbled
surfaces and culverts that overlay some of the earlier
pits and ditches.

The end of activity in the valley area is easier to
determine. Clifford (1961: 21) suggested that occupation
ended by AD 50-60, roughly concurring with Rigby’s
observation (1982: 181) that activity ceased in the
Neronian era. The Gallo-Belgic finewares and terra
Sigillata from 1979-1981 also contain nothing potentially
later than the AD 60s. The only later material from these
areas was found in the overlying layer of colluvium in
Area A (79-2: Chapter 6), and which probably relates to
more general Roman activity nearby associated with
the Black Grove villa (Chapter 5). Similarly, Clifford
found little to indicate later Roman activity other thana
handful of unstratified late Roman 3rd and 4th century
AD coins (Clifford 1961: 114). Further assessment of her
terra sigillata did, however, lead to the identification of
a 2nd century AD sherd from the colluvium overlying
part of site B (Dannell 1977: 229). 1t is likely this derived
from the Roman occupation around the villa at Black
Grove, suggesting that there was little or no activity in
this area after the AD 60s. If anything did continue, it
seems probable that it was the routeway, represented
by the stone road, which continued to be the main route
to the Roman villas now identified along the Bagendon
valley (see Chapter 5). All the evidence points to the
activity around Areas A and B having a narrow floruit
that probably started as early as a decade before the
conquest and ended only a few decades later.

Layout and nature of activity

The layout of activity and the relation of areas of the
Late Iron Age and early Roman complex can be better
appreciated through a combined study of the results
of the excavations in the 1950s and 1979-1981 and
the geophysical survey. It is now clear that the total
excavated area, from 1954-1956, 1979-1981, Trenches
5 and 6 at Black Grove (Chapter 5) and the test pits in
2017, represents a tiny fraction of the (probably greater
than) 20 ha occupation area revealed by the geophysical
survey. Occupation was focused around a trackway that
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ran east-west along the valley (Figure 4.1) with a co-
axial arrangement of ditches and enclosures arranged
alongit. What this trackway related to and where it went
is open to interpretation. One possibility is that it went
to the (unexcavated) rectilinear enclosure identified by
the geophysical survey to the east of Bagendon House,
which seems to pre-date the villa identified within it
(see Chapter 2). It may also have later served as the
main access to the villa at Black Grove, as well as the
other occupation areas situated along the Bagendon
valley at The Ditches and Duntisbourne.

It seems likely that the ditches here, which appear to
be segmented in Clifford’s site B and possibly in Area
B, mark entrances into the enclosures, as is also visible
on the geophysical survey. To the west of Clifford’s
site B, a gap in the trackway and an adjoining north-
south track can be recognised, and other entrances
from the main east-west trackway are evident on the
geophysical survey. Within the enclosures adjacent to
the track and later road were clusters of pits, a series
of which were examined by the excavation of Area
A. The lack of complete excavation for Area B in 1980
may mean that other pits, representing earlier features
contemporary to pit BG, were not identified and could
have existed here. A series of later phases in Area B
appear to consist largely of stone surfaces laid adjacent
to the trackway and later road, seemingly representing
working surfaces. These were associated with a series
of culverts. It is possible that a similar sequence was
present in Area A, with these surfaces destroyed by
plough action.

The significant quantities of iron slag retrieved from
Area B suggest that these surfaces represented areas
for various industrial activities and may not have
been associated with any permanent structures. The
metalworking included both smelting and smithing
practices (Chapter 9), with the majority of the slag
recovered from Area B, although it has also been
recovered from other features, including pits in Area
A (Table 4.2). It seems that the slag largely relates to
the later phases of activity (Area B, phases 2 and 3),
possibly as part of an intensification of metalworking
activity around the time of the Roman conquest.
Hammerscale was also recovered from the soil samples
taken from Area A features, including from pits AA, AL,
AE and AF, and is indicative of iron smithing. Given
the extremely small number of soil samples taken
from the 1980s excavations, that almost all samples
contained hammerscale suggests widespread smithing
in this area. The discovery of iron currency bars from
Bagendon (Allen 1967: 332) and nearby at The Ditches
(Trow 1988a: 41) also reveals the presence of imported
iron ready for smithing. Despite some complexity in
the origins of currency bars (Hingley 2007), these spit-
shaped examples seem likely to derive from the Forest
of Dean (Hingley 1990). The dating of these activities,



Table 4.2. Contexts from Area A and B with iron working slag.

Context Area / Phase Weight (g)
79-6 A [subsoil] 320
81-3 A [overlying pit AD/AO] 215
79-13 A [pit AA] 210
79-18 A [pit AA] 250
79-29 A [pit AD] 105
81-69 A [pit AE] 25
81-61 A [pit AG] 40
79-2 A [subsoil] 89
80-27 B/Ph3 141
80-40 B/Ph2 4122
80-42 B/Ph2 154
80-60 B/Ph2 2512
80-8 B/Ph2? 361
80-16 B/Ph3 413
80-24 B/Ph3 281
80-25 B/Ph3 163
80-36 B/Ph3 670
80-5 B/Ph3 454
80-56 B/Ph3 234
80-12 B/Ph3 85
80-99 B/Ph3 1230
80-10 / B/Ph3or2 241
80-38

80-67 B/Ph3or2 3
80-1 B/Ph.3 4938
80-7 Unphased 8
80-US Unphased 988

primarily to the AD 40s-50s, contrasts with Clifford’s
(1961: 19) suggestion of a transition in the role of the
site from metalworking (prior to the conquest) to a
more ‘residential’ use in Period III (the Claudian era).
Instead, ironworking seems to have been a prime focus
of activity in the immediate post-conquest period.

The presence of hammerscale in the upper layers
of the feature encountered in Trench 10, located
approximately 100 m to the west of Area B, could imply
that iron smithing was undertaken across the valley.
The layers in Trench 10, probably the uppermost fill
of a ditch or pit situated at the base of the terrace for
the road/trackway, date to around the 2nd century
AD, apart from the lowest layer, which is likely to be
1st century AD in date (see Timby, in Chapter 6). It
seems probable that these layers result from material
washed from the terrace on which the road is situated
to the north, and thus represent a mixture of earlier
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and later material. Whether the hammerscale relates to
iron working from the 1st century AD, contemporary
with that from Area B, or later iron smithing in the 2nd
century AD, remains open to question.

The presence of pellet or coin moulds from Area A
supports the notion that coin minting was taking place
there too. Although there remains some debate on the
role of these moulds in coin minting (Haselgrove 2019),
this seems their most likely use. The quantity of coin
moulds is not of the scale found by Clifford at her site
B and C, the latter what she designated as the ‘coin
mint’ (Clifford 1961: 16). This suggests that minting
primarily took place to the south of Area A. Evidence
for the actual coin minting may also be indicated by
a stray-find discovery of a coin blank from this area
(CCI1-920274), and by the possible coin dies identified by
Clifford (1961: Plate XLVI).

The presence of other artisanal activity is also possible.
Bronze working nearby might be implied by some of
the evidence from Clifford’s excavation (1961: 153),
and, tentatively, by a droplet of bronze from Area A,
although there is no definitive evidence from the
1979-1981 excavations. Clifford (1961: 153) argued
that the presence of a lead ingot was evidence for lead
working. A number of fragments of lead sheet that had
been folded over (predominantly from Area B) may be
suggestive of some form of recycling. Lead extraction
in the AD 40s in the Mendip area has been well attested
(Todd 1994); the Mendips was probably already being
exploited in the Late Iron Age and may have been the
source of some of the lead in Dobunnic silver coinage
(Ponting 2018). As coin minting was clearly taking place
at Bagendon, Clifford could have been correct in her
assumption that the two activities were related.

Putative evidence for glass working in the area
excavated by Clifford has been suggested (Henderson
1982: 289), although it is contentious (Peter Crew pers.
comm.) and unsubstantiated. While no direct evidence
for pottery manufacture was encountered in the
1979-1981 excavations, local production of the grog-
tempered fabrics has been suggested (Clifford 1961:
153; Rigby 1982a: 199), and probable kiln furniture
that might be related (Moore 2009b: 130) from a mid
1st century AD context was recovered nearby at The
Ditches. Spindle whorls from Area A (Chapter 12) and
Clifford’s site B (Clifford 1961: Plate LII) also indicate
textile production. How such activities related to
production more generally is not clear, but it seems
unlikely to have been a specialised activity and may
relate to domestic occupation.

There are hints of concentrations of particular activities
in certain areas of the site, with a greater prevalence of
iron slag from Area B compared to Area A. Conversely,
no coin or pellet moulds were found in Area B, with
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Figure 4.20. Photo of Culvert BC.

all of this material deriving from Area A (Chapter
11). Alongside the smaller quantities of terra sigillata
in Area B, this could indicate some division between
working zones in Area B and occupation zones closer
to the pits in Area A. As discussed above, however, this
may also reflect the differing investigation strategies
used in these two areas. Perhaps most intriguing is the
nature of the material from both Areas A and B, which
includes unparalleled assemblages (in the region) of
high-status ceramics from before and at the time of
the Roman conquest. This also includes a relatively
significant assemblage of brooches as well as a range
of other items. Associated with this is evidence of
other artisanal activities, including iron smelting and
smithing. The range of finewares may suggest that both
feasting and ‘high-status’ activity was taking place in
relatively close proximity to the artisanal activity.

The secondary phases of activity are associated with
the use of stone-built culverts (Figure 4.20). Some
appear designed to channel water from the various
springs in the area, and the presence of probable
stone features on the geophysical survey may indicate
that similar culverts exist elsewhere. Culverts of this
design are not known from pre-Roman conquest sites
in Britain, but are relatively common on Roman sites,
often associated with drainage for roads (Bishop 2014).
For example, a less well-constructed culvert identified
at Winchcombe, in association with an Iron Age and
Roman settlement, was dated to the 2nd century AD
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(Simmonds et al. 2016: 166). Elsewhere, well-built
examples created for Roman road construction, to
which culvert BC is most similar, tend to date to the
later 1st century AD and are generally found in military
contexts, such as along Stanegate at Corbridge (Bishop
2014). Interestingly, a culvert of very similar design was
recognised at the eastern end of the valley, at The Malt
House, where it was described as ‘demonstrably post-
medieval’ (Hood 2017), although the reason for this
dating is not clear. The association of culvert BC with
the road surfaces suggests that it too related to the road
(some of those recognised by Clifford also run parallel
to the road), which in turn suggests that its role was
to divert water running down the hill and away from
the road. There is some evidence that the bottom of the
valley could flood on occasion (see Chapter 1), and thus
culverts may relate to a need for drainage. Many seem
over-engineered for this purpose, however, and may
have been part of a more elaborate water-management
system. Culvert BE, for instance, appears to have been
designed to divert water from the small spring located
to the north of Area B into the main culvert BC, which
then took it eastward. One possibility is that this
management of water was related to artisanal activities,
such as providing water for quenching in iron smithing
(as suggested by Clifford 1961: 153).

No clear evidence of buildings could be discerned
from the 1979-1981 excavations. This is in contrast
to Clifford’s claim to have identified a number of huts
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Figure 4.21. Photo of area where Clifford’s ‘huts’ were
located (from Clifford 1961: fig 4).

from her Periods II, III and IV. This included one
from Period I, two or three from Period III and two
more from Period IV, She illustrates these on her
plans as between approximately 3.6 m and 5.1 m
diameter, making them comparably small for Iron
Age roundhouses in the region (Moore 2006: 100).
She describes one of these as consisting of dry stone
walling with postholes situated within the wall
(Clifford 1961: 21). The nature of Clifford’s ‘huts’ are
hard to discern from her plans and photographs, so
their veracity is hard to gauge (Figure 4.21). Dry-
stone-walled roundhouses are known from the
region at Conderton (Thomas 2005a), but these
display far more convincing foundations than
those identified by Clifford. The layer of cobbling
(79-18), which seems to correspond with Clifford’s
Period I1I hut foundation in this area (Figure 4.22),
does have hints of facing stones, but this is just
as likely to be an area of cobbled surface. Overall,
there is little convincing evidence for buildings,
from either Clifford’s site B or Areas A and B. The
possibility of cob-walled structures or timber
buildings resting on post-pads, which have left
little archaeological trace, should be borne in mind,
however. It is also worth considering that any

Figure 4.22. Photo of section of Ditch AC showing possible? hut wall in section (Photo: Bagendon Archive).
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structures comparable to the long halls argued for at
Silchester (Fulford et al. 2018) are unlikely to have been
detected in the 1950s or 1979-1981 excavations. While a
few fragments of clay that may be daub were identified
from the 1980s assemblage, only a single piece appears
to have wattle marks (see Poole, in Chapter 12). Such
small amounts might support the inference of a lack
of buildings, although few wattle-impressed pieces
also appear to have occurred in the earliest phases
at Silchester, despite the apparent presence there of
major buildings (Timby, in Fulford et al. 2018: 238). The
ephemeral nature of buildings within Late Iron Age
complexes is not restricted to Bagendon, with those at
Sheepen, part of Camulodunum, also hard to recognise
and seemingly different from contemporary buildings
in the region (Gascoyne and Radford 2013: 44).

Clifford also identified a number of other possible
postholes, including what might have been a rectangular
structure situated at right angles across the stone road.
Sherightly suggested that if the rectangular arrangement
of postholes represented a building, it would seem oddly
placed, being situated over the road surface. Discovery
of the wall running across the presumed road surface in
Trench 11, farther west, might also indicate, however,
that later structures do exist in the area and post-date
the use of the road (although that structure could well
be another culvert). The aforementioned postholes seem
to form a 9- or 12-post structure, with the three rows
situated approximately 2.5 m apart and forming what
Clifford regarded as at least a 22 by 16 ft (7 x 5 m) building.
The postholes seem rather small (approximately 0.3
m diameter) to constitute the posts of anything like a
gateway into the complex, and any such gateway would
potentially be situated farther east. To what extent this

represents a real structure remains highly debatable,
and it seems likely that none of these features represent
evidence of buildings.

The question of Roman military involvement at
Bagendon

The apparently dramatic and relatively sudden
transformation of the Bagendon complex around the
middle of the first century AD requires some explanation.
From what seems to have been little more than a trackway
and perhaps a few associated pits, the Bagendon valley
appears to have changed significantly around the AD 40s
into an area of enclosures, with the trackway replaced by
amore substantial metalled road with associated culverts,

Is it possible that the apparent remodelling of the
occupation area in the AD 40s-50s was brought about
by Roman military influence? In the past, there have
been claims that Bagendon represented a staging
post for the Roman army (see Chapter 7); it has been
suggested, for example, that the brooch types identified
in the Bagendon assemblage represent a particular
legion, although such an argument now seems highly
problematic (Eckardt 2005).

The well-built stone road was certainly a novel
development, one that some might attribute to Roman
military builders. The existence of metalled Iron Age
roads has now been recognised (Malim and Hayes
2009) and can no longer be automatically argued as
evidence of Roman military involvement. Yet the
metalled road has its best parallels in Roman roads;
the agger visible in Clifford’s sections (Figure 4.23)? and
associated roadside ditches certainly appear similar to
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Figure 4.23. Reconstructed composite illustrating Clifford’s ‘platforms’ are most likely a Roman (style) road with a clear agger.
Stone layers in grey. Reconstructed by combining north-south sections of area 1N and 4S (Clifford 1961: fig. 11 and fig. 5).
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2 It should be noted that combining sections to create a composite of
the agger is problematic. Clifford’s (1961) sections do not completely
match and there is thus some uncertainty on how areas 1N and 1S
relate to each other. Figure 4.23, however, merges information from
plans and sections to create the most probable representation of the
combined north-south section.



examples nearby, such as the earliest phases of Ermin
Street (Mudd et al. 1999: 263). As noted above, culverts
associated with Roman roads are known from a variety
of contexts, especially military (Bishop 2014: 30). If the
road was built by Roman engineers, based on the dating
evidence, it would have occurred not long after (or at
the same time as) the Roman roads of Fosse Way and
Ermin Street were constructed, with the alignments of
the latter probably dating to the AD 40s (Mudd et al. 1999:
278) and metalled within the following two decades
(Brindle et al. 2018: 168). It has even been argued that,
prior to the formal construction of Akeman Street (c.
AD 70s), an earlier incarnation of this road from the AD
40s used a route through the Bagendon area to connect
it to Ermin Street (Copeland 2009: 47).

The stationing of Roman soldiers within Late Iron
Age oppida immediately after a conquest is a well-
known phenomenon from the continent (Reddé 2018),
and took place at Camulodunum and probably other
indigenous complexes, such as Hod Hill, Dorset. John
Creighton (2000: 63) has even suggested that some
soldiers may have been garrisoned at Camulodunum
prior to the Claudian conquest. Evidence for Roman
soldiers being stationed within the Bagendon complex
is scarce, however. Hobnails occur in a number of
contexts, but these have been shown to be pre-conquest
in some instances and need not be associated with the
military. More intriguing is the indication that the terra
sigillata assemblage could denote a military connection
(willis, in Chapter 6), but this may relate to the supply
networks into which the occupants were connected,
rather than the garrisoning of Roman soldiers within
the complex. At The Ditches, one of the possible high-
status foci for the complex, there is evidence of Roman
military equipment in the form of part of a probable
dagger and a horse harness (James 1988). As discussed
for The Ditches itself (Trow et al. 2009: 69), such isolated
pieces of Roman military equipment might, however,
denote local elites wearing Roman military dress
and/or serving as Roman auxiliaries, rather than the
presence of Roman military units. Overall, assessment
of the 1979-1981 finds reveals nothing that directly
implies the presence of Roman soldiers.

The evidence for the stationing of Roman military
units in proximity to Bagendon in the decades after
the Roman conquest is controversial. Wacher and
McWhirr (1982) argued for the presence of a small
Roman fort at Leaholme, Cirencester, dating to as early
as AD 49 and perhaps in use until the AD 70s (Wacher
and McWhirr 1982: 65). Subsequent discussion of the
fort suggested that it was more likely to date to the AD
50s-60s (Darvill and Holbrook 1994: 53; Holbrook 2008a:
310). Further assessment of the terra sigillata (Dannell, in
Chapter 14) and Claudian coinage (Kenyon, in Chapter
14) supports a relatively late date for the fort and that
it was not connected to the initial conquest. It could
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even be argued that some of the features identified by
Wacher and McWhirr were not related to a fort at all.
Evidence of the Roman military in early Corinium are
plentiful, however, and it is possible that some of these
troops were located there in order to provide assistance
to friendly rulers at Bagendon. If a fort had existed
close to the occupation at Bagendon, it was not for the
purpose of controlling the community there. Indeed, it
can instead be explained as placed to allow access to the
radiating Roman road network at the junction of Ermin
Street and the Fosse Way, while also perhaps offering
support to the existing elites at Bagendon (Darvill and
Holbrook 1994: 55; Holbrook 2008a: 311). Involvement of
any troops based in the area in the construction of the
road at Bagendon is therefore theoretically possible. The
relatively large-scale iron production that seems to have
taken place, or at least significantly increased, in the AD
40-50s at Bagendon seems unlikely to be evidence of
Roman military iron working, however (Chapter 9).

Overall, there is little reason to see the Roman army as
involved significantly in the transformations at Bagendon.
Much of the evidence from the complex suggests
possible links at this time to Verlamion (see Chapter
24), visible for instance in the unusual Puddingstone
quern from Hertfordshire (Green, in Chapter 12).
Such connections may denote that indigenous leaders
were keen to demonstrate their similar status and
organisational skills to their Catuvellauni associates. The
Roman conquest, and dominant presence of the army in
the region (Mattingly 2006: 142), might however have
been a factor in the social and political transformations.
As Bagendon’s political role transformed around the
conquest, it seems likely that its role as a centre of
production and exchange also increased, particularly
as a hub (politically and economically) for contact
with the invading forces and colonial administration.
There seems no reason not to assume that for nearly
three decades, before the development of the town at
Corinium, Rome used Bagendon as a location by which to
administer this part of the new province. Similarly, the
appearance of two (possibly three) relatively precocious
villa buildings in the Bagendon area in the late 1st and
early 2nd centuries AD (The Ditches, Black Grove and
probably Bagendon House) emphasises that the location,
and presumably some of its higher-status inhabitants,
remained socially significant after the occupation in the
valley had been abandoned (see Chapter 5).

Caution should also be exercised in assuming that
activity was really far more intensive in the AD 40s.
Our recognition of this comes from the presence of
imported ceramics, both regional (in the form of Severn
Valley and Savernake wares) and from farther afield
(in the form of terra sigillata and Gallo-Belgic pottery).
Undoubtedly, these imports occurred alongside a
structural development. We should bear in mind,
however, that people may have been gathering in this
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area prior to the AD 40s. If occupation from that earlier
phase was more ephemeral, and considering that the
material culture explosion of the Late Iron Age seen in
south-east England (and seen after the conquest) did
not take place in this region until later, evidence for
that earlier activity may be obscured by the intensity of
later occupation. These caveats aside, Bagendon appears
to have undergone two phases of transformation.
The first, with the abandoning of the enclosures at
Cutham and Scrubditch, saw initial activity along the
valley floor, which was probably contemporaneous
with the building of the major ramparts. A second
took place around the time of the Roman conquest,
with a restructuring of the valley occupation area. The
implications of these developments for understanding
the transition of the region from the Late Iron Age to
Roman period are discussed further in Chapter 24.

‘A place of mighty ramparts’: the Late Iron Age
earthworks

The earthworks around Bagendon were first noted in the
18th century (Chapter 1), and finds from them recorded
in the 19th century (Rees 1932; Chapter 1), but Clifford
(1961) was the first to excavate these earthworks.
The location of her section through Cutham Dyke,
approximately 1.5 x 12 m, appears to have been chosen
for largely pragmatic reasons (Clifford 1961: 8), being
devoid of the large beech trees that are still standing
along much of the bank today (Figure 1.4). The Royal
Commission subsequently undertook a detailed survey
(RCHME 1976: 7)°, which identified additional elements
to the dyke system and emphasised their complex
arrangement (Figure 4.24).

While the overall plan of the earthworks identified
by the RCHME in 1976 remains accurate, with a few
small additions provided by the geophysical survey
(see Chapter 2), some of the earthworks identified then
are now hard to identify. Evidence for the proposed
additional dyke in the north-western part of the
complex (RCHME 1976: 7; dyke ‘x’) appears limited,
although there are possible Iron Age features in this
area (see Chapter 2). Elsewhere, there have been
suggestions that dyke ‘h’ continued to the west, in the
area of Grove Hill, near Daglingworth (see Chapter 23:
BE286), although visits in the 1980s could not confirm
any prehistoric feature, and nothing is evident on the
ground today. If correct, however, this would make dyke
‘h’ more like a cross-dyke, using the two dry valleys in
this area to create an effective barrier. And if the aim
of the Bagendon earthworks were to direct movement
through the valley (See Chapter 24), then the creation
of such a barrier on this route (later bisected by the
Roman road of Ermin Street) would make sense.

3 The labelling of the earthworks by the RCHME (1976) is also used
here.
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Further investigations of the earthworks have taken
place as part of development in the area. These
include a section through Perrott’s Brook Dyke in 1983
(Courtney and Hall 1984), with a later small sample of
the bank in 2006. The former produced no finds, apart
from residual flints, and the latter only revealed the
uppermost levels and produced no finds (Coleman
2006). In 2010, a section of the ditch associated with
Cutham Dyke was revealed at Cutham House (Wright
2005), although it had been heavily truncated and no
dating evidence was retrieved.

Excavation of dyke ‘e’ in 2017

In an attempt to provide additional information and
dating evidence on the nature of the earthworks
around Bagendon, a previously unexamined section
was excavated across dyke ‘e’ (Figure 4.25). Geophysical
survey had revealed that this earthwork extended to
the west, where it appeared to have a gap or possible
entranceway. The presence of a linear feature extending
across this gap was also worth examining to establish
if it represented an earlier ditch, pre-dating the main
dyke. To assess these features an area of approximately
100 m? (Trench 7) was opened. This revealed the
eastern terminus of the ditch of dyke ‘e’. Although
the geophysical survey appeared to indicate a possible
linear feature between the two termini of the main
dyke ‘e’, this was not visible and only a small possible
feature was revealed: the very truncated remains of a
posthole. No evidence for a bank could be determined
to the north of the ditch or any structure possibly
associated with it. Both Perrott’s Brook Dyke and
Cutham Dyke showed evidence of a berm (5 m wide at
the former and 2 m for the latter), but no bank material
or ‘bank shadow’ could be identified in the northern
part of Trench 7, although significant ploughing in this
area suggests that any such features would have been
completely erased.

The ditch was cut into the limestone bedrock of
the slope. The profile of dyke ‘e’ in ditch [7002] was
much wider than that encountered in the previous
excavations of Cutham Dyke and Perrott’s Brook
Dyke (see Figure 4.26, 4.27). It is possible, however,
that the ditch may shelve to the east and that the flat
bottom at the terminus represents a large shelf at
least 2 m wide. The sequence of fills appears similar to
those encountered by Clifford at Cutham Dyke and at
Perrott’s Brook Dyke. Beneath stony fills in the upper
levels lay more organic-rich material with charcoal.
Fragments of post-medieval ceramics from an upper
fill of the ditch (7008) and a radiocarbon date from this
layer of cal AD 1405-1456 (SUERC-79379) indicate that
the ditch was still filling up with material at a relatively
late date and remained a visible feature well into the
post-medieval period. Only a single piece of residual
Roman CBM was retrieved from these upper layers.
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Figure 4.27. Photo of section of Dyke ‘e’ ditch (Photo: Tom Moore).

Figure 4.28. Photo showing excavation of Trench 7 and Dyke ‘e’ following the slope of the coombe in this area.
(Photo: Tom Moore).
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Figure 4.29. Aerial photograph of Perrott’s brook dyke (far right, under the trees),
dyke ‘e’ and dyke ‘d’, with possible feature (hollow-way?) in between Perrott’s
brook dyke and dyke ‘e’, taken in 1931 (CCC 19325/7048, © Crown copyright,

Historic England Archive. Crawford Collection).

Beneath these levels was a layer of thick rubble (7014),
and under this were layers of rubble representing
slippage into the ditch (7018 and 7019) and probably its
earliest dump of rubble (7015). Two radiocarbon dates
from this early fill, taken from land-snails because of
the lack of organic remains, were dated to 410-260 cal
BC (SUERC-90671) and 380-200 cal BC (SUERC-90672),
the implications of which are discussed below. A thin
layer of (materially sertile) initial silting (7016), not
revealed in section, was identified at the western end
of the terminus.

The general absence of much evidence for a silting
layer similar to those encountered in ditch sections at
the Scrubditch and Cutham enclosures may suggest,
that the ditch was probably not open for a substantial
period of time before the rubble infill was deposited.
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It seems likely that this rubble
represents a deliberate deposit
rather than a process of natural
slipping, leaving the ditch half-
filled with subsequent layers from
natural deposition and later plough
action. The rubble fill in the ditch
does not appear to have been
encountered in the Perrot’s Brook
section (Courtney and Hall 1984:
200). Like the section of Perrott’s
Brook Dyke (Courtney and Hall
1984) no artefacts were retrieved
from the ditch indicating that it was
likely to have been situated some
distance from occupation areas.

The lack of significant features
associated with the gap in the ditch
suggests that, if it was an entrance,
it did not require a substantial
structure. It is also notable that
dyke ‘e’ was positioned along the
natural slope of this dry valley,
with the ditch (and presumably
associated bank) likely to have
accentuated the slope, making the
rampart look much bigger than
in actuality (Figure 4.28). This
would have created a considerable
impression when approaching the
rampart along what may have been
a hollow-way in the dry valley, with
Perrott’s Brook rampart also visible
on the left.

Because of the lack of other material
to date, it was decided to use the
land-snails present for radiocarbon
dating. The choice of species sampled and technicalities
in ensuring the veracity of these dates is discussed in
Chapter 13. They provide startling new information
on the chronology of some of the linear earthworks
at Bagendon. With the initial fills providing dates
suggesting it was beginning to silt up in the 4th-3rd
century BC. It is possible that the profile of the section
represents a recutting of the ditch, with (7014) possibly
the fill of a later phase feature, although this was not
recognised on excavation. The implication is that the
original ditch was contemporary with occupation at
the enclosures at Cutham and Scrubditch, and may
then have been remodelled in the Late Iron Age.

A recent investigation at The Malt House within the
hamlet of Perrott’s Brook (Figure 1.6; Hood 2017)
partially revealed a ditch approximately 1 m deep
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and over 3 m wide, which was probably far larger at
its full width but the extent was not determined. The
feature contained Late Iron Age/early Roman ceramics
comparable to those from excavations within the
valley discussed above (Hood 2017). The excavators
suggested that this feature might represent the ditch
of dyke ‘e’ continuing to the east (Hood 2017). If this
is a continuation of dyke ‘¢, it is odd that it does not
appear in the geophysical survey results to the west of
the road, although admittedly there is some magnetic
disturbance in this area. From the geophysical survey
(Chapter 2), dyke ‘e’ appears instead to have turned
to the north, evident as feature F1286, and may have
continued into the field to the north of the Malt House.

The feature encountered at The Malt House might
instead be evidence of an additional earthwork. An aerial
photograph from 1931 (Figure 4.29) hints of a feature
that was located between dyke ‘e’ and Perrott’s Brook
Dyke at the bottom of the dry valley in this area; it was
also identified on the enclosure map of 1792 (see Figure
1.7), although it is not entirely clear what exactly was
being depicted. It appears to run under the buildings
here and may just be visible on the geophysical survey,
although no archaeological finds were recorded when
the houses were built (Gracie 1961a). Rather than a
ditch, survey results to the west of this area (Chapter 2)
suggest that it may represent a trackway or hollow-way,
an interpretation supported by the cobbled surface at
its base (Hood 2017). This may then support the notion
that a hollow-way existed between dyke ‘e’ and Perrott’s
Brook, with convincing evidence from the Malt House
that this was of Late Iron Age date.

Chronology of the ramparts at Bagendon

From the three investigations of the ramparts at
Bagendon, only Clifford’s (1961: 8) section through
Cutham Dyke (her site A) and the excavations of
dyke ‘e’ in 2017, discussed above, provide useful
dating evidence. Clifford’s section included what she
described as ‘Arretine ware’ from the initial silting
of the ditch. Willis has now reassessed these two
fragments (Chapter 6), the one deriving from the initial
silt of dyke ‘a’ provides a date of AD 20-40 or AD 20-50,
with a corresponding date for the sherd from higher
up the ditch fill. Other finds from Clifford’s section are
undiagnostic, but, as with the finds from the hollow-
way at Malt House (Timby, in Hood 2017), they do
imply a date consistent with their backfilling in the
mid 1st century AD. In stark contrast to the dating
evidence provided by Clifford, the 2017 excavation
of dyke ‘e’ provided very different evidence. The two
radiocarbon samples indicate the ditch was beginning
to be infilled in the Middle Iron Age and was probably
constructed in the 4th or 3rd century BC. As discussed
above, it is possible that the ditch was then recut later
and the ditch was probably still visible as a relatively
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prominent ditch-feature well into the post-medieval
period, emphasising that such features could have long
and complex histories of re remodelling over time.

The implication is that some of the earthworks at
Bagendon had origins back in the Middle Iron Age,
something supported by circumstantial evidence of the
arrangement of some of the dykes recognised on the
geophysical survey. Whilst Clifford (1961: 10) might have
been correct in suggest that many of the dykes were
constructed in the early to mid 1st century AD, some it
seems may have been remodelling earlier linear features.

Rampart sequence and arrangement

The form of the Iron Age earthworks, although varying
somewhat between the sections that have been
excavated, is relatively consistent, indicating a simple
structure of dump-style (glacis) rampart with a relatively
v-shaped ditch in most areas. Clifford (1961: 8) suggested
the presence of an ‘outer stone cresting’, based on the
presence of significant amounts of stone in the ditch.
There is, however, no evidence of stone facing on her
section or on the rampart from Perrott’s Brook Dyke.
Stone revetments were noted by Clifford (1937: 295) in
The Bulwarks at Minchinhampton, and are seen at the
near contemporary complex at Stanwick (Haselgrove
2016:152).Itis, however, difficult to confirm the presence
of such stone revetments just from the presence of rubble
in the ditches, although the nature of the stone collapse
in some of the ditches from Cutham and Scrubditch also
hinted at the potential for some form of stone walling
or revetment (see Chapter 3). At The Ditches too, it was
suggested that the rampart between the enclosures
ditches was of dry-stone construction (Trow 1988a:
39). Slight stone revetments at the base of ramparts are
noted elsewhere in the region, at Salmonsbury (Dunning
1976) and at Uley Bury (Savile 1983: 10), presumably to
prevent the loose rubble cores from slipping back into
the ditches. It would be surprising not to use the stone in
this way, given the suitability of the limestone bedrock
to construct such features, but the possibility of a stone
crest will have to remain speculative. That none have
been identified at Bagendon is surprising (although
this may just reflect the small part of the earthworks
examined), and the form of the ramparts at Bagendon
generally seems of the glacis style seen at other Late Iron
Age complexes, such as Verlamion. From the sections
revealed, it appears that many of earthworks were
constructed in one phase, although evidence from dyke
‘e’ supports the notion that they were remodelling or re-
using existing linear boundaries.

Developing a coherent picture of the structural
sequence of the dyke system at Bagendon is hampered
by its size and complexity (cf. Haselgrove et al. 1990:
37). A clearer picture emerges, however, through
combination of the geophysical survey, earthwork



surveys, aerial photographs and excavations. In addition
to the evidence from dyke ‘e’, discussed above, there
are other indications that some of these earthworks
were related to earlier linear features. Geophysical
survey, for example, indicated that dyke ‘j’ appears to
relate to additional parallel linear features (Chapter
2). A small-scale excavation at Cutham House (Wright
2005) also revealed a small ditch parallel to Cutham
Dyke. The excavators argued this was a ‘guide ditch’,
but a more likely alternative is that it represented an
earlier boundary the alignment of which was followed
by the more monumental earthwork. The hints on
the geophysics of the area of the excavation in dyke
‘e’ that there was also a small linear feature here,
although undetected upon excavation, might support
the notion that Middle Iron Age features were later
reused in the Late Iron Age. The radiocarbon dates
from dyke ‘e’ now confirm the presence of such earlier
features. Other long linear boundaries, dating from as
early as the Late Bronze Age (and remaining open into
the Middle Tron Age), exist at Winstone (to the north-
east) and reinforce the evidence from the Cutham and
Scrubditch enclosures that the earthworks were not
constructed in a virgin landscape. Evidence for the
reuse or enlargement of earlier boundaries has been
proposed for the earthworks around the Stanwick
complex (Haselgrove 2016: 166), and suggests that, in
some cases, these earthworks were monumentalising
existing divisions of the landscapes.

Other evidence further suggests that the complex of
earthworks at Bagendon related to an earlier sequence
of features. The ditches extending from Cutham Dyke
to the east appear to run beneath dyke ‘a’ and therefore
must be earlier. The association of this avenue with
the gap in dykes ‘b’ and ‘c’ may suggest that they are
related, perhaps creating an earlier entrance to the
avenue at Cutham. This arrangement of the dykes may
indicate that the inner dyke system (Cutham Lane dyke)
and outer dyke (dykes ‘c’ and ‘b’) are potentially from
different phases (see Figure 24.1). The arrangement of
Scrubditch dyke might also suggest that it had some
relation to earlier elements of the complex, creating a
funnel towards the Scrubditch enclosure. The kink in
Cutham Dyke and the possibility of an earlier alignment
(Chapter 2) could further imply more than one phase to
the construction of the earthworks. All this, alongside
the dating from dyke ‘e’, implies that the Cutham and
Scrubditch enclosures were situated within a complex
of linear boundaries that connected them as part of a
highly managed landscape.

It seems likely that these earlier boundaries, on the
alignment of the outer earthworks, were elaborated
(probably in the early 1st century AD), and augmented
with additional earthworks, some of which, such as
Cutham Dyke ‘@, cut across the now defunct entrance
in this area. It should also be noted that some of the
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smaller gaps in this arrangement of earthworks may not
be entrances, but, as argued for other linear monuments
(e.g. Giles 2012: 50), might denote the location of stands
of woodland that did not necessitate an earthwork.
The environmental evidence from the Duntisbourne
enclosures (Mudd et al. 1999), and to some extent from
Cutham and Scrubditch (Chapter 18), could certainly
suggest that this also was the case at Bagendon.

A number of the dykes appear to have been focused
on directing movement rather than defining a distinct
enclosure (see Chapter 24). The placement of dyke ‘g’
is harder to understand, especially as it reverses the
bank and ditch arrangement of nearby dyke ‘h’. The
discovery, through geophysical survey (Chapter 2), of
a segment of ditch between them further complicates
the picture. While this may mean that dyke ‘g’ could
be of later date, there is no evidence for this, and it
may again just indicate how these earthworks were
used to manipulate space, rather than act as simple
barriers. Dyke ‘h’ and the Scrubditch dyke have both
been suggested as possible earlier ‘cross-ridge” dykes
(Stephen Trow pers. comm.). However, neither’s
location reflects the position of cross-ridge dykes more
generally in the region, which are typically shorter
(Darvill 2010: 181), although the possibility that earlier
features were again incorporated into the Late Iron Age
complex should be considered.

In its earliest form, therefore, the arrangement
of linear earthworks and enclosures at Bagendon
resembled one of the banjo complexes discussed in
Chapters 3 and 23. The dating evidence from Bagendon
reminds us that many of these banjo complexes and
(so-called) territorial oppida had longer biographies
and developed in relation to earlier features.
Connections to earlier monuments and how any of the
dykes featured in later land use have yet to be fully
understood and require significantly more fieldwork
but the evidence from this project is elucidating a far
more complex story than was first envisaged. The ways
in which the earthworks around Minchinhampton
were reused and remodelled in later periods (Parry
1996) also reminds us that these features could have
long biographies, the past use of these places often
fundamental to how people constructed and inhabited
the landscape.

Late Iron Age Bagendon: the combined evidence

In addition to the excavations in the Bagendon valley
in the 1950s and between 1979-1981, various other
interventions in the wider area provide a greater
appreciation of the nature of the Late Iron Age complex.
From fieldwalking conducted in the 1980s, Stephen
Trow rightly recognised that the occupation extended
well beyond the area of the earlier excavations (Trow
1982a: 28). The geophysical survey and test pitting in
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2017 confirmed this indicating intense occupation
along the eastern end of the valley. The small-scale
watching briefs at Bagendon Manor Cottage and
Bagendon Old School, both of which have produced
ceramics dating to the middle of the 1st century AD
(Hood 2011; Mayer 2005), coupled with the geophysical
survey, suggest that this area of intense occupation
extended at least up to the present-day village and was
probably larger than Trow’s (1982a: 28) estimate of 40
acres (16 ha), and may be as much as 28 ha. The possible
Late Iron Age or early Roman cremation burials, found
in the 19th century, close to the rectory (see Chapter 1),
may also denote activity in this area. Stray finds of Late
Iron Age/early Roman ceramics from the valley area, as
well as stray metal-detected coins and other finds made
in the 1980s (Figure 24.8), also emphasise a cluster of
activity of Later Iron Age date across the valley area.
Meanwhile, despite the evidence of the radiocarbon
dates, the presence of sherds of Late Iron Age ceramics
from the Scrubditch enclosure suggests some form of
activity in that area too.

Reassessment of occupation in the valley through the
1979-1981 material re-emphasises Clifford’s (1961)
suggestion that it had a significant artisanal role. The
varied assemblage of material, including relatively
significant amounts of imports and brooches, suggests,
however, that this location cannot be described simply
as an area for artisans. It seems likely that neither
Clifford’s excavations or Areas A and B revealed the
main occupation area, explaining perhaps the absence
of obvious structures. It is very possible that these lie
farther up the valley slopes, perhaps in the proximity
of Black Grove villa. The few indications of Roman
occupation after the AD 60s, as seen in Clifford’s
material (Dannell 1977), are now being added to and
appear likely to relate to the Roman building discussed
in the next chapter.

Farther afield, Trow’s (1982, 1988a, 1990; Trow et al.
2009) excavations at The Ditches revealed a multivallate
enclosure of approximately 4 ha. Excavations through
the ditches indicated a sequence of occupation dating
from perhaps the 1st century BC onward. Geophysical
survey confirmed the presence of antenna ditches
extending from the south-west entrance of the
enclosure, which faced towards the adjacent Bagendon
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valley (Moore 2009a). These appear to indicate that
they were designed for corralling stock, somewhat
blurring the line between this enclosure and the banjo-
like enclosures seen elsewhere in the complex (Chapter
3). Trenches in the interior of the enclosure focused
primarily on examining the Roman villa identified by
aerial photography (Trow et al. 2009). They also revealed
a Late Iron Age occupation layer directly beneath the
villa building, which probably immediately preceded
it, as well as a number of pit features in the vicinity.
The ceramic phasing suggests a pre-Roman phase
dating to the early 1st century AD (Trow et al. 2009).
The overall chronology suggests that the enclosure was
occupied contemporaneously with valley occupation
at Bagendon, and there are strong hints that it also
overlapped with the use of Cutham enclosure in the
late 1st century BC.

Excavations as part of dualling of the A417 road
along the alignment of Roman Ermin Street provided
further evidence that Late Iron Age occupation could
be found elsewhere in the vicinity. The identification
of a large rectilinear enclosure at Duntisbourne Grove,
although only partially examined, revealed a relatively
short sequence of occupation in the mid 1st century
AD, contemporary with the floruit of activity in the
Bagendon valley (Mudd et al. 1999: 95). The occupation
at Middle Duntisbourne, just to the north (Chapter
2), is harder to reconstruct, but appears to consist
of overlapping multiple sequences of enclosures,
although here too the chronology indicates a relatively
short duration of occupation contemporary with that
at Duntisbourne Grove. Somewhat intriguing are the
additional finds of Late Iron Age ceramics discovered
during house building at Duntisbourne Abbots (Clifford
1964), perhaps signifying further contemporaneous
occupation nearby.

From the combined evidence, we can build a broader
picture of the Bagendon complex in the Late Iron Age,
which indicates that occupation in the valley was
merely part of a wider polyfocal complex, more akin
to centres such as Verlamion. The implications of the
inter-relationship between the varying elements and
how the complex worked as a whole, as well the nature
and variation of activity across the entire Late Iron Age
complex, are explored in Chapter 24.



Chapter 5

After the oppidum: excavations at Black Grove, Bagendon

Tom Moore

Introduction

Discoveries at Bagendon in the 1950s and 1980s
indicated that occupation in the valley ended around
the AD 60s or 70s, with little to suggest activity in
the Roman period (Chapter 4). While the discovery of
Roman occupation at The Ditches (see Chapter 4; Trow
et al. 2009) revealed that some elements of the Late
Iron Age complex were occupied later than the late
1st century AD, it appeared that the valley occupation
was largely abandoned. Elsie Clifford (1961) and others
(Wacher 1974) interpreted this abandonment as being
related to the movement of the population to the new
Roman town of Corinium.

The geophysical survey (Chapter 2) for this project,
however, identified several probable stone structures
situated overlooking the area of dense Late Iron Age
occupation in the valley (Chapter 4) (Figure 5.1a, 5.1b and
5.1c). These structures were situated on a terraced area
100 m to the south of the Middle-Late Iron Age enclosure
at Cutham (see Chapter 3), immediately to the south of
ditch F1043, which appears to correspond with a second
terrace, F1154 (see Chapter 2) and just a few hundred
metres to the west of the Late Iron Age activity examined
in the 1950s and 1980s. Previously unrecognised, despite
the survey work undertaken by the Royal Commission in
the 1970s, these raised intriguing possibilities: could they
be of Roman date? If so, were they likely to be evidence
for a villa in this location or perhaps another structure,
such as a Roman temple, that could be associated with
the Late Iron Age occupation in the valley? Examination
of these structures to establish their date and nature
was, therefore, important for addressing one of the key
project aims of understanding what happened to activity
at Bagendon in the Roman period.

From the geophysics results, it appears that similar,
probably contemporary, Iron Age occupation to that
examined in Area A and Clifford’s trenches, probably
extended into the area of these buildings. The main aim of
the investigation was, therefore, to assess whether these
buildings were of Roman date and their implications for
the chronological sequence of occupation at Bagendon.
To address these issues, excavations focused on the
chronology and nature of these structures to enable
comparison with Roman activity elsewhere in the
Bagendon area, most notably with the early Roman
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‘villa’ at The Ditches, near Woodmancote (Trow et al.
2009; see Chapter 4). Prior to these investigations, there
has been very little indication of Roman activity in the
immediate vicinity of the Iron Age occupation within
the valley, with these buildings not noted on aerial
photographs or by any of the surveys undertaken by
the Royal Commission (RCHME 1976). There were hints,
however, from the excavations of the 1950s and 1980s
of the potential for Roman activity in the wider area, as
illustrated by the handful of stray coins and ceramics in
the topsoil discussed earlier (see Chapter 4).

Combining geophysics and lidar data (Figure 5.1a, 5.2)
provides a clearer picture of the nature of activity in
this area. The field was identified as ‘Black Grove’ on
the 1832 landownership map. Such field names are
argued to be indicative of Roman settlement sites
because of their darker soil potentially related to
Roman activity (Richardson 1996: 463). Both the 1792
(Figure 1.7) and 1832 maps also show the presence of
a quarry within this field. The magnetometer survey
of this field identified a number of anomalies that
appeared to be walls. These features corresponded
with an apparent rectilinear arrangement noticed
on the lidar survey (Figure 5.2). Field inspection
supported the impression of a number of walls
located on the terrace overlooking the valley.
Several anomalies on the geophysics also indicated
the presence of pits or other negative features that
were potentially associated with this activity or
represented earlier, Iron Age occupation. Based on
the geophysical survey, it appeared that the building
comprised a rectangular ‘range’ about 20 m long and
7 m wide. The survey was, however, insufficiently
clear to identify the exact relationship between all
the walls, indicating a possible palimpsest of features;
neither could it provide a groundplan that definitively
identified the building as a villa or rural temple.

Aims of the 2015 excavations

The excavation in 2015 had three key aims: primarily, to
provide dating evidence and a chronological sequence
for the probable Roman structures in order to establish
how they related to Late Iron Age occupation in the
adjacent valley; to identify the form and role of the
structures, assessing whether they were of a domestic
or a ritual nature; and finally, to determine whether
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Area B (1980

Figure 5.1c. Interpetation of geophysics and location of Trench 5 and Trench 6.
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Figure 5.2. Lidar of Bagendon valley revealing probable walls around the Black Grove area (lidar data courtsey of the
Environment Agency).

Iron Age activity preceded the Roman structures here.
With limited time and resources, the excavations
were designed to answer these questions, rather than
provide full structural plans.

Two trenches (5 and 6) were opened over the features
identified by geophysics and lidar (Figure 5.3, 5.4.
and 5.5) (in total, c. 130 m?). Trench 5 was located
perpendicular to the main range identified by the
geophysics to assess the structural sequence of the
buildings while also investigating the area to the south,
where various negative anomalies are present. Trench
6 was located to establish the relationship between
walls that could clearly be identified on the geophysics,
in an attempt to determine the structural sequence of
the building or buildings. The trenches were de-turfed
by hand, quickly revealing well-preserved walls and
abandonment deposits throughout their extent (Figure
5.6). To the southern end of the trenches, a series of
subsequent layers appear to be colluvium, reflecting
the relatively steep slope that the original building had
built into. Unlike the locations of many other Roman
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sites in the area, the site at Black Grove appears not to
have been ploughed, probably since antiquity, resulting
in exceptionally well-preserved archaeology. Due to
the depth of the overlying rubble, it seemed prudent
to section elements of the structure, rather than
open up large areas to investigate, retaining the vast
majority of the site for future, full-scale excavation.
While representing only a small window on what is
undoubtedly a complex set of buildings of multiple
phases, the excavation provided a provisional sequence.
Further work will hopefully clarify the arrangement of
the structures and the sequence of activity.

Structural sequence

Despite its limited scale, this evaluation provides
a provisional sequence of activity and building
development on the site. Such a sequence necessarily
simplifies the buildings’ development, and may well
conflate some episodes of activity, but the present
phasing can be summarized thus:
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Figure 5.3. Aerial view of 2015 excavations looking northward, with post-medieval quarry to the left of the tree.
Cutham enclosure is located in the field to the rear of the excavations (Photo: Mark Woolston-Houshold).

Figure 5.4. Vertical aerial view of Trench 5 and 6 (Photo: Mark Woolston-Houshold).
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Figure 5.5. Plan of Trench 5 and Trench 6.

Phase 1. Pit beneath Room II (mid-late 1st century AD).

Phase 2. Occupation prior to Building A (late 1st-early 2nd
century AD).

Phase 3a. Construction of Building A (early-mid 2nd century AD).

Phase 3b. Portico, corridor and Room II additions to Building
A (late 2nd century AD).

Phase 4a. Modification and new entranceway to Building A
(late 2nd-3rd century AD).

Phase 4b. Western range of rooms constructed (mid 3rd
century AD).

Phase 5. Abandonment (late 3rd-early 4th century AD).

Phase 6. Quarry pit (post-medieval).
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Phase 1. Pre-villa occupation (mid-late 1st century AD)

Although no structures definitively earlier than the
beginning of the 2nd century AD could be identified,
occupation pre-dating the stone buildings can be
inferred from an array of residual material found in
a number of features across the site (Chapter 6). It
seems probable that layers (6020) and (6026) in Trench
6 represent the upper levels of a large pit-like feature,
perhaps a quarry pit (see Figure 5.7). This pit extends
into the eastern part of Trench 6 and contained a
number of ceramic finds in its upper fill. Full excavation
of this pit was not possible because it was overlain by in
situ architectural features from later phases.

The nature of this pit is uncertain, but its size and
contents are similar to those revealed in Area A.
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Figure 5.6. Photo of Trench 6, looking south, revealing rubble and well preserved nature of walls just below the turf line
(Photo: Tom Moore).
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Figure 5.7. Sections in Trench 6.
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Alternatively, it may have been a quarry pit, similar
to that found at The Ditches (Trow et al. 2009: 13).
Material from the pit suggests that it was levelled in the
2nd century AD, but a mix of Late Iron Age material,
including a Dobunnic coin (see Chapter 11) and ceramics
(Chapter 6), suggests much of this was residual from
earlier features. This material and the pit itself,
probably represent occupation similar to that revealed
in the 1950s and 1980s (Chapter 4). The presence of
Late Iron Age material, including terra nigra and terra
rubra, goes someway to confirming the suggestion (see
Chapter 4) that much of the activity along the valley
identified by the geophysics is of mid-late 1st century
AD date.

Phase 2. Occupation prior to Building A (late 1st century
AD-early 2nd century AD)

An apparent dump of material (6017), in Trench 6
perhaps a levelling deposit, appears to relate to an
early phase of occupation, prior to the construction of
Building A. Sondage 5.1 provides the best window on the
earliest occupation of the site (Figure 5.5, 5.8 and 5.9),
revealing a sequence of deposits that appear to chart
the focus of occupation. The first phase is represented
by a clean orange clay (5040), apparently some form
of deposit laid out before occupation. Similar layers of
clean orange clay were identified under later wall (6002),

T

suggesting such sterile layers may have represented
a broader process of levelling the rocky natural before
construction. Overlying the clay layer was a thin layer
of silt (5041), representing the initial occupation level.
Above this was a thin layer of mortar and pebbles (5048)
representing the earliest floor level, only a small area
of which was uncovered, so its full extent cannot be
understood. Its nature indicates that it was possibly the
interior of a building, presumably one that existed prior
to the construction of the main range of Building A. On
the basis of ceramic finds, all these layers appear to date
to the late 1st century AD (see Chapter 6). Above the
mortar and pebbles (5048) was a thin layer of occupation
material (5035), which contained significant amounts
of material, including the majority of the early (late 1st
century AD) terra sigillata from the site as well as 2nd
century AD coarse wares. Overlying this was a thick
layer of burnt and ashy material (5029). This appears to
correspond with an area of strong magnetic response
on the geophysics, originally thought to be a pit. It now
seems likely that this anomaly represents the extent of
this area of burnt material.

Although offering only a limited glimpse of earlier
deposits, this sequence emphasises the possibility of
a considerable time-depth in occupation at the site,
and that further excavation in this area could reveal
a clearer picture of the structures associated with this

Figure 5.8. Photo of sondage 5.1, looking north, showing occupation and burning layers beneath surfaces to the south of the
main building (Photo: Tom Moore).
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Figure 5.9. Sections in Trench 5.

sequence. It is only possible at present to
speculate on what this sequence represents.
The thin nature of layer (5048) suggests it
could have been an internal floor surface,
making it likely that an earlier building was
situated in this area, although its extent and
form are impossible to determine. Layer
(5035) appears to represent occupation
related to this floor surface. The earliest
cobbled surface (5042), adjacent to Building
A, also overlay a thick deposit of clean orange
clay (5045), similar to (5040), suggesting that
this surface may be contemporaneous with
(5048), or more likely with the mortar surface
(5032) that preceded the cobbled surfaces to
the south of the main stone building.

Other evidence also points to the possibility
of an earlier building, prior to the main
range (Building A), which may date to the
late 1st or early 2nd century AD, the layout
of which was not revealed. The evidence of
burning on the stones in (6032), the makeup
for the floor of the corridor in Room V (6023),
may indicate that it was contemporary with
the thick ashy deposit (5029) in Trench
5. The small scoop [5060], filled by layer
(5055), was only partly revealed within
the main range but is also clearly earlier
than the building’s floor surface (5044) and
was cut by wall (5001). This suggests it too
relates to this earlier activity. Combined,
these suggest this burnt material seems to
have derived from an earlier structure that
burnt down at some point in the early-mid
2nd century AD. From the dating evidence,
this would appear to correspond with the
subsequent construction of Building A. Any
earlier buildings might have been of timber
construction, as attested at other villas in the
region (such as Frocester: Price 2000).

Phase 3a. Construction of Building A (early-
mid 2nd century AD)

The main stone building (A) comprised a
western gable wall (6001) and southern
wall, numbered (6002) in Trench 6 and
(5011) in Trench 5. Its northern, rear wall is
represented by (5009). These walls contained
significantamounts of yellow mortarin their
core, evidence of a consistent construction
method. These walls contrasted with the
dry stone technique used for other walls in
the vicinity, such as (5014). The wall-trench
for wall (5011) was filled with orange clay
and cut through the earliest cobbled surface
in this area (5042). The wall-trench [6029]
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for wall (6001) cuts the ‘dump’ of material (6017).
The ceramics from this area indicate that Building A
was probably constructed sometime in the mid 2nd
century AD.

The extent to which the Building A was terraced into
the natural slope, with rear walls (5007 and 5009)
standing almost 1 m higher than the southern wall
(5011) (Figure 5.9), was revealed in Trench 5. Within
Building A, little evidence of the original floor surfaces
survived. As with the rooms in Trench 6, it seems likely
that the majority were removed on abandonment or
robbed at a later stage. A small area of cobbles and clay
(5038) may represent one of the original floor surfaces,
overlain by a small area of flagged floor (5044). A yellow
clay surface (5039) is probably the same floor level as
(5038) and overlies the earlier layer (5055), a probable
foundation deposit.

To the south of the main range, a layer of silt (5027)
in sondage 5.1 appears to represent occupation
overlying the mortared layer (5032), which cannot
be any earlier than the mid 2nd century AD,
suggesting that either it, or the overlying cobbled
surface (5019), were associated with the earliest
stone building (A), although no direct relationships
can be established. Building A appears to have been
associated with a number of other cobbled surfaces,
beginning with (5019), subsequently overlain by
(5017), (5016) and (5013), which reflect successive
periods of resurfacing. Ceramic evidence indicates
that surface (5017) cannot have been laid earlier
than the late 2nd century AD. The nature of these
surfaces and their gently sloping nature towards the
south suggest that this was a courtyard in front of
the building, although parts of the surfaces may have
formed pathways to the villa, as their full extents
were not revealed.

In the south wall, large blocks (5012) that appear well
worn imply the presence of an entranceway. The
height of these blocks suggests that this entrance was
contemporaneous with the latest flagged surface (5013),
although some of the block-work here is significantly
different and coarser than that elsewhere in the wall.
It may be that these blocks (5012) replaced an earlier
entrance, which was contemporaneous with surface
(5019).

Phase 3b. Addition of western room II, corridor and
portico (late 2nd century AD)

Three developments to Building A are later additions,
although it is difficult to determine whether they were
contemporary or took place over a longer period. The
ceramics from these alterations suggest that they
occurred within the 2nd century AD.

183

Room II

Wall (6003), with its wall-trench [6038] clearly cutting
the fill (6016) of the wall-trench [6029] of wall (6001),
but also abutting wall (6001), created room II to the
west of the main range, as seen in Trench 6. Evidence of
a floor surface (6009) associated with Room II appears
to be a mortar bedding for sandstone paving; thicker
sections of mortar were identified in some areas along
with some broken sandstone floor tiles. This floor
corresponds with the offset of wall (6001). Floor (6009)
overlay a charcoal-flecked deposit (6011) which was
seemingly some form of bedding deposit for the floor
surface. The nature of this deposit may indicate that
it represented material from earlier structures and
notably overlay the cut of the wall trench [6029] for wall
(6001). It is hard to determine when this addition was
made in relation to the completion of the main range,
but as wall (6003) is not directly aligned with the corner
of walls (6001) and (6002) it suggests it was not integral
to the original design. The correspondence between
(6009) and the offset of wall (6001) may suggest,
however, that an earlier external wall did exist.

Rear corridor or additional structure?

The north wall (5009) is paralleled by a second (5007)
that can also be seen on the geophysics. Combined, the
two could represent a later corridor (Room III). At its
base, a mortar-clay surface (5028) may represent a floor,
overlying a thin silty layer above a rough layer of cobbling
(5031). Yet the space between these walls, just over 1
m, seems rather narrow compared to most corridors in
Roman buildings. There are also indications that this wall
(5007) is on a slightly different alignment to the north wall
(5009), raising the possibility that wall (5007) represents
part of an additional structure to the north. Alternatively,
wall (5007) acted as arevetment against the natural ground
surface, with a significant difference in ground level on
its northern side, for either a yard area or an additional
building. There seems little to suggest that these walls
were not contemporary, however. To the rear of wall
(5007), layer (5018) apparently represents occupation
overlying a clay surface (5021). Layer (5018) may relate to
phase 3a; it included a Late Iron Age coin (Chapter 11) but
ceramics indicate that the surface cannot be earlier than
the mid 2nd century AD. The wall-trench [5049] for wall
(5007) cuts both of these deposits, indicating that they
pre-dated this building.

Portico/remodelling of portico

Wall (5030) appears to be a continuation of wall (6024)
in Trench 6, and is possibly contemporaneous with the
addition of wall (5007) and possible corridor (Room III).
This wall created a portico or veranda along the front
of the building. Wall (6024), and to some extent wall
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Figure 5.10. Photo, looking north, of in-situ plaster on south face of wall (6002) and the floor (6023) of portico room V
(Photo: Tom Moore).

(5030), are more ephemeral than walls (6001), (6002),
(6003) and (6034), suggesting that they may only have
supported a half-height wall or one that was single
storey. In Trench 6, the southern face of wall (6002)
of Building A retained red-painted plaster, which was
preserved at the lowest level where it met a well-
preserved mortared floor (6023) in room V (Figure 5.10).
Floor (6023) had a stone foundation (6032), many stones
of which displayed significant traces of burning. Below
this was a layer of gravel (6036), although whether it
was an earlier floor surface or some form of foundation
deposit is hard to determine. Its position overlying a
relatively clean layer of clay (6037), could suggest that
it too represented an earlier floor, possibly related to
the structure from phase 2. Only a small area to the
south of wall (5030) was revealed, with a degraded
mortar layer (5026) above a cobbled surface (5059) in
this area. The latter appears to be contemporary with
surface (5042).

There is evidence that the sequence is more complex,
however. Wall-trench [6021], for wall (6024), cuts
mortared floor (6023) suggesting that the wall
represents a remodelling of the portico structure. It is
notable too that a similar mortared floor surface was
not revealed in Trench 5, where the portico floor is of
flag construction. This surface was not removed, so it is
possible that a mortared surface could have lain beneath
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it, but no such flagged surface existed in Trench 6.
There are two possibilities: that the correspondence of
walls (6024) and (5030) as part of a portico is misleading,
and they in fact represent different structures, perhaps
even of different phases. Such an interpretation is
supported by the apparently different nature of the two
walls, although this more likely just reflects that wall
(5030) is better preserved. The alternative, followed
here, is that an earlier portico with a mortared floor
was replaced at later date with a new wall and flagged
stone flooring, It is even possible that the first phase
of the portico was a timber structure, as seen at some
other villas, although this would be unusual in the 2nd
century AD and it seems unlikely that this would have
been plastered.

It was initially assumed that wall (5014) was integral to
the design of the portico yet even though the corner
where both walls met had been slightly truncated,
the difference in the breadths of both walls, coupled
with an indication that wall (5014) abuts wall (5030),
suggests that one is later than the other. It seems
most likely that wall (5014) was created to form a
more elaborate entrance way and change this portico
area into a separate room (thereby creating Room
VI). Wall-trench [5056] for wall (5014) clearly cuts the
cobbled surface (5019) and is thus later and part of a
remodelling of the entrance. Such a sequence has been
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recognised at Barnsley Park, where a wall across an
existing corridor/veranda appears to have been added
later (Webster and Smith 1982).

Insertion of hypocaust into Room I

Ahypocaust was inserted in Room I at some point, at the
western end of the range (Figure 5.11). The walls of the
hypocaust (6008 and 6013) were constructed abutting
walls (6001) and (6002), indicating that it was a later
addition rather than an original feature. Wall (6008)
also continues below the level of wall (6002), seemingly
cutting the latter’s foundation deposit of clean, orange
clay. The chronology of this is hard to determine with
no material dating its construction and nothing from
the overlying floor surfaces. The presence of 2nd
century AD material in the ashy deposit within the flue
(6019), which presumably accumulated when it was in
use or constructed, does, however, provide a terminus
post quem for its insertion,

Within Room I, wall (6013) survives as a number of
courses above the floor level, possibly suggesting that
as well as a division in the hypocaust it could have
formed the base of an internal wall. It is notable that
the flagged floor surface is slightly better preserved
to the northern side of this wall, possibly indicating
different rooms. The continuation of the flue on the
northern side suggests that the hypocaust continued

and might have been part of a larger system, perhaps
suggesting that the internal division here is illusory.

The hypocaust is of the ‘channelled’ type (Black 1985:
84), consisting of bonded stone platforms and walls
with a large curving flue and small side flues. The
arcing main flue implies that a mirrored arrangement
existed in the unexcavated northern part of Room
L. It seems probable that the stoke hole was on the
northern or western side of the external wall. It also
appears that a flagstone floor (6018) was bedded on a
yellow clay foundation (6014), with many of the flags
having tumbled into the flue on abandonment. These
flags, some large enough to span the flues, appeared to
form the base of the floor. There was no evidence of a
mosaic floor above this, either in situ or in the form of
disturbed tesserae.

The flues of the hypocaust contained deep levels of
destruction material (6015), including large fragments
of the limestone flags from the floor. Below the
destruction levels was a layer of ashy, burnt material
(6019) up to 0.3 m thick. Environmental analysis
(O'Brien and Elliott, Chapter 18) indicates that the
fuel probably included significant quantities of barley
straw. In places, this deposit contained fragments of
burnt clay (6027)/(6029). Evidence of burning was also
notable along some of the lower portions of the walls. It
seems likely that this material accumulated through use

Figure 5.11. Photo, looking west, of hypocaust flues in Room II (Photo: Tom Moore).
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and is unrelated to the abandonment of the structures,
which suggests that the flues were seldom cleaned and
were in use for a substantial length of time.

Comparable forms of hypocaust are known from
nearby, such as the late 3rd-4th century AD villa
at Chedworth (Esmonde-Cleary 2013), which has
similarly large flues. This type of hypocaust has been
claimed to date predominantly to the late 2nd and 3rd
century AD (Black 1985: 85), reflecting the likely date
of the Black Grove example. Similar hypocausts were
found at Gorhambury, dating to the late 2nd-early 3rd
century AD, although there they are associated with
a bath-suite (Neal et al. 1990: 57), and at North Leigh,
Oxfordshire, where they are built into the western
rooms of a central range and date to the 2nd or 3rd
century AD (Ellis 1999: 207). A hypocaust at Kingscote
also had limestone walls creating the flues but made
use of pillars within the rooms (Timby 1998: 55), which
do not appear to have been used at Black Grove. Such
forms of hypocaust vary widely in date however and are
merely a cheaper, less efficient form of hypocaust (Neil
Holbrook pers. comm.). One at Barnsley Park, inserted
in the small western wing in the late 4th century AD,
further indicates their varied date (Webster and Smith
1982: Figure 18).

In contrast to Kingscote and Chedworth, Black Grove
had no evidence of a mosaic floor, although some
remnants of mortar (6010) may indicate that a floor lay
above the limestone flagging (6018). It seems probable
that, as in Room II, a stone-tiled floor existed, the
majority of which was destroyed or robbed in antiquity.
A fragment of box-tile in the topsoil suggests that the
heating system was probably also built into the walls,
but none were found in situ, again indicating that these
rooms might have been robbed to provide building
materials on abandonment of the villa.

Phase 4a. Modification and new entranceway to Building
A (late 2nd or 3rd century AD)

Sometime after the construction of wall (5030), wall
(5014) appears to have been inserted to create Room
VI as a separate space, possibly blocking a portico or
corridor that ran across the front of Building A. To
the east of wall (5014) is the latest exterior cobbled
surface (5013), which appears to be contemporary
with it and relates to the possible entranceway into
Building A. Within Room VI and aligned with the
pronounced offset of wall (5014), a flagged floor
(5057) partly remained in a corner, implying that, as
elsewhere, this had been removed on abandonment
of the building or later. Overlying this was a silty layer
beneath the rubble (5034) which probably marks the
final use of this floor surface. Although this appeared
contemporaneous with wall (5014), the surface seemed
to overlay a rubble foundation (5058) that was not
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removed, and this may mask an earlier surface. It is
notable that no such flagged surface was evident in
Trench 6, above floor (6023), but the piecemeal survival
of floor (5057) may mean that it had been robbed. The
cobbled surfaces associated with the construction of
wall (5014) must be context (5016), and the later (5013).
Whether (5017) really represented much more than a
bedding for (5013), the latter of which much has been
lost, is not entirely clear; it may be that (5014), (5012)
and (5013) were all roughly contemporary. In any case,
they appear to be the latest additions to the building in
this area. All the ceramics from these layers date to the
2nd century AD, suggesting that much of this took place
in relatively quick succession to the developments in
phase 3b, and that, aside from the western wing, there
were few additions to the structure after this time.

The final flagstone surface (5013) outside Building A is
the most robust and the least worn, extending up to the
level of the entrance stones (5012). Surface (5019) was
cut away at some point by a shallow pit [5054] that only
extended for 1 m to the south of wall (5012), in front
of the main building, perhaps as part of some redesign
of the entrance area or to remove earlier flagging for
reuse elsewhere. This pit [5054] was then refilled with
rubble (5033) to support the later flagging (5013). Pit
[5054] appears to cut the foundation trench for wall
5014 (5037), and therefore must be later than wall
(5014) and one of the latest features on the site.

Phase 4b. Western range of rooms constructed (3rd
century AD)

At some point wall (6034) was constructed abutting
walls (6001)/(6002), thereby creating a room, or set
of rooms, to the west, with a return wall to the south,
identifiable on the geophysics and lidar data (Figure
5.1b; Chapter 2: geophysics feature 1163). Some of
the opposing wall on the western side appears to
have been truncated by the quarry, although possible
wall footings can be seen on the ground beneath the
existing sycamore tree. Only a few courses of wall
(6034) survived, the majority having collapsed to the
west. The fill (6025) of wall trench [6033] for this wall
cut portico wall (6024) suggesting that wall (6024) was
no longer in use at this time; it is therefore difficult
to determine how this relates to the remodelling in
Trench 5. Wall trench [6033] also contained a fragment
of human skull (discussed in Chapter 15). It is difficult
to know how much later this range was constructed,
but ceramics from the wall trench date to after the mid
3rd century AD.

Phase 5. Abandonment (early-mid 4th century AD)
The material assemblage, which, although small,

includes 4th century AD ceramic and some mid-late
4th century AD coins (Reece, Chapter 11), indicates the
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building’s date of abandonment. There is, however, a
lack of distinctive very late Roman ceramics (Timby,
Chapter 6) suggesting that occupation ceased relatively
early in the 4th century AD. The lack of floor surfaces
in Rooms I and II is notable, despite some probable
sandstone paving stones recovered from the rubble
therein. This may suggest that floors were removed
before or soon after the buildings had been abandoned,
leaving only the mortar bedding, as seen in Room II.
The survival of walls (6002), (6003) and especially (6001)
to substantial heights above contemporary floor level
suggests that these walls were not robbed, despite their
evidently good quality masonry. It is hard to interpret
this as the deliberate levelling of the site to create a
platform, as suggested at Barnsley Park (Webster and
Smith 1982: 97), with little evidence for activity on this
rubble or indication that it formed deliberately made
surfaces. It seems more probable that, at some point,
the buildings collapsed, with the walls tending to fall
downslope: (5007) into the corridor, creating thick
layers of rubble (5008), and (5020); in Room IV, areas of
silt (5052 and 5053) may represent some accumulation
of material before wall (5009) collapsed inwards,
resulting in dumps (5022), (5010) and (5024) in Room
V1. Above these collapsed walls were further layers
of rubble (5006) and (5008), overlying the entirety
of Trench 5. It seems probable that this took place in
the 4th century AD, but, given that the later Roman
ceramics are all in the abandonment rubble, it could
have occurred earlier, even within the 3rd century AD,
as seems to have been the case nearby at The Ditches
(Trow et al. 2009: 33).

Phase 6. Quarrying (post-medieval)

In Room II, pit [6030] cut floor (6009) and the lower
levelling deposit (6011) although it was insufficiently
deep to truncate the earlier deposits. This seems likely
to relate to quarrying activity to the west that was
still evident on the surface. The fill of this quarry pit
did not contain any non-Roman material, but it seems
probable that it is of post-medieval date, with the area
apparently marked as a quarry on the 1792 ‘inclosure’
map (Figure 1.7); it was perhaps located here because of
the notably good building stone present on the surface.

Interpreting the Black Grove building

The relatively small area excavated at Black Grove
means that any reconstruction of the plan of these
buildings remains provisional, but some general
observations can be made. From excavation, it is clear
that the strength of the response on the geophysics
does not correspond with the height or preservation of
the walls, but is largely related to their proximity to the
surface and the extent of rubble overlying them. Thus,
wall (5014) shows up as a strong anomaly, despite being
only a few courses deep, while wall (6001) is not such a
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strong anomaly, even though it survives to a height of
over 0.5 m above the Roman ground surface.

A clearer picture of the building(s) can be constructed
through the geophysics and excavation evidence. The
size of walls (6001), (6002), (5009) and (5011) suggest
they are thick enough to have been load-bearing
and indicate a second storey to the structure. Most
of the walls, apart from wall (6001), were of similar
construction, with large irregular limestone boulders
at their base, although a number had finely dressed
stone in their upper courses. Unlike many of the
earliest buildings at other sites in the area, the walls
for Building A at Black Grove were well mortared. The
building was relatively well appointed, with most of
the walls apparently plastered. Wall plaster, much of
it with red and yellow paint, was evident in a variety
of contexts, although most of the plaster derived
from Room II and (5017), the latter perhaps associated
with the remodelling of the outer portico. A red panel
was also found still adhering to the south side of wall
(6002) (Figure 5.10). Significantly more wall plaster
was uncovered on these excavations than from at
The Ditches (Moore 2009c: 177), despite the smaller
excavation area at Black Grove (see Chapter 12).

A significant amount of hexagonal limestone roof
tiles, many with nails still present in their attachment
holes, indicate that the final phase of the building had
a roof comprised of this material, similar to those seen
elsewhere in the region (e.g. Corney 2012: 67; Shaffrey
2018: 99; see Chapter 12; Figure 12.8). Occasional finds of
tegula and imbrex amongst the rubble, including from
Phase 3 contexts, suggest that the main building, and
perhaps an earlier building, had a ceramic tiled roof.
This is in contrast to the supposed high-status villa
nearby at The Ditches, where there was surprisingly
little evidence for roofing material (Trow et al. 2009: 63).
At The Ditches, this absence was argued to be the result
of it having been stripped before abandonment, but it is
also possible that the roof was made of other material,
such as thatch. The more widespread evidence for
tegula at Black Grove may signify that the building was
only partly demolished before abandonment and that
the tiles were not removed. Cynthia Poole (2018) has
noted, however, that even relatively large assemblages
of tegula do not often represent sufficient material to
have covered the roofs of such buildings. Other villa-
type buildings display evidence that disparate elements
of the structure, such as the porticos, were roofed with
different materials (Shaffrey 2018: 99; Trow et al. 2009:
63), thereby potentially explaining the combination of
stone and ceramic tiles here.

In terms of overall layout, although unexcavated, there
is no evidence from the geophysics that the west range
had a partner on the eastern side. The southern wall,
identified on the geophysics and lidar, appears to mark
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the limits of a courtyard, and runs along the top of the
relatively steep terrace. A gap in this feature appears
to correspond with that in the proposed portico wall,
suggesting an entrance into the compound. These
courtyards, although typically larger, are known locally
at villas such as Barnsley Park (Webster and Smith
1982) and Frocester (Price 2000).

There are some indications that further buildings,
located to the west of Trench 6, were destroyed by
quarrying. It remains a possibility, therefore, that
the buildings examined here were not the main villa
structure, but ancillary buildings connected to a larger
building located elsewhere. Examples of large villa
complexes are well known in the Cotswolds and do
contain similar buildings to that at Black Grove; for
example, at Kingscote, Turkdean and Great Witcombe.
This scenario seems somewhat unlikely however, as
evidence from field C1 represents more ‘dispersed’
activity with no evidence for a major structure. Activity
appears to dissipate towards the modern village,
suggesting the limited possibility of an additional
villa in this area, under Bagendon Manor for example.
If another significant major building existed, some
evidence would probably have been recognised by
now. However, discovery of the Black Grove buildings
through this project, with no previous records or stray
finds from this area, despite the buildings’ excellent
preservation, emphasises that major Roman structures
may still await detection.

Comparisons

Despite revealing only a relatively small part of the
building at Black Grove, its nature can be compared
with others in the region. In phase 3, Building A at
approximately 20 x 7 m corresponds with what have
been described as small ‘cottage’ or ‘row-style villas’ in
southern England (Hingley 1989; Smith 1997: 51). The
addition of a possible corridor or portico also suggests
similarities to so-called ‘corridor-house-type villas’
(Hingley 1989: 46). Comparisons can also be made
locally, with the villa at The Ditches (Figure 5.12), for
example, which appears to have developed through a
relatively similar structural sequence.

The usefulness of describing all structures of this type
as ‘villas’ has been questioned (Hingley 1989; Smith et
al. 2016: 71). Many might not have been of particularly
high status and may instead be better termed stone-
built farmhouses, while the distinction from many
other ‘multi-room buildings’ is somewhat arbitrary
(Smith et al. 2016: 71). Similarly sized structures with
corridors (also dating to the 2nd century AD) exist in the
region, such as building 1 at Kingshill South (Simmonds
et al. 2018), and other buildings are of similar form (e.g.
building VIII at Kingscote: Timby 1998; and Nesley
Farm, Tetbury: Roberts 2014b). Other similar buildings,
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not normally defined as villas, exist at building I at
Uley West Hill, which comprised a range of rooms that
accreted over time (Woodward and Leach 1993). Some
aspects of Black Grove, such as the hypocaust in Room
I, may distinguish its occupants as of some status,
but there is no evidence that the structure had other
embellishments such as mosaics. In any case, these are
often late additions and even the relatively early villa
at The Ditches was a simple affair in its earliest form.
For purposes of the discussion here, the term ‘villa’ is
retained while acknowledging its relatively arbitrary
nature. It may, however, be useful to emphasise that at
least some of the buildings in the Bagendon area, most
notably at The Ditches, were sufficiently precocious to
denote important social and architectural changes in
the Roman province (Trow et al. 2009).

Rather than a domestic residence, a more remote
possibility is that the structures at Black Grove represent
buildings associated with a temple complex, with the
main temple having been in the now quarried away
area. Temple complexes associated with Iron Age sites
are known in the region at Lydney Park and Uley West
Hill, and are also known to have been located within
pre-existing oppida. The former temple complexes,
both had outer buildings not dissimilar to Black Grove.
There is, however, little in the topographic location
of Black Grove, or finds such as votives, to imply the
existence of a (now destroyed) temple.

A date in the early-mid 2nd century AD for the
construction of the main range at Black Grove compares
well with the first phase of similar villas in the region,
such as North Leigh (Oxfordshire). The addition of
corridors and porticos to 2nd century AD villas is well
attested, both locally and farther afield (Trow et al. 2009:
57), sometimes marking the replacement of a timber
portico. A seemingly similar sequence is observed at
Frocester (Price 2000), developing from a simple ‘row
house’” with the later addition of corridors and small
wings or tower structures, although here the first range
was not constructed until late in the 3rd century AD.

At Black Grove, a possible portico or corridor ran the
length of the building but was later transformed into
small wings, with wall (5014) creating these separate
rooms. A similar situation has been postulated at
Barnsley Park, where an original 4th century corridor
was changed into two small wings (Figure 5.12;
Webster and Smith 1982). As with Black Grove, a stone-
channelled hypocaust was inserted into the smaller
western rooms (Webster and Smith 1982).

At other 2nd century AD villas, wings were either
added to existing row buildings or were integral to the
design. Such wings were usually more substantial than
the relatively shallow ones at Black Grove, although
those at The Ditches were also comparatively small. It
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Figure 5.12. Comparison of Black Grove with villas and other Roman buildings.
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is interesting to note that the entrance to the building
at The Ditches appears to have originally been offset
on the front range and then shifted to the centre after
the addition of the portico (Trow et al. 2009: 57). It is
not clear if we are seeing something similar at Black
Grove, where it certainly appears that the entrance was
remodelled, perhaps at the time when the wings were
constructed.

The addition of a second range, or wing, is also
common, although this was usually matched by a
parallel wing, for which, at Black Grove, the geophysics
shows no evidence. This is unusual when compared
with most contemporary villas in the region (Black
1987), and one may exist but is less well preserved.
Some buildings, such as Kingscote VIII (Timby 1998:
48), do, however, have a similar L-shaped structural
form. There too it was constructed sequentially from
an initial rectangular range, with the later wing added
in the 3rd-4th century AD.

Unlike at The Ditches, evidence that the villa at Black
Grove was particularly early in its origins cannot
be confirmed. At The Ditches, the first-phase stone
building was probably constructed in the late 1st
century AD (possibly in the AD 70s or 80s), making it
exceptionally early for western England (Trow et al.
2009). Whereas at Black Grove, it seems that the main
stone range was constructed in the 2nd century AD.
There does, however, appear to have been a potentially
earlier building, prior to Building A, which probably
dates to the late 1st century AD or early 2nd century AD.
The presence of earlier timber buildings that have left
little archaeological trace has been noted at other villas
in the region, including Barnsley Park and Frocester.
At the latter, these ranged in date from the 2nd-4th
century AD, and were only replaced by stone villas
much later. The presence of rubble and tegula in early
layers, if correctly related to the destruction of the first
phase building, may imply that a stone building pre-
dated Building A. Thus, the implication appears to be of
the construction of a building here at some point in the
late 1st or early 2nd century AD, which was then rebuilt
later in the 2nd century AD. How that related to earlier,
mid 1st century AD, structures or activities in this
area is impossible to determine, but raises questions
as to whether a particularly important Late Iron Age/
early Roman structure existed here which was directly
replaced.

Conclusions: the Bagendon landscape in the Roman
period

Despite the relatively small-scale investigations at
Black Grove, when placed alongside the excavation
evidence from The Ditches and discoveries through
geophysical survey, a better picture of the nature of the
Bagendon landscape in the Roman period emerges. The
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implications are highly significant for understanding
later developments at the complex.

The presence of mid 1st century AD material beneath
the Roman occupation at Black Grove confirms
evidence from watching briefs and stray finds (Chapter
4) that most of the pits and ditches identified on the
geophysics along the valley floor are probably of Late
Iron Age date, and that occupation extended well
beyond the areas investigated in the 1950s and 1980s.
Whatever the exact structural sequence of the buildings
at Black Grove, its existence contradicts suggestions
(e.g. Clifford 1961) that this part of Bagendon was
entirely abandoned relatively soon after the Roman
conquest, as implied by the evidence from earlier
excavations (Chapter 4). There is enough evidence to
suggest that Black Grove was probably a small villa,
somewhat similar to The Ditches. Tantalising evidence
of an earlier building preceding the main stone villa,
combined with a ceramic assemblage providing little
evidence for a hiatus in occupation, also suggests a
relationship between the villa and preceding activity.
Occupation appears to have continued at least after the
abandonment of the majority of activity in the valley.

Black Grove and The Ditches were not alone in the
Bagendon landscape. Geophysics in field D6 (Chapter
2), close to Bagendon House, revealed what appears to
be an additional villa that, morphologically, is similar
to 2nd century AD villas, if rather smaller (Figure 5.12).
An additional villa at Stancombe can also be surmised
from a combination of geophysics and earlier finds (see
Chapter 2), although little can be said about its form
or date. There appears to have been a cluster of villas
in the Bagendon area. Of these four villas, those at The
Ditches, Black Grove and possibly Bagendon House (on
the basis of morphology) seem to have been occupied
or constructed in the early 2nd century AD, while
Stancombe remains undated. From the geophysical
evidence at Bagendon House and from excavations at
Black Grove and The Ditches, it also seems probable that
these were related to existing Late Iron Age occupation.

Combined, thisevidence challenges some of the previous
perceptions of the Bagendon complex (e.g. Trow et al.
2009) that have tended to conceive of the villa at The
Ditches as the only area of Roman occupation within the
Late Iron Age complex. Rather than regarding activity
in the Bagendon valley as related solely to artisanal
occupation, recognition of three other villasmay also
point to multiple areas of high-status occupation,
both after and perhaps before the Roman conquest.
The possibility that there were multiple high-status
aspects to the Bagendon complex in the Late Iron Age
and immediate post-conquest period raises further
questions. Previously, we might have considered The
Ditches as the elite centre, perhaps even the residence
for a chief or king. The presence of multiple locales that
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may have contained families striving to villa-status
after the conquest would suggest a more oligarchic or
clan-like social structure, with multiple ‘elite’ families
located across the complex (see Chapter 24).

Location of the villas

Although one of the reasons for the villas within
the Bagendon complex may relate to the presence
of existing Late Iron Age occupation, the choices
determining villa location were likely to have been
more complex (Taylor 2012: 184). The orientation of the
villas for example, at Black Grove and Bagendon House
facing south-south west, The Ditches facing south,
and Stancombe probably facing south-east, reflects
that of Roman villas as suggested by classical authors.
Similarly, all the villas were located with access to
varied landscape types (Taylor 2012: 184), with the drier
plateau above them and the meadows of the Bagendon
brook and Churn Valley below. The Ditches villa has a
somewhat unusual topographic location, situated on
the plateau facing the Roman road of Ermin Street,
potentially reflecting a particular desire to emphasise
continuity from the Iron Age settlement and be visible
to passing traffic (Trow et al. 2009: 64). The placement
of these villas appears to represent a combination
of maintaining a connection to existing settlements
while also displaying an appreciation of new forms of
architecture and display.

The implication therefore seems to be that high-status
elements of the Bagendon complex developed into
Roman establishments after the conquest. Whether
The Ditches was alone in precociously creating an early
stone building cannot be determined until Black Grove
and Bagendon House undergo fuller exploration. If the
latter also mark a continuity of high-status occupation,
it is perhaps surprising that there is no evidence of
a villa structure at Duntisbourne. This also appears
to have been an enclosure within the Late Iron Age
complex that had some form of high-status role, as
suggested by the fineware imports present in the early
1st century AD (see Chapter 4). Yet the discovery of
the Black Grove villa cautions against assuming that
one does not exist. An alternative is that occupation
at Duntisbourne moved to the probable villa at nearby
Stancombe, and it too had early origins.

The apparent relationship between some banjo clusters
and Roman villas in the region has also been recognised
(Moore 2006). Such an association can be seen with
examples close to Barnsley Park villa (Figure 23.7d);
at Withington, where geophysical survey revealed
an apparently opposing set of banjo-like enclosures
that contained two possible Roman villas (Thompson
and Chelu 2009); and at Worms Farm, where a Roman
settlement appears to be related to a banjo enclosure
complex. Neil Holbrook (2008a) has rightly pointed out
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that such relationships may be coincidental, with some
villas like that at Barnsley Park clearly constructed far
later than the banjo enclosures were occupied. Even
evidence of Late Iron Age and early Roman stray finds
from around Barnsley Park (see Chapter 23: brooches
and coins, catalogue sites BE221-223) cannot confirm
continuity in community status. The location of the
Cutham funnel enclosure (discussed in Chapter 3)
within the Late Iron Age Bagendon complex, in close
proximity to the Roman villa at Black Grove, does once
again highlight this association however, even if the
Cutham enclosure was no longer in use or even visible
by the late 1st century AD. It thus raises the possibility
that a connection exists between banjo enclosures and
villas, perhaps implying some form of special status for
the Middle and Late Iron Age communities that resided
at these locations.

The clustering of relatively early Roman villas around
Late Iron Age centres is also not unique to Bagendon,
and their association with pre-existing Iron Age centres
has been recognised as significant (Smith et al. 2016:
158). The earthwork complex at North Oxfordshire
Grim’s Ditch, often suspected of being some form of
Late Iron Age dyke complex (Copeland 1988; Moore
2012), includes villas at Ditchley, North Leigh, Callow
Hill, Bury Close and Shakenoak (Booth 1999: 48). All
of these villas are relatively early, emerging in the
late 1st or early 2nd century AD, in contrast to a more
widespread development of villas in the late 2nd
century AD or later in the Cotswolds (Smith et al. 2016:
158). While not all of these villas necessarily developed
from pre-existing Late Iron Age settlements (Booth
1999: 44), the clustering of early villas in this area may
be significant, reflecting perhaps the importance of this
landscape in communicating status, before and after
the Roman conquest. Around the Late Iron Age centre
of Verlamion, near St Albans, there is also a cluster of
early Roman villas, such as those at Gorhambury and
Gadebridge Park. It has been argued that the Late Iron
Age farmsteads here quickly developed into Roman
villas because they were already wealthy, grain-
surplus-producing farmsteads (Neal et al. 1990: 93). This
may well be true, but social factors seem also likely to
have been important.

In all three cases (Bagendon, North Oxfordshire Grim’s
Ditch and Verlamion), the earthworks of the Late Iron
Age remained visible in the Roman period and would
have been significantly impressive monuments. It
seems unlikely that local people in the late 1st and early
2nd centuries AD would have been unaware of their
earlier significance. Indeed, there seems good evidence
that the importance of these complexes meant that
early villas were constructed to reflect and emphasise
their connection to these pre-existing places. At
Bagendon, it may illustrate how elites of the Roman
province wished to communicate their ‘ancestry’,
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constructing buildings in locations that already had
social significance while also displaying wealth in
the increasingly important forms of agriculture and
architecture familiar across northern France and
southern Britain (Trow et al. 2009: 69; Taylor 2012:
181). As far afield as the oppidum of Bibracte, Burgundy
(although the ‘urban’ functions of the oppidum were
replaced by the Roman town of Augustodunum (Autun)),
the high-status courtyard houses continued to be
occupied for some decades (Paunier and Luginbiihl
2004), emphasising the importance of ensuring a
connection between pre-existing locales of power and
those constructed in the post-conquest period. The use
of temples to undertake this act of connection, creating
lieu-de-memoire, has been discussed (Golosetti 2017), but
villas may have had a similar function, ensuring that
while the artisanal and exchange roles of these places
transferred to Roman towns, their function as signifiers
ofthe social status of their inhabitants remained. Despite
these links back to Iron Age forbears, the subsequent
developments at these villas reflected a more general
transformation occurring across the Cotswolds and
Romano-British landscape in the 2nd century AD, with
the establishment of a range of rural settlement types
and presumed agricultural intensification (Smith et al.
2016: 206; see Chapter 6).

The presence of four probable villas along the
Bagendon valley represents a relatively high density
of establishments, even considering the high density of
Roman villas on the Cotswolds (Smith et al. 2016: 159).
Close to another civitas centre, Verulamium, there is
also a density of villas along the nearby river valleys,
representing approximately one villa every 2 km (Neal
et al. 1990: 89). At Bagendon, the distance between The
Ditches and Bagendon House is approximately 2 km,
but it is only approximately 500 m between Bagendon
House and Black Grove, while the distance from
Bagendon House to Stancombe is approximately 1 km
(see Figure 1.3). Around 2 km to the north-west of The
Ditches another villa complex is known from Combend,
Colesbourne (RCHME 1976: 35; catalogue site BE 331), in
a similar situation to that at Black Grove, with evidence
for mosaics and occupation in the 3rd and 4th century
AD. Corinium also had rural establishments that can be
described as ‘villas’ in relatively close proximity; Barton
House, for example, might have been a villaimmediately
beyond the walls (RCHME 1976: 30). Similarly, the
corridor building at Kingshill South seems substantial
enough (Simmonds et al. 2018: 211) to be comparable
to the ‘villas’ at Bagendon. The recent discoveries at
Kingshill South and Bagendon emphasise that the
density of rural settlements with relatively impressive
buildings almost certainly remains an under-estimate;
those around Bagendon appear, however, to represent
a distinct cluster.
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The close proximity of the Bagendon villas raises
questions as to what extent they might have had separate
‘estates’. The size and nature of the estates related to
Roman villas has been widely debated with varying
forms of reconstruction (e.g. Hingley 1989: 22; Neal et
al. 1990: 99). Taylor (2012) and others have cautioned
against seeing villas as simply agricultural production
units, and we need not assume that each of the Bagendon
villas, even if contemporary, required large agricultural
areas to support themselves. Individual villa buildings as
representative of more than one family or a wider family
group, perhaps a continuation of a more clan-based
society, has been explored (Hingley 1989; Mattingly
2006: 377). The possibility that separate examples, as
at Bagendon, represented part of a connected social or
family group, related perhaps to previous occupants of
a wider complex, has not previously been suggested,
however. This proximity between the Bagendon villas
and their relatively similar chronological sequence may
suggest they represented a relatively close social unit
that could even have worked in partnership; the wider
Bagendon area an estate connected to all these villas,
rather than discreet entities.

The decline of the Bagendon villas

The Cotswolds is famed for substantial Late Roman
villas (e.g. Esmonde-Cleary 2013), but the examples
at Bagendon are notable in that their heyday appears
to have been in the 2nd century AD. The villa at
The Ditches, for example, follows a sequence of
embellishment from the late 1st and through the
2nd century AD, but did not receive the expansion
and addition of hypocausts or mosaics expected of
later villas. Both it and Black Grove, as far as we can
establish, were in decline by the late 3rd century AD,
with The Ditches perhaps even abandoned by this
time (Trow et al. 2009: 34). The morphology of the
Bagendon House villa, based on the geophysics, is also
reminiscent of early villas, suggesting that, even if it
remained occupied, it did not develop architecturally.
While this pattern generally mirrors the chronology
of settlements in the central belt (Smith et al. 2016:
405), it does not match the burst of villa emergence in
the late Roman period in the Cotswolds. The reasons
for this decline in the fortunes of the Bagendon
villas are not entirely clear, but it could indicate
that these families’ positions had declined after a
surge of social and economic vitality in the 100 years
following the Roman conquest (Trow et al. 2009: 75).
It could also represent a move of the villa classes to
the increasingly urbanised centre at Corinium, as
suggested by Sheppard Frere (1967: 258).

An alternative is that the undated, probable villa at
Stancombe represented a new establishment to which
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the occupants moved. This could be the case if these
villas represented part of an extended clan, rather than
separate families. At both The Ditches and Black Grove,
there is significant evidence that elements of these
buildings (roof tiles and flagged stone floors) were
robbed, probably in antiquity, and moved to buildings

elsewhere, perhaps such as at Stancombe. Establishing
the chronological sequence of this collection of villas
as a coherent group therefore remains an important
challenge for future work that has the potential to
provide a better understanding of how elite families
developed in the succeeding centuries.
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Chapter 6

Iron Age and Roman ceramics

Ed McSloy, Jane Timby, D.F. Williams and Steven Willis

Coarsewares and Gallo-Belgic finewares
(Excavations 1979-1981)

Ed McSloy
Introduction

Pottery amounting to 11476 sherds (173.5 kg) was
recorded from 122 separate deposits. The material from
the 1979-81 excavations derives from two areas, one
(Area A) immediately north of the 1954 excavations by
Clifford (1961) and another to the west (Area B) (see
Chapter 4). The large bulk of the recovered material
was derived from a series of large pits, most in Area
A (80.2% by sherd count), with most of the remainder
(15.6%) coming from layer type deposits.

The pottery assemblage was recorded directly to an
Ms Access database. The assemblage was examined by
context, sorted by fabric macroscopically or with the
aid of a binocular microscope (x 20) and quantified
according to sherd count; weight and rim EVEs
(Estimated Vessel Equivalents). The assemblage totals
includes the Gallo-Belgic imported types and non-
sigilatta finewares, but does not include Gaulish samian
which is dealt with below (Willis this volume).

Some limited previous work on the assemblage
would seem to have been undertaken soon after its
excavation and a reference is made to the dating of
the group by Trow in relation to The Ditches material
(Trow 1988b: 76). The two stamped Gallo-Belgic vessels
(below) were at some point extracted and identified
by Val Rigby, the details published as part of the Gallo-
Belgic potters’ stamps database http://gallobelgic.
thehumanjourney.net/. Other work undertaken has
included the separation of the terra sigillata assemblage
and some reconstruction of fineware vessels (mainly
undone in the intervening decades). The condition
of the pottery was mixed with softer types such as
Severn Valley type wares suffering surface loss. The
surface preservation is likely to be a factor in the very
limited survival of carbonised and other residues which
were recorded on less than 1% of the assemblage by
count. A factor which proved an impediment to the
identification of fabric types was the variability of
washing; this being particularly poor for some large
groups (particularly for the 1979 season). Selective re-
washing was undertaken for some sherds, particularly
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for the fineware types. Larger-scale re-washing was
impractical and identification of coarsewares was
commonly reliant on clipped sherds.

There were some large and well-preserved context
groups containing fully reconstructable vessels.
However, for the majority of context groups,
fragmentation appears to be high. An overall mean
sherd weight of 15g; is moderately high for a Roman
group, although it is considered that this is elevated
significantly by the abundance of Savernake type wares
occurring as thick-walled storage jar sherds.

Methodology

A numeric fabric coding system was developed to
record the assemblage; the fabrics defined according
to primary inclusion, inclusion coarseness or sorting,
secondary inclusions and firing characteristics.
Where similarities across fabrics are minor or where
the defined types share consistencies in vessel form
and equate to such well-known traditions, such types
are grouped for discussion (below). In this way the
Savernake ware grouping, which makes up a large
proportion of the assemblage, consists of six variations
(see below). Wherever possible, concordances across
national or regional pottery type series are given.
Of greatest relevance are the broadly contemporary,
though military-biased Early Roman Cirencester
assemblage (Rigby 1982a) and groups from sites
associated with the Bagendon ‘complex’, including The
Ditches (Trow 1988b; Trow et al. 2009).

Recording of vessel form has been by means of alpha-
numeric codings which are adapted from the system used
by Trow for the recording of The Ditches assemblage and
which in its turn builds from the work of Fell on the 1950s
Bagendon assemblage. Recording of forms for the Gallo-
Belgic vessels uses Hawkes’ Camulodunum series codes
(Hawkes and Hull 1947). In its fullest form the record
codes for coarse pottery forms describe details of vessel
profile and require a substantial portion of the vessel to
be present. Where, as is predominantly the case, vessels
are insufficiently complete for full description, only an
abbreviated description of vessel class is possible. The
broader descriptions are however useful as a means of
summary and in the appreciation of overall functionality
(Table 6.1 and 6.2).
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Table 6.2. Reduced wares forms summary. Quantities as EVEs

Form generic Form specific |bb1 BS lgw SVWr sav gt Total
flagon F1 35 035
Sub-total - - .35/5.2% - - 0.35 (0.9%)
beaker KB1 35 .55 .05 .60 1.55

KB2 1.12 1.06 2.18

KB3 .69 .10 0.79
Sub-total/%total - .35/14% 2.36/34.9% .05/2.1% 1.76/6.2% 4.52 (11.3%)
jar ev .05 13 .10 21 0.49

JB2 .47 0.47

JB3 .02 .28 0.30

JB4 40 .08 0.48

Jjc1 17 0.17

jc2 .07 .68 0.75

JC3 .09 .68 .65 3.50 4.92

Jca .63 0.63

JG 31 0.31

JG1 21 23 8.79 9.23

JG2 .05 71 9.22 9.98

JG3 15 22 0.37

Is .08 0 0.08

nmm 12 0.63 0.25 1.65 2.65

ov/ph 27 0.27

ph/ov .20 0.20
Sub-total/%total .05/100% 0.81/32.2% 3.0/44.4% 1.99/85% 25.45/89.2% 31.3 (78%)
bowl BC 46 .20 A1 0.77

BC3 12 0.12

BC4 .10 0.10

BE 21 .05 0.26

BE4 A1 0.11

BE5 .10 .10 0.20

BE6 .10 0.10

Carin. .14 0.14

Flat rim .04 .05 .05 0.14
Sub-total/%total - 1.06/42.2% 0.17/2.5% 0.30/12.8% 0.41/1.4 1.94 (4.8%)
dish ss;br .08 0.08

Ss;pr .05 0.05
Sub-total/%total - 0.13/5.2% - - - 0.13 (0.3%)
platter D3 13 0.13

DA1 .05 0.05

DA2 .05 .10 .20 0.35

DA3 .10 1.13 54 1.77
Sub-total/%total - 0.15/6% 1.23/18.2% - 0.92/3.2% 2.3(5.7%)
Total .05 (.12%) 2.5 (6.2%) 6.76 (16.8%) 2.34 (5.8%) 28.54 (71.1%) |40.14
Forms like carinated (BE) or shouldered forms (BC), which

In common with the majority of Romano-British
assemblages jar forms are dominant - 57.15 EVEs or
48.2% of the total. For the most part jars are confined
to coarser fabrics, particularly Savernake type wares
(below). Bowls are the next most common, amounting
to 11.52 EVEs (26.9%). Almost all consist of smaller, cup-

occur primarily in grogged (14.82 EVEs), fine sandy
(7.54 EVES) or Severn Valley type wares (4.48 EVEs).

Beakers (15.10 EVEs or 12.7%) are a mix of Gallo-Belgic
butt-beaker/ovoid beakers (CAM 113, CAM 112a: 4.44
EVEs) or ‘derived’ British forms (KB1-3). There are few
cups (1.01 EVEs); either Gallo-Belgic types (CAM 56/58:
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Figure 6.1. Coarseware ceramics from 1979-81 excavations (scale 1:4, drawn by Yvonne Beadnell).
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0.54) or undefined/pedestalled forms in local wares.
Dishes/platters amount to 9.82 EVEs or 8.3% of the
total. With the exception of large, possibly tri-footed,
deep dishes (Figure 6.1: no. 19), all are Gallo-Belgic
platters (4.32 EVEs) or native copies/devolved forms
(4.83 EVEs).

Flagons are poorly represented (2.44 EVEs or 2%) overall,
and more so when considering that representation
expressed as EVEs can be exaggerated as the result
of complete rim circumferences. Most, including the
single North Gaulish example (Figure 6.2: no. 57), and
vessels in oxidised, white-slipped fabrics (Figure 6.2:
no 53 and 65) are of collared/Hofheim type common to
the mid 1st century AD. There is some variation among
the remainder, which unusually include examples in
Savernake ware and greywares.

Lids are the least-well represented category, among the
vessel classes (0.72 EVEs or 0.60%), all of which occur as
Savernake or local grog-tempered vessels.

Fabrics

Fabric Group MALREB: Malvernian Palaeozoic limestone-
tempered wares (fabric 9): 1033 sh; 7221g; 9.94 EVEs

Fabric 9 makes up 9% of the assemblage total by count
(8.4% by EVEs total). Petrological studies suggest a
probable source in the Malvern Hills of Worcestershire
or May Hill in Gloucestershire (Peacock 1968). Its
importance can be judged from its abundance across
the Cotswolds and occurrence well beyond. The
reasons for this type’s occurrence at such distance
from source may have less to do with its ceramic
qualities and more as the result of a well-established
southwards trade in heavy goods including salt (in
briquetage containers) and, probably, quern stones.
The ware type is common at The Ditches, Frocester
and Duntisbourne. It occurs, though seemingly
uncommonly, in the Leaholm fort deposits (Rigby
1982: nos. 62 and 66). Continuance into the 60s or 70s
AD would seem probable (Timby 2000).

In the assemblage described here represented vessels
are exclusively jars of handmade ‘native’ type which
are barrel-shaped or globular in profile. The majority
feature high, upright or slightly everted rims (JB4: 5.55
EVESs) or shorter, everted rims (JB5: 2.72 EVEs).

Fabric 9: Malvernian limestone-tempered wares. As
Peacock B ware (1968).

Fabric Group NAT: ‘Native type’ shell or limestone-
tempered (fabrics 45, 58): 59 sherds; 528g; 1.04 EVEs

Fabric 58: Shelly. Patchy grey/brown with dark grey
core. Soft with smooth feel and laminated fracture.

201

Common. Moderately-sorted (1-4mm) fossil shell and
common/sparse limestone fragments (1-2mm).

Fabric 45: Limestone. Grey-brown surfaces with dark
grey core. Soft with smooth feel and regular fracture.
Common, moderately-sorted, sub-angular yellow/buff
limestone (1-2.5mm), and sparse fossil shell 0.5-1mm.

Fabric Group BAGBL: Black/dark-grey firing silty wares
(Fabrics 2, 3 ): 633 sherds; 6556 g; 13.63 EVEs

Fine-textured dark-firing wares were sufficiently
abundant from previous excavations at the site to be
termed ‘Bagendon black’ and it seems probable that
most or all are local in origin. Comparable material
has been noted from early deposits at Cirencester and
at The Ditches (Moore 2009b: 98). In the assemblage
described here these types make up 5.5% of the total
sherd count (11.5% by EVEs total).

Over half of identifiable vessel forms are necked bowls:
class BC (6.90 EVEs), with further vessels attributable
to the carinated ‘BE’ class (0.64 EVEs). Jars are also
well-represented (3.10 EVEs); though most consist of
smaller, high-shouldered (JC) or ovoid-profile vessels
which might reasonably be described as beakers.
Platters (1.46 EVEs) are mainly ‘stepped’ forms with
fewer curved or straight-walled vessels (Figure 6.1:
nos. 11-13). The large, straight-sided dishes (Figure
6.1: no. 19) consistently feature burnished chevron/
herringbone decoration.

Fabric 2: Dark grey throughout or with paler grey
margins. Soft with smooth feel and dense, fine fracture.
Common to sparse fine (<0.3mm) quartz inclusions.
Trow fabric 8; Cirencester fabric 8; Moore GROGBAG.

Fabric 3: Dark grey throughout or with paler grey
margins. Soft with smooth feel, finely irregular
fracture. Common to sparse fine (<0.3mm) quartz
inclusions. Common or sparse voids (1-2mm) from
organic inclusions. Common to sparse, self-coloured
grog (<0.5mm),

Fabric Group BS: Local, burnished, black sandy wares
(fabrics 10, 33, 43): 274 sherds; 1793g; 2.65 EVEs

Such types are almost certainly equivalent to
Cirencester fabric 5; a type current from the earliest
occupation until the mid 2nd century (Rigby 1982:
153). No kilns producing the type are known, though
its abundance at Cirencester suggests a source local
to the town, probably in North Wiltshire. The type’s
significance at Bagendon would appear limited (2.4% of
the total by sherd count).

In common with the Cirencester equivalent fabric, the
most common forms (1.06 EVEs) are necked/shouldered
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Figure 6.2 .Coarseware ceramics from 1979-81 excavations (scale 1:4, drawn by Yvonne Beadnell).
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bowls (Grouped as form class BC; Figure 6.1: no. 15,
17). Jars, butt-beaker and platter copies also occur.
The Black-burnished ware (BB1) imitations which
characterise 2nd century groups from Cirencester are
absent.

Fabric 10: Dark grey throughout or with paler grey or
red-brown core. Hard with slightly sandy feel, finely
irregular fracture. Common medium/fine (0.2-0.3mm)
quartz inclusions.

Fabric 33: Dark grey throughout or with paler grey or
red-brown core. Hard with sandy feel and irregular
fracture. Abundant coarser medium/fine (0.3-0.5mm)
quartz inclusions. Cirencester fabric 5; Trow fabric 10;
Moore fabric MICBB.

Fabric Group LGW: Local/North Wiltshire reduced wares
(fabrics 30; 42; 48; 49): 367 sh; 4487 g; 6.89 EVEs)

North Wiltshire sources are a major supplier of
coarsewares to Cirencester and the fine, paler-firing
greywares described by Rigby from Early Roman
deposits were thought to come from such sources
(Rigby 1982b: C14). Kilns groups from Whitehill
Farm (Anderson 1979) date no earlier than the 2nd
century although are broadly alike in fabric to the
earlier material. Greywares (principally fabric 30)
are relatively uncommon in this assemblage (3.2%
by count). There is some correspondence among
vessel forms with early groups from Cirencester
(Rigby 1982a) and Wanborough (Seager-Smith 2001).
Jars are commonest (2.95 EVEs); a mix of neck-less/
high-shouldered forms (JC3) and the necked forms
most characteristic of later greyware production.
Butt-beaker and platter copies are well-represented
(2.19 EVEs and 1.23 EVEs), demonstrating the early
character of the group.

Fabric 30: Mid-grey surfaces/margins with paler grey
or brown core. Hard with sandy feel and irregular
fracture. Common sub-angular quartz (0.3-0.5mm);
sparse organic inclusions.

Fabric 42: Mid-grey surfaces/margins with paler grey
or brown core. Hard with sandy feel and irregular
fracture. Common sub-angular quartz (0.3-0.5mm);
sparse organic inclusions.

Fabric Group GROG: ‘Native’ grog-tempered (fabrics 8,
22, 23): 1473 sherds; 11648g; 17.70 EVEs

In contrast to the Savernake type wares the ‘native’
grogged fabrics grouped here are typically soft-fired
and exhibit patchy firing characteristics possibly
indicative of bonfire firing, The grouping shares
characteristics with the ‘Belgic’ wares of southeastern
counties of England and are current from the mid-
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1st century BC (Thompson 1982). The grog-tempered
wares are abundant in this assemblage (12% by count)
and there is a likelihood that most material was made
locally.

The range of vessel forms among the grogged wares is
far more conservative compared to the ‘Belgic’ wares.
Necked bowls grouped as ‘BE’ forms make up by far the
largest element (14.29 EVEs or 80%). Butt-beaker (1.54
EVEs) and platter copies (0.91 EVEs) occur mainly in the
fine, slightly sandy fabric variant, type 22. A relatively
small number of jars (0.91 EVEs) and lids (0.32 EVEs)
were recorded. Flagons are also present in fine fabric
22, though only as handle fragments.

Fabric 8: Red brown or patchy grey/brown surfaces with
grey core. Soft with smooth feel and irregular fracture.
Common self-coloured angular grog (1-2mm); common
or sparse voids from organic content (1-3mm); sparse
fine quartz. Cirencester fabrics 3/24; Trow 6; Moore
GROG2.

Fabric 22: Red brown surfaces with grey core. Soft
with slightly sandy feel and finely-irregular fracture.
Common or sparse self-coloured angular grog (0.5-
1mm); sparse fine quartz. Cirencester fabrics 3/24;
Trow 7; Moore GROG1.

Fabric 23: Dark grey-brown throughout or with lighter
margin. Soft with smooth feel and regular fracture.
Dense fabric with common, dark grey fine grog (0.5-
1mm); common, moderately-sorted buff clay pellet/
argillaceous (1.5-2.5mm).

Fabric Group SAV GT: Savernake type wares (fabrics 4, 6,
11, 24): 4447 sh; 105040g; 30.97 EVEs

The grouped Savernake wares makes up 39% of
the total assemblage by count (26% by EVEs). The
fabrics are unified by the common presence of grog
which typically presents as angular, darker-coloured
inclusions. Quartz typically is present to variable
degrees and flint may or may not be present. The
variability of the Savernake series is commented on by
Tomber and Dore (1998: 191; SAV GT). At Cirencester,
this was also noted and thought to be an indication
of multiple origins, which might include a source
closer to the town than the known kiln sites close to
Marlborough (Rigby 1982a: 153-4).

Swan believed the Savernake series to be a wholly
post-conquest innovation, perhaps resulting from the
westward progress of potters used to working in the
‘Belgic’ potting traditions of the southeast. Based on
its incidence in early (Claudian/Neronian) military
deposits at Cirencester, Rigby concluded a date for its
introduction before c. 55 AD, and Timby (2001: 82) has
postulated earlier, possibly just pre-conquest origins.
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The range of vessel forms from this sample corresponds
with the material previously described from Bagendon,
from Cirencester and also from the kiln groups from Oare
(Swan 1975; Timby 2001: fig. 4.3). The ware’s utilitarian
character is clear and most common by far are the larger
necked globular-profiled jars (JG1/2); which amount
to 19.09 EVEs (62%). Neck-less/bead-rimmed jars (JC3)
are next most common (3.43 EVEs). Butt beaker copies
are relatively well represented (2.03 EVEs); most are
relatively loose interpretations of the CAM 112 form with
no attempt at roller-stamped decoration. The majority,
including illustrated vessel no. 8, occurs in ‘fine’ variant
fabric 24 and may be burnished. Similarly, platter
copies are to be found in fabric 24 (.29 EVEs). Examples
with ‘simple’ (DA1/2) and ‘stepped’ profiles (DA3) are
represented. The illustrated vessel no. 50 is close to an
example from Oare (Swan 1975: fig. 2, no. 16).

Fabric 4: ‘Standard’ type; grey throughout, commonly
with paler core. Soft with ‘lumpy’ surfaces and irregular
fracture. Common, moderately-sorted (1.5-3mm) sub-
angular, grey grog; sparse quartz (<0.3mm) and may
contain sparse angular flint 1-4mm.

Fabric 6: Pinkish-buff variant; description as fabric 4, but
fired to pinkish buff throughout or with lighter core.

Fabric 11: Dark grey with reddish brown core. Hard
with smooth surfaces and irregular fracture. Common,
moderately-sorted dark grey angular grog; common to
sparse sub-rounded clear or milky quartz, 0.3-0.5mm;
sparse charcoal.

Fabric 24: Fine, sandy variant. Dark grey surfaces with
lighter grey-brown core. Hard with sandy feel and
finely irregular fracture. Common, moderately-sorted
(1-2mm) angular grey grog; common, sub-rounded clear
quartz; sparse, sub-rounded limestone (0.5-1mm) and
sparse charcoal.

Fabric Group SVW: Severn Valley ware (fabrics 7, 13, 21):
2282 sh; 26508g; 20.53 EVEs

The grouped Severn Valley wares make up 19.9% of the total
by count (17.3% according to EVEs). The most common
fabric, type 13 (1454 sherds), corresponds to the standard
oxidised fabric which is encountered widely across the
region and defined by Tomber and Dore (1998: SVW 0X2).
Fabric 61 is a reduced fabric, alike in other respects to fabric
13. Reduced fabric 7 and oxidised fabric 21 are variants
distinguished by organic (charcoal) inclusions and are
equivalent to earlier-occurring types discussed by Timby
(1990, 249). No kiln sites dateable to the earliest phases of
production are known, though Timby considered that these
were probably located in the lower Severn valley.

With some notable omissions the vessel forms among
the Severn Valley ware are consistent with the earlier
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Roman repertoire, as summarised by Webster (1976).
Jars predominate (9.98 EVEs); these comprising mainly
globular-bodied vessels close to Webster’s form 19/20
(6.02 EVEs). There are also a few (0.94 EVEs) necked,
narrow-mouthed vessels (Webster forms 1, 2, 9 and 10).
Large globular-bodied jars (here classified JG1/JG2/]G3)
are relatively uncommon (0.96 EVEs) and occur primarily
in charcoal-tempered variant Fabric 7. The wide-mouthed
jars/deep bowls familiar from the majority of 2nd-century
and later assemblages are entirely absent. Forms next
most common after jars are the carinated bowls Webster
described as Iron Age C-derived. Such vessels, classified
here as forms BE1-3, amount to 2.11 EVEs. It should be
noted that, although defined as bowls, vessels of this type
are typically small and may have functioned as cups.

A perhaps surprising omission among the Severn Valley
ware are tankards; forms certainly among the earliest
produced in this ware type (Timby 1990). It is tempting to
see the absence of tankards as relating to status and the
concomitant abundance of butt-beaker/ovoid beakers
and their copies.

Fabric 7: Reduced Severn Valley ware with organic/
charcoal inclusions. Gloucester fabric TF17 (Webster
1976; Timby 1990: 249).

Fabric 13: ‘Standard’ oxidised Severn Valley ware. As
Tomber and Dore 1998, 43: SVW OX1.

Fabric 21: Oxidised Severn Valley ware with organic/
charcoal inclusions (Webster 1976; Timby 1990).

Fabric Group OXID: Unsourced sandy oxidised (fabrics 20, 31,
36): 142 sh; 823 g;1.56 EVEs

Fabric 20: Red-orange throughout. Hard, with sandy feel
and regular fracture. Common sub-rounded clear or
brown-stained quartz (0.3-0.5mm); sparse sub-angular
iron-rich grains (0.5mm).

Fabric 31: Buff orange surfaces with red-brown core.
Hard, with slightly sandy feel and regular fracture.
Common sub-angular clear quartz (0.3-0.5mm); sparse
sub-rounded iron-rich grains (0.5mm) and sparse buff
clay pellet.

Fabric 36: Red-brown surfaces and margins, grey-brown
core; red slip. Soft with smooth feel and fine fracture.
Common fine quartz 0.1-0.3mm.

Fabric Group WH Unsourced whitewares (fabrics 1, 14,
32): 212 sh; 1190 g; 1.49 EVEs

Fabric 32: Yellow-buff flagons. Hard, with smooth feel
and regular fracture. Sparse, sub-rounded clear quartz
(<0.3mm); sparse buff, rounded clay pellet 1-2mm,; sparse
sub-angular iron-rich grains (0.5mm).
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Fabric Group WSF: White-slipped fabrics (fabrics 51, 60,
66): 23 sh; 320 g; 0.53 EVEs

The poor surface preservation in the assemblage means
that the totals for white-slipped fabrics is probably an
underestimate. Where identifiable, forms are flagons
of the typically Pre-Flavian collared/’Hoftheim’ type.
A rouletted butt-beaker from deposit 7 is unusual and
presumably copies North Gaulish whitewares. Fabric
60 is tentatively suggested as Kingsholm flagon fabric
(Darling 1985: 80). Grogged types fabrics 51 and 66 are
probably local copies.

Fabric 51: orange-brown surface with grey core and
interior surface. Thin white slip to exterior surface only.
Soft, with slightly sandy feel and irregular fracture.
Common moderately-sorted (0.5-1.5mm) dark grey,
angular grog; sparse clear, sub-rounded quartz; sparse
sub-angular limestone 0.5-1mm,

Fabric 60: 7Kingsholm fabric. Pale orange; blue-grey
core. Some sherds have a buff/cream-coloured exterior
slip. Soft with smooth, powdery feel and regular
fracture. Common fine quartz (<0.3mm) and sparse,
sub-angular limestone.

Fabric 66: Pale orange surfaces under thin cream-
coloured slip; grey core. Hard with smooth feel and
finely-irregular fracture. Common well-sorted fine
dark grey angular grog (0.4-0.6mm).

Fabric Group BB1: Black-burnished ware (fabric 70): 3
sherds, 13 g; 0.05 EVEs Fabric 70: Dorset Black-burnished
ware. NRFRC DOR BB1 (Tomber and Dore 1998: 127).

Fabric Group LYON: Lyon ware (fabric 37): 1 sherd. 2 g

There is a single vessel incidence of this type from season
’81, deposit 2 (fill of pit AA). The form is a beaker with
sand roughcasting. It is clear that the type was present
among the Bagendon assemblage studied by Fell (1961:
fig.49, no. 13), and cited by Swan as evidence for a post-
conquest emphasis to the occupation (Swan 1975: 60).
Lyons ware beakers and cups appear to be quite common
in the early groups at Cirencester (Rigby 1982a: fig. 57),
a factor consistent with the type’s military associations.

Fabric 37: as Tomber and Dore 1998, 59: LYO CC.

Fabric Group CAM PR1: Pompeian Redware (fabric 69):
1sh; 13g

There is a single incidence of this type; probably a
platter from Area A, pit fill 31 (fill of feature AF).

Fabric 69: as Tomber and Dore 1998, 43: CAM PR1.

Gallo-Belgic and North Gaulish wares

This grouping amounts to some 3.7% of the assemblage
total by count and 8.9% by EVEs total (the discrepancy
probably the result of the inherent robustness of the
beaker and flagon rimsherds, common among the
group). The dating of individual forms in British contexts
is largely the result of studies of assemblages from the
southeast of the country (Stead and Rigby 1986;1989).
Date ranges given are based on the assimilated site data
provided in summary by Paul Tyers (1999: 164).

Fabric Group TN: Terra nigra (fabrics 28 and 35): 162
sherds/2395g 4.70 EVEs.

TN makes up the majority of the imported (non-
sigillata) finewares. Full incidence is shown in Table
6.1. In summary the majority of identifiable vessels are
platters (4.14 EVEs;); with a smaller number of cups
(0.39 EVEs).

The accepted dating for most of the form classes
represented extends across c. AD 10-65, with some
(CAM 14, CAM16) late in this range and almost certainly
post-conquest in circulation. The dating of individual
form classes is discussed below in relation to individual
features. There is a single stamped vessel, a platter
from season '81 deposit 2 (Figure 6.1: no. 1). This vessel,
a CAM 3 platter has been examined by Val Rigby and the
details recorded on the Gallo-Belgic database http://
gallobelgic.thehumanjourney.net/. The potter, Masalla,
is known only rarely and dating is unclear. Based on
the platter form in this instance, dating in the range 15
BC - AD 50 is supportable.

Fabric 28/35: both as Tomber and Dore 1998, 15: GAB
TN1.

Fabric Group TR: Terra rubra (fabrics 27a/b/c; 31): 129
sh; 438g; 1.60 EVEs

TR is the least well-represented of the Gallo-Belgic
types. Beakers of ovoid form (CAM 112) are most
common (1.14 EVEs), with a few sherds identifiable
as CAM 8 platters and cups CAM 56 and CAM 58 (Table
6.1). Rigby has identified a single stamped platter,
the details recorded on the Gallo-Belgic database
http://gallobelgic.thehumanjourney.net/. The form
is not identifiable, although the potter Attisu(s) is
relatively widely attested on British and continental
sites.

Almost all material occurs in fabric divisions
(27a/b) characteristic of 1st century AD production
(importation ceasing c. 65/70 AD) with the most
commonly represented form, ovoid beaker CAM 112
made across this period. The few CAM 8 platters and
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CAM 56¢ cups date after c. AD 20, and a CAM 58a cup
(Figure 6.1; no. 18) after c. AD 35.

Fabric 27a: as Tomber and Dore 1998: 19: GAB TR1C
(equivalent to Hawkes and Hull’s (1947) type TRIC).
This type, characterised by polished dark red surfaces,
accounts for the bulk of material at Bagendon. 109 sh;
369 g; 1.37 EVEs, the majority ovoid beakers (CAM 112).

Fabric 27b: as Tomber and Dore 1998: 20: GAB TR2
(equivalent to Hawkes and Hull’s (1947) type TR2). 17
sh; 60 g; 0.18 EVEs, including CAM 8 platters and CAM 56¢
cups.

Fabric 27c: as Tomber and Dore 1998: 20: GAB TR1
(equivalent to Hawkes and Hull’s (1947) type TR1B). 3
sh; 9 g; 0.05 EVEs.

Fabric Group NGW: North Gaulish whitewares (fabrics
26, 34): 124 sh; 1332g; 4.20 EVEs

The north Gaulish wares includes two collared flagons
(Figure 6.2; no. 57) occurring in a ‘pipeclay’ fabric
comparable to type NOG WH1, as described by Tomber
and Dore (1998: 22). The remainder (3.20 EVEs) all
comprise butt-beakers of the familiar Cam 113 form
(Figure 6.1; nos. 27, 28, 33, 34, 45) and occur in the sandy
fabric closer to NOG WH3 Tomber and Dore 1998: 24).
The date for importation across the Tiberio-Claudian
period has long been favoured (Rigby 1989), though
continuance into the Neronian is supportable (Rigby
1999: 185) largely on the basis of funerary finds from
sites in eastern England.

Fabric 26 and 34: as Tomber and Dore 1998: 24: NOG
WH3.

Fabric Group MOR: Gloucester type? mortaria (fabric
56): 1 sherd; 77g

This, the only mortarium type from the assemblage
was recovered from pit AA, fill 79-13, the context
suggesting a pre-Flavian origin. The trituration grit is
entirely worn away; the fabric is close to North Gaulish
types (Tomber and Dore 1998: 75), though identification
remains uncertain.

Fabric 56: Cream with pinkish core. Hard, with slightly
sandy feel and regular fracture. Common, sub-rounded
clear or brown-stained quartz (0.3-0.5mm); sparse sub-
angular iron-rich grains (0.5mm).

Fabric Group AMPH: Amphora imports (fabrics 47, 53,
59, 64, 65): 49 sherds; 2347 g

The amphorae, which comprise bodysherds only, are
described and their origins discussed below (Williams
below).
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Stratigraphy and dating: Area A pits (Figure 6.3 and 6.4)
Summary by Feature
Pit AA: 1957 sh; 31581g; 24.48 EVEs

This feature, initially sampled in 1979 and completed
in 1981, produced the largest pottery group from any
single feature. Significant in terms of dating is a sherd
from a Lyon ware roughcasted cup, the sole incidence
of this type from the assemblage. This sherd came
from the basal deposit 81-02 and suggest a Claudian or
Neronian date for the initial filling of the feature. Also
certainly post-conquest is a mortarium of probable
Gloucester type (fabric 56) - the sole mortarium from
the entire assemblage. The non-sigillata imports (Lyon/
NGMOR/TN/TR/NGW) together amount to 97 sherds
or 4.9% of the group. Gallo-Belgic vessels, including
the stamped platter of the potter Masalla (Figure 6.1:
no. 1), belong to forms (CAM 3, CAM 3/5; CAM 8, CAM
56/56c, CAM 113), classes which span the pre-conquest
and conquest period (Figure 6.1: nos . 3, 7). TN platters
of CAM 14 (Figure 6.1: no. 6) and CAM 16 (not drawn) are
however certainly post-conquest in origin.

Beaker representation is less than some of the larger pit
groups (Figure 6.3) and North Gaulish whiteware butt-
beakers are conspicuously absent. Similarly, given the
size of the group it is surprising that no amphora sherds
are present. In terms of composition of coarsewares,
the group reflects the assemblage overall, with 90%
made up of fabric groups MAL; SAV; GROG; LGW; BS
and BAGBL. Other than in the scarcer representation of
beakers the spread of forms appears typical.

Pit ADa: 571 sh; 11089g; 8.26 EVEs

Imports make up an untypically high proportion of this
group, 92 sherds or 16% of the total. A single amphora
sherd (Williams, below no. 1) is of Catalan origin
associated with wine carrying forms Pascual 1 or Dressel
2-4, and known from pre-conquest and conquest-period
sites in Britain. Terra nigra (CAM 13) platter no. 25 is
substantially complete and is one of two vessels of this
form present which is usually dated c¢. AD 10-65. Two
CAM 8 platters in TN (Figure 6.1: no. 24), can be similarly
dated. Terra rubra (a minimum four vessels) occurs as
drinking forms, among them the substantial portion
of an ovoid beaker of form CAM 112a (Figure 6.1: no.
26). The ovoid beaker form is long-lived (Augustan-
Neronian), however dating of the feature is narrowed by
TR cup no. 29 (CAM 58a) from secondary fill 81-53, which
at its earliest dates to just before the conquest (c. AD 35).
North Gaulish whitewares are present as a minimum two
butt beakers (CAM 113: Figure 6.1: nos. 27-28). Figure 6.3
demonstrates coarsewares comprising the familiar mix
of Malverns limestone-tempered, Severn Valley wares
and grogged types.
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Pit AD: 1110 sh; 21947g; 11.88 EVEs

Excavation of feature AD which seemingly cuts pit ADa
(described above), was begun in the 1979 season and
completed in 1981.1t includes amoderately large group of
(non-sigillata) imports, some 76 sherds (11%) comprising
TN, TR, NGW and AMPH fabric groups. Sherds from three
amphorae were identified (Williams, see below: nos. 1,
5 and 12), from Catalan, Italian and southern Spanish
origins. Williams’ no. 12 from the penultimate filling 81-
29, has been suggested as coming from a Haltern 70 form
amphora (Williams, below) and as such should post-date
the conquest. Gallo-Belgic wares were present in several
fills including the primary deposit 81-67. Terra nigra
occurs consistently as platters, most abundantly (five
vessels) forms CAM 12/13 or 13 (Figure 6.1: no. 31), with a
single CAM 16 (Figure 6.1: no. 32). The latter vessel, from
an upper filling, is conventionally dated after AD 40 and
suggests that the feature was open into the Claudian/
Neronian decades. Terra rubra occurs as beakers (three
vessels), all of ovoid form CAM 112; similarly, the north
Gaulish whitewares (four vessels) are present as drinking
vessels, butt beakers CAM 113, Beaker and platter copies
are present also in coarseware types, a factor significant
in the high representation of these forms in the group
(Figure 6.4; 32% of EVEs total). The majority of drinking
forms are inexact butt beaker copies (form KB1); though
of note is a probable girth beaker copying TR forms CAM
82/84 (Figure 6.1: no. 36).

Pit AE: 782 sh; 13438g; 8.51 EVEs

The pit AE group is by comparison with the other large
pit groups more heavily dominated by coarseware
types, with (non-sigillata) imports amounting to only
20 sherds or 2.5%. An Italian Dr 2-4 amphora sherd
(Williams, see below no. 10) may be pre-conquest in
origin. A north Gaulish whiteware beaker (CAM 113)
is broadly Tiberio-Claudian/Neronian. An unusual
incidence is a TN sherd from a pedestalled cup (Figure
6.2: no. 75), a form probably no later than the 40s AD.
The coarsewares conform to the pattern of wares
already outlined; in terms of represented forms, jars
and bowls dominate, with platters particularly scarce.

Pit AF: 1624 sh; 24862g; 18.83 EVEs

Pit AF was in plan the largest single feature, although
one quadrant was left unexcavated. Non-sigillata
imports make up 59 sherds (3.6% by count). Included
are three amphora sherds (Williams, see below no. 2, 6
and 13) belonging to south Spanish, Catalan and Italian
sources; each potentially pre-conquest in origin. The
Catalan sherd (see Williams, below no. 2) has been
trimmed to form a spindlewhorl, a secondary use
potentially long after vessels first arrival. Dating c.
AD 40-80 for the filling of this feature is suggested by
a Pompeian redware sherd from lower fill 81-31, the
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only occurrence of this type from the site. Comparable,
post-conquest, dating is supported by terra nigra CAM
16 platters (Figure 6.2: nos. 43-44) from secondary fills
81-18. CAM 8 platters in TR (two vessels; Figure 6.2: no.
41), a further example in TN and two TN CAM13 vessels
are expected to date in a range c. 10/20-65 AD. North
Gaulish whitewares are present as butt beakers (Figure
6.2: 10. 45), of corresponding dating.

Coarsewares from pit AF are typical of the assemblage
overall and the forms are for the most part made up
of jars and bowls. A deep dish similar in form to the
illustrated no. 19 is one of a small number of such
vessels in the assemblage. Beaker and platter copies are
well-represented, and together with the imports raise
the representation of these forms to 26%.

Pit AG: 210 sh; 3099g; 1.83 EVEs

Feature AG lay in part outside of the excavated area and
the sample is relatively small. A single North Gaulish
whiteware bodysherd was the sole continental type
present. This and the overall composition of the group
are suggestive of pre-Flavian dating. Platter copy no.
50 features unusual burnished decoration; its fabric,
a grey-firing fine grogged type 24 suggests it is a
Savernake product.

Pit AH: 662 sh; 15036g; 10.30 EVEs

Imported wares excluding sigillata types amount to 52
sherds or 7.9% of the group total. Unusually 37 sherds
belong to amphorae (Williams, see below no. 4, 6 and
9) and probably representing just two Italian Dressel
2-4 vessels. Amphorae of this type are known from
pre-Roman contexts from Britain though importation
continues into the conquest period and beyond. Gallo-
Belgic and North Gaulish wares are relatively poorly
represented (15 sherds or 2.3%) and identifiable forms
are limited to a CAM 56 cup in terra rubra for which
dating is in the range c. 15 BC to 65 AD.

Coarseware composition is for the most part comparable
with the other groups though the Severn Valley ware
element is untypically small (41 sherds or 6.2%). Also
noteworthy are examples of collared flagons, occurring
in (white-slipped?) fabric 30 (Figure 6.2: no. 53). Flagons
are rare in the assemblage described here, though
further examples occur in North Gaulish whiteware
and as grey-firing ‘copies’ in the group associated with
pit AK, immediately to the south (below).

Pit AK: 408 sh; 6903g; 4.73 EVEs

Non-sigillata imports number in this comparatively
modestly-sized group only 7 sherds or 1.8%. A single
amphora sherd, from upper fill 14, is of Italian Dressel
2-4 type and may be the same vessel as that from
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the later pit AH. None of the small sherds in Gallo-
Belgic wares could be identified to form. A North
Gaulish whiteware flagon (Figure 6.2: no. 57), the rim
circumference of which is intact, is of single-handled,
collared form matching CAM 140/141 and is likely
Tiberian-Claudian in date. The completeness of North
Gaulish vessel no 57, in a moderately small group has
the effect of exaggerating the abundance of flagons in
the group (Figure 6.4), though further flagons in white
slipped fabric and grey-firing fabric 44 (Figure 6.2: no
58) and Severn Valley ware variant fabric 7 are also
present. Vessel no. 58 may be related to split-collar
forms (CAM 144-6), possibly ancestral to ring-necked
classes, and known from Oare (Swan 1975: fig. 2, no. 2).
Coarseware representation (Figure 6.3) is comparable
to the other groups. Platters, including copies, are
absent from the group, beaker copies occur in coarse
greyware fabric 49 (Figure 6.2: no. 59).

Pit AL: 948 sh; 12950g; 10.69 EVEs

Pit feature AL was the largest excavated to the west
of ditch AJ. Non-sigillata imports amount to 58 sherds
(6.1%); with Gallo-Belgic types most abundant and
amphorae absent. Beakers occur as two ovoid/CAM
112a vessels in terra rubra (Figure 6.2: no. 66) and three
North Gaulish whiteware CAM 113 butt beakers. Platters
are more abundant and include two CAM 8 vessels in
terra rubra (Figure 6.2: no. 62) and two of the equivalent
form in terra nigra (Figure 6.2: no. 60). The remaining
examples comprise single examples in terra nigra of
forms CAM 5 (Figure 6.2: no. 61), CAM 12 (Figure 6.2: no.
63) and CAM 14 (Figure 6.2: 64). Significantly the CAM
12 platter sherd no. 63, a vessel for which pre-conquest
dating is usually ascribed, is abraded. The majority of
the Gallo-Belgic vessel forms span the conquest period,
although dating after c. AD 40 is probable for CAM 14
vessel 64.

The range of coarsewares in pit AL is unremarkable,
although the Savernake and Malvernian components
are among the smallest from among the larger groups
and this is reflected in the relatively low presence of
jar forms. Platter copies are absent and beakers to butt
beaker copies in Severn Valley ware and grog-tempered
fabric 8.

Pit AM: 265 sh; 2495g; 2.26 EVEs

This feature group is comparatively small and is entirely
devoid of imported wares. Compositionally it is unusual
in containing only a single small sherd of Malverns
type fabric 9. This absence seemingly compensated for
by the higher incidence of Savernake type wares. This
dominance of Savernake wares is reflected in the range
of forms (Figure 6.4) which is jar dominated. Platter
copies are absent; though butt beaker copies occur in
grogged fabric 8 and Severn Valley ware type.
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Pit BG: 261 sh; 4978g; 3.01 EVEs

This is the only large pit group from Area B. Imports
occur as Gallo Belgic and North Gaulish whitewares to
a total of 4 sherds (1.5%). A terra nigra CAM 56 cup is
dateable to the range 15 BC - 65 AD; a CAM 113 North
Gaulish butt beaker should be Tiberian to Neronian.
Savernake type wares are most abundant among the
coarsewares (61.3% by count), this type being primarily
responsible for the dominance of jar forms (Figure
6.4; Figure 6.2: no. 69); and the presence of lids (Figure
6.2: no. 70). Beaker and platter copies occur in grog-
tempered fabric 22 and ‘local’ greyware (fabric 42).
Malverns fabric 9 is a notably very small presence, two

sherds.

Among the larger groups, fabric groups SAV and MAL
typically accounts for 40-60% (by sherd count) and is
highest in the one Area B group, pit BG. Pits AM and BG
each contained only small quantities of Malverns type
(fabric 9), and imported types; this perhaps reflecting
later chronology.

Discussion

The publication of Clifford’s Bagendon excavations
made it clear that the special character of the ‘Bagendon
complex’, apparent from the scale and complexity of
the monument, was also reflected in its material culture
and particularly from the abundance of imported
pottery. The wine-carrying amphorae and quantities
of high-quality tablewares are reasoned to be reflective
of the demands of a native elite adopting the culinary
habits and trappings associated with the ‘Romanised’
southeast and the near continent. Clifford dated the
main phases of activity at Bagendon to c. AD 25-60,
based in part on absences of Gallo-Belgic ware forms of
Augustan date. Rigby has reaffirmed such dating, noting
only two vessels of late Augustan type (Rigby 1982a: 181).
Comparing the material from Clifford’s excavations
and the early military groups from Cirencester, Rigby
(1982a: 181) identified significant differences which she
concluded were related to contrasting chronologies,
and suggested that at its core, the Bagendon group was
earlier than the primarily Claudian/Neronian or wholly
Neronian Leaholme fort ditch groups.

Since the publication of Clifford’s excavations
consideration has been given to how much, if any, of
the recovered pottery accumulated at the site prior
to the conquest (Swan 1975: 60-1). Swan considered
that ‘almost the entire assemblage’ probably reached
the site after AD 43, with the main influx coincident
with the arrival of the Roman army in the area.
Swan’s contention rests on the presence of certain
post-conquest forms and also from the abundance of
the hard, grey-firing grogged wares in the Savernake
tradition, which she saw as an entirely post-conquest
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Assemblage summary by Grouped fabrics

Seriest,
Amphorae, 54,
0%
Series1,
Whitewares, 18,
0%

Series1, Native

/

@ Amphorae
B Native wares

wares. 3235, OFine wares

28%
0O Oxidised wares

Series1, : B White-sliped
Reduced wares, _~ _ _ wares
5365, 47% Series1, Fine
wares. 425 4% B Reduced wares
'.\ B Whitewares
Series1,
Series1, White- \\_Dxidised wares,
sliped wares, 23, 2363, 21%
0%
Figure 6.5. Assemblage summary by group fabrics from 1979-1981.
development. As far as can be adjudged from the  Notwithstanding the pre-Roman origins argued

comparisons possible from Clifford’s publication, the
groups from the 1950s and the 1979-81 excavations, are
of consistent character. Williams (see below) also notes
similarities in content across the 1950s and 1979-81
amphorae groups and draws comparisons with pre-
Roman assemblages from south central England.

The large majority of forms in Gallo-Belgic wares, which
are predominant among the non-sigillata finewares,
share ranges spanning the middle decades of the 1st
century AD. With the exception of a CAM 12 platter
from pit AA (Figure 6.1: no. 12) there are no vessels
present which need pre-date the 40s AD. Vessels which
with some certainty date after AD 43 (Lyons ware,
Pompeian redware, the Gloucester(?) mortarium and
terra nigra CAM 14 and CAM16 platters) occur across
several features - from pits AA, AF, AD and AO. Further
indications of a mainly or wholly early post-conquest
date consistent with Swan’s hypothesis come from the
ubiquitous presence of reduced coarsewares (Groups
BS and LGW) and oxidised types (FIN OX), classes for
which pre-conquest origins have not been claimed.
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compellingly by Timby (1990; 2001), the abundance
of Savernake ware and Severn Valley wares (by count
38% and 17% respectively) suggests that both fledgling
industries were by this time sufficiently well-developed
to organise supply across significant distances.

Consistent with the degree of conformity in plan and
profile exhibited by the Area A pits, there is significant
overlap compositionally among the pottery from these
features (Figure 6.3). The evidence combines to indicate
broad contemporaneity of these features within a range
concentrated in the AD 40s to 60s, although the terra
sigillata might imply an earlier date (see Willis below).
Notable in most features is the moderately abundant
presence of Malvernian type wares, a native tradition
not considered to outlast the AD 60s or 70s. The limited
presence of this coarseware type and the scarcity of
Gallo Belgic types in Area B feature BG are possible
hints for this feature being of differing, probably
slightly later (Flavian?) dating. Evidence for activity
into the 2nd century or later is limited to the few scraps
of Black-burnished ware from topsoil deposit (79-2).
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Status and regional context

There are growing number of quantified assemblages
fromthe regionrelating to the transitional /Early Roman
period which can be used for comparison purposes
and to assess ‘special’ character of sites within the
Bagendon complex. Biddulph (2011; 56) has compared
material from six sites, including those from sites close
to Bagendon; groups A and B2, from The Ditches site
(Moore 2009b); Middle Duntisbourne (Timby 1999:
329-32) and Duntisbourne Grove (Timby 1999: 332-4).
Comparison using broadly-defined ware groups reveals
similar supply profiles across the ‘Bagendon complex’
sites. The main differences discernible between these
and assemblages from sites further south - Kingshill
North (Biddulph 2011); Claydon Pike (Booth 2007) and
Cotswold Community (Biddulph 2010) - relate to a
greater abundance of oxidised wares (mostly Severn
Valley ware) and lesser quantities of ‘native wares’
(Malvernian and local grogged types). Increased
presence of continental wares at the Bagendon-related
sites was noted and Biddulph concluded generally that
‘much of the site’s ceramic needs were being fulfilled
by non-local suppliers’. When the 79-81 Bagendon
excavations assemblage is considered, a seemingly even
higher dependence on non-local wares is suggested
(Figure 6.5); the pattern of ‘native’ and ‘reduced’
wares being effectively reversed compared to the
other Bagendon-related sites. What this says about
the inhabitants of Bagendon is difficult to qualify;
the reduced wares are by and large utilitarian and by
their nature not a luxury product. It may be that ‘local’
pottery production was of insufficient scale to supply
the need of a potentially large population and supplies
were augmented from outside sources. The nature of
vessel classes being supplied may also be pertinent; it
is clear from the breakdown of forms among the most
abundant group, the Savernake type wares (Table 6.2),
that large storage jars (classes JG1/JG2 and JC3) make
up the majority of forms represented. One possible
inference is that there was a need for storage jars, of
greater capacity than could be supplied locally, possibly
for large-scale storage of dried foodstuffs.

Non-sigillata finewares and amphora fabrics combined
make up 4.2% of the 1979-81 assemblage overall.
Levels are similar or a little higher compared to the
considerably smaller groups from Middle Duntisbourne
(Timby 1999: 329-32) and Duntisbourne Grove (Timby
1999: 332-4). Similar representation (2.6% by count) can
be determined for the contemporary Ceramic group B2
from The Ditches site (Moore 2009b: 115, table B2), 3 km
north-west of Bagendon. In this context a single feature
group of pre-Flavian date from Stratton watermeadows
(McSloy 2008: 135) merits mention, containing 14
sherds from a Catalan amphora.

211

The ready access to continental finewares apparent at
these sites contrasts strongly with contemporaneous
groups at Kingshill North, Cirencester (Biddulph 2011:
54-59), Cotswold Community (Biddulph 2010: table
2.5) and Blunsdon St Andrew (Brett and McSloy 2011:
106-9). At each of these sites, such wares are absent or
virtually so. Booth has described the levels of Gallo-
Belgic and other early Roman finewares from the region
as ‘remarkably low’ (Booth 2007: 321), suggesting the
deliberate funnelling of these goods to the Bagendon
area. The levels of imported wares at sites within the
Bagendon complex compared to the region beyond are
a good indication as to the ‘elite’ status of (some of)
its inhabitants and the adoption of Romanised modes
of dining. The differences in supply and vessel form
composition apparent to Rigby between the Bagendon
and Leaholme fort groups (1982a: 181) are, if it is accepted
that the groups are essentially contemporary, likely to be
partly cultural and due to locational factors - relating
to the bulk supply of coarsewares. The assemblage
described here serves to underline these differences,
in particular the scarcity of types such as Lyon ware or
Pompeian redware and of such forms as flagons (2% by
EVEs), mortaria (<1% by count) and honey pots (absent
altogether). For whatever reason, it appears that vessels
popular among the army, were largely eschewed by or
denied to the Bagendon inhabitants.

Catalogue
Area A
Pit AA
1 BAG 81-2. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM 3).
Stamped MASALLA
2 BAG 81-2. Fabric 27 (terra rubra). Platter.
Stamped ATTISSU.
3 BAG 79-18. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM 3).
4 BAG 81-1. Fabric 28. (terra nigra). Platter (CAM 5).
5  BAG 81: Fill 2. Fabric 27b (terra rubra). Platter
(CAM 8).
6 BAG 81-2. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM
14).
7  BAG 79-18. Fabric 35 (terra nigra). Cup (CAM
56¢).
8  BAG 79-18. Fabric 24. Butt beaker copy (KB2).
9  BAG 81-2. Fabric 66. Collared flagon (F1).
10 BAG 79-18. Fabric 23. Platter copy (DA2).
11 BAG 79: Fill 18. Fabric 2. Platter copy (DA3).
12 BAG 79-18. Fabric 2. Platter copy (DA2).
13 BAG 79-18. Fabric 2. Platter copy (DA1).
14 BAG 79: Fill 18. Fabric 30 (Savernake). Necked
bowl or cup (BC3).
15 BAG 79: Fill 18. Fabric 2. Bowl (BC3).
16 BAG 79-18a. Fabric 2. Carinated bowl (BE3).
17 BAG 79-18a. Fabric 2. Miniature necked bowl/
cup (BC2).
18 BAG 79-18. Fabric 2. Jar/beaker (JC2).
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19 BAG 79-18. Fabric 2. Deep dish (cf Timby 2001,
fig. 4.3, no. 5).

BAG 79-18. Fabric 4. Jar (JC3)

BAG 79-18. Fabric 9. Jar (JB3)

BAG81-1 Fabric 7. Jar (JC2) with zoned lattice
decoration at shoulder

BAG 79-18. Fabric 12. Enclosed jar (JC4)

20
21
22

23

Pit ADa

24
25

BAG 79-53. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM 8).
BAG 81: Fill 37. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter
(CAM 13).

BAG 81-37. Fabric 27 (terra rubra). Ovoid beaker
(CAM112a).

BAG 81-37. Fabric 34 (North Gaulish whiteware).
Butt beaker (CAM 113).

BAG 81-37. Fabric 34 (North Gaulish whiteware).
Butt beaker (CAM 113).

BAG 81-53. Fabric 27 (terra rubra). Cup (CAM
58a).

BAG 81-37. Fabric 30. Butt beaker copy (KB2).

26
27
28
29
30

Pit AD

31 BAG 81-29. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM
12/13).

BAG 81-29. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM
16).

BAG 79-29. Fabric 34 (North Gaulish whiteware).
Butt beaker (CAM 113).

BAG 81: Fill 4. Fabric 34 (North Gaulish
whiteware). Butt beaker (CAM 113).

BAG 81-51. Fabric 24. Platter copy (DA3).

BAG 81-51. Fabric 31. Girth beaker copy (CAM
82/847).

BAG 79-29. Fabric 13 (Severn Valley ware).
Necked bowl (BC).

BAG 81-51. Fabric 13 (Severn Valley ware). Bowl/
cup BE4.

BAG 81-4. Fabric 13. Shouldered bowl (BC).

BAG 81: Fill 6. Fabric 21 (Severn Valley ware). Jar;
scratched graffito ‘VI’ to rim inner.

32

33

34

35
36

37

38

39

40

Pit AF

41
42
43

BAG 81-31. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM 8).
BAG 81-18. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM 13).
BAG 81: Fill 18. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter
(CAM 16).

BAG 81-18. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM 16).
BAG 81-18. Fabric 34 (North Gaulish whiteware).
Butt beaker (CAM 113).

BAG 81-31. Fabric 2. Carinated bowl (BE3).

BAG 81-31. Fabric 13 (Severn Valley ware).
Webster ‘H’ carinated bowl (DA3).

BAG 81: Fill 18. Fabric 22. Carinated bowl (BE6).
BAG 81: Fill 7. Fabric 65. Catalan amphora sherd
trimmed to spindlewhorl (not illustrated).

44
45

46
47

48
49

212

Pit AG

50 BAG 81-74. Fabric 24. Platter copy. Concentric
groove decoration (DA3).

Pit AH

51 BAG 81: Fill 20. Fabric 42. Platter copy (DA3) (not
illustrated).

BAG 81-20. Fabric 24. Butt beaker copy (KB2).
BAG 81-10. Fabric 30. Collared flagon (F1).

BAG 81-20. Fabric 8. Miniature shouldered bowl
(BC2).

BAG 81-20. Fabric 8. Shouldered bowl (BC1).

52
53
54

55

Pit AM

56 BAG 81: Fill 16. Fabric 13 (Severn Valley ware).
Butt beaker copy (KB1).

Pit AK

57 BAG 81: Fill 39. Fabric 26 (North Gaulish
whiteware). Collared flagon (CAM 140/141).
BAG 81-14. Fabric 44. Flagon or butt beaker copy.

BAG 81-36. Fabric 49. Butt beaker copy (KB1).

58
59

Pit AL

60
61
62

BAG 81-78. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM 8).
BAG 81-33. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM 5).
BAG 81: Fill 78. Fabric 27b (terra rubra). Platter
(CAM 8).

BAG 81-78. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM
12).

BAG 81-78. Fabric 28 (terra nigra). Platter (CAM
14).

BAG 81; Fill 33. Fabric 60 (white-slipped flagon
fabric). Flagon, collared (form F3).

BAG 81-33. Fabric 27 (terra rubra). Ovoid beaker
(CAM 112a).

63
64
65

66

Pit AD/AN/AO
67 BAG 79-3. Fabric 10. Carinated bowl (BE) or girth
beaker.
Other
68 BAG 79-4. Fabric 33. Platter copy. ?1lliterate stamp.

Area B

Pit BG

69 BAG 80-99. Fabric 7 (Severn Valley ware). Neck-
less jar (JC3).
70 BAG 80-99. Fabric 24 (Savernake ware). Lid.

Other

71 BAG80-24. Fabric 30. Platter copy (DA3).



ED MCSLOY, JANE TIMBY, D.F. WILLIAMS AND STEVEN WILLIS - IRON AGE AND ROMAN CERAMICS

72 BAG 80-24. Fabric 35 (terra nigra). Cup/bowl
(CAM 1207?).

73 BAG 80-24. Fabric 30. Platter copy (DA3).

74 BAG 80-40. Fabric 27b (terra rubra). Cup (Cam
56¢).

Pit AE

75 BAG 81-35. Fabric 36 pedestalled cup? (CAM 747).
76 BAG 79-30. Fabric 4 (Savernake). Globular, necked
jar (JG1).

Coarsewares and Gallo-Belgic finewares
(Excavations 2012-2017)

Jane Timby

Cutham and Scrubditch enclosures: introduction
and methodology

The archaeological work carried out at the two
enclosures at Scrubditch and Cutham, Bagendon
between 2012 and 2014 resulted in the recovery of 1656
sherds of pottery, weighing 7.75 kg largely dating to the
Middle-Late Iron Age, accompanied by small quantities
of Roman, Saxon and post-medieval sherds. In broad
terms, just over 95% of the assemblage dates to the
Later Prehistoric period. Further work at Black Grove
in 2015 resulted in an additional 2872 sherds of pottery
weighing 20.2 kg of which 98.5% dates to the Roman
period.

The prehistoric assemblage was sorted into fabrics
following the PCRG (1997) guidelines where letters
denote the main inclusions present, for example, LI for
limestone; SH for shell; GR for grog etc. Further sub-
divisions were made based on the general size, shape
and frequency of the inclusions. Roman sherds were
coded using the National Roman reference fabric codes
(Tomber and Dore 1998), or, where not classified, with
codes based on these. A description of all the fabrics
defined and their associated forms can be found below.
The assemblage was quantified by sherd count, weight
and estimated vessel equivalents (rim) (EVE) (Orton
et al. 1993) and the data entered onto an MS Excel
spread-sheet, a copy of which is deposited with the site
archive. Very small crumbs were counted and weighed
but not sorted into fabrics. These are excluded from
any fabric / quantified discussion. The material is very
poorly preserved with an overall average sherd size of
4.7 g and with few examples of multiple sherds from
single vessels. The long timespan of the assemblages
and the diverse nature of the fabrics have resulted
in a moderately long list of wares many of which are
represented by very few, often unfeatured, sherds and
thus not chronologically very diagnostic.
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Evidence of use in the form of sooting, residues,
leaching or calcareous deposits were noted along with
any evidence of vessel modification. Many of the rims
were too fragmentary to determine overall form or size
but a small selection of the larger fragments have been
illustrated.

Scrubditch Enclosure (2012-2013)

The work at Scrubditch enclosure (Table 6.3) recovered
a total 963 sherds of identifiable pottery weighing
3954.8 g and with 1.9 eves. Whilst most of this, 99% by
sherd count, dates to the Later Prehistoric period, a few
sherds demonstrate continued activity at the location
into the early Roman period. Six very small sherds show
an early Saxon presence whilst some post-medieval
material was recovered from the topsoil.

Pottery was recovered from 72 individual contexts,
most of which belong to 13 groups comprising three pits
(F7, F10, F16); six ditches (F1-F4, F8 and F21); postholes
F15/18, F32 and two structures F12 and F11/15. The
individual groups are generally quite small.

In Trench 1, the four-post arrangement at the
entrance to enclosure A, F11/15 yielded a small
assemblage of 18 small sherds, all with calcareous
fabrics and weighing just 40 g. The pair of postholes
beyond these, F15/18, produced one very small crumb
of calcareous pot. The ditch to Enclosure B (F1 and
F2) was slightly more productive (Table 6.4), with
276 sherds from the two sections weighing 1323.5
g. Calcareous wares of Jurassic origin dominate
although there is a significant presence of Palaeozoic
limestone-tempered wares, particularly from F2.
These include a countersunk handle from a jar from
F2 [1009]. Four sherds were also recovered from the
primary fill of F1. Eight sherds of Malvernian rock-
tempered ware (MAL RE A) are present along with four
sandy wares from F1. The upper levels of F1 produced
two sherds of Severn Valley ware and a sherd of
Wiltshire grey grog-tempered ware dating to at least
the second half of the 1st century AD. Overall Jurassic
source calcareous wares account for 78.9% by sherd
count and Palaeozoic limestone wares for 13.8%. The
associated radiocarbon dates from the ditches suggest
a fairly early appearance for the Palaeozoic limestone-
tempered ware (see further discussion below).

The ditch for Enclosure A (F4/21) yielded 208 sherds
of pottery weighing 293 g with some addition post-
medieval pottery and clay pipe from the upper levels.
Jurassic limestone and fossil wares account for 59.7%
by count of the Later Prehistoric assemblage and
Palaeozoic limestone-tempered wares for just 2.5%.
Malvernian rock-tempered ware is well represented
at 35.3% (count) and there are single sherds of sandy
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Figure 6.7. Coarseware ceramics from 2012-2015 excavations (scale 1:4, drawn by Jane Timby/Mai Walker)

ware, mixed grit and Malvernian type C. Sixty-one
sherds from a broken MAL RE A jar were recovered
from (1036) [1032] F4 which may represent part of a
deliberately structured deposit. The radiocarbon dates
intimate a similar date range to the enclosure B ditches.
Layer (1022) produced five very small Saxon organic-
tempered sherds, a small Wiltshire oxidised sherd of
Roman date and post-medieval pieces.
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The roundhouse structure within enclosure A, produced
a total assemblage of 91 sherds weighing 291.5 g from
eight postholes. The group is dominated by Jurassic
limestone wares with 15 sherds of MAL REB and a single
sherd of MAL REA. Posthole [1111] (1112) in the centre
of the structure produced the substantial part of a
slack-sided jar with a vertically finger-smeared surface
(Figure 6.6: no. 90) which suggests a Middle Iron Age
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Table 6.3. Quantified summary of pottery from Scrubditch enclosure (BAG12-13)

Malvernian |MALREA* |Malvernian rock-tempered 81 8.5 437 11.2 0 0.0
MAL RE B palaeozoic limestone-tempered 86 9.1 224 5.7 0 0.0
MAL RE C sandstone-tempered 1 0.1 9 0.2 0 0.0
Calcareous SH1 very coarse sparse fossil shell 24 2.5 118 3.0 0 0.0
SH2 medium-fine fossil shell 32 3.4 154.25 4.0 0.2 11.1
LI1 limestone with occasional shell 50 5.3 207 5.3 0.48 26.7
LI2 oolitic limestone (discrete ooliths) 31 3.3 164.5 4.2 0 0.0
LI2F very fine dense oolitic limestone 6 0.6 59 1.5 0.11 6.1
LI4 oolitic limestone and fossil shell 60 6.3 647 16.6 0.15 8.3
LISH limestone and shell 461 48.6 | 1389.75 | 35.6 0.63 35.0
LISHC limestone and shell (coarse) 43 45 265 6.8 0.02 1.1
LISHF limestone and shell (fine) 33 3.5 118 3.0 0.1 5.6
CALC calcite-tempered 7 0.7 18 0.5 0 0.0
Sandy SA1 medium-fine sandy 1 0.1 10 0.3 0 0.0
SA2 medium-fine sandy black ware 24 2.5 50.25 1.3 0.03 1.7
SA3 ill-sorted sand 1 0.1 0.5 0.0 0 0.0
Mixed grit | MG1 mixed grits 7 0.7 33 0.8 0.08 4.4
Sub-total 948 100.0 3904.25 100.0 1.8 100.0
Roman LGF SA * South Gaulish samian 1 1 0
LEZ SA * Central Gaulish samian 2 4 0
SVW OX*  |Severn Valley ware 2 23 0
WILGYGR Wilts grog-tempered grey ware 1 11 0
WIL OX Wilts oxidised sandy ware 2 3 0.1
WIL RE Wilts grey sandy ware 1 3 0
sub-total 9 0.0 45 0.0 0
Saxon SXOR dense organic-tempered 6 5 0
Sub-total 6 5 0
TOTAL 963 3954.8 1.9
* = National Roman fabric reference codes

date. In broad terms the pottery appears contemporary
with that from the enclosure ditches.

Small assemblages were recovered from pits F7, F10 and
F16. Pit F7 produced 91 sherds weighing 286 g. Aside
from two sandy sherds and 19 MAL RE B sherds the
group is composed of Jurassic wares and the associated
radiocarbon date suggests a Middle Iron Age date
of use. There are no featured pieces. A similar sized
assemblage came from F16 with 118 sherds weighing
253 g. This includes 15 sherds from a saucepan-style pot
(Figure 6.6: no. 81) in sandy ware (SA2) and one sherd
of MAL REB alongside unfeatured Jurassic wares. Pit
F16 and the associated postholes produced 70 sherds,
487 g of pottery which, with the exception of two sandy
wares, are all of Jurassic origin. The group includes a
globular-bodied jar (Figure 6.6: no 79) but no other
featured sherds. A radiocarbon date falling into the
Middle Iron Age was obtained from a cattle skull.

215

In Trench 2 a continuation of the northern ditch
for Enclosure B, F5, did not produce any pottery.
Excavation of the inner antenna ditches (F8 and F22)
produced 48 and 55 sherds respectively weighing
1732 g (Table 6.4). No pottery was recovered from the
outer ditch F9. Ditch F8 again yielded mainly Jurassic
limestone and shelly wares with six sherds of MAL REB
and one mixed grit ware. Vessels include a base with
an incompletely drilled hole made after firing (Figure
6.6: no. 77) and joining bodysherds from a round-
bodied vessel decorated with three horizontal grooves
(Figure 6.6: no. 78). The assemblage from F22 is very
similar to those already noted although there are four
sherds of fabric MG1 and one of MALRE A but no MAL
REB. Featured sherds include a globular bodied jar,
sooted from use (Figure 6.6: 80) and the small rim of
a jar in fabric MG1. Whether the absence of MAL REB
can be used to infer an earlier date is difficult to say as
the sample is rather small.
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Table 6.5. Scrubditch enclosure: main wares by phase

Ware Phase 17 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 37 Phase 4 Phase 4A
No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt

Jurassic limestone 1 2 83 758 192 991.5 183 503.5 139 438.25 3 0.5
Shelly wares 0 0 1 7 29 96 11 76 11 52.25 0 0
Palaeozoic limestone 0 0 26 56 21 94 18 57 3 8 0 0
Malvernian rock 0 0 0 0 80 435 0 1 1 0 0
Calcitic wares 0 0 0 0 4 7 0 3 11 0 0
Sandy wares 0 0 0 0 4 3.5 17 44.5 4 8 0 0
Mixed grit 0 0 1 4 5 27 0 0 0 0 1 2
Roman 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 0
Saxon 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 5 0 0
Pmed 0 0 0 0 0 0 P p p p 0 0
TOTAL 1 2 111 825 335 1654 229 681 169 526.5 4 2.5
p = present

Site phasing Catalogue of illustrated sherds (Scrubditch)

Very little pottery came from the earlier use of the
site with a single small fragment of Jurassic limestone-
tempered ware from posthole [1012] which may date
to Phase 1 (Table 6.5). Considerably more pottery came
from the Phase 2 deposits amounting to some 111 sherds
of pottery weighing 825 g. These are predominantly
Jurassic limestone and fossil limestone-tempered
wares accompanied by 23 (23.4%) sherds of Palaeozoic
limestone-tempered ware and a single mixed grit-
tempered ware. Phase 3 relating to Enclosure A and the
recut antenna ditches yielded the greater amount of
pottery, some 335 sherds weighing 1654 g with a further
229 sherds (681 g) from probable Phase 3 deposits.
Whilst the Jurassic limestone and shell-tempered wares
continue to dominate at 66% count, traded wares from
the Woolhope Hills and Malvernian area are more
visible at 6.3% and 23.9% respectively. The remaining
3.8% comprises sandy wares, which may also represent
traded material, and a single mixed grit-tempered.
Radiocarbon dates suggest a Middle-Later Iron Age
(late 3rd/ early 2nd century BC and mid 1st century BC)
for this phase of occupation.

Deposits belonging to the latest phase, Phase 4, dating
to the Later Iron Age and beyond collectively produced
169 sherds weighing 526.5 g. Although the local Jurassic
shell and limestone wares continue to dominate (83.4%
count) a range of other wares are present including two
Roman; six very small Saxon sherds and some post-
medieval sherds.

Vessels are handmade unless otherwise stated.
Phase 2

77. Basesherd from a closed form. Incompletely
drilled hole through the wall. Light brown
exterior with a slightly sooted interior. Fabric:
LI4. Antenna ditch F8, fill (2015). Phase 2.

78. Joining bodysherds from a large closed form.
Decorated with three lightly tooled horizontal
lines placed around the girth. Dark brown
surfaces with a black core. Fabric: LISHC.
Antenna ditch F8 fill (2015). Phase 2.

79. Globular-bodied wide-mouthed jar. Smoothed
dark brown exterior and a black interior. Fabric:
LI4. Pit F16, [1082] (1154). Phase 2.

Phase 3

80. Slightly everted rim fragment from a globular-
bodied jar. Smoothed pale brown exterior with
a black core. The interior is sooted from use.
Fabric: LI2f . Ditch F22, [2021] (2025). Phase 3.

81. Saucepan-style pot with a single grooved below
the rim. Black surfaces and core. Fabric: SA2. Pit
F10, [1043] (1026). Phase 3?

82. Round-bodied jar with a slightly expanded,
rounded rim. Dark brown surfaces with a black
core. Fabric: LISH. Ditch F2, [1007] (1042).
Phase 3.
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83. Barrel-shaped jar with a short, rounded, everted
lip. Patchy brown and black exterior with a
brown interior. The interior surface is leached
through use leaving voids. Fabric: LI4. Ditch F4,
[1032] (1036). Phase 3.

84.

Globular-bodied jar with a slightly out-turned,

rounded, lip. Brown surfaces with black sooting.
Fabric: LI1. Ditch F4, [1032] (1036). Phase 3.

85.

Narrow-necked jar with a slightly out-turned

rounded rim. Smoothed red-brown exterior

86.

87.

with black patches; red-brown interior. Fabric:
LISH. Ditch F4 [1032] (1036). Phase 3.
Curved-wall jar with an undifferentiated rim.
Black surfaces with a dark red-brown core.
Fabric: LISHf. Ditch F1 [1171] (1173). Phase 3.
Saucepan-style vessel with two parallel
horizontal incised lines below the rim.
Dark grey surfaces with a red-brown core.
Extremely friable. Fabric: LI1. Ditch F4 [1011]
(1004). Phase 3.

Table 6.6. Quantified summary of pottery from Cutham enclosure

Fabric code |Description No No % Wt Wt% | EVE | EVE%
Malvernian MALREA* |Malvernian rock-tempered 1 0.2 5 0.2 0 0.0
MAL RE B palaeozoic limestone-tempered 27 5.7 33 1.0 0 0.0
MALREC sandstone-tempered 5 1.1 43 1.4 0 0.0
Calcareous SH1 very coarse sparse fossil shell 11 2.3 193 6.1 0.17 14.7
SH2 medium-fine fossil shell 52 10.9 159 5.0 0.22 19.0
LI2 oolitic limestone (discrete ooliths) 1 0.2 2 0.1 0 0.0
L13 oolitic limestone 3 0.6 4 0.1 0 0.0
LI4 oolitic limestone and fossil shell 58 12.2 459 14.5 0 0.0
LISH limestone and shell 178 37.5 | 1465.25 | 46.1 0.41 35.3
LISHC limestone and shell (coarse) 1 0.2 7 0.2 0.07 6.0
LISHF limestone and shell (fine) 13 2.7 16.25 0.5 0 0.0
CALC calcite-tempered 4 0.8 34 1.1 0 0.0
Sandy calcar  |SALI fine sandy with limestone 32 6.7 211 6.6 0.23 19.8
SASH sandy with shell 1 0.2 4 0.1 0 0.0
SA misc sandy 13 2.7 96 3.0 0.02 1.7
Sandy SA1 medium-fine sandy 12 2.5 56 1.8 0.03 2.6
SA2 medium-fine sandy black ware 23 4.8 100.5 3.2 0 0.0
SA3 ill-sorted sand 1 0.2 51 1.6 0 0.0
SA4 fine black micaceous sandy 2 0.4 12 0.4 0 0.0
SAF fine sandy 1 0.2 0.5 0.0 0 0.0
Mixed grit MG1 mixed grits 12 2.5 83 2.6 0.01 0.9
SA4FLCA sandy with limestone, flint & calcite 10 2.1 47 1.5 0 0.0
Organic SAOR sandy with organic matter 12 2.5 17.5 0.6 0 0.0
Flint FL flint-tempered 1 0.2 50 1.6 0 0.0
Grog GR grog-tempered 1 0.2 26 0.8 0 0.0
Sub-total 475 100.0 3175 100.0 1.16 100.0
Roman ESVW early Severn Valley ware 23 48 0.13
SAV GT* Savernake ware 5 65 0.07
SVW OX*  |Severn Valley ware 1 15 0
OXF RS * Oxon red-slipped ware 3 4 0
WILGYGR Wilts grog-tempered grey ware 1 1 0
WIL BB Wilts wm black sandy ware 1 3 0
WIL 0X Wilts oxidised sandy ware 3 2.25 0
WIL RE Wilts grey sandy ware 2 6 0
sub-total 39 0.0 144.25 0.0 0.2 0.0
Saxon SXOR dense organic-tempered 4 14 0
SXSAOR sandy wth organic 10 0
SXSAFMIC | fine micaceous sandy 25 0
Sub-total 0.0 49 0.0 0
00 unsorted crumbs 75 36.5 0
TOTAL 522 3368 1.36
* = National Roman fabric reference codes
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Table 6.7. Cutham enclosure: distribution of pottery across selected features

Fabric code | Description No | Wt |EVE| No | Wt | EVE | No | Wt | EVE
Malvernian MALRE A * | Malvernian rock-tempered 0 0 0 1 5 0 0 0
MALREB | palaeozoic limestone-tempered 3 9 0 7 7 0
MALREC |sandstone-tempered 0 4 38 0 1 5 0
Calcareous SH1 very coarse sparse fossil shell 0 9 | 163 | 17 0 0 0
SH2 medium-fine fossil shell 15 | 28 | 5 | 29 101 | 15 | 5 | 21 | 2
LI2 oolitic limestone (discrete ooliths) | 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
L4 oolitic limestone and fossil shell 3 3 0 12 | 56 0 2 2 0
LISH/F/C limestone and shell 42 | 184 | 7 68 [1053| 20 | 15 | 46 0
CALC calcite-tempered 0 0 0 34 0 0 0 0
Sandy SA misc sandy 0 0 0 2 27 0 8 28 2
SA1 sandy 4 57 0 9 34 3 0 0 0
SA2 medium-fine sandy black ware 0 0 22 1995 | 0 0 0 0
SAF very fine sandy 0 0 0 1 05| 0 0 0 0
Sand/limestone | SALI sandy with limestone 6 27 0 25 | 183 | 23 0 0 0
SASH sandy with sparse shell 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0
Flint FL flint-tempered 0 0 1 50 0 0 0 0
Mixed grit MG1 mixed grits 0 0 1 | 83 1 0 0 0
SAFLCA sand with flint and limestone 0 0 0 0 0 10 | 47 0
Sub-total 74 | 310 | 12 | 202 | 1938 | 79 48 | 155 4
GR grog-tempered 1 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Roman ESVW early Severn Valley ware 19 | 23 7 0 0 0 0 0 0
SAV GT Savernake ware 4 51 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SVW OX * |Severn Valley ware 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WIL BB Wilts wm black burnished 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WIL OX Wilts oxidised sandy ware 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sub-total 27 |119 | 7 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 101 | 429 | 19 | 203 |1938 | 79 48 | 155 4
Phase 4 Cutham Enclosure (2014)

88.Globular bodied jar with a simple slight everted,
rounded rim. Smoothed patchy brown-black
exterior and red-brown interior. Fabric: LISH;
Ditch F2,[1007] (1018). Phase 4.

89. Globular-bodied jar with a slightly out-turned
rounded rim. Black in colour. Fabric: LISH. Ditch
F4,[1032] upper fill (1024). Phase 4.

Unphased

90. Slack-sided vessel with a slight shoulder
carination. The exterior surfaces have been
vertically smeared smooth. Brown surfaces
with a dark grey core. Fabric: L14. The interior
surface is pitted with voids where inclusions
have leached out through use. Roundhouse F12,
posthole [1111] (1112).

219

The enclosure at Cutham produced an assemblage of
522 sherds of pottery weighing 3368 g and with 1.36
eves dating to the Later Prehistoric, Roman and Saxon
periods (Tables 6.6 and 6.7). The bulk of the pottery,
90.8% by count, 94% by weight, is Later Prehistoric with
essentially the same range of fabrics as seen from the
Scrubditch enclosure with a small number of minor
additional fabrics.

The enclosure ditch, F23/F24, produced an assemblage
of 305 sherds weighing 2373 g. Whilst most of this
appears to date to the Mid-Later Iron Age there is a small
number of early Roman sherds present including early
Severn Valley ware, Savernake ware and Wiltshire black
burnished and oxidised ware. Specifically, these wares
came from ditches 3005, 3020, 3070, 4002 and 4004 and
suggest continued activity in the neighbourhood until
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the later 1st century AD. Nearly twice as much pottery
was recovered from the southern ditch (F24) compared
to the north with a commensurately more diverse
assemblage. Of note is a basesherd from a saucepan-
style pot in a flint tempered fabric from [3003] and a
basesherd with at least one hole drilled through the
base from the same ditch. Featured sherds include
simple rim jars (Figure 6.7: no. 92, 96, 97). A few sherds
showed sooting or adhered burnt residue from use.

The postholes clustered to form putative roundhouse
F32 produced a small assemblage of 41 small sherds, all
Mid-Later Iron Age fabrics. The postholes from possible
structure F28 produced even less material; just five
sherds of which one is early Roman. Truncated fence-
line F25 also produced a small assemblage of 21 sherds
of which four or five, all from posthole [3009], suggest
an early Saxon date. The remainder are Iron Age.

Pottery was recovered from pits F27 and F29. Both
produced 48 sherds but the pieces from F27 were far
more fragmented with an average sherd eight of 2.2 g
compared to 8 g from pit F29. In terms of composition
the two appear quite similar, Featured sherds are rare
but a simple rim jar came from F27 (Figure 6.7: no. 98).
Ditch F26 to the south produced just nine bodysherds,
one MAL REB; the rest fabric LI4.

Phasing

A total 18 sherds of pottery came from the initial silting of
the enclosure ditches (Phase 1) all of which are in Jurassic
limestone/ fossil shell fabrics (Table 6.8). A further 24
similar sherds came from probable Phase 17 Contexts.
These are accompanied by a single early Roman sherd
from the fill of posthole (3109) which may suggest, either
that roundhouse F28 is, in fact, a late element of the site,
or that it is intrusive in what are relatively shallow and
plough-damaged postholes. The associated radiocarbon
dates suggest a probable 3rd century BC date for phase
1. The initial backfilling (Phase 2) yielded slightly less
material, 44 sherds. This is an interesting group as whilst
it is dominated by Jurassic source wares (57%) they are
accompanied by a variety of other wares, for example,
mixed grit, sandy, Malvernian sandstone-tempered and
Palaeozoic limestone-tempered sherds. A significantly
larger assemblage was recovered from Phase 3, amounting
to 116 sherds weighing 2032 g, all of which belong to the
Mid-Later Iron Age. The assemblage is far more diverse
in composition although the Jurassic group of wares
continue to dominate by weight accounting for 72%.
Sandy wares and sandy wares with sparse limestone make
an appearance mirroring to some extent the transition
from calcareous wares to sandy with limestone wares
seen in the later Middle Age in the Upper Thames Valley
(Lambrick 1984). Other fabrics found in Phase 3 embrace
most of those defined in the overall assemblage with
sherds tempered with Malvernian rock, sandstone, calcite,

mixed grit, flint and Palaeozoic limestone. Contexts
belonging to Phase 4, potentially dating to the Later Iron
Age - early Roman period on the basis of a radiocarbon
date from ditch [3070], yielded some 118 sherds. Again
Jurassic wares dominate accounting for 38.9% (weight)
but there are 24 sherds of Later Iron Age/early Roman
wares including some proto-Severn Valley ware with 17
bodysherds from a black surfaced, cordoned, globular jar.
The sherds are characterised by grog and organic material
in the fabric and their affiliation with the Severn Vvalley
industry is on the basis of shared forms such as carinated
cups/ bowls and the use of cordons. It is possible that they
originate from a different source to the Severn Valley
wares proper. There are also four Savernake ware sherds
present. Both types of pottery are typical of early Roman
production but both industries, it has been argued, may
have their origins in the Later Iron Age (Timby 1990;
2001). Phase 5 shows a broadly similar pattern to Phase 4
featuring a range of wares amongst which are five further
sherds of early Severn Valley ware jar of which two are
basesherds with slight foot-rings. Also present however,
are single sherds of Wiltshire black burnished ware and
Wiltshire oxidised ware which probably extend the date
of activity at the location into the later 1st century AD.
The final phase (Phase 6) is marked by the presence of six
sherds from (3010) of Saxon date.

Catalogue of illustrated sherds (Cutham enclosure)

91. Slightly everted rim jar with a squared-off rim.
Oxidised with grey patches. Fabric: SH2. Ditch
[3003] (3004); F24. Phase 3.

92. Rim fragment from a simple rim vessel. Oxidised
surfaces with a grey inner core. Fabric: MG1.
Ditch [3003] (3004); F24. Phase 3.

93. Wide diameter jar with a slightly beaded rim and
internal bevel. Pale brown exterior, dark grey
core and interior. Fabric: SH1. Ditch F24, [3003]
(3004). Phase 3.

94. Wide diameter vessel with a slightly beaded rim.
Oxidised surfaces with a grey core. Fabric: SH2.
Ditch F24, [3003] (3004). Phase 3.

95. Slacked-sided vessel with an undifferentiated rim.
Oxidised exterior and grey core and interior.
Fabric: SALL Ditch [3003] (3004); F24. Phase 3.

96. Simple slightly everted rim jar. Oxidised surfaces.
Fabric: SALL Ditch F24 [3003] (3004). Phase 3.

97. Simple curved rim jar with an internal bevel.
Black exterior and core with an orange-brown
interior. Fabric: SH1. Ditch [3003] (3060); F24.
Phase 2.

98. Simple rounded rim jar. Brown exterior with an
oxidised interior. Fabric: LISH. Pit [3061] (3062);
F27. Phase 4.

99. Large diameter, thick-walled vessel with an
undifferentiated rim. Mid-orange-brown in
colour with a light grey inner core. Fabric: LISH.
Ditch F24, [4004] (4007). Phase 3.
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Table 6.8. Cutham enclosure: main wares by phase

Ware Phase 1 Phase 1?7 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Phase 5 Phase 5?7
No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt

Jurassic limestone 18 44 24 95 25 320.25 34 1472 69 162 49 156 0

Palaeozoic limestone | 0 0 0 0 7 6 4 11 3 3 6 0

Malvernian rock 0 0 0 0 1 5 5 43 0 0 0 0

Calcite 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 34 0 0 0 0

Sandy wares 0 0 0 0 3 6 39 | 1925 6 58.5 0 0 1 51

Mixed grit 0 0 0 0 8 37 4 46 0 0 0 0

Sandy with limestone | 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 | 183 6 27 0 0 0

Flint 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 50 10 47 0 0 0

LIA-early Roman 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 24 116 8 28.25 0

Saxon 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 40

TOTAL 18 44 25 929 44 |374.25| 116 | 2032 | 118 |416.5| 60 190.3 7 91

Black Grove, Bagendon (2015)

The 2015 excavation produced an assemblage of 2872
sherds of pottery weighing 20.2 kg and with 21.16
eves. Most of the pottery dates to the Roman period
spanning the later 1st century through to the later 3rd
or 4th century. These are accompanied by a small group
of 41 sherds of Iron Age character and a few imported
finewares which may be pre or post-conquest but
certainly pre-Flavian. Details of the individual fabrics
and associated forms can be found below. A quantified
summary of the pottery can be found in Table 6.9.

The pottery was split between two adjacent trenches,
Trench 5 which produced 2179 sherds (13.4 kg) and
Trench 6 which produced 677 sherds (7.1kg). The overall
average sherd weight for the former is just 6 g, whilst
the latter is slightly higher at 10.5 g. There is clearly a
high level of re-deposition which would account for the
high rate of fragmentation.

No pottery was specifically recovered from the pre-villa
occupation (Phase 1) although a number of pre-Flavian
pieces of pottery occurred in later deposits including
ten sherds of Gallo-Belgic fine ware (terra nigra (TN) and
terra rubra fabric 3 (TR3)) and 41 sherds of Mid-Later
Iron Age coarsewares intimating earlier activity in the
immediate area. In Trench 6 small groups of pottery
were recovered from the upper levels of a pit-like
feature (6020, 6026) (Phase 2) which gives an early-mid
2nd-century terminus post quem. Layer (6026) produced
nine coarsewares including Wiltshire products which
date, at the earliest, to the later 1st century- early 2nd
century and one sherd of white slipped South-west ware
which may be mid-2nd century or later. Layer (6020)
produced 30 sherds including a Central Gaulish samian
dish (Dr 18/31) dated AD 120-50 and coarsewares dating
to later 1st-early 2nd century.

In total contexts allocated to Phase 2, or probably Phase
2, amounted to some 495 sherds weighing 5443 g (see
Table 6.10). This material is moderately well preserved
with an overall average sherd weight of 11 g. It all
dates to the later 1st or 2nd centuries. The dump of
material (6017) produced a large assemblage of 297
sherds of pottery (3246 g). This includes a rim from a
Camulodumum (Cam) type 112 beaker in the earlier pre-
conquest pink variety of TR3, four Iron Age shelly wares,
11 sherds of Palaeozoic limestone-tempered ware and
eight sherds of South Gaulish samian. At the other end
of the spectrum are a large number of North Wiltshire
sandy wares, Savernake ware and two sherds of Central
Gaulish samian giving a similar date to the underlying
layer (6020). Of note in the North Wiltshire oxidised
wares is a devolved copy of a butt beaker. The sondage
in Trench 5 produced pottery from eight contexts.
The lower-most are dated mid-later 1st although the
number of sherds is very low, More material came from
5035, 5029 and 5039 at the top of the sequence which are
more clearly 2nd century. Vessels include a ring-necked
flagon; a decorated beaker (Figure 6.6: no. 100); Central
Gaulish samian; a sherd of Dorset black burnished ware
from (5035), a tiny chip of Central black-slipped ware
and a Wiltshire mica-slipped jar sherd from (5029)
which suggest a 2nd century date at the earliest.

Contexts associated with the construction of the stone
building (Phase 3a) yielded an assemblage of 223 sherds,
1315 g in weight. As a group this material was much more
fragmented. Residual material includes South Gaulish
samian and a TN platter Cam. type 13 probably dating
to the early post-conquest period. Of note are a sherd
from a Savernake ware jar with a post-firing graffiti
(Figure 6.6: no. 101) and one sherd from a rusticated grey
ware jar. The later wares include Central Gaulish samian
and sherds from a DOR BB1 jar decorated with an acute
lattice and with sooting on the interior from (6016).
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Table 6.9. Quantified summary of pottery from Black Grove, Bagendon (BAG 15)

IRON AGE Fabric code |Description No No % Wt Wt % EVE EVE %

Malvernian MAL RE A* Malvernian rock-tempered 3 15 0
MAL RE B Palaeozoic limestone-tempered 18 95.5 6

Calcareous LISH limestone and shell 18 82 0
LI black limestone-tempered 1 2 0

Sandy SAF fine sandy 1 11 0

Sub-total 41 205.5 6

ROMAN

Imports LGF SA* South Gaulish samian 17 0.6 29.25 0.1 90 4.3
LEZ SA* Central Gaulish samian 57 2.1 461.5 2.3 91 43
MON SA* Montans samian 1 0.0 3 0.0 0 0.0
CNG BS* Central Gaulish black slip 3 0.1 10 0.1 0 0.0
GAB TN* Gallo-Belgic terra nigra 4 0.1 20 0.1 9 0.4
GAB TR3* Gallo-Belgic terra rubra 3 6 0.2 9.5 0.0 7 0.3

amphorae BAT AM* Baetican amphorae 4 0.1 325 1.6 0 0.0
GAL AM* Gallic amphorae 1 0.0 37 0.2 0 0.0

Regional DOR BB1* black burnished ware 562 20.5 2989 15.0 283 13.4
OXF RS* Oxon colour-coated ware 12 0.4 115 0.6 19 0.9
OXF RS(M)* | Oxon colour-coated mortaria 4 0.1 27 0.1 3 0.1
OXF WH(M)* |Oxon whiteware mortaria 1 0.0 15 0.1 0 0.0
OXF WS(M)* | Oxon white-slipped mortaria 15 0.5 27 0.1 287 13.6
NFO RS* New Forest colour-coat 3 0.1 18 0.1 3 0.1

Wiltshire: grog |[BWGR black grog-tempered 7 0.3 52 0.3 7 0.3
BWGRSA black sandy grog-tempered 4 0.1 18 0.1 0 0.0
GR misc grog-tempered 5 0.2 69.5 0.3 0 0.0
OXGR oxidised grog-tempered 1 0.0 6 0.0 7 0.3
SAV GT* Savernake ware 247 9.0 5084 25.5 97 4.6
WILGYGR Wilts grog-tempered grey ware 79 2.9 565 2.8 46 2.2

Wiltshire wares | SOW 0X SW oxidised ware 3 0.1 16.25 0.1 0 0.0
SOW RE SW reduced ware 4 0.1 62 0.3 0 0.0
SOW Ws* SW white-slipped ware 55 2.0 350 1.8 2 0.1
WIL BB Wilts wm black sandy ware 115 4.2 599 3.0 122 5.8
WIL CC Wilts colour-coated ware 12 0.4 41.5 0.2 0 0.0
WIL MI Wilts mica-slipped oxidised 3 0.1 10.5 0.1 7 0.3
WIL OX Wilts oxidised sandy ware 101 3.7 498 2.5 83 3.9
WIL OXF Wilts fine oxidised ware 67 2.4 226 1.1 65 3.1
WIL RE Wilts grey sandy ware 348 12.7 1967.5 9.9 149 7.1
WIL RE2 Wilts grey sandy ware 6 0.2 47 0.2 0 0.0
WIL REF1 Wilts fine grey ware 624 22.7 3946.5 19.8 497 23.6
WIL REF2 Wilts fine grey ware 7 0.3 67 0.3 0 0.0
WSOXID white-slipped oxidised ware 2 0.1 15 0.1 6 0.3

Local:SVW ESVW early Severn Valley ware 72 2.6 535 2.7 41 1.9
SVW OX* Severn Valley ware 153 5.6 1105 5.5 94 4.5

Local; Sandy  |BSGY black-surfaced grey ware 1 0.0 2 0.0 0 0.0
BSOX black surfaced oxidised ware 3 0.1 7 0.0 0 0.0
BSWW black surfaced whiteware 1 0.0 19 0.1 0 0.0
BUFF/PALE  |buff/pale sandy ware 7 0.3 27.5 0.1 0 0.0
BWFMIC fine black micaceous ware 15 0.5 127 0.6 19 0.9
BWEFSY fine sandy black ware 23 0.8 54 0.3 26 1.2
BWSY black sandy 30 1.1 210 1.1 5 0.2
GY grey sandy 3 0.1 28 0.1 31 1.5
GYLI grey with limestone 8 0.3 51 0.3 7 0.3
OXFMIC fine oxidised micaceous 30 1.1 13 0.1 7 0.3
OXIDF fine oxidised 2 0.1 5.25 0.0 0 0.0
OXID misc oxidised 16 0.6 12 0.1 0 0.0

Sub-total 2744 100.0 | 19922.75 | 100.0 2110 100.0

Crumbs small unsorted crumbs 87 92 0

TOTAL 2872 20220.25 2116

* = National Roman fabric reference codes
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The building alterations carried out in Phase 3b
produced a further 296 sherds of pottery weighing 1581
g, again in very fragmented condition suggesting that
a considerable amount is likely to be re-deposited. In
Trench 6 contexts associated with the creation of Room
Il produced an assemblage which includes a number of
earlier pieces including, a carinated SVW OX cup (Figure
6.6: 0. 102); a copy of a butt beaker, (Figure 6.6: no. 103),
and a carinated bowl in Wiltshire black burnished ware
(Figure 6.6: no. 104), a fabric which generally dates from
the Neronian period through to the early 2nd century.
A later date in the second half of the 2nd century is
indicated by a flat-rim bowl and plain-rimmed dishes in
DOR BB1 and further Central Gaulish samian. The rear
corridor and contexts associated with the remodelling
of the portico in Trench 5 produced 242 sherds which
present a similar picture with residual material
accompanied by at least four DOR BB1 jars, several
sherds from a Central Gaulish samian dish Drag. 31 and
a sherd of Baetican amphora, probably from a Haltern
type 70. There is nothing present which suggests a date
later than the mid-late 2nd century.

Phase 4 relating to the latest remodelling of the villa
structure produced a total 155 sherds (1072 g). None of
the contexts in Trench 5 produced any pottery later than
2nd century and several sherds are residual from the 1st
century AD. The latest pieces include a jar and flat-rim
bowl in DOR BB1 and Central Gaulish samian dishes Drag.
31R and 18/31. In Trench 6 pottery was only recovered
from two contexts of which two (6019) had residual 2nd-
century material. The wall-trench (6025) produced 18
bodysherds which includes 8 sherds of DOR BB1 and a
single sherd of Oxfordshire red-slipped mortaria (OXF RS).
This last sherd has to date to after the mid-3rd century.

Table 6.11. Black Grove: breakdown of vessel forms by rim EVE

Category Form EVE EVE %
Tableware: fineware cup 0.44 2.3
platter 0.09 0.5
bowl 0.5 2.6
dish 0.87 4.6
Tableware: coarseware | cup 0.14 0.7
platter 0.05 0.3
Drinking vessel: beaker 0.9 4.8
coarseware jar/beaker |0.14 0.7
tankard 0.09 0.5
Dispensing liquids flagon 0.58 3.1
jug 0.03 0.2
food preparation mortaria 0.3 1.6
Domestic / storage jars 13.18 69.6
bowls 0.82 4.3
dishes 0.81 43
TOTAL 18.94 100.0
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Phase 5 relating to the abandonment of the villa yielded
the largest amount of material with some 839 sherds (4.8
kg) from Trench 5 and 184 sherds (1.7 kg) from Trench 6.
The assemblage is chronologically very mixed with 1st-
2nd century material mixed in with later 3rd-4th century
wares. Samian, for example, still accounts for 2.9% by
sherd count of the Phase 5 material. The proportion of
DOR BBL1 is considerably greater than hitherto and it
accounts for 33% by sherd count, 27% by weight, with
examples of jars decorated with obtuse latticing, plain-
walled dishes and single examples of a 3rd-century
grooved-rim bowl and a 4th-century conical, flanged-
rim bowl. A 4th -century tpq is provided by a number of
Oxfordshire products including bowls and dishes Young
(1977) forms C45, C51, C71; mortaria C97 and WC7. There
is a single beaker sherd with white-painted decoration.
The bowl C71, recovered from the subsoil (5004), was not
in production until the 4th century. Also dating to the 4th
century is a New Forest colour-coated jug (Fulford 1975:
type F95) from rubble level (6006). Noticeably absent
from the assemblage are any late Roman shelly wares
which would be a clear indication of a later Roman (last
quarter of 4th century) or post-Roman occupation. There
are also no stray Saxon sherds as found at Scrubditch. No
Roman pottery was recovered from the post-medieval
quarrying (Phase 6).

In terms of vessel forms, (Table 6.11), looking at the
assemblage as a whole there is quite a range of material
present with coarse domestic-related wares alongside
fine and specialist wares. Such a group could be
regarded typical of a villa-type establishment. Jars very
much dominate at 69.6% eve which is entirely typical
of Roman assemblages both rural and urban. Bowls
and dishes each account for 4.3%. Fine tablewares are
moderately well represented with the suite of cups,
platters, bowls and dishes accounting for 10% eve of
the total assemblage, as are drinking vessels including
tankards and beakers at 6%. The presence of flagon, jug
and mortaria also increase the status of this assemblage.

Black Grove, Bagendon: catalogue of illustrated sherds

100. Wheelmade large globular beaker. The upper
body is rouletted whilst the lower is decorated
with combed wavy lines. Fabric: fine grey ware
from North Wiltshire. Trench 5 (5035). Phase 2.
Bodysherd from a Savernake ware (SAV GT) jar
with a post-firing lightly incised cross. Trench 5
(5021). Phase 3a.

Wheelmade carinated cup. Fabric: SVW OX.
Trench 6 (6011). Phase 3b.

Wheelmade butt beaker. Fabric: North Wiltshire
oxidised sandy ware. Trench 6 (6011). Phase 3b.
Wheelmade, carinated bowl decorated with a
single wavy line. Fabric: Wiltshire black sandy
ware. Trench 6 (6011). Phase 3b.

101.

102.

103.

104.
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Bagendon Valley (Test pits 2017) and Dyke ‘e’ (2017)

A small assemblage of 177 sherds of pottery weighing
685.5 g and with 2.14 estimated vessel equivalence was
recovered from archaeological work undertaken in 2017
at Bagendon. The assemblage largely dates to the early
Roman period and few, if any of the sherds, apart from
two post-medieval pieces, are likely to date later than
the mid-2nd century AD. The pottery is accompanied
by seven degraded pieces of potential ceramic building
material (CBM).

Roman pottery was recovered from trenches 9, 10 and
11 with the highest density from Trench 10. Trench 7
produced a small fragment of probable CBM and two
post-medieval sherds. Trench 9 produced just 14 sherds
and these could potentially be the latest material
recovered but the sherds are extremely small and un-
featured and thus dating cannot be regarded as very
reliable. A total of 80 sherds and 4 small fragments of
degraded CBM came from five contexts in Trench 10.
The earliest sherd, accompanied by a fragment of bone,
is a sherd of Palaeozoic limestone-tempered ware (MAL
RE B) from the lowest fill of a ditch (SF7). This could
be LIA or early Roman in date. The other pottery all
suggests a tpq in the 2nd century. There are two sherds
of samian present, one South Gaulish (LGF SA) and one
Central Gaulish (LEZ SA), and 11 sherds each of Severn
Valley ware (SVW OX) and Dorset black burnished ware
(DOR BB1). Other named wares include Savernake ware
(SAV GT), Malvernian sandstone-tempered (MAL RE C),
Oxfordshire white ware (OXF WH) and Oxfordshire grey
ware (OXF RE). Trench 11 produced a total 81 sherds
weighing 296.5 g from three contexts which all show a
tpq in the mid-late 2nd century.

General discussion

The three assemblages from recent work in the
Bagendon complex present an interesting collection
of pottery which complements that from other work
in the area (McSloy this volume; Moore 2009; Trow
1988b; Timby 1999). The array of radiocarbon dates
accompanying the pottery is a valuable addition to
understanding the pottery of the area. Dating mid-
later Iron Age pottery in Gloucestershire has, to date,
been rather approximate due to the longevity of some
of the ceramic traditions. Jurassic limestone and
shelly wares dating back to the Early and Middle Iron
Age tend to decrease by the later Iron Age in this area.
The Malvernian industry dates back at least into the
Middle Iron Age as attested here and by radio-carbon
dating at Dean Farm, Bishops Cleeve (Timby 2008), and
continued with little evident technological change
into the early Roman period. The use of the igneous/
metamorphic rock temper goes back into the Bronze
Age. Radio-carbon dating from other sites on the
Cotswold escarpment, for example, Birdlip (Parry 1998)
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and Highgate House, Cowley (Mudd et al. 1999) have
demonstrated that sites with MIA occupation appear
to have commensurately more Jurassic rock derived
wares and a lower incidence of Palaeozoic limestone
wares. Moving from the later 1st century BC into the
first half of the 1st century AD these wares start to
show an increased presence. At some point in the first
half of the 1st century AD a number of vessels start
appearing which have provisionally been regarded as
proto-Severn Valley ware. They certainly share some
of the typical early Severn Valley ware forms with
necked cordoned bowls and carinated cups with both
handmade and wheel-turned examples. The wares are
characterised by a fabric containing variable amounts
of grog, clay pellets and organic matter. Their presence
at sites in the Bagendon complex alongside various
wares considered to originate from the Wiltshire
area but in the grog-tempered tradition, for example,
Savernake ware and fine grey Wiltshire sandy ware
with grog does raise a question as to whether these
wares are linked to Severn Valley ware or belong to a
separate indigenous tradition in the Wiltshire region
or whether one developed into the other. There are
other grog-tempered wares from the Bagendon sites,
including the black grog-tempered ‘Bagendon’ ware
(Moore 2009b: 98) which is considered likely to be
local in origin.

Table 6.12 compares the assemblages from Scrubditch
and Cutham with broadly contemporary assemblages
from the 1979-81 excavations in the Bagendon complex
(McSloy this volume; Kingshill North, immediately
north of Cirencester (Timby 2011); Duntisbourne Grove
and Middle Duntisbourne (Timby 1999). The much
higher percentages of Jurassic limestone-tempered
wares from Scrubditch and Cutham are matched only
with those from Kingshill along with the various
Malvernian and Malvernian related wares. By contrast
the two Duntisbourne sites and the Bagendon site have
negligible quantities of the Jurassic wares although all
show the presence of Palaeozoic limestone-tempered
wares. This emphasises the earlier (Middle Iron Age)
character of the occupation at the former three sites.
Kingshill continued to be occupied into the Later Iron
Age -early Roman period when various grog-tempered
wares manifest themselves in some quantities
(Biddulph 2011: table 7) making it more comparable
to the later phase of use evident from the Bagendon
1979-81 assemblage. The assemblage recorded for
The Ditches (Trow 1988b) produced 21.6% (wt)
Jurassic limestone-tempered wares and 11.6% grog-
tempered (Timby 1999: table 7.25) suggesting it falls
chronologically after Scrubditch, Cutham and Kingshill
but before or overlapping with Bagendon (1979-81) and
the Duntisbournes. Savernake wares are less frequent
at 18.7% than many of the sites with the exception
of Scrubditch and Cutham. This could be reflecting
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Table 6.12. Comparison of Scrubditch and Cutham with other middle Iron Age-early Roman sites

< = g %

'E g - =5 _§ _§

3 E: 3 %3 2y k-

& = N (= <) < g

3 3 3 g2 a5 5 A
Ware %No | %Wt | %No | %Wt | No%w | Wt% | No% | Wt% | No% | Wt% | No% | Wt%
Jurassic limestone 76.8 79.4 61.5 69.5 0.5 0.3 67.9 76.8 2.2 2.6 0.6 0.4
Palaeozoic limestone 8.9 5.7 5.2 1 9 4.2 14.1 8.8 10.7 23 16.5 7.1
Malvernian rock 8.4 11 0.2 | 0.15 0 0 0.1 0.6 0 0 0 0
Malvernian sandstone 0.1 0.9 1 1.3 0 0 11.3 5.4 0 0 0 0
sandy wares 2.7 1.5 10 9.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
sand/limestone 0 0 6.3 6.7 0 0 0.7 0.5 0 0 0 0
Mixed grit 0.7 0.8 6.3 4.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Flint 0 0.2 1.5 0 0 1.5 6.7 0 0 0 0
Grog 0 0.2 0 12.9 6.7 0.9 0.8 3.2 3.2 2.5 1.6
Gallo-Belgic fine ware 0 0 0 3.6 2.5 0 0 4.4 2.4 4.4 3.1
other fineware imports 0.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 4.4 3.6 0.2 0.05
amphorae 0 0 0 0.4 1.4 0 0 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.2
Severn Valley ware 0.2 0.5 44 1.9 20 15.3 0 0 47 20.8 47 26.3
North Wiltshire sandy 0.3 0..2 1 0.24 3.2 2.6 0 0 0 0 0
Dorset black burnished ware 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Wilts black burnished 0 0.2 | 008 | 24 1 0 0 1.3 0.3 1.2 0.4
Savernake ware 0 1 1.9 39 60.8 0 0 17.6 27.5 17.6 54.9
other 1 0.1 0.8 0.8 9 5.2 3.5 0.4 8.6 16.3 9.8 5.95
Saxon 0.6 0.1 1.7 1.45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 100 | 100.0 | 100 | 100.0 | 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

different activities being carried out at the different
locations from the mid-1st century AD.

Another feature of the Bagendon 1979-81, The Ditches
(Trow 1988b) and the Duntisbourne assemblages is
the presence of a small number of imported Gallo-
Belgic fine wares, also present residually at Black
Grove. These have been provisionally dated to the
Claudio-Neronian period at the Duntisbournes.
Other imports include Dressel 2-4 and Haltern 70
amphorae, and Central Gaulish flagon. Similarly, Gallo-
Belgic finewares, arretine and South Gaulish samian
feature in the Bagendon assemblages (Clifford 1961;
McSloy this volume). Imports are extremely scarce in
Gloucestershire at this time and suggest the occupants
of the various discrete settlements making up the
Bagendon complex enjoyed a certain status or were
engaged in trade or exchange with the south-east
where such items are more frequent.

Another particularly noticeable feature of the Bagendon
assemblage, both from the earlier excavations by Elsie
Clifford (1961) and the more recent excavations (McSloy
this volume), is the preponderance from around the mid-
1st century AD of Savernake ware jars. These account
for 60.8% by weight of the 1979-81 assemblage; 27.5%

of Duntisbourne Grove; 54.9% at Middle Duntisbourne
and 17% at Kingshill (Biddulph 2011: table 7). It has
been suggested elsewhere (Timby 2011) that, if our
understanding of the dating at Bagendon is correct, the
Savernake industry must have been established prior to
the conquest in order to have achieved such a market at
this point. Recent analysis of a particularly large, beaded
rim storage jar from excavations at Highworth, near
Swindon, Wiltshire has indicated the presence of milk
products (Beth Werret pers.comm). The focus on cattle,
probably a symbol of wealth and status at this time, links
with the larger territorial oppida and their associated
dyke systems which can also be seen at Bagendon. If
the analysis of this vessel is typical it is possible that
the large jars were specifically designed and traded to
process milk-based products obtained from cattle which
might explain their frequency at Bagendon.

Thus the sequence at present suggests that occupation
was established at Scrubditch, Cutham and Kingshill
from the Middle Iron Age. Added to these sites is a small
assemblage from Highgate House near Birdlip (Timby
1999: 327) which also shows a phase of occupation from
the mid to Later Iron Age. Scrubditch was probably
abandoned in the early Roman period whilst odd
sherds at Cutham, may indicate sporadic use into
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Table 6.13. Comparison of Black Grove with Roman sites

Black Grove Ditches Birdlip Quarry
Ware No No% Wt Wt% No No% Wt Wt % No No% Wt Wt%
Iron Age 41 1.5 205.5 1.0 583 | 141 | 5311 | 93 93 0.6 469 0.3
Grog 96 3.4 711 3.5 493 | 11.9 | 4591 | 8.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Gallo-Belgic 10 0.4 30 0.1 48 1.2 269 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0
samian 75 2.7 494 2.5 128 31 | 1770 | 3.1 397 24 | 2504 | 17
other imported fineware 3 0.1 10 0.0 28 0.7 445 0.8 20 0.1 45 0.0
amphora 5 0.2 362 1.8 9 0.2 679 1.2 227 1.4 | 16011 | 10.7
Dorset black burnished ware | 562 | 20.2 | 2989 | 149 | 525 | 127 | 7266 | 12.7 | 6541 | 40.0 | 43954 | 29.2
Mancetter-Hartshill 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0 107 0.2 3 0.0 343 0.2
Oxfordshire wares 32 1.1 184 0.9 15 0.4 139 0.2 | 1311 | 8.0 | 10306 | 6.9
Nene Valley 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 22 0.1 187 0.1
New Forest cc 3 0.1 18 0.1 0.0 0 0.0 16 0.1 107 0.1
Late Roman shelly 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 62 0.4 332 0.2
Savernake ware 247 8.9 5084 | 25.4 | 276 6.7 | 9778 | 17.0 | 110 0.7 | 5344 | 3.6
Severn Valley wares 225 8.1 1640 8.2 749 | 18.1 | 11240 | 19.6 | 4079 | 24.9 | 45372 | 30.2
WIL BB 115 4.1 599 3.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 24 0.1 199 0.1
Other Wiltshire 1232 | 442 | 7164 | 358 | 586 | 141 | 7614 | 13.3 | 599 3.7 | 4010 | 2.7
Misc other 139 5.0 546 2.7 706 | 17.0 | 8195 | 143 | 2862 | 17.5 | 21152 | 14.1
TOTAL 2785 | 100.0 |20036.5 | 100.0 | 4148 | 100.0 | 57404 | 100.0 | 16366 | 100.0 | 150335 | 100.0

the early 2nd century. Kingshill similarly seems to
have largely abandoned in the second half of the 1st
century AD. Middle Duntisbourne had a very short
phase of occupation in the mid-1st century AD whilst
Duntisbourne Grove may have had a longer timespan
dating from the Later Iron Age but finishing around the
same time in the pre-Flavian period. Pottery from the
Inner enclosure ditch at The Ditches hillfort suggests
it was filled in the mid-1st-century AD and completely
abandoned before the end of the 1st century AD (Moore
2009b: 107).

Table 6.13 compares the Roman assemblage from Black
Grove with that from The Ditches villa (1984-5) and
the nucleated Roman settlement at Birdlip Quarry. At
The Ditches villa the pottery ranged in date from the
early 1st century through to the 3rd century AD (ibid.
124) whilst that from Birdlip Quarry largely dates from
the mid-later 2nd to later 4th centuries. At two of the
sites North Wiltshire reduced and oxidised sandy wares
are well represented accounting for 35.8% wt at Black
Grove (BG) compared to 14.1% at The Ditches (D) but
only 2.7% Birdlip Quarry (BQ). Instead the bulk of the
local coarseware at BQ comprises Severn Valley ware
(30.2% wt). This very much suggests that the Cotswolds
are forming something of a ceramic watershed for the
two regional suppliers with Birdlip being located at the
Severn Vale end. At all three sites the dominant regional
traded ware is DOR BB1which accounts for 14.9% (BG),
12.7% (D) and 29.2% (BQ). Products of the later Roman
colour-coated industries are present at BG and BQ
including Oxfordshire, Lower Nene Valley and New
Forest colour-coated wares but less well represented

at The Ditches where only Oxfordshire wares occur
at 0.4% we compared to 0.9% (BG) and 6.9% (BQ). This
high figure from Birdlip Quarry is a reflection of the
longer sequence of occupation extending in to the
later 4th century or beyond and which is also attested
by a marked presence of Midlands late Roman shelly
ware absent at the other two sites. Another difference,
which is clearly chronological, is the lower quantity of
Savernake ware at BQ compared to the other two sites.
There are also differences in the amount of fine wares
present which again a reflection of the chronology and
perhaps status. Gallo-Belgic wares are present in small
amounts at the Bagendon sites but absent at Birdlip but
samian accounts for 2.7% (count) at Black Grove, 3.1%
at The Ditches and 2.4% at Birdlip. The higher figure
at The Ditches is presumably a reflection of the higher
standard of living afforded by the occupants but is fairly
exceptional in Gloucestershire where most isolated
rural farmsteads / villas with data have figures ranging
between 0.1% and 3% with one or two exceptions (Timby
2016). It would seem, therefore, that all three sites had
comparable access to the continental and regional
traded wares and that differences in the proportions
is due in part to chronology. The coarsewares reflect
a geographical pattern of supply as well as a slightly
different chronological emphasis.

A comparison of vessel forms between Birdlip and Black
Grove show a similar trend with jars dominating, 58%
eve at BQ compared to 69.6% at BG (NB. The figures for
BQ do not include the samian although it was noted
that there was a paucity of cups present (Dickinson
1999). It was noted that storage jars were quite rare at
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BQ. By contrast, and again a reflection of the later date,
bowls and dishes show a relative increase at BQ where
they account for 27% compared to 8.6% at BG. Drinking
vessels (beaker and tankards) are similar although
with a greater emphasis on tankards at BQ probably
reflecting the dominance of SVW OX. Mortaria were
also slightly more frequent at Birdlip Quarry, perhaps
a reflection the larger assemblage and more complex
settlement type.

Comparison with Cirencester shows few overlaps
in terms of imports in the military period where a
different supply system was in operation. Figures for
the period ¢ . AD75-100 through to the 4th century
based on eves (Cooper 1998) show a higher frequency
of fine and specialist wares. Samian accounts for ¢ 7.7
eve; amphora for 2.8% eve and there is a diverse range
of imported and regional mortaria present. Dorset
black burnished ware makes up around 17.9% eve and
is thus broadly comparable to Black Grove but less
than Birdlip. The incidence of regional colour-coated
industries seems to be slightly higher in Cirencester
presumably a reflection of it urban status.

Description of fabrics and associated forms
Later Prehistoric: imports

Malvernian rock-tempered ware (MAL RE A) (Tomber
and Dore 1998: 146; Peacock 1968: fabric A). A
distinctive ware containing weathered fragments of
metamorphic and igneous rocks which originate from
the Malvern Hills. Sherds in this ware account for 5.6%
count, 6.2% weight of the enclosure assemblages and
less than 1% of the Black Grove assemblage. Form:
the only rim-sherd is very fragmentary and from
a jar. Date: MIA-1st century AD. Sites: Scrubditch;
Cutham; Black Grove.

Palaeozoic limestone-tempered ware (MAL RE B)
(Peacock 1968: Group B1). A distinctive limestone-
tempered ware originating from May Hill, Malvern
Hills, or Woolhope Hills. The latter is suspected as
the most likely source at present (Morris 2005: 119).
This accounts for 7.7% of the enclosure assemblages
less than 1% at Black Grove. Forms: Just one rim
from an everted rim jar. A countersunk handle came
from (1049) ditch F2. Some vessels show a burnished
exterior finish. Date: MIA-late 1st century AD. Sites:
Scrubditch; Cutham; Black Grove.

Sandstone (MAL RE C) (Peacock 1968: fabric group C).
Generally black or brown in colour; some sherds with
a burnished finish. The clay contains a sparse mixed
temper with occasional organic matter, sandstone,
quartzite, quartz sand and calcareous inclusions, all
generally less than 1 mm in size. This ware accounts
for 2.7% of the enclosure assemblages. Forms: No
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featured sherds. Date: M-LIA. Sites: Scrubditch;
Cutham.

Mixed grits (MG1): this largely reduced fabric contains
a mixture of coarse grits (up to 2 mm) including
quartz, shell, iron, mica and fine-grained rock and
may be related to Malvernian ware. Form: One small
jar rim (Figure 6.7: no. 91). A sherd from (4011) has
traces of internal residue. Date: MIA-LIA. Sites:
Scrubditch; Cutham.

Later Prehistoric: calcareous

Coarse shelly (SH1): a generally oxidised ware with an
orange or pale brown exterior and brown or grey core.
The paste contains a sparse frequency of coarse fossil
shell up to 4-6 mm in size. In some cases the inclusions
have leached out leaving a vesicular fabric with voids.
Forms: Jar forms including a beaded form (Figure 6.6:
no. 86) and an ovoid example from ditch [3003] (Figure
6.7:n0. 97). Date: E-MIA. Sites: Scrubditch; Cutham.

Shelly ware (SH2): as SH1 but with a more crushed
temper with fragments of fossil shell 1-2 mm in size.
Slightly more common than SH1 accounting for 5.7% by
count. Forms: Jars forms (Figure 6.6 and 6.7: no. 82, 94,
96). At least two sherds had internal carbonised residue.
Date: E-MIA. Sites: Scrubditch; Cutham.

Limestone-tempered (LI1): mainly oxidised or brown with
a sparse frequency of rounded limestone fragments
up to 4 mm and occasional fossil shell fragments.
Forms: simple round-bodied jars (Figure 6.6: no. 84)
and saucepan-style vessels decorated with one or two
horizontal grooves (Figure 6.6: no. 87). Date: M-LIA.
Sites: Scrubditch; Cutham and ?Black Grove.

Oolitic-limestone-tempered (L12): an oxidised or brown
fabric containing a sparse to common frequency
of discrete rounded ooliths. One variant shows a
particularly fine speckled appearance (LI2f). Forms:
jars including a globular-bodied form (Figure 6.6: 80).
Examples of sherds with internal leaching and internal
sooting are present. Date: M-LIA. Sites: Scrubditch;
Cutham.

Oolitic-limestone-tempered (L13): as L12 but with fragments
of oolitic conglomerate. Just three small sherds from
context (3216) with internal organic residue. Forms: no
featured sherds. Date: M-LIA. Site: Cutham.

Oolitic limestone and fossil shell (L14): a generally black
surfaced fabric with a red-brown core containing a
moderate frequency of discrete ooliths mixed with
fossil shell and other fossiliferous debris, generally
less than 1 mm in size. Rare grains of rounded to sub-
angular quartzite 1-2 mm in size. Forms: Jars (Figure
6.6:110s. 79, 83, 90). One vessel (Figure 6.6: no. 77) has an
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incomplete hole drilled into the wall after firing. Date:
MIA. Sites: Scrubditch; Cutham.

Limestone and shell (LISH): a grey-black or reddish-orange
fabric with a mixture of fossil shell and other debris
with ooliths and limestone fragments. The frequency
of inclusions varies as does the grade. Two variants are
distinguished, one with a particularly coarse (LISHc)
fabric; the other with a very fine (LISHf) fabric with
inclusions less than 0.5 mm. This is the commonest
later prehistoric fabric accounting for just below 50%
of the combined Scrubditch and Cutham enclosure
assemblages. Most of the sherds are plain with no
surface finish but one sherd from F8 is decorated with a
triple line (Figure 6.6: no. 78). All featured sherds come
fromjars, (Figure 6.6and 6.7: 78, 82, 83, 84, 85, 88, 89, 99,
86). A small number of vessels had a leached interior
surface or traces of sooting form use. Sites: Scrub ditch,
Cutham and Black Grove.

Calcite-tempered (CALC): black, handmade ware with a
moderate frequency of crushed angular calcite crystals.
No featured sherds but generally used for jars and found
in later Iron Age and early Roman contexts. Possible
sources for calcite-tempered wares which seem to date
from around the 2nd century BC are discussed in Allen
(1998). Site: Scrub ditch and Cutham.

Sandy ware with limestone (SALI): a dark brown ware with
lighter red-brown core. A fine, sandy clay with a scatter
of fine white specks. At x20 magnification the matrix
contains a common scatter of fine, rounded, well-
sorted quartz (less than 0.5 mm). This is accompanied
by a moderate frequency of calcareous matter including
fine fossil shell and ooliths of Jurassic source with
occasional coarser fragments up to 7 mm. Forms: Jar
forms with simple ovoid forms with an undifferentiated
rim (Figure 6.7: no. 95) and simple flaring rim (Figure
6.6: no. 91). Date: M-LIA. Site: Cutham.

Sandy with sparse shell (SASH): a single sherd with a
sandy textured paste and sparse fragments of fossil
shell. Site: Cutham,

Sandy ware (SA1): a sandy handmade ware, black in
colour with a common frequency of well-sorted quartz
and rare argillaceous fragments of ?mudstone. One
sherd from Scrub ditch shows traces of internal residue.
Small rim fragment from a jar. Date: M-LIA. Sites: Scrub
ditch and Cutham.

Sandy ware (SA2): black ware with a sandy texture and a
grey or red-brown core. A moderate frequency of well-
sorted fine quartz 0.5 mm and less. The only featured sherd
is from a saucepan-style pot from Scrub ditch (Figure 6.6:
81). Date: M-LIA. Sites: Scrub ditch and Cutham.
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Sandy ware (SA3): sandy textured ware with ill-sorted
quartz marked by occasional large rounded inclusions
up to 3mm and rare sub-angular to rounded flint up to
6 mm, No featured sherds. Date: Iron Age. Sites: Scrub
ditch and Cutham.

Sandy ware (SA4): black with a finely micaceous fine sandy
matrix. No featured sherds. Date: M-LIA. Site: Cutham.

Fine sandy (SAF): a single very small, finely micaceous
bodysherd with no visible inclusions. Date: Iron Age.
Site: Cutham.

Sandy with limestone, flint and calcite (SALIFLCA): ten
sherds from a single vessel from pit 3061 (3062). A
sandy textured ware with a sparse scatter of angular
flint and calcareous inclusions up to 1-2 mm in size and
finer. No featured sherds. Date: M-LIA. Site: Cutham.

Sandy with organic matter (SAOR): a fine-medium
textured sandy ware with a sparser to moderate
frequency of burnt out organic matter. Eleven sherds
from an unphased posthole probably from one vessel
but the surfaces are lost. Date: Iron Age? Site: Cutham,

Flint-tempered (FL): A single sherd with a moderate
frequency of fine, angular calcined flint up to 1 mm in
size and finer. Basesherd, probably from a saucepan-
style pot. Date: M-LIA. Site: Cutham.

Grog-tempered ware (GR) (Gloucester type fabrics
(TF) 2C): Forms: largely featuring as handmade jars,
including storage jars. A more unusual example of
a straight-sided dish was recovered from enclosure
ditch 310. Date: early 1st century AD continuing into
the early Roman period. Site: Cutham; Black Grove.

ROMAN
CONTINENTAL IMPORTS:

Samian (see Willis this report).

Central Gaulish black-slipped ware (CNG BS) (Tomber and
Dore 1998: 50). Three bodysherds. Date: late 2nd-3rd
centuryAD. Site: Black Grove.

Gallo-Belgic terra nigra (GAB TN) (Tomber and Dore:
15). Four sherds from platters including Camulodunum
(Cam.) types 5 and 13. Date: Tiberian-Neronian. Site:
Black Grove.

Gallo-Belgic terra rubra (GAB TR3) (Tomber and Dore:
21). Six sherds including at least two in the earlier
pink fabric. One rim from a Cam. 112 butt beaker. Date:
pre-and early conquest. Site: Black Grove.
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Baetican amphora (BAT AM) (Tomber and Dore: 84).
Four bodysherds. One from cxt. 5008 is burnt. At
least one thinner-walled sherd is likely to come from
a Haltern form 70. Amphorae in this fabric originate
from the Guadalquivir Valley, Baetica, Southern Spain
and were generally used to transport olive-oil for
cooking, lighting and bathing. Date: 1st-3rd AD. Site:
Black Grove.

Gaulish amphora (GAL AM) (Tomber and Dore: 93-
5). Form: A single sherd from an amphora used to
transport wine. Date: 1st-3rd century. Site: Black
Grove.

REGIONAL WARES

Dorset black burnished ware (DOR BB1) (Tomber and
Dore: 127). Forms: sherds are predominantly from jars
decorated with burnished lattice, plain-sided dishes,
flat-rim bowls/ dishes, grooved rim dishes and flanged-
rim conical bowls. Date: 2nd-4th century. Site: Black
Grove.

Oxfordshire red-slipped ware (OXF RS) (Tomber and Dore:
176). Forms: dishes Young (1977) type C45; bowls (Young
type C51 x3) and C71 and mortaria, including (ibid. type
C97). Date: AD 240-400. Sites: Cutham; Black Grove.

Oxfordshire white ware (OXF WH) (Tomber and Dore: 174). A
single sherd from a mortarium. Date: 2nd-4th century. Site:
Black Grove.

Oxfordshire white-slipped mortaria (OXF WS) (Tomber and
Dore: 176). Several sherds from a single mortarium,
Young (1977) type WC7. Date: mid-3rd-4th century.
Site: Black Grove.

New Forest red-slipped ware (NFO RS2) (Tomber and Dore
1998, 142). Two sherds are present including one from ajug,
Fulford (1975) type F95. Date: 4th century. Site: Black Grove.

LOCAL WARES: Severn Valley wares

Severn Valley ware (oxidised) (SVW OX) (Tomber and
Dore 1998: 148-9). Forms: carinated cups / bowls
(Webster 1977 type 59-60) (Figure 6.6: 102); everted,
flared rim and expanded rim, necked jars; plain-rimmed
dish, beaker and tankards. It is difficult to separate
out carinated cups/ bowls from tankards from small
rim sherds. Date: 1st-4th century. Sites: Scrub ditch;
Cutham; Black Grove.

Early Severn Valley ware. (Gloucester TF 11D). Included in
this bracket are ‘proto’-Severn Valley wares, handmade
with black surfaces and a paste containing grog/ clay
pellets and organic material. The early fabrics contain
a higher proportion of organic material, clay pellets/
grog and other inclusions. Vessels are occasionally
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burnished. Forms: everted rim jars; carinated cups/
bowls. Date: ¢ AD 30 - 100. Sites: Cutham; Black Grove.

LOCAL WARES: Wiltshire wares

Black grog-tempered (BWGR). One handmade, everted
rim, jar. Date: 1st century AD. Site: Black Grove.

Black sandy grog-tempered (BWGRSA). No featured
sherds. Date: 1st century AD. Site: Black Grove.

Miscellaneous other grog-tempered (GR). No featured
sherds. Date: 1st century AD. Site: Black Grove.

Oxidised grog-tempered (OXGR). A single sherd from
a beaded rim jar. Date: 1st century AD. Site: Black
Grove.

Savernake ware (SAV GT) (Tomber and Dore 1998: 191).
Used exclusively for jars, particularly large storage
jars but also included beaded rim, triangular rim
and expanded rim jars. One sherd from (5021) has a
post-firing graffiti (Figure 6.7: no. 101). Date: mid-1st
century AD - 2nd century AD. Sites: Cutham; Black
Grove,

Southwest white-slipped ware (SOW WS) (ibid. 192).
Although often found as small flagons the only featured
sherd here is an everted rim jar. Date: later 2nd-3rd
century. Site: Black Grove.

Southwest oxidised/reduced ware (SOW OX/RE). Oxidised
and grey reduced versions of SOW WS. No featured
sherds. Date: 2nd-3rd century. Site: Black Grove.

Wheelmade black burnished ware (WIL BB). A wheel-
made black burnished ware well documented from
Cirencester in the Neronian period through to the early
2nd century (Rigby 1982a). Vessels include beaded rim
and everted rim jars; a carinated bowl (Figure 6.7: no.
104); dishes and a platter copying imported moulded
form Cam. 12. Sites: Cutham; Black Grove.

Wiltshire colour-coated ware (WIL CC) (Anderson 1978).
No featured sherds. Date: 2nd century. Site: Black
Grove.

Wiltshire mica-slipped ware (WIL MI). Two sherds from
an indented beaker and an everted rim jar. Date: 2nd
century. Site: Black Grove.

Wiltshire oxidised ware (WIL OX) (Anderson 1979). A range
of wares from the North Wiltshire kilns. Vessels include
beaker copying butt beakers (Figure 6.7: no. 103);
tankards; reeded-rim bowls and everted rim jars. One
bodysherd from (5029) has white painted decoration.
Date: Flavian - 2nd century. Site: Scrub ditch; Cutham;
Black Grove.
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Wiltshire fine oxidised ware (WILOXF). Vessels include
flagon with at least one ring-necked type, small
jars / beakers. Sharply everted rim beakers and two
bodysherds from colanders. Date: Flavian -2nd century.
Site: Black Grove.

Wiltshire grey sandy ware (WIL RE1) (Anderson 1979).
Although one of the common fabrics here accounting
for 12.7% by count of the Black Grove assemblage the
range of forms is limited to jars only. These include
examples with pendant, flared, simple everted and
cavetto rims. Date: Flavian-4th century. Site: Scrub
ditch; Cutham; Black Grove.

Wiltshire grey sandy ware (WIL RE2). A harder, dark grey
version with a red core and slightly sandy texture. No
featured sherds. Date: 2nd - 4th century. Site: Black Grove.

Wiltshire fine grey ware (WILREF1). A particularly
common ware accounting for 22.7% by sherd count of
the Black Grove assemblage. Again a fairly limited range
of vessels dominated by jar with just single examples of
sharply everted and necked beakers, one with rouletted
and wavy line decoration and a bowl with a beaded rim
and curved profile. The jars are largely simple everted
rim, cavetto rim, flared rim and expanded rim forms.
One bodysherd has rusticated decoration. Date: Flavian
- 2nd century. Site: Black Grove.

Wiltshire fine grey ware (WIL REF2). Seven bodysherds
from a butt beaker with rouletted decoration in an
exceptionally fine, pale grey ware with a silky surface.
Date: 1st century AD. Site: Black Grove.

Wiltshire grey grog-tempered (WILGYGR). A hard,
moderately fine grey fabric with a sparse frequency of
grey grog/ clay pellets. Just four rims, three from simple
jars, one from a sharply everted rim beaker. Date: mid-
later 1st century AD. Site: Black Grove.

UNKNOWN (all Black Grove only)

Black-surfaced grey ware (BSGY). No featured sherds.
Black surfaced oxidised ware (BSOX). No featured sherds.
Black surfaced whiteware (BSWW). No featured sherds.

Buff sandy ware (BUFF). No featured sherds.

Fine black micaceous ware (BWFMIC). Featured sherds
limited to a jar, plain-rimmed dish and beaker.

Fine black sandy ware (BWFSY). No featured sherds.

Black sandy ware (BWSY). Beaded rim and everted rim jars

Grey sandy wares (GY). Two rimsherds, a squat, flanged-
rim flagon and a flat rim dish.

Grey with limestone (GYLI). A single jar.

Fine oxidised micaceous (OXFMIC). This may include some
Oxfordshire sherds which have lost their surface finish
but bodysherds also feature a colander sherd.

Fine oxidised ware (OXIDF). No featured sherds.
Miscellaneous oxidised (OXID). No featured sherds.

White-slipped oxidised (WSOXID): Two sherds one a
handle from a flagon; the other an everted rim jar.

SAXON

SXOR: fine textured clay with a common frequency
of burnt out organic temper. No featured sherds. Site:
Cutham.

SXSAOR: sandy textured with black exterior surface and
a brown core and interior. The paste contains a sparse
temper of organic inclusions along with ill-sorted,
rounded to angular grains of quartz sand, ironstone and
rare flint up to 3 mm in size. No featured sherds. Site:
Cutham.

SXSAFMIC: fine sandy, micaceous clay. No featured
sherds. Site: Cutham.

Roman Amphorae (Excavations 1979-81)
D.F. Williams

The amphorae assemblage from Bagendon comprises
49 bodysherds, many of which are fairly small and
some of which have been adversely affected by burial
conditions. Together, they represent perhaps four
different types of amphora and these possibly derive
from eight separate vessels. It is interesting to note that
this range of late Republican sherds recovered from
the 1979-81 excavations closely mirrors those found
previously from the site (Clifford 1961; Peacock 1971).

Sherds nos. (1) and (2), quite possibly from the same
vessel, are in a Catalan red granitic fabric and are likely
to come either from the form Pascual 1 or Dressel 2-4,
both of which carried wine and were made along the
coastal zone of north-eastern Spain, especially in the
area of Barcelona (Peacock and Williams 1986, Classes
6 and 10; Williams and Keay 2006). Sherd no. (12) is
slightly ribbed and is perhaps from a Haltern 70 vessel.
Like the later commonly found Dressel 20, it was also
produced in the upper and middle Guadalquivir Valley,
as well as the coastal region of Baetica (Carreras et al.
2005). Amphorae of this type from the Port Vendres



A BIOGRAPHY OF POWER

Table 6.14. Quantification of amphora sherds by fabric

Type Count Weight(g)
Catalan 2 122
Ntalian Dr. 2-4 45 2055
?Haltern 70 1 90
Southern Spanish 1 80
Total 49 2347

Claudian shipwreck bear inscriptions naming the
contents as defrutum, a sweet syrupy liquid obtained
by boiling down the must (Colls et al. 1977). However,
this amphora form may have carried a variety of
contents, as other painted inscriptions describe the
contents as olives in defrutum or muria, while wine
may also have been carried according to the results
from phytolith analyses (Carreras 2003; Carreras et
al., 2005). Sherd no. (13) is probably from a southern
Spanish amphora. 1t is not possible to identify the
precise form involved but it is quite likely that it is
included within Peacock and Williams’ Classes 16-19
(Peacock and Williams 1986; Williams and Keay 2006).
According to tituli picti associated with these forms,
they predominantly carried fish-based products such
as muria, liguamen and garum and come from around
the coastal areas of southern Spain, mainly between
Cadiz and Malaga (Martin-Kilcher 1990; Martin-Kilcher
2003). The remaining forty-five bodysherds are all
plain and predominantly small but most likely belong
to the bifid-handled wine amphora Dressel 2-4. There
are at least five vessels represented here and the fabrics
suggest an Italian origin.

All of the forms mentioned above, though produced from
the late first century BC well into the first century AD,
are found in pre-Roman contexts at a number of sites
in and around the Wessex region, with a concentration
around Poole Harbour and Hengistbury Head (Williams
1981; 2000; Peacock, 1984; Williams and Peacock 1994).
However, it is worth noting that to date, all the evidence
of Pascual 1 finds in Britain come from pre-Roman
contexts (Williams 1981; Williams 2000; Williams and
Peacock 1994). Though, of course, it is equally possible
that the two small Catalan sherds come from a Dressel
2-4 form, since the same fabric was used for both types.
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Catalogue

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

BAG81 (81-37) (Pit ADa) Fabric 65

Red coloured hard, rough, bodysherd with
visible inclusions of granite, quartz and feldspar,
with some golden mica (108gms). Catalan fabric.
BAG81 (81-7) (Pit AF) Fabric 65 Draw 50

Small bodysherd shaped into a circular ?spindle
whorl with central hole, roughly half remaining
(14gms). Same Catalan fabric as no. (1).

BAG81 (81-44) (Pit AE) Fabric 64

Small sandy buff-coloured bodysherd with
inclusions of pyroxene (8gms). Probably from an
Italian Dressel 2-4.

BAG81 (81-20) (Pit AH) Fabric 53

Fifteen bodysherds, all probably from the same
vessel (407gms). A somewhat sandy buff-coloured
fabric, possibly from an Italian Dressel 2-4.
BAG81 (81-51) (Pit AD) Fabric 68

Moderately fine textured, slightly micaceous
bodysherd, possibly from an Italian Dressel 2-4
(50gms).

BAG81 (81-20) (Pit AH) Fabric 47

Twenty-three bodysherds, probably from the
same vessel, in a reddish sandy, argillaceous,
fabric with a scatter of small pieces of white
limestone and occasional pyroxene (1,412gms).
Probably from an Italian Dressel 2-4.

BAG81 (81-14) (Pit AK) Fabric 47

Bodysherd (92gms). Fabric as for no. (6).

BAG79 (79-17) (Pit AF) Fabric 47

Small bodysherd (10gms) Fabric as for no. (6).
BAG81 (81-25) (Pit AF) Fabric 47

Bodysherd (12gms). Fabric as for no. (6).

BAG79 (79-30) (Pit AE) Fabric 47

Bodysherd (46gms). Fabric as for no. (6).

BAG79 (79-13) (Pit AA) Fabric 47

Small greyish bodysherd with a less sandy fabric
to rest of the Fabric 47 group above (18gms).
Possibly from an Italian Dressel 2-4.

BAG79 (79-29) (Pit AD) Fabric 59

Slightly ribbed buff sandy bodysherd, perhaps
from a Haltern 70 vessel (90gms).

BAG79 (79-18) (Pit AA) Fabric 59 Bag no. 93
Sandy, light buff-coloured bodysherd, probably
from a southern Spanish form (80gms).
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The Terra Sigillata
Steven Willis

This report catalogues and discusses the previously
unpublished terra sigillata from the 1979-81 seasons at
Bagendon but begins with a review of sherds arising
from Clifford’s work in the 1950s. Dirk Visser has kindly
assisted with the identifications.

Terrasigillata from features of the earliest phase (Period
IA) examined during Clifford’s excavations 1954-6

Introduction

Dr Moore was able to locate a number of sherds amongst
the Clifford archive relating to, or likely to relate to, the
earliest deposits encountered during those excavations.
The purpose was to verify the sources of the material
and the dates for the vessels, given that knowledge
of the typology and chronology of early terra sigillata
has advanced since this assemblage was examined and
reported by Rex Hull nearly 60 years ago (Hull 1961a).
Since there are some issues with the curation of the
material and paper archive from Clifford’s work it is not
always clear which contexts some sherds were recovered
from (Tom Moore pers. comm.). Accordingly, the marking
appearing on the sherds is given in the catalogue below;
this marking may have happened subsequent to the
original post-excavation and recording, and hence may
not be entirely reliable across the archive. However, in
the present case the sherds correspond with information
given in Hull’'s report. The catalogue here, therefore,

documents the selection made on the basis of Dr Moore’s
identification of the stratigraphically earliest pieces,
where they could be isolated. All of the illustrated
vessels of Period IA appearing in Clifford’s fig. 44 were
located and are itemized below. There are four vessels
of this category and the original drawings from the
1961 publication are reproduced here for convenient
reference (Figure 6.8). It is worth mentioning that all of
the sherds examined are in a good state of preservation.

Catalogue
Format of the Catalogue

The catalogue adheres toa consistent format. Contextual
details are given with annotation on associated museum
bags and cards given within quotation marks. Each entry
per context relates to an individual vessel represented
in that context. The following data are then given: the
number of sherds and their type (i.e. whether a sherd is
from a rim, base (footring), or body of a vessel; there are
no full profile sherds amongst this group), the source
of the item, (South Gaulish is abbreviated to SG), the
vessel form (where identifiable), the weight of the
sherds in grams, the percentage of any extant rim (i.e.
the RE figure, where 1.00 would represent a complete
circumference) or base (i.e. the BE figure) and the rim
and base diameters where this can be measured, and an
estimate of the date of the sherd in terms of calendar
years (this being the date range of deposits with which
like pieces are normally associated). Details of the
nature of the fabric and slip are given in addition, in

e

9

Figure 6.8. The four vessels from Period IA ditch fill contexts at Clifford’s trench B, as originally published
(Clifford 1961, fig.44 nos 2, 4, 8 and 9).
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some cases, where this qualitative information may be
helpful. The presence of other features such as abrasion
and repair is also noted. These sherds come from fine
thin-walled vessels of light weight.

Catalogue (with the assistance of Dirk Visser)
Site A. ‘Rampart and Ditch’

‘From the bottom of the ditch’. Probably Context 5 (see
Clifford 1961: fig. 3), the initial silting (Tom Moore pers.
comm.).

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, form not identifiable,
0.4g, c. AD 20-40/50. The fabric looks early and is fine;
the slip is matt and of good quality. This is essentially a
flake with one surface completely missing.

‘From three feet, 6 inches deep’, marked ‘3’. Probably
Context 2 (see Clifford 1961, fig. 3), upper fills (Tom
Moore pers. comm.,).

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, from asmall platter, 3.9g,
c. AD 20-40/50. The fabric is again of early appearance
though the slip is a ‘red wine’ colour; that being so there
is some chance this is Claudian in date. It is possible that
this item is from the same vessel as the sherd catalogued
above. From the floor of the vessel close to the footring;
broken at junction with the footring.

Site B. Illustrated items from Ditch fills of Period IA

Clifford fig. 44 no. 2. From Area 5S, Ditch 4S, level 16,
marked as ‘V S 14", This section was not illustrated in
Clifford 1961.

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 17a, small platter,
6.8g, RE: 0.10, Diam. 150mm, c¢. AD 20-40. The interior
below the rim has an unusual moulding variant (as
noted by Hull (1961a: 205)). The vessel is not rouletted
but is finely finished. On the basis of the fine fabric and
matt slip alone an early date is apparent. The rim shows
moderate wear or abrasion.

Clifford fig. 44 no. 4. From Area 7S, Ditch 5S, level 16,
marked as ‘7S OUT 16’. (This section was not illustrated
in Clifford 1961).

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17, large
platter, 16.5g, RE: 0.07, Diam. 330mm, c. AD 25-50. This
vessel has sharp mouldings and a matt slip; the finishing
and slip are very fine.

Clifford fig. 44 no. 8. From Area 7S, Ditch 4S, level 16,
marked as ‘7S MID 16’. (This section was not illustrated
in Clifford 1961).
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Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Ritt. 1, small platter,
6.6g, RE: 0.11, Diam. 150 mm, c. AD 25-45. This vessel has
a thin wall and is grooved below the rim on the interior,
with a ‘step’ feature at the junction of the floor and rim.
As Hull (Hull 1961a: 206, fig. 44 no.8) notes this vessel
has a matt gloss slip; the fabric is pale pink. This is a
fine quality item, very well finished. This form is rarely
found in deposits dated after c. AD 40-50. The rim shows
moderate wear or abrasion.

Clifford fig. 44 no. 9. From Area 7S, Ditch 5S, level 16, all
marked ‘7S OUT 14’ although fig. 44 no. 9 is recorded as
from level 16, Period IA (Hull 1961a: 206). (This section
was not illustrated in Clifford 1961).

Three rim sherds, one body sherd and one base and
floor sherd, all conjoining, SG La Graufesenque, Drag.
18, platter, 65g, RE: 0.26, Diam. 190mm, BE: 0.26,
Diam. 70mm, ¢. AD 15-35. There is an unusual groove
(channel) around the top (apex) of the rim (noted
by Hull). This feature, the lighter patches of slip on
the underside of the floor, the off-set at the base of
the wall on the exterior and the high footring are
all features associated with early examples of this
form. Hull (1961a: 206) notes that the fabric almost
resembles Arretine ware and that is also true of
the slip; the double-groove on the upper side of the
floor over the footring and the high footring are also
features associated with Arretine ware. There is an
inscribed graffito ‘M’ on the underside of the floor,
outside the footring with the head of the M facing the
footring. The rim and footring show wear. Two drilled
rivet holes occur on the floor of the vessel forming
a pair either side of a break between two sherds,
one still with a lead plug in situ. They are 4.5mm in
diameter on the upper side, narrowing slightly by
the underside (these are not noted in Hull’s report).
All five sherds have been previously glued (since
excavation) but only two are currently still joined.
Fig. 44 no. 9 in the Clifford volume shows this vessel
with a miniature spiral handle, as would be expected
on a vessel of this form and date, and it is a feature
that Hull specifically draws attention to (1961a: 206),
curiously, however, there is no trace of this attribute
on the present sherds, nor a scar where it has been
lost. Hull records four joining fragments rather than
five and with no ‘fresh breaks’ present here it would
seem that these five were grouped after Hull’s study
yet they are all marked in the same hand as coming
from the same context. Hull does mention another
rim sherd likely to be from this vessel, recovered from
Site B 3AS, level 14 in Ditch 1AS of Period IIA but does
not say it joins as do these five; possibly this sherd was
grouped with the other four before marking and it was
marked alongside the rest as coming from the same
context: whatever, some explanation is needed. The
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extant profile represented by the present five sherds
is in agreement with the illustration from 1961, bar
the absence of the handle (Figure 6.8).

Site B. Other sherds from early contexts

Sherd marked as ‘VS 14’. According to the Fell
concordance this should be from 58, Ditch 4S, level 16
(Tom Moore pers. comm., ).

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 17 (either 17a, b
or ¢), from a platter, 1.1g, c. AD 20-40/45. This sherd is
thin and from the junction of the wall and floor.

Sherd marked as ‘VII, N, D, 9". According to the Fell
concordance this should be from Area 7N, Ditch 4N,
level 9 (Tom Moore pers. comm.).

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 17a, from a
large platter, 11.5g, RE: 0.025, Diam. 255mm, c. AD
20/25-35/40. The sherd includes the rim and wall and
part of the floor; the diameter can be measured from
the angle of the junction of the floor and wall. This
sherd is from a vessel with a very fine fabric and it has
been extremely well-finished with subtle mouldings
(expertly fashioned). The form is similar to that of fig.
44.1no. 1 (Clifford 1961).

Sherd marked as ‘7S OUT 16. According to the Fell
concordance this should be from Area 7S, Ditch 58, level
16; the section is not illustrated in Clifford 1961 (Tom
Moore pers. comm.).

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 17a, from a platter,
2.2g, RE: 0.06, Diam. 170mm, c. AD 15-35. Again this
sherd is thin. There is an extra groove on the interior
wall which may be unintentional. The fabric is very fine
and the slip matt, similar to that of others amongst this
selection. A note on the museum card bagged with this
sherd says ‘Joins 7S Mid 8’.

Two sherds marked as ‘VN 15" and one marked ‘VN D
15’. According to the Fell concordance these should be
from Area 5N, Ditch 5N, level 9 but could be from Ditch
4N, level 9 (Tom Moore pers. comm. ).

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Loeschcke 2A/Drag.
17a, from a platter, 1.4g, RE: 0.05, Diam. c. 170mm, c.
AD 20-40. The exterior of the rim shows no moulding
which is a feature hard to parallel. Again this sherd
is thin. The rim is worn/abraded. This is the sherd
marked ‘VN D 15’

Dirk Visser writes: There are some examples of Drag
17a which also have a very faint rim profile at the
outside (for example a vessel stamped by Anextlatus
from the Kops Plateau, Nijmegen, find no. 1.1976.1/Ko
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44 y). This Bagendon piece indeed shows a beginning
of very faint concave moulding below the upper
convex moulding, immediately followed by a number
of grooves. These grooves seem to point to a mistake
during fabrication. There are other known Drag 17a
and 15/17 vessels that display a series of grooves
on parts of their rims due to an accident during the
production process. In this case the ‘Schwung’ of the
rim ‘fits’ in my opinion rather more probably to a Drag
17a than to a Drag 15/17 rim, the latter often being
somewhat more vertical. However, the possibility this
is from a Drag 15/17 cannot be excluded.

Base sherd, SG La Graufesenque, small Drag. 24/25,
from a small cup, 1.6g, BE: 0.19, Diam. c¢. 40mm, c.
AD 25-40/45. The footring is bevelled with this early
example of the form. This is a fine quality vessel. The
base of the footring has extant slip and grit indicating
it had been little used prior to breakage/loss. There is
no part of a stamp represented.

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, from a platter,
precise form not identifiable, 1.1g, c. AD 25-45. This is
from the floor of the vessel and a double ring-groove
is present on the upper side of the floor; the floor is
flat. This sherd is from a vessel of fine quality, with a
very good slip.

Five sherds marked as ‘VN IN. 16’. According to the
Fell concordance these should be from Area 5N, Ditch
4N, level 9 (Tom Moore pers. comm.).

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Loeschcke 1A/Drag.
15/17, platter, 1.5g, RE: 0.03, Diam. uncertain, c. AD
10-30. This sherd has a pale beige-very light brown
fabric and a brown slip, an appearance it shares with
some other very early products from La Graufesenque.
The rim form is a rare variant probably due to the fact
that production was not fully standardized at this
early date. There is no exterior rouletting. Matt slip.
Similar examples in terms of form and fabric occur
at Vechten, founded in the Augustan era and with
Tiberian occupation (Polak 2000), and at the Kops
Plateau, Nijmegen, seen with the vessels of Uruoedus
(Hartley and Dickinson Vol. 9, (T to XIMUS), 128).

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 17a, platter,
1.2g, RE: 0.025, Diam. uncertain, c¢. AD 15/20-35. The
vessel is thin-walled and of extremely fine quality.

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, perhaps Drag. 11, crater,
1.5g, RE: 0.03, Diam. uncertain, c. AD 20-45. This vessel
has a vertical rim, which is very low, being a feature
of some examples of Drag. 11. This sherd rim though
shows features that are not readily associated with
Drag. 11 and so its form attribution remains uncertain.
The slip is matt to satin and the overall quality is very



A BIOGRAPHY OF POWER

fine. That the rim form is not typically diagnostic may
reflect production prior to close standardization.

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, from a large platter,
probably Drag. 18, 1.7g, c. AD 20-45/50. From the floor of
the vessel, totally flat with a ‘step’ as the floor develops
into the wall and a slight groove on the underside. Thin
and of very fine quality. Probably Tiberian.

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Ritt. 1, small platter,
1.3g, RE: c. 0.025, Diam. uncertain, c. AD 20-50. This is
from a different vessel to the one illustrated as fig. 44
no. 8. Again this is thin-walled. The slip is matt and the
fabric is fine. This is probably the sherd mentioned by
Hull (1961a: 206 under ‘Camulodunum S7°).

Two sherds marked as ‘7S MID 16’. According to the
Fell concordance these should be from Area 7S, Ditch
58, level 16 (Tom Moore pers. comm.).

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 17a or b, small
platter, 12.4g, c. AD 20-35/40. The sherd is from the
floor of the vessel and includes part of the junction
with the wall. The floor is flat and absolutely smooth.
The outer angle at the junction of the wall and floor
gives a diameter measurement of 150mm. This vessel
is of exceptionally fine quality.

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, probably Ritt. 8,
cup, 1g, RE: c. 0.04, Diam. c. 100mm, c. AD 35-60/65.
This small sherd appears to be from a Ritt. 8, with a
‘hammer-head’ type rim with exterior groove below
the rim, a slight groove at the apex of the rim and an
internal projection. Some examples of Ritt. 8 have a
thickening of the upper wall towards the rim, which is
flattened and largely triangular, with, diagnostically,
a groove at the inside just below the apex, as here,
thereby indicating the form is Ritt, 8 (cf. Monteil and
Silvéréano 2011: 125, fig. 12, 3-4, stamped by Rogatus
and Albus i (?) occurring amongst the Narbonne-La
Nautique deposit).

Discussion

Overall, the number of sherds of terra sigillata recovered
during the work by Clifford was modest, amounting to
175 fragments, many being tiny ‘chips’. Amongst these
Hull considered 64 to be sufficiently large, representing
a small suite of vessels (Hull 1961a: 209). However, the
excavated trenches were of limited size and extent and
so it is likely that the actual number of vessels arriving
at Bagendon and in use around the general areas
examined by Clifford is considerably higher, making
this an all the more remarkable assemblage when this
consideration is factored in.

There is a striking consistency to this group of terra
sigillata sherds from Clifford’s intervention examined
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here in terms of date, source and forms. In considerable
part this is because they were selected for review by Dr
Moore given their association with Period IA deposits.
Examination of the fabrics of these vessels shows them
to all be from a single source: La Graufesenque in early
iterations of the fabric. This pattern contrasts with
the somewhat varied sources of the material from the
1979-81 trenches. Dannell, in reporting the early terra
sigillata from the 1961-9 excavations at Fishbourne
noted the variety of sources that characterised the
material of early date (Dannell 1971: 266; see also
below). However, the date of the material recovered
from the early deposits within Clifford’s trenches
may reflect the beginning of the rise to dominance
of the La Graufesenque industry. Returning to the
Bagendon material under consideration here, there
may of course be items from other production sources
amongst that part of the assemblage from Clifford’s
work not reviewed here and re-examination of those
items will be worthwhile at a future date given
current knowledge. The conclusion here regarding
the single source is consistent with Hull’s comments
in the original publication (Hull 1961a: 209-10).
Considering the date of the pieces, on the basis of the
sherds re-examined here, Hull’s conclusions remain
convincing. He observed that the series forthcoming
from Clifford’s excavations shows a later start date
than at Camulodunum (Hawkes and Hull 1947); that may
not mean that Bagendon itself had a later start date,
simply that the sigillata from Clifford’s trenches dates
no earlier than c. AD 20/25, with Period II being post-
conquest (Hull 1961a: 209). Our dates, suggested here,
for individual vessels, concur closely with that dating
suggested originally by Hull, then echoed in Dannell’s
review of the material more than forty years ago
(Dannell 1977: 231). Taken as a whole, the outer range
suggested by the sherds recorded here is AD 10-50
(discounting the rim sherd from 7S MID 16 dated c. AD
35-60/65 which is of unusual form) but with the clear
emphasis on the period c¢. AD 20-40. If this material
relates to asingle consignment or several consignments
around a particular point in time then a date of around
AD 30 immediately suggests itself as the likely time
of arrival. Considering this aspect a comparison with
the terra sigillata from the pit at Carsalade, Nimes,
dated to c. AD 20-30 is instructive (Barberan 2013:
175). Of course, it may be that there were occasional
consignments or groups of sigillata reaching the site
in the years prior to the Claudian invasion. If there
were not then that may explain the high frequency of
repaired vessels amongst this material, implying it was
valued and not readily replaced (Table 6.21). Some later
pieces of Tiberian/Claudian terra sigillata do, however,
occur as with the vessel stamped by Licinus recovered
in the 1979 season and dated to c. AD 35-45 (see below),
and with the Ritt. 8 from Clifford’s work (from 7S MID
16, see above), though both these vessels could be post-
conquest arrivals (the latter even Claudio-Neronian).
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An adjunct to this discussion are the findings of
Dannell’s re-examination of the Clifford material in the
mid-1970s (Dannell 1977). He viewed all the available
sherds. He concluded that all the items he could locate
appearing in fig, 44 were from La Graufesenque, bar no.
19 which he attributed to Lezoux and of second century
date (Dannell 1977: 229), Hull himself recognizing its
affinity to the Drag. 38, a form that dates from c. AD
130; in any case this came from Period IIIB. Dannell
recognized one sherd as being Italian, from a footring
but it was not diagnostic of specific source. Further, he
noted also the presence of 14 pieces of Tiberio-Claudian
Lezoux ware amongst the assemblage (Tomber and
Dore 1988: LEZ SA1; cf. Dannell 1971: 266-7). These
comprise the following forms: Ritt. 5 (2), Drag. 17 (3),
Drag. 15/17 (1), Drag. 24/25 (2), Drag. 29 (1), Drag. 33
(1) with other sherds from platters (3) and a lid. These
early Lezoux items and the Italian piece are consistent
with the dating bracket discussed above. Unfortunately,
Dannell did not list the items of fig. 44 that he saw nor
the contexts of the Italian sherd and the early Lezoux
sherds; nor did he suggest individual dates per item.
Clearly, none of these were from the Period 1A deposits
looked at here; hence it would appear their arrival post-
dates Period IA.

Table 6.15. Early Terra sigillata types present amongst the
assemblage arising from the Clifford excavations and those
of Period IA examined in this review; ns - not identified to

specific form (see Hull 1961: 203 and 209)
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Loeschcke 1 Platter

Drag. 17 Platter 19 7

Loeschcke 5 Platter 3

Drag. 15/17 Platter 11 2

Ritt. 1 Platter 6 2

Drag. 18 Platter 3 2

Platter (ns) Platter 2

Loeschcke 7 Cup 2

Ritt. 5 Cup 11

Drag. 27 Cup 10

Drag. 24/25 Cup 19 1

Ritt. 8 Cup 1 1

Ritt. 14 Cup 1

Drag. 33 Cup 1

Drag. 11 Crater 1 1?7

Drag.11or29 | Crater/Bowl 1

Not identified - 1

Total 89 19
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Interms of forms the representation of platters amongst
the selection examined here is unusually strong. There
are 15 catalogued here together with only two cups, a
possible crater and one item where the form cannot
be discerned. That might be related to the selection of
the group for re-examination yet Hull’s listing includes
several cups and fig. 44 in the 1961 volume illustrates
seven types and variants of cups. Hull’s listing from
the 1961 volume is reproduced here in tabular form
indicating that amongst the sherds identified to form
there is an essentially even balance between platters
and cups. The implication therefore is that platters
may have arrived at the site (or rather the part of
the site examined by Clifford) in greater proportions
than cups during Period IA. The overall number of
vessels is modest and needs to be borne in mind but
this possibility warrants closer attention by any future
review. Amongst the platters Drag. 17 is most frequent
and that in itself is a telling chronological indicator,
indicative of a Tiberian date. Considering the early
sigillata forms overall (as per Table 6.15) a range of
platters, some with higher sides that might be termed
dishes, cups and small bowls, plus occasional decorated
larger bowls or craters would constitute a typical well-
to-do dining service of the Tiberian era.

There are two manufacturers’ stamps from the Clifford
excavations dating to the early period of terra sigillata
consumption at Bagendon. One is a basal stamp reading
‘VOTORNI" with retrograde N, recovered from ‘Site
B, 28, level 3 Period IIIB)". It comes from a thin platter
probably of Ritterling form 1 or possibly Drag. 18 (Hull
1961a: 204 and 206, fig. 43 no. 7). This is described by
Hull as being of pale yellowish fabric with matt red
‘glaze’ Hull (1961a: 204). This stamp was not examined
as part of this review as it was previously catalogued and
identified by Hartley and Dickinson. They identified the
manufacturer as Votornus and this is an example of die
1a by their corpus; the fabric is that of La Graufesenque
and this stamp is dated accordingly, following their
date assignment, as c. AD 15-35 (Hartley and Dickinson,
Vol. 9, (T to XIMUS), 348-9). Examples of the work of
this producer are extremely rare. There is a stamp
recorded from the Kops Plateau, Nijmegen, in die 1b of
this producer (Dirk Visser pers. comm.), this being very
similar to die 1a. The second stamp was fragmentary,
ending JLT" and described by Hull as occurring on a ‘chip’
from a ‘South Gaulish platter’ (Hull 1961a: 204), from Site
B, 8N, level 10 (Period 1A). Again this item was indexed
by Hartley and Dickinson who identify the stamp as
(complete) ‘OFL. IVLI’ being the work of Tulius i, die 5a,
from La Graufesenque, with his output dating c. AD 20-50
(Hartley and Dickinson Vol. 4, (F to KLUMI), 329-31). They
suggest that the vessel form is Drag. 24. Otherwise the
assemblage arising from Clifford’s work is typologically
so early stamps may not have survived, as often at this
time they were more lightly impressed and would be
vulnerable where the floor of the vessel was raised at the
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centre (where they normally were placed), as was often
the case with platters. In addition, the fabrics were softer
and less robust than mid- to late first century (and later)
samian when firing temperatures where higher and the
vessels more hard-fired.

Hull reports that the Bagendon assemblage was
particularly fragmented. In the case of the terra sigillata
that may be due to the markedly thin-walled character
of these fineware vessels, coming from an area of
evidently sustained intense activity with trampling
likely given Site B included a roadway and roadside
ditches. The sherds examined in this review, though
small and light, were not noticeably more fragmented
than would normally be expected. Amongst the
sherds from the 19 vessels re-examined here only
one shows evidence of repair, which again suggests a
potential contrast with the material from the 1979-81
trenches which have a seemingly higher incidence of
repair (see below). Hull does not perhaps invariably
record evidence of repair to the terra sigillata and the
illustrations in figures 43 and 44 show no cases (though
illustrations of Gallo-Belgic type finewares indicate
a few cases, assuming evident drilled holes represent
riveting: fig. 47 no. 13 and possibly no. 20, fig. 49 no.
19). Hull records repair (by riveting) in the case of a
Drag. 27 cup from Site B 3S (Hull 1961a: 207, fig. 44 no.
11) and a Drag. 24/25 cup from Site B 5N, level 5 (Period
I1B) but does not mention the pair of drilled rivet holes
in the case of fig. 44 no. 9 (see Catalogue above). Finally,
Hull notes the presence of a minute sherd from a Drag.
29 decorated bowl or crater of Drag. 11 form from ‘Site
B, 55, level 14 (Period 11A)’, a ‘chip’ possibly from a Drag,.
form 11 from ‘Site B, 5N, level 8 (Period IA)’ (Hull 1961a:
203) and two decorated fragments which might be from
a Drag. 11 crater from ‘Period IA. The Primary Ditches’
(Hull 1961a: 209) but these pieces were unfortunately
not available for re-examination. The same is true in the
case of the sherd with the fragmentary stamp ending ‘]
LI’ from ‘Site B, 8N, level 10 (Period IA)’ (Hull 1961a: 204)
identified by Hartley and Dickinson as Iulius i (see above).

The appearance of a graffito (‘M’) on the platter
illustrated as fig. 44 no. 9 (see Catalogue above) is
noteworthy as it is the type of mark of ownership often
associated with the Roman military where there would
be a need to identify one’s own property from that of
others in a communal context. Was this the property
of a soldier or veteran? Maybe this, and other vessels,
belonged to a pre-Claudian British auxiliary recruit to
the Roman army who returned home? The presence of
the graffito is intriguing. A graffito also occurs amongst
the ‘Arretine ware’ from Fishbourne, specifically an
inscribed ‘TV’ on the base of a cup form associated with
early levels well before the Claudian era (Manley and
Rudkin 2003: fig. 190).
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Terra Sigillata from the 1979-81 excavations at
Bagendon

Catalogue
Format of the Catalogue

The catalogue lists all terra sigillata sherds from the
excavations submitted for identification and dating.
The catalogue adheres to the same format followed with
the catalogue of sherds from the Clifford excavations
(see above), though here we place weights after any
rim or base data. Each entry per context relates to an
individual vessel represented in that context. Sherds
are ordered by year of excavation and then by context
number, With regard to source of the item, South
Gaulish is abbreviated to SG and Central Gaulish to
CG. Detalils of any stamps or fragments occurring are
then presented, there being three instances amongst
this material. Any decoration is then described,
although this essentially relates to one vessel. The
letter coding such as Sherd ‘A", Sherd ‘B’ etc. follows
the discrimination of the pieces as encountered by the
lead author on receipt of this assemblage. These labels
are understood as designations made when the samian
was examined by Geoff Dannell and are retained here
as ‘archive designations’, The opportunity is also taken
to catalogue two samian items from other works in the
vicinity: one from 1977 and the other retrieved from a
service pipe in 1983.

A somewhat concerning aspect of this material, which
has clearly been subject to various episodes of handling
and sorting prior to the arrival with the present lead
author, is that only a few sherds from the 1980 season
and the sherd found in 1977 are marked. The possibility
exists that in the four decades since this material was
excavated some pieces may have been bagged incorrectly
or placed in the wrong bags. Indeed, a few question marks
had been written onto several bags so one wonders if this
is the reason for these queries. One hopes this is not the
case but this is a reminder that direct pottery marking
has its place in archives and might be actioned swiftly
to ensure the reliable permanent association of a sherd
with its context/find-spot.

Catalogue (with the assistance of Dirk Visser)
Finds from the 1979 Season

Context 79-2

Rim, SG Montans, Drag. 17b platter, RE: c. 0.04, Diam. c.
170mm, 3g, c. AD 20-40/45. Double groove on interior
below rim (a rare feature), being an indicator of an
early example of this form type. This sherd is from the
wall interior side of the wall and rim; the exterior has
split off. Brown slip. In inner bag labelled ‘S.F. 10’.
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10cm

Figure 6.9 Drawn terra sigillata items from the 1979-1981 excavations. 1 - 1979 Context 30, Drag. 15/17; 2 - 1979 Context 30, Ritt.
5;3 - 1980 Unstratified, Drag. 27; 4 - 1981 Context 3 Sherd A and Context 21 Sherd(s) C, Drag. 11 or 29, 5 - 1981 Contexts 4 and
37, Loeschcke 8; 6 - 1981 Context 20, Drag. 17; 7 - 1981 Context 29, Loeschcke 2; 8 - 1981 unstratified, rim.

cm

Figure 6.10: Photograph of terra sigillata stamp reading ‘PRIM[ ,
on a Ritt. 5 cup, from 1980 context 90
(Photo: Lloyd Bosworth).

Body, SG La Graufesenque, form not identifiable, 1g, c.
AD 30-60. This is a flake which displays a fine fabric and
comparatively high gloss finish.

Context 79-8 [Bag marked ‘S.F. 22’]

Body, Italian ‘Arretine’ from Pisa (Quality 5), from
a small cup, possibly Ritt. 5 (Loeschcke (Haltern) 8,
Conspectus form 22), 1g, c. AD 1-30. Pale to white fabric
with brownish red gloss slip. Slightly abraded.

Rim. SG La Graufesenque, small Drag. 25 cup, with
applied miniature spiral ‘handle’, RE: ¢.0.03, Diam. not
identifiable, 1g, c. AD 20-40. Slightly abraded. The non-
functional handle resembles one seen also at Fishbourne
on a similar cup form (Dannell 1971: 265, fig, 123, no. 46;
this likewise is in early South Gaulish fabric).
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Context 79-9 [Bag marked ‘section TON’ and also ‘49’]

Base, SG La Graufesenque, platter, BE: 0.11, Diam. 70mm,
10g, c. AD 40-60. High fired with a cherry-red gloss slip.

Context 79-18 [Bag marked ‘F.AAA’]

Base sherd and conjoining body sherd, SG La
Graufesenque, from a large platter, BE: 0.17, Diam.
120mm, 58g, c. AD 35-45. The lower fringe of a stamp
is present appearing to read ‘LI[. Although the die is
only very partially represented it can confidently be
ascribed to the output of Licinus and is probably his
die 41b (Hartley and Dickinson Vol. 5, (L to Masclus
1), 62-78). The latter is a long die, as is 41a, though
the lettering and die shape indicate this is 41b. There
is a double grooved ring around the stamp which is a
feature seldom seen with rouletted dishes or platters
though it is very common on Tiberian and Claudian
bowls of Drag. 29. Indeed, Licinus mainly produced
Drag. 29 vessels. The possibility that this is from a
Drag. 29, however, is diminished by the fact that the
floor is slightly raised in omphalos fashion, while the
footring is very square in profile. The features of this
vessel suggest a date at the earlier end of the range for
this producer, thus given above. This vessel is therefore
certainly on the later side amongst the early terra
sigillata at Bagendon and is thereby significant. This is a
very fine vessel in a good state of preservation. A drilled
hole for repair via riveting occurs, 3mm in diam. but no
lead rivet or trace is in situ. A photograph of the repair
hole is shown in Figure 6.12: no. 1.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, from the floor of a platter,
10g, c. AD 20-40. The fabric is very pale and the slip is a
matt dark brownish-red. This item is in good condition.
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Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 27 cup, 2g, c¢. AD 30-
55/60. This item is in good condition.

Rim, SG La Graufesenque, Ritt. 8 cup, RE: 0.05, Diam: c.
110mm, 2g, c. AD 35-55, Thin-walled vessel with interior
groove below rim. Around three-quarters of a hole
drilled for repair, drilled from both sides, is represented,
but the sherd is broken across the hole; no lead is present
and the hole has a slight ‘waist’, doubtless intentional,
to assist in holding the rivet; diam. 3mm. The sherd is
in good condition. A photograph of the repair hole is
shown in Figure 6.12: no. 2.

Rim, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter, RE: 0.05,
Diam: 150mm, 3g, c¢. AD 35-60. Light pink fabric. One
complete hole drilled for repair, with lead plug from a
rivet in situ; diam. 3mm. Different vessel from the 15/17
from 1981 U/S ‘S.F. 17". A photograph of the repair is
shown in Figure 6.12: no. 3.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, from the floor of a platter, 3g,
c. AD 35-60. From a different vessel to the sherd above;
the fabric is a strong pink and the slip a matt deep-red.
This item is in good condition.

Rim, SG La Graufesenque, small Drag. 27 cup, RE: 0.05,
Diam: 70mm, 1g, c. AD 40/45-60. Thin walled and with
beaded rim, (unpronounced bead).

Context 79-25 [Bag marked ‘25 F.AAF’]

Body, SG La Graufesenque, from a platter probably Drag.
15/17, 5g, c. 20-50. The vessel is fine and thin with a thin
matt slip. This sherd had once been glued to the rim
sherd from Context 30; the join is along the junction of
the wall and floor and it is entirely possible these sherds
are from the same vessel though it might be borne in
mind that this is a common point of fracture and the
join is not crisp as the sherds are slightly abraded so it
is possible these items are from different examples of
the form. (Penned on as an addition to the specification
on the bag is the number 70 or 76 in a circle with the 0
or 6 ‘poorly figured’).

Context 79-30 [Outer bag marked ‘F.AAFE’]

Rim, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter, RE: 0.06,
Diam. 190mm, 5g, c. AD 20-50. The wall to the rim is
quiet steep and the slip is of high quality. Possibly from
the same vessel as the Drag. 15/17 from Context 25 (see
above). Slightly abraded. Inner bag labelled ‘S.F. 867’
(see Figure 6.9: no. 1).

Base, SG La Graufesenque, probably from a Drag. 27g
cup, BE: 0.15, Diam. 60mm, 2g, c. AD 30-50. The footring
has a marked exterior groove at its change of angle.
Moderately abraded. Also in bag labelled ‘S.F. 867’

Context 79-30 [Bag labelled ‘S.F. 8']

Two non-conjoining rim sherds, SG La Graufesenque, from
a large Ritt. 5 (Loeschcke (Haltern) 8) cup, RE: 0.12, Diam.,
160mm, 5g, c. AD 15-35/40. There is a narrow groove just
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below the interior of the rim. Very fine rouletting. The fine
fabric texture is near to Arretine. (see Figure 6.9: no.2).

No Context but in a Plastic Bag labelled ‘S.F. 10; S.F.22;
S.F.25(?); S.F. 58’

Body, SG La Graufesenque, probably from a decorated
bowl, 1g, c. AD 35-60. This very small sherd is little more
than a flake but there is sufficient to suggest that it is
from a decorated form, perhaps a Drag. 29 or even Drag.
11. In paper bag labelled ‘25’

Two conjoining body sherds, SG La Graufesenque, from
a platter, 2g, c. AD 35-60. These are essentially from a
flake, very likely from the floor of a platter, probably
from the underside (interior) of the footring. The larger
fragment was in a paper bag labelled ‘S.F. 58’ and the
smaller sherd was in the paper bag labelled ‘25’ along
with the sherd probably from a decorated bowl. Mis-
bagging at some stage is possible. The join of these two
platter sherds is relatively fresh and breakage upon
excavation or in the 40 years since the excavation is
possible. The sherds have been bagged as they were
when they arrived with the lead author.

Finds from the 1980 Season

Context 80-1

Body, SG La Graufesenque, form not identifiable, 1g, c. AD
35-60. Essentially a flake, probably from the floor of a vessel
and in particular the underside of the footring interior.

Rim, SG La Graufesenque, small Drag. 27 cup, RE: 0.05,
Diam. 60mm, 1g, c. AD 40-60. The rim is beaded. This is
a thinner, smaller, vessel than the Drag. 27 from 1979
Context 18. Rather abraded.

Context 80-25 [Bag labelled ‘S.F. 116’]

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 24/25 cup, 1g, c¢. AD 30-
60. The fabric is a pale pink. Abraded.

Context 80-40

Body, CG Lezoux, from a platter, 7g, c¢. AD 15-30.
Micaceous fabric with matt slip similar to that seen
with the sherd from this source from Context 22 in
1981, and not the best quality for this date. There is no
slip on the under-surface, a feature common to platters
of this date from this source. Either lightly burnt or
stained though deposition or association at some stage
with sooty material post-breakage.

Context 80-54

Body, SG La Graufesenque, probably from a small cup,
1g, ¢. AD 20-40. Thin wall. Yellowish pink fabric; thin
matt slip. This is a tiny sherd.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, form not identifiable, 1g, c.
AD 30-60. Pale pink fabric. This is a tiny sherd.
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Context 80-62

Body, CG Lezoux, from a cup, probably Ritt. 5 or possibly
Drag. 24/25, 1g, c. AD 20-45. Micaceous fabric. Small
sherd but in good condition. Fabric as that of the sherd
from 1981, Context 22.

Context 80-66

Two conjoining body sherds, SG La Graufesenque, from
aplatter, 3g, c. AD 15/20-40. From the floor of the platter
above the footring. Pale yellowish-pink fabric with
a brownish-red slip closely similar to that appearing
on the early La Graufesenque platter sherd from 1979
Context 18 (fabric not as pale as the Lezoux items from
this season). The area of the interior of the footring (i.e.
the central floor) is very thin.

Context 80-73

Body, SG La Graufesenque, form not identifiable, 1g, c.
AD 20-50. Yellowish pink fabric.

Context 80-90 [Bag marked ‘S.F. 123’]

Body, La Graufesenque, Ritt. 5 cup, 1g, c. AD 20-40.
Fragment of stamp reading ‘PRIM[ being a stamp of
Primus i, die 11b (Hartley and Dickinson, Vol. 7, (P to
RXEAD), 218-20). The fabric is fine. Most of the output
of this producer is from La Graufesenque and this is
a further instance, being an early product from this
source. This die type is very rare; so far only three
instances are known (from Rodez, the Kops Plateau
(Nijmegen) and this example from Bagendon (Dirk
Visser pers. comm.)). All three examples of the use of
this die are associated with form Ritt. 5 and are of a
similar Tiberian date. Figure 6.10.

Unstratified [Bag marked ‘Small Find 6’; ‘AR.2484’]

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 18 platter, 1g, c. AD 35-
60. Very small sherd.

Unstratified

Rim, SG Montans or perhaps early La Graufesenque,
small Drag. 27 cup, RE: 0.08, Diam. 80mm, 2g, c. AD 25-
50. The profile is unusual being markedly steep with
the upper hemisphere under-pronounced, while a deep
groove on the exterior defines the bead at the rim which
is almost upstanding. Pale pink fabric with plentiful
calcareous inclusions, with matt brownish-red slip. This
non-standard profile combined with fabric indicate a
potential Montans source. (see Figure 6.9: no. 3).

Finds from the 1981 Season

Context 81-1

Base, ‘Provincial Arretine’ from Lyon, Loeschcke
(Haltern) 1B or 1C platter, BE: 0.33, Diam. 80mm, 43g,
c. AD 15-30. Pale fabric with brownish slip. Double
circular grooving occurs on the upper floor above the

241

position of the footring. This sherd is in good condition
with very limited wear/abrasion.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter, 4g, c.
AD 25-40. High quality gloss slip. Two drilled holes are
represented for repair. One hole is complete and has
been drilled from both sides, though principally from
the underside and there is a slight ‘waist’ to hold the
lead rivet in place though no lead is present in this
case; diameter of hole on the underside 5mm, and at
the upper surface 3mm. The second hole is at an edge
of the sherd (with slightly more than half the hole
represented) and a part of a plug of lead remains in
situ; diam. 3mm. This sherd is in good condition with
very limited wear/abrasion. A photograph showing the
repair holes is included in Figure 6.12: no. 4.

Context 81-2
Archive designation: Sherd E

Rim, SG probably La Graufesenque, but possibly
Montans, Drag. 18 platter, RE: 0.06, Diam. 160mm, 3g,
¢. AD 15-40. Good quality item. This is a thin-walled
vessel with an unpronounced bead rim, almost flat on
top. The fabric is very fine and the slip is very good.
Conjoining sherd in 1981 Context 3. The sherd is in
good condition.

Archive designation: Sherd D

Rim, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 24/25 cup, RE: 0.08,
Diam. 100mm, 2g, c. AD 20-40. This is a fine item with
double grooving on the interior below the rim; the
exterior rouletting band is extremely fine indicative of
fine brush strokes. Slightly abraded.

Archive designation: Sherd B

Rim, SG either early La Graufesenque or perhaps
Montans, Drag. 15/17 platter, RE: c. 0.03, Diam.
uncertain, 1g, c. AD 20-50. High fired; matt brownish-
red slip. Different vessel from sherd A from this context.

Archive designation: Sherds C

Two conjoining rim sherds, SG La Graufesenque, Drag.
24/25 cup, RE: 0.16, Diam. 70mm, 4g, c. AD 25-45. This is
an early example of the form and the nature of the red
gloss-slip, fine fabric, thin wall and general high quality
are consistent with such a date. The sherds are only
slightly abraded.

Archive designation: Sherd F

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 18 platter, 1g, c. AD 30-
50. From the lower wall and junction with the vessel
floor; this is from a comparatively thick walled vessel
but the slip gloss is suggestive of a comparatively
early example of this form type. Part of a drilled hole
is present, presumably for repair, occurring at a sherd
break; less than half the hole is represented; no lead is
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present and the hole cannot be reliably measured to
establish the diameter.

Archive designation: Sherd A

Rim, SG probably La Graufesenque (just possibly
Montans), Drag. 15/17 platter, RE: c. 0.02, Diam.
uncertain, 1g, c. AD 30-60. This is a particularly small
sherd. The vessel was comparatively high-fired
compared to other items in this assemblage suggesting
the possibility of a Claudian-early Neronian date. Part
of a drilled hole is represented for repair; this was
drilled from both sides, though principally from the
interior side and there is a slight ‘waist’ to hold the lead
rivet in place and a trace of lead/lead oxide is present
indicating there was repair; however the hole occurs
at what is now the junction of two breaks and so only
approximately a quarter of the circumference of the
hole is represented.

Four sherds with no Archive designation

Body, SG La Graufesenque, platter, probably Drag. 18,
1g, ¢. AD 25/30-50. Very small sherd with matt slip.
Evidently from a different vessel from any others
represented in this context.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, probably Drag. 18 platter, 1g, c.
AD 30-50. Quite possibly from the same vessel as Sherd F.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter, 1g, c. AD
30-50. Evidently from a different vessel from any others
represented in this context.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, platter, 1g, c. AD 30-50. From
the floor of a vessel; comparatively thick walled with a
particularly matt slip. Evidently from a different vessel
from any others represented in this context.

Context 81-3
Archive designation: Sherd B

Rim, SG probably La Graufesenque, but possibly
Montans, Drag. 18 platter, RE: 0.07, Diam. 160mm, 3g, ¢
AD 15-40. Good quality item. Conjoining sherd in 1981
Context 2, see under that context for further details.
The sherd is in good condition.

Archive designation: Sherd D

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter, 3g, c. AD
20-40/45. The high quality of this item resembles that
of the earliest terra sigillata products seen at Hofheim (c.
AD 40-41) if not earlier. The sherd is small but in a good
state of preservation.

Archive designation: Sherd A

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 11 or 29 decorated
bowl, 4g, c. AD 20/25-45. A conjoining sherd and a
non-conjoining sherd occur in 1981 Context 21. The
decoration of this vessel is detailed here although
the only element not present on the sherd from this
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present context is a tendril division mask itemized
below. The decoration is a bold scroll design featuring a
large palmate type leaf similar to Hermet (1934) pl. 10
no. 7, though this is larger. The scroll includes double
tendril stems, one of which divides to a spiral twist with
point terminal on one stem, while the other provides
the stem of the leaf; the tendril division is masked by
a simple bifid bud with elongated bead (Figure 6.9: no.
4 and 6.12). The style is reminiscent of that of Urbanus
and Firmo i (cf. Knorr 1919: taf. 32, 1-4) and this accords
with the dating ascribed here (Dirk Visser pers. comm.).
This vessel is of high quality with a thin wall, fine fabric
and consistent gloss slip. The sherd is moderately
abraded. This sherd is marked ‘3A’ (see Figure 6.13).

Archive designation: Sherd E

Body, SG La Graufesenque, probably Drag. 27 cup, 1g, c.
AD 35/40-60. High quality fabric and slip.

Presumed to be Archive designation Sherd C or F
Body, SG La Graufesenque, Ritt. 1 platter, 3g, c. AD 35-55.

Presumed to be Archive designation Sherd C or F

Body, SG La Graufesenque, small cup, 1g, c. AD 35-60.
From the floor of the vessel from within the footring;
this may well have been stamped given the way
the sherd has broken, but there is no stamp vestige
represented, as that part of the vessel is missing. This is
a different vessel from the Drag. 27 represented in this
context group.

Context 81-4

Body, either Italian ‘Arretine’ (perhaps from Pozzuoli)
or possibly very early SG La Graufesenque, large
Loeschcke (Haltern) 8 cup (Conspectus form 22), 12g, c.
AD 10-30. A double groove occurs below the carination
on the exterior. This is not standard with Conspectus
22 and that could relate to the piece being amongst the
earliest products from La Graufesenque (cf. Manley and
Rudkin 2003: fig. 190). Part of a drilled hole, initiated
from both sides, presumably for repair, is present at the
neck; it has a waist, perhaps to hold the rivet tightly in
position. This is at an edge of the sherd (with half the
hole represented) and the sherd perhaps broke further
at the time of drilling as the hole may not have been
completed; diam. c. 5mm. A conjoining sherd occurs
in Context 37, from the wall, just below the carination
Figure 6.9: no. 5. A photograph showing the repair hole
is included in Figure 6.12: no. 5.

Context 81-6

Body, SG La Graufesenque, probably from the wall of a
Drag. 17 platter, 1g, c. AD 20-40. This is a small sherd,
with, on the apparent interior side, two slight horizontal
grooves, while the exterior has a slight bowing banding.
The fabric is dense and pink. Approximately two fifths
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of a drilled hole for repair is represented at what is now
a break (with no indication of lead).

Context 81-7

Body, SG La Graufesenque, large plate, 12g, c. AD 20-40. This
item is from a large heavy plate. Apparent double groove
above footring, and no rouletting. The footring has broken/
been broken offby the junction with the floor and smoothed.
Generally, the sherd is somewhat abraded. Different vessel
from the large plate represented in Context 35.

Context 81-16

Body, SG La Graufesenque, from a cup, 1g, c. AD 35-60.
High gloss slip.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, from a large cup or bowl, 1g, c.
AD 35/40-60. A flake; high fired with a deep red gloss slip.

Context 81-18

Two non-joining body sherds likely to be from the same
vessel, ‘Arretine’ and may be from Pisa or Lyon, Loeschcke
(Haltern) 8 cup (the Conspectus shows this type to
normally be smooth but this example is more curved and
this is probably an index of the date of this piece), 9g, c. AD
1-30. The fabric is very good quality. The larger sherd is
from the lower profile of the cup with the footring broken
off, while the other, smaller, sherd is from the collar area
including some rouletting and an interior groove.

Context 81-20

Two non-conjoining rim sherds, Italian ‘Arretine’ from
Pisa, Drag. 17, RE: 0.11, Diam. 140mm, 13g, c. AD 20/25-
35. Straight, upright wall. The finish is very smooth.
An applied non-functional miniature ‘handle’ with
spiral-terminals occurs on the exterior below the rim,
indicative of vessels of this general date (cf. Oswald and
Pryce 1920: pl. XLII no. 10). (see Figure 6.9: no. 6).

Context 81-21
Archive designation: Sherd(s) C

Two non-conjoining body sherds, SG La Graufesenque,
Drag. 11 or 29 decorated bowl, 12g, c. AD 20/25-45. One
sherd conjoins the sherd from 1981 Context 3 and the
decoration of the vessel as a whole is described under
that context (see Figure 6.13).

Archive designation: Sherd A

Base and non-conjoining body sherd probably from the
same vessel, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter
(or similar), BE: 0.18, Diam: 110mm, 12g, c. AD 30/35-55.

Archive designation: Sherd B

Body, SG La Graufesenque, from a small platter, probably
Drag. 18, 2g, ¢. AD 35-50. The item is fairly thin-walled
and quite high fired. Certainly from a different vessel to
the Drag. 18 platter sherd from Context 3.
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Context 81-22

Body, CG Lezoux, possibly Ritt. 5 (Loeschcke (Haltern)
8, Conspectus 22) cup, 3g, c. AD 10/15-35. Micaceous
fabric with matt slip similar to that seen with the sherd
from this source from Context 40 in 1980, and not the
best quality for this date. From the lower part of the
cup. Fabric as that of sherd from 1980, Context 62.

Context 81-28

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 17a (Conspectus 18L)
large platter, 30g, ¢. AD 15-35. The fabric is of high
quality, resembling that used by the workshop of Fidelis
i (active c. AD 20-50 and who made this form (Hartley
and Dickinson Vol. 4, (F to KLUMI), 43)). Triple circular
grooving occurs on the upper floor above the position
of the footring, though with this sherd no part of the
actual footring is represented. Somewhat abraded.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, from a platter, 2g, c. AD 15/20-
40. Stamped ‘PATE[ being a stamp of Paterclus i. This
stamp from Bagendon had been recorded by Hartley
and Dickinson in the past and is listed in Names on Terra
Sigillata (Hartley and Dickinson, Vol. 7, P to RXEAD,
41-2, die 1a). The date here derives from the presence
of dies of this producer in the Fosse de Cirratus, with
his work well-attested amongst that kiln group, and in
the so-called Fronto pit at La Graufesenque which is
dated c. AD 15-35 (Schaad 2007: 16; Genin 2007: 43-53,
see especially 49, no. 44 Paterclus i 1c). Vessels by this
very early La Graufesenque potter are extremely rare
outside of the La Graufesenque production area and
France generally. However, die 1c of this potter occurs
at the Kops Plateau, Nijmegen. This latter die especially,
with its monumental character, in combination with
the form of the letters, is very close to the Arretine
stamp tradition (Dirk Visser pers. comm.)

Archive designation: Sherd B

Body, SG La Graufesenque, probably from a platter, 2g,
¢. AD 20-50. The fabric is light pink. From the wall of the
footring,

Archive designation: Sherds A

Two base sherds and three body sherds, with two of
the latter conjoining and all likely to be from the same
vessel, SG La Graufesenque, large vessel, perhaps Drag.
30 rather than a plate, BE: 0.10, Diam. 100mm, 16g, c. AD
35/40-60. The scale of the footring suggests a decorated
bowl with a flat floor rather than a plate which the
square form of the footring implies; such footrings can
occur on earlier examples of Drag. 30. These sherds are
somewhat abraded. One of the base sherds, and more
particularly the non-conjoining larger body sherd
appear to have been systematically scoured at the
breaks; this may be the result of some form of polishing
etc. where the samian sherds had been employed as
rubbers. The three larger sherds are all similar in size
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and may have been chopped up deliberately for this
purpose while the two conjoining sherds look more like
flakes from an impact. One possibility is that the sherds
have been used as a source of pink powder.

Context 81-29

Rim, Italian from Pisa or Arezzo, large platter of
Loeschcke (Haltern) 2 Conspectus 18.2, RE: ¢, 0.03, Diam.
uncertain, 6g, ¢. AD 5/10-35. Very good quality gloss slip
(see Figure 6.9, no. 7).

Context 81-31
Archive designation: Sherd A

Base, CG Lezoux, platter, BE: 0.11, Diam. 90mm, 22g,
c. AD 20/25-40/45. Micaceous early Lezoux ware. A
double groove is extant on the upper surface of the
floor above the position of the footring, this being an
early feature copying Arretine prototypes. The thin
matt red slip is only (now) partially represented on the
upper surface of the angled floor; it is present across the
lower (underside) surfaces. Vessel surfaces are ultra-
smooth. Damage has occurred to the lower footring but
otherwise the sherd is well-preserved.

Archive designation: Sherd B

Rim, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter, RE: c. 0.03,
Diam. uncertain, 4g, c. AD 20/25-40/45. This is a fine
quality item. The fabric is soft and powdery and the slip
is a brownish-red and matt.

Archive designation: Sherd C

Base, Late ‘Arretine’ or early SG La Graufesenque, from
a platter, BE: 0.08, Diam. 70mm, 3g, c. AD 25-40/45. Part
of a footring; the interior angle is very steep which is
indicative of a comparatively early date. The base of the
footring is worn.

Context 81-35

Base, SG La Graufesenque, large rouletted plate, BE:
0.09, Diam. 100mm, 15g, c. AD 30-55. This is a large thick
walled vessel with a heavy square footring and thick
floor. Fairly hard fired with a matt red slip.

Context 81-37

Body, either Italian ‘Arretine’ (perhaps from Pozzuoli)
or possibly very early SG La Graufesenque, large
Loeschcke (Haltern) 8 cup, 2g, c. AD 10-30. Conjoins
larger sherd from Context 4.

Context 81-38

Body, SG La Graufesenque, large Drag. 24/25 cup, 2g, c.
AD 40-60. This is a thick-walled vessel with a pronounced
bead between the junction of the lower and upper wall.
High fired with a good quality slip finish. This small
sherd is in good condition.
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Context 81-42

Body, either Italian ‘Arretine’ (perhaps from Pozzuoli)
or possibly very early SG La Graufesenque, probably
from a large Loeschcke (Haltern) 8 cup, 3g, c. AD 10-30.
Fabric and slip suggest this is likely to be from the same
vessel as that represented in Contexts 4 and 37, with the
wall thickness also the same. Surfaces are ultra-smooth.
The sherd is in good condition.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, platter, 2g, c. AD 25-40/45.
From the floor of a thin platter. The slip is a matt cherry
red.

Context 81-44
Archive designation: Sherd B

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Ritt. 5 cup, 3g, ¢. AD 15/20-
40. Prominent bead at carination. Moderately abraded.

Archive designation: Sherd A

Rim, SG La Graufesenque, small Drag. 27 cup, RE: 0.08,
Diam. 80mm, 1g, c. AD 30-50. The rim is flat at its apex
indicative of early examples of this form type. Thin-
walled. Moderately abraded.

Context 81-51
Archive designation: Sherds B

Two non-conjoining body sherds, either Italian
‘Arretine’ or SG La Graufesenque, large Ritt. 5 (Loeschcke
(Haltern) 8 or 10) cup, 9g, c. AD 20-40. Almost certainly
from the same vessel. The larger sherd has a partially
completed drilled hole, initiated from both sides,
presumably for repair, but this is at an edge of the
sherd (with half the hole represented) suggesting the
sherd broke further at the time of drilling as the hole
appears not to have been completed; diam. c. 5mm. The
sherds are in a good state of preservation. The large
Loeschcke (Haltern) 8 cup represented in Contexts 4, 37
and 42 has a similar slip and likewise has been drilled
for repair. However, that appears to be a different vessel
from the one represented here as the fabric differs in
detail while the vessel wall is consistently thinner. As
with the vessel represented in Contexts 4, 37 and 42 this
cup is ultra-smooth and taking the surface finish into
consideration, these two vessels are likely to be part of
the same production batch.

Archive designation: Sherd A
Rim, SG La Graufesenque, very small Drag. 24/25 cup,

RE: 0.06, Diam. 70mm, 1g, c. AD 30-50. Good quality
fabric and slip. A small sherd with some abrasion.

Context 81-56

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 17 (cf. Oswald and Pryce
1920: pl. LXII, no. 7), 1g, c. AD 15-35. Approximately
vertical wall, markedly thin; pale calcareous fabric with
thin matt slip. Partly abraded.
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Context 81-59

Body, SG La Graufesenque, form not identifiable, 1g, c.
AD 40-70. Hard, high fired, fabric with a cherry red gloss
slip, somewhat dull.

Context 81-78

Rim sherd and three body sherds, none conjoining,
probably all from the same vessel, SG La Graufesenque,
Drag. 15/17 platter, RE: c. 0.04, Diam. uncertain, l4g,
c. AD 20/25-40. The rim sherd includes part of the
upper wall: the rim is rather pointed and while there
is an interior groove below the rim the outer wall is not
featured but straight and so the sherd is from a variant
of (what becomes) the standardized form, with some
resemblance to an example from this source recovered
at Fishbourne (Dannell 1971: fig. 123 no. 43). There is a
faint double groove above the position of the footring.
The slip is somewhat matt, red-brown and of good
quality. All four sherds are somewhat abraded.

Two non-conjoining body sherds, probably from the
same vessel, SG La Graufesenque, probably from a large
platter or plate, 9g, c. AD 30-50. These items are from
the floor of the vessel. Sherd thickness, fabric and slip
suggest these two sherds are likely to be from the same
vessel. These sherds are similar in scale to those from
Context 28 but that vessel was somewhat thicker still.
Both sherds are somewhat abraded.

Context 81-81

Seven conjoining rim sherds, SG La Graufesenque,
Drag. 15/17 platter, RE: 0.99, Diam. 170mm, 74g, c.
AD 30-50. The wall is steep. The orange-brown slip is

35

2.3

good quality. These sherds essentially represent the
complete rim and wall of the vessel, with the floor
and base not at all represented; there is no evidence
of sawing or chipping/clipping so the vessel may
simply have failed at the junction of the floor and the
wall (the former may have fallen out on a fracture
line, which is a phenomenon occasionally observed
with this and other pottery types). Somewhat
abraded. (Different vessel from that represented in
Context 78).

Unstratified: from Spoil heap

Rim, ‘Arretine’, may be Italian from Pisa, probably a
large cup of Loeschcke (Haltern) type 8 or possibly from
a platter Loeschcke (Haltern) 2 (cf. Conspectus 18 or 22),
RE: c. 0.03, Diam. uncertain, 1g, c. AD 5-30. Judging from
the fabric and rouletting this is evidently a different
vessel from that represented by the sherds from 1981
Context 18. (The fabric is too good to be from Lyon).
(Figure 6.9: no. 8).

Unstratified

Body, ‘Arretine’ probably from Pisa, possibly early SG
La Graufesenque, from a decorated bowl, probably
Drag. 11 or 29, 1g, c. AD 15-35. The sherd is a flake
from an exterior surface and is abraded. Two raised
arcing ridges appear to be from vegetal tendrils/scroll
design. The fabric is pinkish yellow and the slip a glossy
brown. (Different vessel from the sherd specified as
‘Unstratified: from the Spoil heap’).

Rim, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 (or similar)
platter, RE: c. 0.02, Diam. uncertain, 1g, c. AD 15-40. This
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Figure 6.11. Graph plotting the frequency of the terra sigillata from 1979-81 by calendar years. (The plot converts the date ranges
of the individual items (Table 6.17) into values, with the curve showing the aggregate values per year. A minor smoothing
function has been applied to off-set the ‘cat’s ears’ peak effect of data overlap at the years AD 30 and AD 40).

245



A BIOGRAPHY OF POWER

Figure 6.12. Examples of drilled rivet holes, with some in situ rivets, amongst the terra sigillata assemblage from 1979-

81.1-1979 Context 18, large platter; 2-1979 Context 18, Ritt. 8; 3 - 1979 Context 18, Drag. 15/17; 4 - 1981 Context 1,

Drag. 15/17; 5 - 1981 Context 4 Loeschcke 8; 6 - 1981 Unstratified, Drag. 15/17. See Catalogue for full details. (Photos:
Lloyd Bosworth, University of Kent).

0 Icm
| I U

Figure 6.13. Decorated sherds from a Drag. 11 or Drag. 29, 1981 Context 3 Sherd A and 1981 Context 21 Sherd(s) C.
See Catalogue for full details. (Photos: Lloyd Bosworth, University of Kent).
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is a thin-walled item, with apparent steep wall. A high
quality gloss slip is distinctive.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, probably from a platter, 1g,
¢. AD 20-40. The sherd comes from the floor of a platter
from within the footring; the original underside surface
is intact but only a small area of the original upper
surface survives here and that includes nothing of the
stamp. The platter was comparatively thin. The slip is a
matt deep red.

Rim, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter, RE:
0.04, Diam, c. 170mm, 6g, c. AD 25/30-45. The wall is
very steep and straight indicating an early example
of this form type. A complete drilled rivet hole with
a diam. of 3mm occurs adjacent to a break; there
is no presence of lead. Evidently Small Find 17. A
photograph showing the repair hole is included in
Figure 6.12: no. 6.

Base, SG La Graufesenque, probably from a platter, BE:
0. 08, Diam. 70mm, 1g, c. AD 30-45. Thin cherry red slip,
quite high fired.

Body, SG La Graufesenque, probably from a platter
of form Drag. 15/17 or 18, 1g, c. AD 30-55. Pink fabric
with matt dark cherry red slip. From the vessel floor.
Part of a drilled hole for repair via riveting occurs; the
sherd is broken across the hole with approximately
one third extant on this sherd; it is not waisted but
narrows to the interior side; it was probably ¢. 3mm
in diameter,

Other terra sigillata sherds from Bagendon held by
Cirencester Museum

The location of discovery of these sherds is unknown
but is likely to derive from the pipe trenches inserted in
the 1980s without formal archaeological investigation.

Sherd from ‘Pipe Trench’ at Bagendon in 1983

Body, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter, 2g, c. AD
30-55. Fine quality gloss slip and fabric; comparatively
thin-walled. Slight abrasion.

‘B1977/[... 7 ...] 16. CB. 1974 S2 2’ the latter in a triangle

Rim, perhaps SG La Graufesenque, small Drag. 18 platter,
RE: 0.16, Diam. ¢. 120mm, 5g, c¢. AD 30-55. Lightly incised
groove below exterior of denuded bead rim. Rim very
worn down and surfaces largely excoriated with little
slip surviving; generally abraded. Either lightly burnt or
stained though deposition or association at some stage
with sooty material: consistent grey discolouration
throughout. Evidently this sherd has been subject to
some pronounced processes.
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Discussion
The general composition of the 1979-81 assemblage

A total of 112 sherds of terra sigillata were
forthcoming from the excavation of 1979-81 (Table
6.16); two other sherds from Bagendon from around
this time are also catalogued giving a total of 114
sherds from approximately 86 vessels. All the
material dates to the early and middle first century
AD and the large majority of vessels are of types
dating to the pre-Claudian period. Accordingly, this
is highly significant material for understanding
the chronology of Bagendon, its identity and the
connections of its community in the period before c.
AD 43. Very few locations in Britain have terra sigillata
of this early date in quantity and so the assemblage
reconfirms the conventional narrative that Bagendon
be considered alongside Camulodunum, Canterbury,
Fishbourne, Silchester and Verulamium in discussions
around the development of major sites of this period
in southern Britain. In terms of date, form types
and range, this material is similar to that from the
earlier excavations of Clifford (see above). However,
in this case there are more sources represented
and some vessels of notably early date. This could
reflect differences in the activities and consumption
patterns, and so forth, between the areas examined
by Clifford and the 1979-81 trenches, but perhaps
not too much should be made of these as differences
in sample size may be significant and because only
sherds from early deposits relating to the work of
Clifford were reviewed (cf. above).

Hull, in assessing the terra sigillata from Clifford’s
trenches, was struck by how fragmented the material
was (Hull 1961a: 202). That may be explained, in
addition to the fine and thin-walled nature of these
items, by the fact they mainly came from roadside
ditches at Site B, so could have been shattered by
‘traffic’ enroute, as it were, to their resting place in the
ditch fillings. The sigillata from 1980 is likewise in an
advanced state of fragmentation, comprising mainly
of what Hull would have described as ‘chips’. The
sigillata from 1979 and 1981 is also quite fragmented
but less emphatically so. The fragments are widely
spread and there are few cases of cross-joins or of
the same vessel being represented by sherds in
different contexts, so this material is secondary in
the contexts from which it was collected and it is
therefore likely to be a representative ensemble of
the wider assemblage in use at this general location.
Despite this taphonomic character the sherds are
otherwise in a good state of preservation; slips have
survived well in evidently passive soil environments.
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Table 6.16. Terra sigillata from Bagendon 1979-81 The chronology of the terra sigillata from 1979-81

= ;5 w The nuances of form, detail, fabric and gloss slip enable
o 5 . - = 5 sherds of this material to be quite closely dated. This is
2 E 'g ®E g = e 8 assisted by the fact that the terra sigillata phenomenon
2 Z < z b 23 z 2 was developing rapidly through these decades in terms
1979 71 115 0.40 18 of sources, shapes and in the execution of formal detail.
1950 13 20 0.13 12 As regards dates for the present material, the sherds
: from the three trenches show a consistent pattern

1981 78 389 1.85 54
(Table 6.17). There are several vessels that could be
Other 2 7 0.16 2 Augustan arrivals but none is necessarily of that
Totals: 114 531 2.54 86 period as the date ranges of these pieces all span the

early Tiberian period (seventeen vessels (20%) have

Table 6.17. The dat f the individual Terra sigillat . .
avle ¢ cate ratiges o e nclvidua® Terra sigtiata date ranges starting prior to c. AD 20). Some 23 vessels

vessels (27%) have date ranges that lie within the period c¢. AD
Years/Season | 1979 1980 1981 Other 20-45, and none have start dates after AD 40. In other
1-30 1 1 words the entire assemblage could be pre-conquest, in
530 1 line with the chronology of the sigillata from Clifford’s
5/10-35 1 excavations (see above).
10-30 ! Figure 6.11 illustrates the frequency of the sigillata by
10/15-35 1 date. This plot converts the date range of each sherd
15-30 1 1 into a value by dividing the number of cases per date
15-35 3 range by the length of the date range period. The
15-35/40 1 cumulative values per calendar year are plotted in this
15-40 2 graph. Whilst dating archaeological pottery sherds has
15/20-40 2 1 an inherently ‘fuzzy’ aspect, the picture provided by
2040 5 6 the graph shows the general overall trend, and happens
20-40/45 ) ) Fo follow a normal d1str1but10n‘ curve. The graph
illustrates the strong presence of sigillata dating to the
20-50 2 1 2 period c. AD 20-40, in other words, of Tiberian date. It
20/25-35 1 may have been arriving around the start of that period
20/25-40 1 or slightly later. The greatest frequency is in the AD
20/25-40/45 2 30s and thereafter there is a consistent decline; indeed
20/25-45 1 c. AD 40-43 sees a marked decline and this becomes
25-40 1 emphatic. The early 40s could have witnessed the end
25-40/45 1 of arrivals of sigillata at the site.
25-45 1 . . . . .
With a comparatively high proportion of repaired
25-50 1 1 sigillata, evident from the rivets and rivet holes (Table
25/30-45 1 6.21 and Figure 6.12) it might be wondered when such
25/30-50 1 repair occurred and the impact this had in prolonging
30-45 1 the life-span of the vessels. Were they curated into
30-50 1 8 the Claudian era? An argument against that is the
30-55 2 2 almost complete absence of items dating to after c.
30-55/60 1 AD 40 when, indeed, samian would otherwise have
3060 1 5 1 become more readily available in Britain following the
Claudian invasion. An intriguing question is whether
30/35-55 1 the sigillata arrived repaired. Was it the stock or
35-45 1 possession of a person or persons coming to the site
35-50 1 who brought an ‘in use’ assemblage with them? An
35-55 1 1 argument against that is the evident repairing too of
35-60 4 2 2 approximately contemporary Gallo-Belgic imports (see
35/40-60 3 above) suggesting that repair happened at Bagendon or
40-60 1 1 1 nearby, undertaken by a person or persons skilled and
1070 1 well-rehearsed in the practice (cf. Willis 2005: Section
11; cf. Wild 2013); they may well have been a local
40/45-60 1

craftsperson. The Catalogue records the diameters of
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the drilled holes. The drilling was typically from both
sides and carefully executed to ensure an ‘hour-glass’
profile; that is to say the holes had a ‘waist’ to hold
the lead filling in place, whereas a straight cylindrical
drill hole could lead to loosening and slipping. Hole
diameters might relate closely to thicknesses of the
pieces being repaired, though the evidence here
suggests there was a normal standard width.

The composition of the assemblage by source and form

The items from 1979 include a Ritt. 5 cup from Pisa
and a Drag. 17 from Montans. The former dates to the
later Augustan to early Tiberian period and the later
is essentially Tiberian. Otherwise the sherds are in
early La Graufesenque fabrics. In terms of forms there
are seven cups and nine platters present (Table 6.18).
The sherds from 1980 include another vessel likely to
be from Montans, of Tiberian to early Claudian range.
There are two vessels in early Lezoux fabric (LEZ SA1),
one of which dates to no later than c. AD 30. Again La
Graufesenque products form the majority of the vessels
represented. Cups out-number platters 6:3 (Table 6.19).

The larger group from 1981 includes eight vessels of
Italian or likely Italian manufacture from Arezzo, Pisa
and Pozzuoli. Most sherds are firmly attributable to
specific source, but in some instances the ascription
to source is probable rather than definite, as fabrics
and slips of this period, even under x30 magnification,
can occasionally resemble other sources and scientific
analysis would be needed to attempt further
discrimination. It might be borne in mind that these
production centres were aiming at close similarity

Table 6.18. Terra sigillata from Bagendon 1979 by source and

in appearance and were specifically located where
clay sources were suitable in terms of characteristics
to enable emulation. These expert potters perfected
imitation and hence an attribution to source may
sometimes be probable rather than exact. Cases in point
here include a Loeschcke 8 (Ritt. 5) cup from context
18 that may be from Pisa or Lyon and examples from
context 2 where sherds from Drag. 15/17 platters are
more likely from La Graufesenque but could possibly
be from Montans (see Catalogue). Lyon is certainly
represented amongst this group with a Loeschcke 1
platter from context 1 dating to no later than c. AD
30. Two vessels of early Lezoux ware in distinctive
micaceous fabric are present. Again the majority of the
vessels (80%) are likely to be from La Graufesenque.
Turning to forms, amongst this group, again the great
majority of forms represented are cups and platters and
in this case platters are heavily dominant: with the ratio
of 14:35 in favour of platters. Two decorated vessels are
present and one vessel that may be from a bowl, if not
a cup. There are size differences within these classes
and so a range of functional possibilities will have been
available to users. The sherds from a Drag. 11 crater
(or possibly this is an early Drag. 29 bowl) display a
leafy scroll characteristic of the Tiberian to very early
Claudian period (Figures 6.9. no.4 and 6.13).

Amongst these three groups from 1979-1981 La
Graufesenque accounts for 80-90% of the vessels
represented. The items from Italy and Lyon are likely
to be amongst the earliest vessels represented, and
perhaps amongst early arrivals. The mechanisms and
arrangement of sigillata distribution, however, were
complex, and groups with mixed sources are normal for
the late Augustan to Tiberian era (Dannell 1971; Dannell
1977: 229; Bird and Dickinson 2000). The ‘mixing’ may
have occurred at various points in collection, despatch

form type and transit, or represent distinct separate batches

Source: . G G over time. What is striking is the absence of high-

Form: Italian Montans | La Grauf. -
Table 6.19. Terra sigillata from Bagendon 1980 by source and
Decorated Bowls form type
Indeterminate 1
Source: SG SGLa Early

Cups Form: Montans Grauf. Lezoux
Ritt. 5 1 1 Cups
Ritt. 8 1 Ritt. 5 1 1
Drag. 25 1 Drag. 24/25 1
Drag. 27 3 Drag. 27 1 1
Platters Indeterminate 1
Drag. 17 1 Platters
Drag. 15/17 3 Drag. 18 1
Indeterminate 5 Indeterminate 1 1
Form not identifiable 1 Form not identifiable 3
Totals 1 1 16 Totals 1 9 2
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fired harder and thicker high gloss finish vessels so
characteristic of Claudian and Neronian assemblages (cf.
Dannell 1977: 231). Some Claudio-Neronian samian was
evidently present amongst the material from Clifford’s
trenches (Hull 1961a: 202-3) but not from the 1979-81
investigations. By contrast at the forum-basilica site at
Silchester there is continuity in supply and consumption
through from ¢, AD 30 to AD 55 (Bird and Dickinson 2000:
186), that is, bridging the conquest period.

The significance of the terra sigillata at Bagendon

The terra sigillata from the Clifford investigations and
from the work at the site some forty years ago is special
in providing insight to dates, contacts, and practice;
to this extent it is valuable archaeological evidence.
Indeed, it stands amongst the most important early
sigillata excavated in Britain, just as Bird states of
similar finds in her opening line reporting the sigillata
from Silchester (cf. Bird and Dickinson 2000: 183). It
was evidently considered special material at the time,
warranting ownership marking and investment in
careful repair.

Groups of pre-conquest terra sigillata are known from
several sites in Britain, typically at locations with
indications of scale and status, such as Camulodunum,
Silchester, Canterbury, Fishbourne, Old Sleaford,
Leicester and Stanwick. It occurs elsewhere, but rarely,
as at Foxton near Cambridge, where 24 vessels of pre-
conquest or potentially pre-conquest date are recorded
at a site that warrants further investigation (Willis
2017). With so little of the Bagendon complex explored
by excavation, it is apparent that there is much more
to learn about the presence of this fine tableware at
the site. That said there is a fairly consistent picture
emergent from the samples to hand. As documented
above some material may represent Augustan arrivals
but the large majority has a date range within or
spanning the Tiberian period with no firm reason to see
anything much arriving after c. AD 40. Whilst decorated
vessels are rare in this period of production (e.g. Hull
1961a: 203) their rarity at Bagendon may suggest
this material does not represent a top-quality gift or
diplomatic nicety supplied by the Roman state, as may
be argued for with the extraordinary decorated wares
present at Stanwick in pre-conquest levels (Haselgrove
2016). On the face of it this is plain ware for elite fine
dining, but possibly not for the highest echelon. One
might think that nonetheless the sigillata forms part of
a wider suite that included silver vessels and containers
as its top ‘show-pieces’, now long since melted for re-
purpose (an explanation perhaps for the surprisingly
ordinary samian assemblage from the palace levels of
the early Roman era at Fishbourne (Willis 2005: 7.3.9)).
This might be termed a ‘known unknown’.
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Intriguing questions also surround the early sigillata
from Fishbourne (Dannell 1971; 2003; 2006). The more
recent material from that site shows remarkable
Augustan material present in quantity and then a two
decade gap through the Tiberian period at least at the
location ‘facing the palace’ (Dannell 2006, 86), exactly
when supply to Bagendon was at its height. On current
evidence it would appear that Camulodunum, Silchester
and Canterbury, in addition to Fishbourne, were in
receipt to sigillata somewhat earlier than Bagendon on
the basis of typology and closed groups (Bird 1995: 772-
3; Bird and Dickinson 2000; 185; Hull 1961a: 209), though
one notes that further exploration at Bagendon could
qualify this picture. Certainly this material travelled a
long way to Bagendon, much of that journey overland.
Was this via Fishbourne, Silchester or Camulodunum?
Hull, suitably, implied it was too soon to tell given the
partial picture to hand (Hull 1961a: 211). What we do
know is that, firstly, sites that by various indicators
appear to be significant centres in the Late Iron Age,
and the people who resided there, in a range of cases
exerted a gravitational pull: commodities moved great
distance to these centres; explaining the push-pull
factors involved is the interpretation of the factual
record. Secondly, on the basis of the samples available it
is apparent that no simple model of redistribution from
an import node can be convincingly forwarded: sites had
their own configuration of such imports, not sub-sets of
material forwarded from other centres in Britain. More
work is needed on these aspects but presently one might
suggest that given these centres had their own ceramic
configurations arrivals of imports were not standardized
whether they were direct with a continental source, or
more piecemeal. On the evidence of the sigillata there
may be some grounds for speculating a Roman military
connection at Bagendon given that at this time this
fineware had the Roman military (on the Continent) as
one of its main consumers. This may explain the graffito
from Clifford’s excavations (discussed above) and the
repaired pieces, yet there seems little other indication
of a pre-conquest Roman military presence at Bagendon.
Elsewhere I have drawn attention to the almost mutually
exclusive consumption patterns of major sites in eastern
England in the decades immediately following the
conquest: those with Iron Age origins, that continue,
have a strong Gallo-Belgic ceramic component, those
with a Roman military presence have sigillata fineware
and little Gallo-Belgic material (Willis 1997). This points
to different traditions, consumption patterns and supply
systems existing at the same time. The pre-conquest
finewares at Bagendon include both sigillata and Gallo-
Belgic ware in fair quantities. Could the explanation be
that some individuals at the site had closer connections
with the Roman empire and its customs and material
culture than others, such as, as mentioned above, people
returning from spells of time spent within the empire?
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Table 6.20. Terra sigillata from Bagendon 1981 by source and form type

Form: Source: Italian Lyon Mofl(t;ans La (?fauf. Early Lezoux
Decorated Bowls

Drag. 11 or 29 1 1

Drag. 30 1

Cups

Ritt. 5 / Loes. 8 4 1 1
Drag. 24/25 4

Drag. 27 2

Indeterminate 2

Cup or Bowl

Indeterminate 1

Platters

Loeschcke 1 1

Loeschcke 2 1

Ritterling 1 1

Drag. 17 1 3

Drag. 15/17 11

Drag. 15/17 or 18 1

Drag. 18 5

Indeterminate 1 9 1
Form not identifiable 1

Totals 8 1 0 43 2

Table 6.21. Incidence of repaired terra sigillata vessels (via lead riveting) amongst the Clifford 1954-56 and the 1979-81

assemblages
Excavation / Context | Vessel form repaired Date of vessel Rivet hole diameter and details
Clifford Site B Period IA | Platter, Drag. 18 ¢. AD 15-35 2x 4'5.m 11, Narrowing sl}ghtly by the underside;
one with a lead plug in situ.
Clifford Site B Period IIB | Cup, Drag. 24/25 Iggltﬂslf ﬁaﬁ ed; South “Rivet hole” (Hull 1961, 207)
Chfford.51te B Period Cup, Drag. 27 Not Specified “Repaired with rivets” (Hull 1961, 207)
uncertain
1979 Context 18 Large platter c. AD 35-45 1 X 3mm
1979 Context 18 Cup, Ritt. 8 c. AD 35-55 1 x waisted c. 3mm
1979 Context 18 Platter, Drag. 15/17 c. AD 35-60 1 x 3mmy; lead plug in situ
1981 Context 1 Platter, Drag. 15/17 c. AD 25-40 1 waisted 3 x 5mm; another with lead plug 3mm
1981 Context 2 Platter, Drag. 18 ¢. AD 30-50 1 X not measurable
1981 Context 2 Platter, Drag. 15/17 c. AD 30-60 1 x waisted with lead traces
1981 Context 4 Cup, Loeschcke 8 (Ritt.5) | c. AD 10-30 1 x waisted c. 5mm
1981 Context 6 Platter, Drag. 17 c. AD 20-40 1 x not measurable
1981 Context 51 Cup, Loeschcke 8, Ritt. 5 | c. AD 20-40 1 x drilling not completed? c. 5mm
1981 Unstratified Platter, Drag. 15/17 or 18 | c. AD 30-55 1 x 3mm, narrowing
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Terra sigillata from the 2014 and 2015 excavations
Introduction

Atotal of 78 sherds of samian ware pottery (terrasigillata)
weighing 495grams and with an EVE total (by rim
equivalent) of 1.49 were recovered during the 2014-15
excavations (see catalogue). Approximately 59 vessels
are represented. The sherds were from three sources:
La Graufesenque and Montans in southern Gaul and
Lezoux in central Gaul (there is no East Gaulish samian
ware and so nothing in terms of samian was arriving
after c. AD 200). The supply spans the period c. AD 20-200
by date range though it is likely that the samian arrived
and was in use at this site only following the Roman
conquest, with the bulk of the early samian dating to
after c. AD 40. The sherds came mainly from Trenches
5 and 6. Trench 3 yielded three sherds from three
contexts, Trench 5 49 sherds from thirteen contexts
and Trench 6 some 26 sherds from five contexts. A
characteristic of this assemblage is its advanced state
of fragmentation, with a particularly low average sherd
weight; that many sherds are tiny imposes some limits
upon identification. It is possible that some of the
entries below listed separately could be from a vessel
otherwise listed although care was taken to check and
ensure the entries relate to separate vessels, as far as
this can be discerned from sherd characteristics. Whilst
sherds are small this is an index of the care taken in
excavation and recovery; there was evidently diligent
collection during the excavation as many of the pieces
are very small and of a size that would lead to their
being missed if the method of context excavation had
occurred with less care.

Date range and sources

Full details of the sources and dates etc. are provided
in the catalogue where each item is listed; a summary
of the dates of the vessels represented is given in Table
6.22. The dates ascribed to the vessels are the dates
for stratified deposits wherein like items are most
frequently found (cf. Willis 2008). It is well known
that samian vessels were particularly curated by their
owners and therefore often had a longer life that other
ceramics, hence some losses through the third century
of items most typically seen in second century contexts
is often to be anticipated.

Of the three sherds from Trench 3 (at Cutham) one
was potentially the earliest sherd of the 2014-5 samian
assemblage, coming from a Drag. 17 platter or Drag. 22
dish, that could possibly be a pre-Claudian arrival. The
other two items from Trench 3 are from Lezoux and date
to the second century AD (c. 120-200). Unfortunately,
closer dating was not possible given these three vessels
were represented by very small sherds.
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Table 6.22: The samian ware from the 2014-15 excavations by

date
Date (AD) N‘\‘/’;ﬁif:f Era
Trench 3
20-100 1 Tiberian - Flavian
120-200 2 Hadrianic - Antonine
Trench 5
40-80 1 Claudian - early Flavian
40-100 4 Claudian - Flavian
45-100 1 Claudian - Flavian
70-100 1 Flavian
120-140 1 Hadrianic
120-145 1 Hadrianic - early Antonine
120-150 3 Hadrianic - early Antonine
120-160 1 Hadrianic - early Antonine
120-200 15 Hadrianic - Antonine
130-200 3 Later Hadrianic - Antonine
140-200 1 Antonine
150-200 4 Antonine
160-200 2 Mid-Late Antonine
Trench 6
40-75 1 Claudian - early Flavian
40-100 2 Claudian - Flavian
65-100 1 Late Neronian - Flavian
120-150 2 Hadrianic - early Antonine
120-200 9 Hadrianic - Antonine
150-200 1 Antonine
160-200 1 Mid-late Antonine

The samian from Trench 5 includes both South and
Central Gaulish wares. The South Gaulish material
is post-conquest with seven vessels dating to the
period c. AD 40-100, with the ware notably, though not
exclusively, present in context 5035. Of the 31 vessels
from Lezoux dating to the second century there are
both earlier products and later products showing a
period of steady supply and consumption in the second
century.

The samian items from Trench 6 include four vessels of
first century South Gaulish ware from La Graufesenque
spanning the period c. AD 40-100, as was the case
with Trench 5. All five south Gaulish items come from
context 6017 although this also produced two second
century pieces. There is a further South Gaulish
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item but this is from Montans and of second century
date. The remaining items are second century and
amongst these the five most chronologically distinct
items comprise three dating to the first half of the
second century and two to the latter half, so there is
no apparent chronological emphasis. In the round the
chronological picture with the samian from Trench 6 is
closely consistent with that from Trench 5.

That there is no early sigillata present amongst the
assemblage is significant given that other sites in the
Bagendon complex have yielded amounts of Arretine
and other north Italian and early South Gaulish
products of Claudian and particularly pre-Claudian
date. Overall, the evidence from these trenches points
to a supply and consumption of samian in the second
half of the first century at a modest level. This may
have begun in the Neronian period but certainly by

the early Flavian period on the basis of the typological
information. There is no samian from the Central
Gaulish Les Martres-de-Veyre industry but these early
second century products are generally rarer than those
from La Graufesenque and Lezoux so this is not entirely
surprising. A strong showing by Lezoux products
amongst the assemblage is typical for a rural site in
Roman Britain and those items that can be dated most
precisely suggest a steady supply to the site through
the Hadrianic to Antonine period (c. AD 120-200).
The ratio of first century to second century items at
both Trenches 5 and 6 is around 1:4. There is no East
Gaulish ware of later second or third century date and
whilst this source is more rarely represented at sites in
Roman Britain its complete absence could be taken as
indicating an end of supply or occupation around the
end of the second century at least from the viewpoint of
the samian evidence. There may be evidence too within

Table 6.23: The samian ware from the 2014-15 excavations by source and form

Source: SGLa SG Montans | CG Lezoux Source: SGLa SG Montans | CG Lezoux
Form: Graufesenque Form: Graufesenque
Trench 3 Dish or Platter
Platter or Dish Undiagnostic 1
Drag 17 or 1 Platters
Drag 22
Drag 15/17 3
Sub-totals 1
Sub-totals 6 24
Not identifiable 2
fi Not Identifiable 1 7
Totals 1 ) Total
Trench 3 otals
Trench 5 7 31
Trench 5
Trench 6
Cups
Cups
Drag 27 1 2
Drag 27 1 1
Drag 33 3
Drag 33 1 2
Undiagnostic 2 . .
Undiagnostic 1
Plain Bowls 3
Plain Bowls
Drag 31R 2
Drag 31R ‘ ‘ ‘ 1
Drag 38 3
Dec Bowls
Curle 23 1
Drag 29 ‘ 1 ‘ ‘
Decorated Bowls -
Dishes
Drag 29 or 37 1
Drag 30 or 37 1 Drag 18/31 !
Drag 18/31
D 37 2
rag or 31 1
Bowl or Dish Drag 31 1
Undiagnostic ‘ 1 Sub-totals 3 1 7
Dishes Not 1 6
Drag 18/31 3 Identifiable
Drag 18/31 1 Totals Trench 4 1 -
or 31 6
Drag 31 3 All Trenches 12 1 46
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the Central Gaulish Lezoux component of a significant
tail-off of occupation (or more directly, supply, that
may reflect site occupation trends). This is hinted at by
the fact that whilst most rural sites occupied through
the second century in Roman Britain tend to have more
samian of Antonine than earlier date by some margin
this is not the case here. Whilst numbers are small (and
given that a range of items ascribed only a date of AD.
120-200 may mask chorological actualities), of the most
date-diagnostic pieces there occurs at Trenches 5 and
6 an almost even ratio of earlier to later Lezoux vessels
of 9:8, in slight favour of the material that pre-dates the
mid-Antonine period (cf. Table 6.22).

The composition by form type

The samian recovered from Trenches 3, 5 and 6 includes
a range of plain forms together with some decorated
bowls (Table 6.23). Previous studies have shown that
the proportion of decorated vessels within a site samian
assemblage can be an index of the status of a site (Willis
2005: Section 7.3). Of the thirty vessels diagnostic of
form from Trench 5 only four are from decorated types
resulting in a low percentage tally for decorated items
of 13%. This is a fairly low figure by any comparison and
might suggest a basic level rural settlement, although
the percentage is not unparalleled amongst Romano-
British villas and other rural sites of some standing
(cf. willis 2005: table 35). Eight of the diagnostic
vessels from Trench 5 are cups accounting for c. 27%
of the identifiable forms from the Trench which is a
comparatively high frequency (cf. Willis 2005). Only
eleven vessels from Trench 6 are diagnostic of form.
With such a small total it is not possible to draw any
conclusions though it is of note that only one decorated
bowl is present showing therefore a similar infrequency
to that seen with the sample from Trench 5. More than
half of the vessels represented are cups, also reflecting
a trend seen amongst the Trench 5 group. Otherwise
the overall form range from the three trenches is not
especially remarkable and no unusual forms occur
unless the platter or dish from Trench 3 is indeed
from a Drag 22. In some cases, where rims survive in
reasonable condition, wear is evident, suggesting that
vessels were heavily used, or used over a long period.

Taphonomy

The condition of the samian is apparent from some
details listed in the catalogue and in particular by the
weights of the sherds. The three samian sherds from
Trench 3 are small abraded fragments collectively
weighing 5 grams. The 49 sherds from Trench 5 have
a combined weight of 369g with an average weight
of 7.5g. Attention to the weights of individual sherds
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from this Trench shows that the majority are very
small items with several of moderate weight, bolstering
the aggregate and thereby the average; nonetheless,
the figure of 7.5g is low by most comparisons (Willis
2012: table 15; 2013: 96). The 26 sherds from Trench 6
weigh 121 grams with an average of 4.6g (though these
figures include four sherds from a Drag. 33 cup that
account for a half of the weight figure for this trench.
Clearly the samian from the 2014-15 excavations is
very broken and a number of sherds show abrasion
and flaking. Such machination may be the result of
contemporary breakage perhaps via trampling prior to
deposition and/or reworking if sherds were disturbed
in the ground, such as via constructional activities or
contemporary feature excavation; disturbance may
also have occurred subsequently though this seems less
likely. The possibility that there was wilful breakage
during the life of the site might be borne in mind.

Summary

The small assemblage of samian recovered via these
excavations shows levels of consistency across the
three Trenches yielding the material. The date of the
items suggests supply from the later part of the third
quarter of the first century AD continuing through till
the late second century. The main floruit of supply and
consumption is in the second century with the number
of first century examples being low and there being
no examples of the early second century source of Les
Martres-de-Veyre. The higher frequency of second
century Lezoux items is typical for rural sites in Britain
and amongst this material the small number of mid to
late Antonine items hints at a decline in supply, and by
inference that could mean a decline in use/habitation
at the site, before the end of the second century. The
absence of samian from eastern Gaul is noteworthy,
although there hasbeen debate as to how commonly this
ware, which is, in Britain, less frequent generally than
samian from Southern and Central Gaul, was conveyed
to western Britian and then reached rural sites when
demand amongst military and urban consumers may
have taken precedence. The chronology of the material
certainly contrasts with the early date of the sigillata
from elsewhere in the area, and equally is of a different
emphasis when compared to the samian assemblage
from The Ditches (Willis 2008). The composition by form
shows cups were a prominent component, somewhat
more so than generally with samian groups. The low
proportion of decorated forms is noticeable and may be
an indicator of a basic level community. The advanced
fragmentation of the material is likewise distinctive.
In sum therefore although the assemblage is small it
shows coherence, continuity through time and several
distinctive characteristics.
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Terra sigillata from 2014 excavations at Cutham,
Bagendon

Trench 3

Context 3000 sf 14-12

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 17 platter or
Drag. 22 dish, 1 g, c. AD 20-100. Insufficient of the vessel
is represented to be more certain as to the specific form.
From the wall/floor junction; fairly soft and abraded,

with the underside of the floor flaked off.

Context 3080

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable,1g, c. AD
120-200. Soft and abraded.

Context U/S over 3070

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable, but
possibly from a Drag. 37 bowl, 3g, c. AD 120-200. Abraded.

Terra sigillata from 2015 excavations at Black
Grove, Bagendon

Trench 5

Context 5001

Rim sherd, CG Lezoux, probably Drag. 18/31 dish, or 31
dish, 1g, Diam. c. 140mm, RE: 0.05, c. AD 120-200. The
exterior face of the sherd is missing.

Base sherd, CG Lezoux, from a bowl or dish, 2g, Diam.
100m, BE: 0.07, c. AD 120-200.

Context 5003

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, probably Drag. 38 bowl, 3g, c. AD
130-200. From the flange of the vessel.

Rim sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 31R bowl, 4g, Diam. c.
210mm, RE: c. 0.04, c. AD 160-200.

Context 5004

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, probably Drag. 37 bowl, 9g, c. AD
120-200. Burnt. Thick sherd from the vessel floor.

Rim sherd, CG Lezoux, Curle 23 bowl, 8g, Diam. c.
200mm, RE: 0.05, c¢. AD 120-200.

Two non-conjoining body sherds, CG Lezoux, form not
identifiable, 2g (1g and 1g), c. AD 120-200. Possibly from
the Drag. 38 bowl represented in this context. Abraded.
Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable,1g, c. AD
120-200. Soft and abraded. From the underside of a
vessel floor.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable,1g, c. AD
120-200. Soft and abraded.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, probably Drag. 38 bowl, 3g, c. AD
130-200. From the flange of the vessel. Abraded.

Base sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 30 or 37 bowl, 29g, Diam.
84 mm, BE: 0.31, ¢. AD 140-200. Very thick vessel.
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Two conjoining base sherds, CG Lezoux, Drag. 31 dish,
23 g (15g and 8g), Diam. 90mm, BE: 0.24, c. AD 150-
200. The interior of the footring is slipped only up to
the floor, which was never covered in slip. Two partial
fingerprints occur on the exterior of the footring.

Rim sherd and body sherd not certainly from the same
vessel but probably so, CG. Lezoux, Drag. 31R bowl, 13g
(7g and 6g), Diam, 190 mm, RE: 0.06, c. AD 160-200.

Context 5014

Rim sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 31 dish, 33g, Diam. 210mm,
RE: 0.05, c. AD 150-200. Same vessel as that represented
in context 5017. Worn rim. A rather large Drag. 31.

Context 5017

Base sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable,1g, Diam. c.
110 mm, BE: c. 0.04, c. AD 120-200. A flake from the outer
wall of a footring.

Two rim sherds and two body sherds all conjoining,
plus a body sherd probably from the same vessel, CG
Lezoux, Drag. 31 dish, 52g, (20g, 16g, 12g, 3g and 1g),
Diam. 210 mm, RE: 0.11, ¢. AD 150-200. Same vessel as
that represented in context 5014. Worn rim.

Context 5018

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, probably from a cup, 1g, c. AD
120-140.

Rim sherd, base sherd and body sherd probably from
the same vessel, CG Lezoux, Drag. 27 cup, 4 g (2g, 1g and
1g), rim Diam. 100 mm, RE: 0.06, base Diam. 70 mm, BE:
0.16, c. AD 120-160.

Context 5024

Rim sherd, CG Lezoux, large Drag. 33 cup, 68g, Diam. 140
mm, RE: 0.27, ¢. AD 120-200 (probably 150-200).

Base sherd, CG Lezoux, small cup, precise form not
identifiable, 1g, Diam. 35 mm, BE: 0.20, ¢. AD 120-200.
Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable, 1g, c. AD
120-200. This is largely a core fragment with surfaces
missing.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, probably Drag. 38 bowl, 3g, c.
AD. 130-200. From the flange of the vessel.

Base sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 31 dish, 37g, Diam.
80mm, BE: 0.24, c.AD 150-200. A part of a stamp is
present but this had not been clearly impressed,; it
may read ‘[IVISI’ or similar. The sherd has possibly
been split to be a quarter.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 37 bowl, 17g. c. AD 150-
200. The decoration, on the basis of this fragment, is
arranged in small panels with bead borders; the fringe
of a small plain double ring medallion is present,
defined below by a faint fine bead border; below this,
the lower panel has two near identical mirrored spirals,
similar to Rogers S8 and S38, horizontal, with a small
indistinct rosette as a distal terminal mask; below these
the scheme ends with two large rosettes, Rogers C21,
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placed neatly below the spirals, with a groove as a lower
border. This sherd is near to being sub-circular and
there is some probability it was roughly clipped round
to make an approximate circular shaped item. Worn
exterior.

Context 5026

Base sherd, CG Lezoux, small Drag. 33 cup, 2g, Diam. 50
mm, BE: 0.08, c. AD 120-200.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable (perhaps
from a dish), 1g, ¢. AD 120-200.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable, 1g, c. AD
120-200. Essentially a flake.

Context 5027

Two conjoining body sherds, SG La Graufesenque, form
not identifiable, though the sherds are probably from
the floor of a thick floored form, 3 g (2g and 1g), c. AD
40-100. Old break.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, small Drag. 27 cup, 1g, c. AD 120-
145.

Base sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 18/31 dish, 21g, Diam. 80
mm, BE: c. 0.01, c. AD 120-150. Burnt.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, small Drag. 33 cup, 6g, c. AD 120-
200.

Context 5029

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter,
1 g, Diam. ? ¢. 170 mm, RE: ¢. 0.035, c. AD 40-100. High
gloss finish on interior, but body finishing on exterior
is smeared. Burnt.

Context 5033

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter,1
g, c. AD 45-100.

Context 5034

Rim sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 18/31 dish, 6g, Diam.
180mm, RE: 0.05, c. AD 120-150.

Context 5035

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, small Drag,. 27 cup, 1g,
Diam. 80mm, RE: 0.07, c. AD 40-80.

Rim sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 15/17 platter, 1g,
Diam. uncertain, RE: ¢. 0.03, ¢. AD 40-100. This is a very
small sherd from the top of the rim. Different vessel
from the 15/17 in context 5029.

Base sherd, SG La Graufesenque, from a platter or dish,
form not identifiable, 1g, Diam. 80 mm, BE: c. 0.02, c. AD
40-100.

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, Drag. 29 or Drag.
37 bowl, 5g, c. AD 70-100. A small area of decoration
is represented from the lower part of the bowl; this
comprises a basal wreath with trifid small thistle type
motifs (approximating to Hermet’s Pl. 13 no. 38 but
here with the stem, if there was one, concealed and
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with the buds appearing more thistle-like), to the left,
below a thin bead border; above, a vestige of a scroll is
just discernible. A slight line defines the lower margin
of the wreath.

Rim sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 18/31 dish, 1g, Diam.
uncertain, RE: ¢. 0.03, ¢. AD 120-150.

Trench 6

Context 6004

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable, 1 g, c. AD
120-200.

Context 6006

Rim sherd, CG Lezoux, probably from a Drag. 18/31 or
31 dish, 1g, Diam. possibly 170 mm, RE: 0.03, c. AD 120-
200.

Three rim sherds (two conjoining) and a body sherd, all
from the same vessel, CG Lezoux, Drag. 33 cup, 61g, (28
g,18¢g,10¢g, and Sg), Diam. 150 mm, RE: 0.40, c¢. AD 120-
200. Three sherds are burnt.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, probably Drag. 33 cup, 2g, c.
AD 120-200. A different vessel from the other Drag. 33
represented in this context.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable, 1g, c. AD
120-200.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable, 4g, c. AD
120-200.

Three non-conjoining body sherds, probably from the
same vessel, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable, 7g (4 g, 2
g and 1g), c. AD 120-200.

Rim sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 31 dish, 8g, Diam. 190 mm,
RE: c. 0.03, c¢. AD 150-200. Burnt.

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 31R bowl, 10g, c. AD 160-
200.

Context 6009

Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable, 1g, c.
AD 120-200. Essentially a flake. The slip and fabric are
particularly red but this appears to be a Lezoux fabric
rather than Rheinzabern.

Context 6017

One rim sherd and three body sherds all from the
same vessel, (two body sherds are conjoining and the
other body sherd conjoins with the rim sherd), SG La
Graufesenque, Drag. 29 bowl, 12g (4g, 3g, 3g and 2g),
Diam. c. 186 mm, RE: 0.045, c. AD 40-75. This is a fine, thin-
walled, example of form 29. Part of the upper scheme is
represented, being a fine scroll featuring a leaf similar
to Hermet Pl. 11, upper panel, no. 8, only here it is much
sharper. All four sherds are burnt.

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, probably Drag. 33, 2g,
c. AD 40-100.

Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, form not identifiable but
perhaps from a platter, 1g, c. AD 40-100. Essentially a flake.
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Body sherd, SG La Graufesenque, probably Drag. 27 cup,
3g, ¢. AD 65-100. Essentially a flake as the inner surface

is missing.

Body sherd, SG Montans, Drag. 27cup, 3g, ¢. AD 110-150.

Pale fabric with a thin orange brown slip.
Body sherd, CG Lezoux, from a cup, 2g, c. AD 120-150.
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Body sherd, CG Lezoux, form not identifiable, 1g, c. AD
120-200. Essentially a flake.

Context 6020

Rim sherd, CG Lezoux, Drag. 18/31 dish, 1g, Diam. c.
160mm, RE: c. 0.07, ¢. AD 120-150.



Chapter 7

The Brooches

Sophia Adams

Overview

In total 115 definite brooches have been found in the
excavations within the Bagendon valley and nearby,
including those from the 1950s and 1979-81 excavations,
from Black Grove and Cutham enclosure as well as some
discovered through metal detecting (see Table 7.1). Of
these, 43 separate brooches, plus 2 uncertain fragments,
were recovered from excavations within Bagendon valley
in 1979, 1980 and 1981 (Chapter 4), as well as excavations
at nearby Black Grove in 2015 (Chapter 5). This also
includes finds made through metal detecting survey in
the 1980s and a more recent stray find in 2018. To these
canbe added the 70 brooches already published from Elsie
Clifford’s excavations in the valley (Hull 1961b); a single
find from a water pipeline at the site (Mackreth 2011),
probably from close to Clifford’s site, and a late 2nd to
early 1st century BC brooch from the Cutham enclosure
found in 2014 (see Chapter 3). This report focusses on
the 44 previously unpublished excavated and metal
detected brooch finds and fragments. These consist of 34
bow brooches, six penannulars and four plate brooches.
The bow brooches are subdivided thus: one early Late
Iron Age Type 3B; one Birdlip brooch; eight or nine
from the Rosette and Langton Down group of which five
are Léontomorphes, one is a Nertomarus, one a simple
decorated bow and one a plain bow; nine are Colchester
Types and two more are fragments of either Colchester
Types or Colchester Derivatives; eleven brooches are of
Aucissa form, several of which are missing the diagnostic
feature that separates these from Hod Hill brooches but
the remainder of the shape indicates they are probably
Aucissas. Two further fragments may derive from
decorated brooches but are too small for identification.
The four copper alloy pennanular brooches are all Type
D. Two iron penannulars are in too poor condition to
assign to a specific type. One of the plate brooches is
the earliest type from the area, this belongs to Hull
and Hawkes Group 2B (decorated brooches) and Adams
subtype 2Bb2. It dates potentially two centuries earlier
than the others. At least two of the remaining four
plate brooches are potentially of continental origin
but the typology of this brooch type is not conclusive,
particularly for the incomplete examples found here.

All the types recorded here were also represented
in the assemblage from the earlier excavations.
This is the largest and most varied collection from
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contemporary sites in the area (Table 7.1). The
excavations at neighbouring Ditches produced only
49 brooches; although all are types found at Bagendon
this only covers 7 main typological groups compared
to Bagendon’s 13. At both sites the Aucissa and Hod
Hills dominate. Although it has been possible to
separate Aucissa’s and Hod Hills at Bagendon it has
not been possible to to do so for the other sites owing
to the close connections between the two types and
the limitations of past records. The two Duntisbourne
sites: Duntisbourne Grove and Middle Duntisbourne
produced 12 brooches between them, again all of types
known at Bagendon. Only at Middle Duntisbourne are
Aucissa/Hod Hills not found.

It is noticeable that several of the earlier published
Bagendon brooches are exactly paralleled in the
assemblage described in this report, which could have
both social and production implications. The possibility
that Iron Age brooches functioned as badges has been
commented on before (e.g. Adams 2017) and the
proposed military association of specific types would
fortify this hypothesis, although such associations
remain open to debate. Nina Crummy has suggested
in her discussion of the Elms Farm, Heybridge, Essex
brooches (Crummy 2015) that where the brooch
assemblage from a specific site is biased towards a
certain form this could represent a desire for indicating
allegiance through brooch wearing, whereas an even
spread of brooch types suggests the opposite and may
be more connected with local people.

In an examination of the Braughing/Puckeridge
assemblage in Hertfordshire, Adrian Olivier
interpreted the Nauheim Derivatives and Hod Hill’s
as being associated with the military (Olivier 1988).
Taking these interpretations into consideration the
absence of Nauheim Derivatives at Bagendon and
the rarity of Hod Hills combined with the lack of bias
towards one type would suggest this assemblage does
not have any explicit military connection. This is contra
Mackreth’s attempts to link the assemblage directly
to the XX VALERIA VICTRIX (Mackreth 2011: 236-7)
on the basis of the presence of the specific Bagendon
Type of Hod Hill brooch with side protrusion; nine of
which were found in the earliest excavations at the
site but none subsequently. Nor does the assemblage
include any of Mackreth’s La Téne II military types
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Table 7.1. Complete listing of brooches from Bagendon and neighbouring sites.
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Drahtfibel Derivatives 4 4 8 2 0 5 7 0 2 2 17
Birdlip 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Nauheim Derivative 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
Rosette 1 0 1 5 0 10 15 1 0 1 17
Langton Down 0 0 0 4 0 8 12 1 0 1 13
Colchester 4 3 7 7 0 13 20 1 2 3 30
Colchester Derivatives 4 2 6 2 0 5 7 1 0 1 14
Aucissa/Hod Hills 16 2 18 11 0 18 29 2 0 2 49
Durotriges 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1
Plate 1 1 2 1 1 6 0 0 0 8
Penannular 3 4 7 0 6 12 0 2 2 21
Unspecific 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 3
Total 33 16 49 44 1 70 115 6 6 12 176

which he even admitted: ‘I cannot prove that these
brooches must represent soldiers, but I can say that
they arrive with the army and belong exclusively to
the earliest period of Roman occupation’ (Mackreth
2011: 49). Like Olivier, Mackreth believed the Hod
Hill’s to have arrived as a fully developed type in
Britain from the continent at the time of the conquest
in such large quantities that they must be connected
with the military. Yet Mackreth (1981: 134-5) himself
thought some of the related Aucissa brooches may
have arrived in Britain before the conquest and he
noted that ‘a single merchant shipload would easily
have been enough to contain all the brooches ever
made and used in Britain throughout the Iron Age and
Roman periods’ (Macrketh 2011: 133-4). This further
instils some doubt in a specific military connection in
all contexts in which they were used or found. Hull
(1961b: 176-9) also proposed that a selection of the
Aucissa/Hod Hill brooches were made at Bagendon
owing to their similarities and quantity at this site.
Direct evidence for brooch production on the site is
nigh on impossible when so many were worked into
their specific shape through a combination of cold
working and annealing. This is currently not readily
identifiable in the archaeological record. However,
the presence of crucible fragments, tuyére fragment
(Clifford 1961: pl. XLIID), metalworking tools (anvil,
possible iron file), coin pellet moulds, droplet of
copper alloy casting waste, lead ingot fragment and
the presence of high density ironworking slag shows
that non-ferrous metal casting and iron forging did
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take place at the site (Clifford 1961: 144-149 and 186-
195; see also Chapter 9).

Since the 1950s excavations were published, Don
Mackreth has undertaken extensive research into the
brooches of Late Iron Age and Roman period Britain
(Mackreth 2011). This provides a wider comparative
assemblage for the finds but has not eliminated all the
dating issues owing to the nature of the archaeological
evidence and the tendency to use brooches as a dating
tool rather than finding a way to date the brooches.
The initial estimates for the dates of the Bagendon
assemblage have also been employed to date some
of the types represented here, so we are at risk of
circularity. Most of the brooches appear to fall within
the 1st century AD from the second to third quarters
of that century but at least three examples may be
pre-conquest brooches (SF80-76; SF81-76, SF80-111),
representing potentially earlier items incorporated
into post-conquest deposits. As Mackreth has noted,
one of the greatest difficulties is defining when a type
is no longer in use as opposed to when it comes into
use. Current research examining the dating of Iron Age
brooches through a programme of radiocarbon remains
found with the brooches may be able to narrow down
the dating of each type in the future (Hamilton and
Adams 2018).

The majority of the brooch types recovered from
Bagendon are also represented in the assemblage from
the cemetery at King Harry Lane just outside the Roman
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town of Verulamium, St Albans, Hertfordshire. Through
careful comparison with brooches from roughly
contemporary settlements and cemeteries, Mackreth
refined the dating of the main phases at King Harry
Lane and hence the associated brooches (Mackreth
2011: 243-252):

Phase I: 15 BC - AD 30

Phase 2: AD 20 - 40

Phase 3: AD 25 - 55 (although Mackreth wanted
to refine this to a date range of AD 35-43/4)
Phase 4: AD 45 and beyond

Following this system, at King Harry Lane brooches of
Colchester, Langton Down and Rosette type had ‘largely
passed out of use by [AD]60.” (Mackreth 2011: 245).
Colchester Derivatives mostly fall within the period AD
40 to 90; The Aucissa and Hod Hill brooches all entered
the archaeological record before AD 75. The few others
from later contexts are thought to be residual finds. It
is estimated that the majority of Aucissa and Hod Hill
brooches date to pre AD 60. Although it should be noted
that the division of the graves into different phases is
open to debate and hence creates limitations in the
application of the dating system for other sites especially
given the presence of brooches of the same type in
different phases. The King Harry Lane chronology can
only be used as an indication of potential dates at present.
By comparison the Bagendon assemblage largely falls
before AD 60 although pre AD 75 and even pre AD 90
dates cannot be ruled out for one or two examples.

The brooches are described below in typological order.
Copper alloy brooches are described first, followed
by iron brooches within each typological group. Two
further fragments, potentially from brooches are
recorded at the end of the catalogue.

Catalogue
Mid to Late Iron Age plate and bow brooches

Metal Detected find recorded by PAS: WAW-DD1642. Type
2Bb2 (2Bc1) [not illustrated]

Location recorded by PAS as from: SP015065*
Wt. 37.8g; L. 46.53mm; W. 45.71mm; Th. 14.7mm.

A small copper alloy brooch consisting of a solid bulbous
cruciform plate, simple hooked catchplate on the reverse
and a double lug hinge and small bar on which the
missing pin would have pivoted. The remnants of iron
around the pivot suggest the pin itself may have been
iron. The top of the brooch has a central circular domed
boss with four integral narrow arms protruding from

! This grid references is from the centre of the Bagendon parish and
may not reflect the true exact location of this find, although it is
coincidentally within the Cutham enclosure
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the sides of the central boss. Each arm terminates in a
domed boss slightly smaller and slightly less perfectly
round than the central one. The central and three of
the side bosses are hollow on the reverse, the fourth
is solid to accommodate the hinge lugs. The hook for
the catchplate emanates from the edge of the opposite
hollow boss. This is a subtype of Hull and Hawkes group
of decorative brooches (Type 2B brooches) identified by
Sophia Adams: Type 2Bb2. It is dated by its technical and
stylistic features to the Middle Iron Age and has affinities
with Iron Age pins found at Fairfield Park and Ludford
(Adams 2013; 65-68, 88 fig. 3.15, 91-95, 112-13, 279, 299
[10306]; Allen and Webley 2007: 94 fig.3.17-18). Other
examples have been found through metal detecting
activity, often with missing pins. Each example features
the bulbous cruciform shape, lugged hinge and hooked
catchplate but all are subtly different. On this brooch the
arms are longer and finer than on other known versions.
Enough examples are now known that it is proposed
these could be classified separately from the other
2Bb decorated plate forms and instead be classified as
moulded and decorated cruciform plate brooches 2Bc
with subdivisions: 2Bc1 being these bulbous forms and
2Bc2 being those with a flattened profile. Brooches of
this type are focussed in, and west of, Berkshire with the
most westerly find occurring in the Batheaston hoard
held at the British Museum.

Batheaston, Avon. British Museum 1989.6-
1.200 (Adams 2013: 63 fig.3.6, 195-6, [10033]),
with thick arms decorated with a simple collar
around each.

Two PAS finds from Welford Berkshire 10609
BERK-4EFFC6 (Adams 2013: 91 [10609], Fig.3.17)
and BERK-8CF4F34, The former is complete with
copper alloy pin; the latter is a variation on the
form where the central boss is an elongated
dome and the arm bosses are grouped in two
pairs at either end of the dome.

West Hanney, Oxfordshire 10834 BERK-F5AF04.
Boxford, West Berkshire BERK-4451E9 with a
ropework collar around each arm between the
central and arm boss.

Soulbury, Buckinghamshire BUC-ED2437.

7.1 Cutham Enclosure: Trench 3 (3126) (SF2014-16)*

Wt: 3.0g; L: 32.39mm; W of bow: 2.29mm; W of spring:
13.31mm; Ht: 15.03mm.

A small copper alloy, one-piece brooch with a bilateral
6 coil spring and external chord. The spring forms the
head of the brooch with 3 coils sitting either side of the
bow. The short, straight bow is squared in profile with
a rounded corner at the shoulder (towards the head
end of the brooch) and a slightly wider angled corner
at the hip (towards the foot end of the brooch). The
catchplate and most of the foot of are now missing. The

? llustrated in Figures 7.1 and 7.2, identified by catalogue number.



SOPHIA ADAMS - THE BROOCHES

Figure 7.1. Brooches from Bagendon (drawn by Yvonne Beadnell).
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Figure 7.2. Brooches from Bagendon (drawn by Yvonne Beadnell).
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catchplate would have secured the end of the surviving
pin, beyond which the foot would have been bent up
and back (reverted) towards the bow as may be seen
from the remains of the foot resting on the hip of the
brooch. The end of the foot (the toe) is attached halfway
along the length of the bow. It appears to be attached by
means of bending and wrapping either side around the
bow. The pin and spring have a roughly circular cross-
section but this alters to a rectangular wire where the
bow rises up from the spring. At the hip of the brooch
the bow broadens towards the, now missing, catchplate.

The brooch shares characteristics with Hull and
Hawkes’ Type 3B brooches (Hull and Hawkes 1987:
173-178, pl. S1) all of which have a short, wire-like
bow and reverted foot attached to the bow by means
of a split toe that is wrapped around either side of the
bow creating a collar-like effect. They differ from the
Bagendon brooch by having longer springs (both real
and mock forms), with eight or more coils, and tend to
be a finer and sharper style than the Bagendon brooch.
Type 3B examples cited by Hull and Hawkes include
two 19% century copper alloy brooch finds: one from
‘The Mount’ at Maidstone, Kent (Maidstone Museum;
Hull and Hawkes 1987: 175, pl.S1, 2251; Adams 2013:
75, Fig.3.9) and the other found during antiquarian
excavations at Spettisbury hillfort in Dorset (British
Museum 1892,0901.1466; Hull and Hawkes 1987: 175,
pl.S1, 3506; Adams 2013: 87, fig.3.14 [10262]). A more
recent example was recovered during excavation of
a first century AD salt winning site on the Medway
Marshes in Kent (British Museum 1981,1002.1; Adams
2013: 87 fig.3.14 [10594]); it has a similar widening of the
bow towards the catchplate as the Bagendon brooch.

The short spring of the Bagendon brooch, shape of the
bow and style of the toe attachment is better compared
to two brooches excavated after the publication of Hull
and Hawkes’ Corpus:

Trethellan Farm, Newquay, Cornwall: a bronze
brooch with a six coil spring and squared
arched bow. This was found close to the neck
of an adult male inhumation, burial 2184, in
the Iron Age cemetery (Nowakowski 1991: 222,
Fig.83.118. Brooch 266). (Alloy identified by
X-Ray Fluorescence, AMLab No.: SW88057).

Mill Hill, Deal, Kent: a copper alloy brooch with
a four coil spring and a rounded arched bow that
widens towards the catchplate found in Grave 47
in the Iron Age southwestern cemetery (Parfitt
1995: 97, Fig.40.4).

It is possible these finds represent a slightly earlier
form that became the Type 3B with the introduction of
the long spring. The Trethellan Farm brooch appears
to be the closest comparable example. There are subtle
differences but these are to be expected on brooches
produced by hand on an individual basis (Adams
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2013: 161-2). It is of note that both cemeteries contain
brooches of types that span the same transitional phase
from the Middle to Late Iron Age. Both contained later
Middle Iron Age Hull and Hawkes Type 2C brooches and
brooches from the earliest part of the Late Iron Age:
Type 6 and continental La Téne I1I style brooches (Hull
and Hawkes 1987; Nowakowski 1991: 222-226, Figs.83
and 84; Parfitt 1995: 97, Fig.40). Hull and Hawkes both
saw their Type 3 brooches as a departure from the
British Middle Iron Age types 2A to 2C, marking the
return to continental influence close to the start of the
first century BC (Hull and Hawkes 1987; 171-3) yet they
still described them as La Téne II brooches which would
place the 3B before the end of the second century. On
the basis of the finds and radiocarbon dates for graves
without brooches the southwestern cemetery at Mill
Hill was dated to the second to first century BC. The
burial sequence commences with Grave 112, the so-
called ‘Warrior Grave’ containing a Middle Iron Age
Type 2Bb brooch, plus shield bindings, a sword and
‘crown’. Radiocarbon dating of this grave carried out
as part of a scheme for dating ‘Celtic Art’ (Garrow et
al. 2009: 87; 103) places it in one of two time brackets,
either c. 360-280 BC or c. 260-100 BC (OXA-17506: 2158
+ 28 BP). The grave and its contents is likely to date
to the third century BC but an earlier or later date is
possible. This potentially pushes forward the start of
the cemetery and has implications for the dating of
the other graves. The possible 3B brooch from Grave 47
Mill Hill can best be placed somewhere in the second
century BC and (by extension the Bagendon brooch)
but we cannot wholly rule out its use towards the start
of the second century or even a later date within the
century BC.

The Bagendon brooch also exhibits features found on
Early and Middle Iron Age brooches in England and
Wales (i.e. c. 450 — 300 BC and c. 300 - 150 BC). The chord
is external to the bow consistent with all pre-Late Iron
Age brooches and cannot be seen when viewed from
above, in contrast to the more visible chords on Early
Iron Age brooches. Internal chords passing under the
bow only come into use in Britain in the Late Iron Age.
Bows with a squared profile come into being at the end
of the Early Iron Age and find their most exaggerated
version on the straight bowed 2Ab brooches of the
Middle Tron Age: c. 275-250 BC (Adams 2013: 111). The
reverted foot attached to the bow is also a feature that
appears on post 300 BC brooches (Adams 2013: 84-87, Fig.
3.14). Initially the attachment is at the top of the curved
hip of the bow (e.g. Hull and Hawkes 1987: P1.40, 4377,
Type 2Ab from Rudston, East Riding of Yorkshire; Adams
2013: 56, Fig.3.3. [10175]) but subsequently it moves
further up towards the shoulder of the brooch before
eventually being cast complete with the bow as on Hull
and Hawkes Type 6 and other Late Iron Age brooches
(Hull and Hawkes 1987: 193-196, S5; Mackreth 2011: 8-50,
pl.6; pl.7-10; pl.22-26; Adams 2013: 74-5, Fig. 3.9).
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The combination of features on this brooch and dating
of comparative examples place it at the cusp of the
transition from the Middle to Late Iron Age c. 150-
100BC. At present precise dates are difficult for Iron Age
brooches owing to the lack of associated radiocarbon
dates and overreliance on the brooches as a dating tool
rather than treating them as an object that needs to be
dated. This often leads to circularity in any proposed
dating scheme (Adams 2014: 173). The presence
of an associated radiocarbon date (192-41 cal. BC:
SUERC-64211) for this brooch, albeit from an overlying
layer (3092), is of great benefit to our understanding
of the chronology of these artefacts and comfortably
corresponds with the estimated date range for the use
and deposition of this form of brooch. The location of
the find in a pit in a settlement in Gloucester sets it
comfortably within the known distribution of Middle
Iron Age brooches (Adams 2013: Maps 6.14-6.20) and
at the periphery of the spread of Type 3B brooches
which have been found in Cornwall, Somerset, Dorset,
Wiltshire, Hampshire and Kent with possible variants
of the form found further north in Hereford and
Worcester, East Lothian and Argyll and Bute in Scotland.

First Century BC to First Century AD bow brooches
Drahtfibel Derivatives

Drahtfibel Derivatives are filiform (wire-like) brooches
that span the last century BC and first century AD. Five
were found in the 1950s excavations at Bagendon and
two in the 1979-1981 season. Two examples, one copper
alloy, the other iron, were found during the 1979-1981
excavations. The brooch type continues in use from
the late first century BC into the first century AD,
potentially as late as AD 75 but this date range is not
certain (Mackreth 2011: 21-3).

Copper alloy - Drahtfibel Derivatives

7.2 Area B 1980 SF80-76 Context 80-1

Wt: 1.4g; Total L: 30.8mm; W of bow: 3.0mm; W of head:
5.0mm; Th: 2.6mm

An incomplete copper alloy Drahtfibel derivative
brooch, Mackreth’s Type 1.b1. This is a filiform or
wire-like brooch with a plain, arched bow and a solid
catchplate. Although the wire is rounded it is slightly
flatter and wider on the top and bottom than its
thickness. This wire narrows sharply at the head end
to form the thin coils of the spring, although only
part of the first coil is present. The catchplate is also
broken so it remains possible that the original was
pierced. The bow has a rounded, squared profile, more
angular than most contemporary examples. The solid
rather than framed catchplate makes this a derivative
rather than a pure Drahtfibel or Filiform type. If it was
pierced this would be a 1.a and if not it is a 1.b1 copper
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alloy subtype. However, the 1.a tend to have longer
bows with a more tapered profile. The 1.b brooches are
distinguished from the 1.c by having a slightly thinner
bow but as Mackreth notes, the distinction ‘may be a
little fine” (Mackreth 2011: 23).

Comparable examples:

e Barnsley Villa, Gloucestershire with a more
sloped bow profile but otherwise similar
(Corinium Museum; Webster and Smith 1982:
143; Mackreth 2011: 22, pl.12 4686)

Iron - Drahtfibel Derivatives

7.3 Area A, 1981, SF81-76 Context 81-62 [Pit AG]

Wt: 4.7g; Total L: 38.0mm; W of bow: 4.0mm; W of head:
1.8mm; Th: 3.8mm

Almost complete small, thick, iron Drahtfibel derivative
brooch Mackreth’s Type 1.c2, missing the pin and
part of the catchplate. These are a relatively frequent
type to be found in Gloucestershire, The pin on this
corroded brooch appears to have broken from the end
of the spring during or after excavation. It has a sloped
arched bow and a bilateral spring with internal chord.
The broken catchplate appears to have been solid.
Comparable examples:
Baldock, Hertfordshire (Letchworth Museum;
Stead and Rigby 1986: 109, Fig.41,41; Mackreth
2011: 23, pl.12 No. 4545).
e Causeway Lane, Leicester (Leicester Museum Al
1991.2337; Mackreth 2011: 22, pl.12 No.12277).

Birdlip

Only one Birdlip brooch has been found at Bagendon
(Mackreth 2011, 12-13). Variations on the type date
from the first century BC into the early second century
AD. The example found here equates with the subtype
that includes the original Birdlip brooch found at
Birdlip in Gloucestershire. That and an example from
Dragonby have been dated to the mid first century AD,
potentially pre-conquest (Mackreth 2011).

7.4 Area B 1980, SF80-111 Context 80-24

Wt: 9.5g; Total L: 59.9mm; W of bow: 7.4mm; W of head:
14.2mm; Th: 4.2mm

Copper alloy Birdlip brooch, Mackreth’s Type 4.1b
(2011: 12), in two pieces: head and corroded spring
with clean, post-excavation break from the rest of the
bow, foot and catchplate. This thin wire bilateral four-
coil spring with internal chord appears to have been
made separate from the bow and wrapped around an
iron pivot bar. It has been bent and slightly twisted out
of alignment prior to excavation. The top of the bow
is expanded to form a smooth, rounded trapezoidal
head that once hid the spring, the so-called trumpet
head seen on brooches of that type (Mackreth 2011:
10-12). The head has a sharp bend to the straight bow.



At this point the bow is decorated with a simple, high
relief rounded collar and curved pointed beak. Below
this the bow has a triangular profile with the apex
forming the central longitudinal rib of the bow. The
bow is otherwise absent of decoration and is quite plain
for the type. On the underside of the bow is a straight
ridge that gradually expands to form the solid plain
catchplate with U-shaped catch on the right side of the
bow. The foot is undecorated.

Comparable examples:

Barnsley Park, Gloucestershire, excavation find
SF 2829, Context 158, 33 Mackreth Birdlip Type
4.1c (Corinium Museum; Webster 1981; Mackreth
2011: 12, N0.3804). Similar bow and catchplate
but a hinged rather than spring form.
Thistleton, Rutland. Mackreth Birdlip Type 4.1b
(0Oakham Museum No.376; Mackreth 2011: 12,
pl.5 No. 3813).

Market Rasen, Lincolnshire, Mackreth Type
4.1b (BM 1996,0601.1; Mackreth 2011: 12, pl.5,
No0.10537).

Rosette

Rosette brooches, also known as Thistle brooches, have a
form reminiscent of award ribbon rosettes, consisting of
a plate-like part (the rose) and a narrow projection below
(the hanging ribbons). The shape of the plate varies from
round to lozenge-shaped to a cornered form. Following
Mackreth’s dissection of the Rosette type in graves at
King Harry Lane, those with the foot formed as a separate
piece attached to the rest of the bow by a rivet, are
earlier than those where the entire bow is a single piece
(Mackreth 2011: 26-36). Rosette brooches that do not
have a ‘proper bow’ between the disc and the spring-case
are latest in the series. The Bagendon Rosette brooches
all belong to this post ‘proper bow’ stage, the majority
being Mackreth’s Léontomorphe types ‘The Lion itself’
(Mackreth 2011: 29-30, Rosette Type 5-6). These had
decoration and form devolved from a leaping lion motif.
The decoration is absent from or heavily corroded on
the examples found here but other diagnostic features
are present enabling categorisation to subtypes dated
around the time of the Claudian invasion or early post-
conquest. Mackreth believed the Léontomorphe brooch
to originate in Gaul but he does not specifically state
that the examples found in Britain are actual imports.
A similar brooch to Sf81-28 (see below) but without the
conical bow features, was found at Bagendon in the 1950s
excavation (Hull 1961b: 173, Brooch 28, Fig.32.16N Level
5 (Iib)). The Bagendon example has previously been
dated to c.AD 30-45 (Mackreth 2011: 30). Examples from
Colchester have been dated to before AD 43-60 and AD
61-65. The Type bears similarities with other examples
grouped under Léontomorphe 5b including one from
Blue Boar Lane, Leicester (Leicester Museum, Mackreth
2011: 30, pl.17 No. 5909). These may also continue into
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the post- conquest period, potentially AD 40-61. Schuster,
after Riha, notes the Léontomorphe form dates from the
late Augustan to Claudian period and possibily into the
second century AD in Augst Switzerland (Schuster 2011:
201).

Copper alloy - Rosette

7.5 Area A 1981, SF81-28 Context 81-38 [Pit AL] [not illustrated]

Wt: 10.3g; Total L: 50.8mm; W of bow: 20.9mm; W of
head: 15.2mm; Th: 6.7 and 10.2mm

Copper alloy Léontomorphe Type 5c brooch in three
pieces, missing the pin and most of the catchplate
(Mackreth 2011: 30, pl.17). This heavily corroded and
degraded brooch has broken across the fragile middle
part of the composite bow and a small fragment has
become separated from the side. The original form
consisted of three joined parts. Part on was a straight,
flat bow with a reed decorated foot and catchplate. On
top of this was attached a rhomboid plate made from
a folded over piece of copper alloy (as visible in the
broken cross-section). This folded piece was flat on the
back and the surface undulated to create a low-relief
cushion effect emphasised by shallows indented lines
on the surface. The centre of this piece was pressed
flat against the back. The final piece consisted of the
spring-case and a moulded bow with two almost conical
protrusions and double transverse ribs. The end of this
final piece rested on the flat centre of the rhomboid
piece and all three were joined at this point with the
aid of a single rivet.

Comparable examples:

Sheepen, Colchester (Colchester Castle Museum,
Mackreth 2011: 30, pl.17 No. 5917).

7.6. Black Grove 2015 U/S Metal Detected Find 2 Lab #1772
Wt: 2.0g; Total L: 27.7mm; W of bow: 9.8mm; Th: 1.2mm

Fragment of a copper alloy Léontomorphe Type 5¢
brooch (Mackreth 2011: 30, pl.17). This consists only of
the foot end of the bow with clear squared rivet hole
for attaching this plate to the end of the upper part
of the bow at approximately the midway point. The
upper surface of the fragment is plain where it was
once covered by the rest of the bow but below this is an
unflared fan-shaped reed decorated foot. On the upper
surface of the foot a series of five longitudinal grooves
are interspersed with four ridges. The central and
outer grooves are undecorated, a beaded longitudinal
ridge decorates the centre of the other two grooves.
The catchplate on the back of this thin bow plate has
a single rounded piercing and U-shaped catch. The
fragment has a pale green and brown patina. The type
is dated to the second quarter of the first century AD.
Comparable examples:

e Grandford, Cambridgeshire (Wisbech museum,

Mackreth 2011: 30, pl.17 No.13771).



A BIOGRAPHY OF POWER

7.7 Area B 1980, SF80-120 Context 80-8

Wt: 3.8g; Total L: 39.7mm; W of bow: 8.8mm; W of head:
16.6mm; Th: 1.4mm

Almost complete copper alloy Léontomorphe Type 5d
brooch ‘Crude Reduction to a bow tie’ (Mackreth 2011:
30). The catchplate is slightly damaged at the end and
most of the pin is missing. The brooch has a flattened
cylindrical spring-case completely covering the spring,
the start of the pin protrudes from the centre of the
case at the back. The bow is plano-convex with a shallow
step down to the spring-case. It is decorated with two
parallel transverse raised sharp mouldings just before it
is stepped down to the flat, fantailed foot. The plain foot
has a faint indented shallow groove around the edge
that may relate to the border decoration on a repoussé
sheet that may have been applied to the foot similar
to brooch 5941 from Chichester, Sussex (Chichester
Museum; Mackreth 2011: 30, pl.17) and the Type 8a
fragment from Bagendon (see SF79-15 below). It has a
thin, unpierced catchplate on the back of the foot. A
very similar example, albeit with a slightly wider bow,
was found during the 1950s excavations at Bagendon:
Fig.32.9 brooch 42 from 3AS, Level 3 (ITIB) (Hull 1961b:
176). Léonotomorphe Type 5d brooches have been
found at a number of sites King Harry Lane Cemetery,
Kelvedon and Fison Way, Thetford. Mackreth dates
these to a similar period to the 5¢ Type but possibly
continuing in use just beyond AD 50/60 (Mackreth 2011:
30).
Comparable examples:

e Haslingfield, Cambridgeshire (MAA Cambridge;

Mackreth 2011: 30 P1.17 No.5947)

7.8 Area A 1979, SF79-15 Context 79-18 [Pit AA]

Wt: 4.3g; Total L: 40.7mm; W of bow: 16.4mm; W of head:
20.7mm; Th: 1.0mm

Almost complete copper alloy Rosette Type 8a brooch
‘Single plate attached to spring-case’ (Mackreth 2011:
29 pl.18) missing the upper surface of the bow, pin and
part of the spring. The bow is formed of a single thin
flat sheet with a disc forming the upper half (now much
damaged around the edges) and fan-shaped foot. The
bow is formed complete with the catchplate on the back
of the foot and the wide head plate. The latter is lozenge
shaped in section and encases the tightly coiled multiple
coil spring. There is a sharp step down from the disc to
the spring-case placing this brooch. The Catchplate has
a single, roughly rounded piercing and, now broken,
U-shaped catch on the right side. The bow consists of
a thin flat plate. A small off-centre hole through the
bow appears to be the result of damage rather than a
rivet hole for attaching decoration. The corroded upper
surface of the bow retains some vestiges of the solder
which was used to attach the repoussé decorated sheet.
The application of a separate decorated disc and the
single plate attached to the spring-case places this late
in the Rosette sequence but these are known from sites
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and contexts with dates ranging from c. AD 40 to 37- 4th
century AD. A fragment of the foot and catchplate of
a Rosette brooch was found at Bagendon in the 1950s
excavations still retaining a small fragment of the
attached decorative sheet: brooch 33, Fig.32.4 found in
3N Level 2A (IVB) (Hull 1961b: 175).
Comparable examples:

e Ancaster Quarry, Lincolnshire (Nottingham
University; Mackreth 2011: pl. 18, 5971).
Ashton, Northamptonshire (Peterborough
Museum; Mackreth 2011: pl. 18, No. 5992).

7.9 Area A 1981, SF81-2 Context 81-1 [Pit AA]

Wt: 4.7g; Total L: 14.9mm; W of bow: 8.8mm; W of head:
27.1mm; Th: 2.2mm

Fragment consisting of only the spring-case of a copper
alloy Rosette brooch possibly of Léontomorphe type.
This is a relatively large spring-case with a faint shallow
transverse groove across the topside. The remnants of
the pin protrude from the gap in the back of this folded
sheet of metal. The start of the bow is just visible on
the opposite side of the case where is appear to have
been cut or broken from the rest of the brooch with a
very neat break. The surviving bow fragment is plain,
flat and broad with a small bend on one edge that may
be the start of the bow disc. This could be part of an 8a
Type similar to but larger than SF79-15 Context 79-18.
Comparable examples:

Ashton, Northamptonshire (Peterborough
Museum; Mackreth 2011: pl. 18, No. 5992)

Langton Down

Langton Down brooches are named after the first
identifiable comparison found by Mortimer Wheeler in
the British Museum (Mackreth 2011: 32-6). They have
broad bows often decorated with a reeded moulding
and the spring is covered by a spring-case similar
to the standard Rosette brooches. Two identifiable
subtypes were recovered in the 1979-81 excavations:
a Nertomarus and a Plain Bow type. Both types were
also found in the earlier excavations. Although the
Bagendon excavations have been employed in the
dating of the type both appear to be pre AD 60 forms
and potentially pre AD 55.

Copper alloy - Langton Down

7.10 Area A 1981, SF81-49 Context 81-31 [Pit AF]

Wt: 12.7g; Total L: 69.3mm; W of bow: 6.7mm; W of head:
29.4mm; Th: 2.7mm

A copper alloy Type Nertomarus (Mackreth 2011: 35-
6, pl.21), almost complete but with some damage.
The pin and half of the spring is missing, part of the
centre of the catchplate is missing and the side of the
bow have been nibbled away by corrosion. This type is
recognisable by the distinct decoration on the spring-



case. This example consists of three beaded elements
in relief on the spring-case extending from a transverse
ridge across the top of the bow head. This is somewhat
obscured by corrosion but appears to consist of a two
outer long strips curling away from the centre and
finishing in a single curl with central hole. Located
between these is a raised triangle encasing three holes.
An exact rendition of this decoration can be found on
a brooch from Upper Walls Close, Baldock (Mackreth
2011: pl.21 No.6545). The long straight bow rises up
from the spring-case in an arch of 90 degrees. It is
very simply decorated with a single, plain longitudinal
central ridge and a ridge along either edge. The framed
catchplate, now damaged, once had either a single dog-
leg or fretted opening. There is no evidence for the use
of the Nertomarus name stamp on this example. This
is not the first example found at Bagendon, the other
(Hull 1961b: 176, No.38, Fig.32.5) was much smaller was
decorated with three triangles on the spring-case like
the central feature on this example. The earlier find
was recovered from area 6N, Level 3 (IIIB). Along with
an example from Fishbourne, the Bagendon brooch
No.38 appears to be in one of the contexts for this type
(c. AD 43 - 75). Others were derived from late first to
second century and mid fourth to fifth century AD
contexts. Drawing on all the known finds of the type
Mackreth suggests a date for use no later than c. AD
55/60 (Mackreth 2011: 35).

Comparable examples:

Upper Walls Close, Baldock, Hertfordshire
(Letchworth Museum; Mackreth 2011: pl.21
No.6545).

7.11 Area A 1979, SF79-45 Context 79-6

Wt: 3.1g; Total L: 33.6mm; W of bow: 3.3mm; W of head:
14.4mm; Th: 2.6mm

Copper alloy Langton Down plain bow brooch,
Mackreth’s LD Type 8 (Mackreth 2011: 36 pl.21) in two
pieces, with pin and catchplate missing. This brooch
has a plain spring-case that is now partially damaged
revealing the tightly coiled, long bilateral spring within
and the start of the pin. The brooch has a prominent
hump at the top of the bow after which it narrows to a
plain straight form. The brooch is broken just below the
hump. Only the start of the catchplate is visible on the
back of the foot piece. Two more complete examples
of the type were found in the earlier excavations at
Bagendon (Hull 1961b: 176 No.39 and 40, Fig.32.6 and
32.7). The former found in 7AN, Level 5 (IIB), the latter
from 3AS Level 3 (ITIB). Plus a head fragment also from
3AS Level 2 (IVB) (Ibid No.42 Fig. 32.8). Other dated
examples have been found at Silchester (AD 40-50/60),
Colchester (AD 49-65) and Bancroft (mid first century
AD), plus a much later find from Verulamium c.AD
200 to 250. The refined dating places these sometime
between AD 40-60 and possibly towards the earlier part
of this period.
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Comparable examples:

Bancroft Mausoleum, Buckinghamshire (Milton
Keynes Museum, Mackreth 2011: 36, pl21
No.6570).

7.12 Area A 1981, SF81-78 Context 81-31 [not illustrated]

Wt:4.3g; Total L: 57.4mm; W of bow: 7.8mm; W of head:
9.3mm; Th: 4.2mm

Fragmented and heavily corroded strip copper alloy
strip that may be the bow of a Langton Down type brooch
but the condition restricts further identification. It is in
three joining pieces starting that taper from one end to
the other. The wider end is also the thicker end and has
laminated into at least three layers.

7.13 MD 5000. Black Grove Villa (2015) (found in topsoil above
Trench 5) [not illustrated]

Wt: 3.36g; L: 47.5mm; W of bow:10.6mm; Th. of bow:
1.3mm; W of head: 19.3mm; Th: 6.1mm.

Incomplete copper alloy Langton Down brooch missing
the spring, pin and part of the catchplate. The bow
is simply decorated with slightly raised edges and a
single, low, longitudinal central ridge (1.3mm wide).
The bow tapers very slightly towards the foot end. Part
of the spring cover survives at the head of the bow, this
is undecorated. The incomplete catchplate appears
to have had a single trapezoidal opening. It conforms
to Mackreth’s Type 3.b. Square-topped, not beaded
brooches which have been found at King Harry Lane,
Colchester, Silchester, Skeleton Green, Baldock and
Orton Longueville, Cambridgeshire (Mackreth 2011: 34).
The latter being most similar given the slightly tapered
bow and form of the catchplate, dated to AD 50-70/80.
Comparable example:

e Monument 97, Orton Longueville,
Cambridgeshire ~ (Peterborough ~ Museum;
Mackreth 2001; Mackreth 2011: 34, PL 20,
No.6453).

Colchester

Colchester brooches are a simple bow form with an arch
that is high at the head end and slopes down to a point
at the foot/catchplate end. They are distinguished
from other bow forms by a hook that holds the external
chord of the bilateral spring and bends up towards the
bow (a so-called forward facing hook). The spring is
also hidden below wings and the triangular catchplate
is pierced or fretted. The bow itself is often plain or
minimally decorated with repeated simple geometric
motifs. They are a form with a long period of use and
work is needed on clarifying the chronology of the
variations within the type. Five copper alloy brooches
and possibly two iron examples in this assemblage may
be placed within the Colchester type. (Mackreth 2011:
36-45). Nine Colchester brooches were also found in the
earlier excavations (Clifford 1961) and include types
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represented here, for example the Standard British
forms and the Decorated bow. The iron brooches are
more difficult to categorise owing in part to their
corroded condition which obscures diagnostic details.
The earliest possible date for a Colchester brooch is
from Skeleton Green 10 BC - AD 20 (Partridge 1981: 141)
but the type is found in contexts throughout the first
century AD and on into the second and third centuries.
The examples found here are thought to fall within the
mid first century AD group potentially closely pre or
post conquest in date.

Copper alloy - Colchester

7.14 Area A 1979, SF79-51 Context 79-18 [Pit AA] [not
illustrated]

Wt: 7.9g; Total L: 54.9mm; W of bow: 5.3mm; W of head:
15.6mm; Th: 4.6mm

Almost complete copper alloy Standard British
Colchester brooch, Mackreth Type 2.b, (2011: 37) with
a plain bow, short flat wings above the spring, short
hook clasping the external chord of the spring to the
head of the brooch. Much of the surface of the bow is
corroded and has been shed from the brooch. The now
damaged catchplate retains the remnants of fretting
with key pattern openings. The bow has the typical
sharp angled arch as it rises up from the spring before
gradually tapering and curving down to the end of
the catchplate. The Standard Colchesters derive from
a range of contexts but there is a bias towards those
dated around the time of the Claudian invasion from
c.AD 40-60.

Comparable examples:

Croydon, Cambridgeshire, Mackreth Colchester
Type 2.b (MAA Cambridge 1916.5; Mackreth
2011: 23, pl.22 No. 211)

Chichester, West Sussex, Mackreth Colchester
Type 2.b (Chichester Museum; Down 1978: 277,
Fig.10.26,1; Mackreth 2011: 23, pl.22 N0.626)

7.15 Area A 1981, SF81-40 Context 81-38 [Pit AL]

Wt: 5.2g; Total L: 52.8mm; W of bow: 4.8mm; W of head:
15.2mm; Th: 5.2mm

Slender copper alloy Standard British Colchester
brooch, Mackreth Type 2.b. The bow is plain, tapers
towards the end of the catchplate and has arounded
plano-convex cross-seciton. The angle of the arch at
the ehad end of the brooch is less sharp than some
Colchester brooches and the forward facing hook
reaches halfway up the arch at this point. Only three
coils survive of the bilateral spring and the external
shord. The pin is missing and the catchplate so it is not
clear whether the catchplate was framed, fretted or
pierced.

Comparable examples:

see SF79-51 1979
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7.16 Area A 1979, SF79-91 Context 79-29 [Pit AD]

Wt: 20.2g; Total L: 81.9mm; W of bow: 5.9mm; W of head:
31.4mm; Th: 3.7 mm

Large and long, Colchester Decorated bow type brooch,
Mackreth’s Type 4.b or 4.c (2011: 40 pl.23), complete
except for the catchplate. Remnants of what appears to
be copper alloy plating is visible over parts of the bow,
spring. The much degraded decoration consists of a low
relief pattern, possibly a wavy line or beading, running
the length of the bow set within a groove. The end of the
long forward facing hook rests on the top of the bow in
line with this decoration. The wings over the spring are
long and thin over the nine coil spring with external
chord held in the hook. The now damaged catchplate
appears to have more than one opening but the form
of these openings is not known. The bow rises straight
up from the wings then bends at a sharp angle and has
a very shallow curve down to the end of the catchplate
that only tapers slightly towards the foot. The Type 4.b
brooches are dated within the early to mid-first century
AD but the Type 4.c are possibly later versions.
Comparable examples:

Silchester, Hampshire, Mackreth Type 4.bc
(Reading Duke of Wellington Museum 03143a;
Mackreth 2011: 40 pl.23 No0.92)

7.17 Area B 1980, SF80-2 Context U/S [not illustrated]

Wt: 1.9g; Total L: 20.7mm; W of bow: 4.5mm; W of head:
9.8mm; Th: 4.3mm

Small fragment of a copper alloy Colchester Late-Small
Type brooch consisting of part of the bow and head of
the brooch. The spring, pin and catchplate are missing
as is the forward facing hook that would have held the
external chord of the spring in place. The broken end of
the hook is visible and the indentation where it would
have rested against the bow. The humped head end of
the bow is decorated with a narrow longitudinal ridge
that appears to flatten towards the foot end of the
bow. It is not possible to assign this brooch to any of
Mackreth’s Late-Small subtypes owing to the absence
of the catchplate (2011: 43-45). Dated examples are
again derived from Colchester and Hod Hill placing
these potentially within the c.AD 50-65 bracket given to
a number of the brooches in the Bagendon collection.
Comparable examples:

St Radegund, Canterbury, Kent (Canterbury
Museum; Mackreth 2011: 44, pl.26 No.712)

Great Chesterford, Essex (MAA Cambridge
40.929; Mackreth 2011: 44 pl.26 No.727)

7.18 1980 MD Springfield (field C3)

Wt: 2.0g; Total L: 1 0.9mm; W of spring: 25.9mm; Ht of
Spring: 7.3mm

Fragment of a copper alloy spring: bilateral with
external chord. Four coils survive, originally probably



eight coils. The size of the coils suggests this is probably
from a brooch with an open spring like a Colchester
brooch, rather than one covered with a spring-case. It
compares best to brooch SF91 from the Bagendon 1979
excavation.

Iron - Colchester

7.19 Area A 1981, SF81-53 Context 81-33

Wt: 5.2g; Total L: 30.1mm; W of bow: 4.9mm; W of head:
18.7mm; Th: 4.9mm

Part of a short iron brooch. With abrupt arched bow
tapering and sloping down towards the potentially solid
catchplate. Most of the catchplate is missing as is the pin
and the detail of the spring is obscured by corrosion. It is
not entirely clear whether this had a spring with internal
chord and no head plate or a winged headplate hiding
the spring below. The tapering shaped and angle of the
bow suggest the latter is more feasible and would place
this brooch within the Colchester types. If the spring is an
exposed version with internal chord, however, this brooch
would be better compared to the Drahtfibel Derivatives.
Comparable examples:

Fison Way, Thetford, Norfolk Enclosure 14 Phase
11 ditch (Mackreth 1991: 120, SF213 Fig.112.5)
Greenhouse Farm, Fen Ditton, Cambridgeshire,
Mackreth Colchester Type 5c (Cambridge
University Archaeology Unit; Mackreth 2011:
pl.25 N0.9718)

7.20 Area A 1981, SF81-9 Context 81-US

Wt: 4.4g; Total L: 22.4mm; W of head: 24.8mm; W of pin:
3.6mm

Iron pin and long spring (approximately ten coils) with
external chord probably from a Colchester brooch.

Colchester Derivatives

This assemblage includes two brooches both probably
Colchester Derivatives belonging to Mackreth’s West
of England Group, although the corroded nature of
the copper alloy one and the incomplete condition of
the iron example limit certain identification. The date
range of contexts containing these brooches is very
variable even within subtypes. There does appear to
be a focus on the mid first century AD but a number
are also derived from later contexts, some up to two
centuries or more.

Copper alloy - Colchester Derivative

7.21 Area A 1981, SF81-82 Context 81-20

Wt: 7.7g; Total L: 55.2mm; W of bow: 6.1mm; W of head:
14.5mm; Th: 6.4mm

Copper alloy heavily corroded brooch in two pieces
(excavation or post-excavation damage). It has a solid,
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unpierced catchplate. The thick bow tapers towards
the foot end of the brooch and appears to have a
ridge towards the head end. The detail of the head is
obscured by corrosion so it is not entirely clear whether
the forward facing hook is real or a skeuomorphic
decoration. The end of where it would rest appears to
be crossed by two parallel, similar to those visible on
one of the brooch moulds from 0ld Buckenham, Norfolk
(Mackreth 2011: 59, pl.36 No.13311) raised transverse
moulded ridges. The tight curve at the top of the bow
and gradual slope down towards the catchplate is very
similar to the Colchester Derivative Harlow Spring
West of England Group, Mackreth’s type 3.a (2011: 57-
8). The impression of fibres are visible preserved in the
corrosion products around and particularly underneath
this brooch.

Comparable examples:

Wilsford Down, Wiltshire (Devizes Museum 327;
Mackreth 2011: 57, pl.34 No.1359)
Roundway, Wiltshire (Devizes
Mackreth 2011: 57, pl.34 No.1420)

Museum;

Iron - Colchester Derivative

7.22 Area B 1980 MD Springfield, Probably Field C3

Wt: 8.4g; Total L: 32.2mm; W of bow: 8.2mm; W of head:
24.8mm; Th: 6.3mm

Iron brooch missing the pin, spring and catchplate. This
was probably a Colchester Derivative of the type found
at Fison Way, Thetford (Mackreth 1991: Fig.112.7) with
thick humped and tapered bow and wide head plate
wings with faint vestiges of ridges forming a spring-like
effect on the top of the wings on the left side. Below
the head plate is a corroded lump that may have been
a lug through which a pivot bar may have been passed
to support a false spring (where the head of the pin is
coiled like a spring but the spring does not provide any
torsion for the pin mechanism). This is similar to the
Harlow Spring System described by Mackreth (2011:
50). This potentially a Mackreth Colchester Derivative
Type 3 owing to the possible decorated wings. This is
the West of England Group in which Bagendon would
not be out of place.

Comparable examples:

e TFison Way, Thetford (Mackreth 1991: Fig.112.7)

Alésia-Aucissa

Eleven Aucissa brooches have been recovered from
the 1979-81 and 2015 excavations with two examples
being of transitional Alésia-Aucissa or early Aucissa
form. None are of Hull’s Bagendon type (Hull 1961b).
The differences between Alésia and Aucissa are subtle,
with the Aucissa’s tending to have thinner bows that
are a more consistent width along the length than the
Alésia’s which tend to narrow towards the foot. The
main distinguishing feature between the Aucissa and
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the closely related Hod Hill brooches is in the treatment
of the foot. On Aucissa brooches the bead or knob at
the end of the catchplate is added as a separate piece,
whereas on the Hod Hill brooches they are the same
piece of metal as the rest of the catchplate and bow.
Although this diagnostic feature is does not survive
on all examples found here, consistencies in the rest
of the design suggest these are all the same type. Six
of these brooches are exceptionally similar in terms of
size, shape and decoration: SF81-43, SF81-85, SF81-90,
SF79-93 and SF2015-006. Three Aucissa’s and nine Hod
Hill brooches were found in the earlier excavations.
The latter group all had small beads or knobs at
either end of the iron axial bar that formed the pivot
for the pin and small projections down either side of
the bow referencing those at the end of the axial bar.
They precise way in which these protrusions were
rendered or constructed varied but their consistency
as a feature led Hull to describe these as the Bagendon
Type. Mackreth maintained this as a subtype but he is
sceptical over the separation from Aucissas in a number
of instances, especially considering the foot knob is a
separately applied piece on all (Mackreth 2011 142).
None of the brooches described below have projections
down the side of the bow and, therefore, none belong to
the Bagendon type. They do, where this survives, have
arolled head that wraps around the axial bar the latter
being either iron or copper alloy. Although Aucissas
are found on the continent from ¢.20/10 BC they are
thought to appear in Britain in any quantity after the
conquest as supported by evidence from a number of
sites including Springhead, Kent (Schuster 2011: 204).
Mackreth (2011: 132) suspected the type went out of use
c. AD 60/65 owing to their replacement with the Hod
Hill which he perceived to pass out of us by AD 70/75.

Copper Alloy - Alésia/Aucissa

7.23 Area B 1980, SF80-1 Context 80-1

Wt: 3.8g; Bow L: 46.9mm; Total L: 54.1mm; W of bow:
6.5mm; W of head: 16.2mm; Th: 2.5mm

Copper alloy Alésia-Aucissa cross-over brooch with
a high but slanted arched bow. It has a wide rolled
head over an iron axial bar with copper alloy pin and
a single copper alloy knob surviving on one end of the
bar. The bow, which is much narrowed that the head
is heavily corroded and decayed but has a thicker
cross-section like SF81-26 rather than the sheet form
of the other Aucissa brooches in this collection. The
brooch has a long catchplate, but the bottom edge is
missing. Although now separated from the rest of the
brooch the applied footknob has been retained and
is of hemispherical form with no visible collar. The
decoration on the bow appears to consist of a thick
moulded transverse band across the head end a similar
band across the narrower foot end and some form of
raised longitudinal ribs along the length of the bow,
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now heavily degraded by corrosion. The narrow bow
and position of the raised band across the foot end of
the bow places this in Mackreth’s Alésia-Aucissa Type
1.d (2011: 131). Dating for this specific type is focussed
on, but not before, the conquest period.

Comparable examples:

Stockton, Wiltshire. Mackreth Alésia-Aucissa
Type 1.d3. (Salisbury Museum, 46; Mackreth
2011: 131, P1.89 No.8522)

7.24 Area A 1981, SF81-26 Context 81-20 [Pit AH]

Wt: 3.6g; Total L: 39.7mm; W of bow: 7mm; W of head:
11.5mm; Th: 3.7mm

High arched copper alloy early Aucissa brooch with a
thicker humped cross-section however the decoration
on the upper side is of the same form albeit in higher
relief than SF2015-6, SF81-43 and SF81-90. The
humped-cross-section is created by the raised central
ridges. This corresponds with Riha Type 5.2.1 where
the middle rib is higher than the side ribs (Schuster
2011: 202). The broken head of the brooch retains no
evidence for the form of the hinge mechanism. The
hemispherical foot knob is still present and retains a
moulded collar around the end where it is attached
to the rest of the brooch. Mackreth proposed that the
sturdier brooches like this example may in fact belong
to the preceding Alésia series and therefore predate the
Aucissa although there is no difference in the dating of
contexts from which these are derived (Mackreth 2011:
131).

Comparable examples:

Ditches Villa, North Cerney Gloucestershire.
Alésia/Aucissa type. (Corinium Museum; Trow et
al. 2009: 138, Fig.45,4; Mackreth 2011: 131, P1.89
No0.8572)

Springhead SF15968 (brass), Ctxt 16825, mid-
Roman deposit. (Schuster 2011: 202, Fig.89,41).

Copper Alloy - Aucissa Transitional Types

7.25 Black Grove 2015 SF2015-6, MD Find, Lab #1774, Context
5004

Wt: 2.6g; Total L: 38.2mm; W of bow: 8.8mm; W of head:
10.8mm; Th: 1.3mm

Well preserved, almost complete copper alloy Aucissa
brooch with minimal corrosion missing only the
applied foot knob and part of the pin. The brooch has
a thin, sheet-like bow rolled head containing a copper
alloy bar on which the copper alloy pin is hinged. The
low arched bow is decorated with longitudinal fluting
creating a raised ridge on either side of the bow and two
central raised ridges between which is a longitudinal
segmented ridge. Down the right side of this ridge is
a series of indentations that may be the effect of wear
to the decoration. The bow retains a consistent width
along the length narrowing abruptly to form the
catchplate at the foot end. The thin, sharp catchplate



has a catch formed from bending over and the lower
edge and flattening this towards the plate. The broad
thin bow and low relief of the central decoration places
this brooch in Mackreth’s Aucissa Transitional type 3.a2
with a central ridge bead-row. Other examples have
previously been found at Bagendon as well as Orton
Hall Farm and Longthorpe, Peterborough, Fishbourne
and Hod Hill. Dating relies in part on the Bagendon
examples but setting these aside a pre AD 60/65 date is
feasible but not rigid.

Comparable examples:

Ashton,  Northamptonshire  (Peterborough
Museum; Mackreth 2011, 133, pl.90 No.8714)

7.26 Area A 1981, SF81-90 Context 81-U/S

Wt: 1.0g; Total L: 33.9mm; W of bow: 8.5mm; W of head:
14.7mm; Th: 1.2mm

Incomplete thin copper alloy Aucissa Transitional
brooch in two pieces, with the same form and bow
decoration as SF2015-6; two outer longitudinal ridges,
two inner and one central segmented ridge. Only the
bow, head and part of the catchplate are present. This
appears to have an iron axial bar owing to the patch of
corrosion emanating from the rolled head at the central
gap point where the copper alloy pin head rotates.

7.27 Area A 1979, SF79-93 Context 79-27

Wt: 0.8g; Total L: 25.8mm; W of bow: 8.2mm; W of head:
9.9mm; Th: 1.2mm

Corroded fragment of the bow and top of the head of a
copper alloy Aucissa Transitional brooch of the same
form as SF2015-6 although the sides and surface are
much damaged by corrosion.

7.28 Area A 1981, SF81-85 Context 81-U/S

Wt: 1.6g; Total L: 22.5mm; W of bow: 7.2mm; W of head:
4.9mm; Th: 2.3mm

Fragment of the bow and part of the head of a copper
alloy Aucissa Transitional brooch with a similar form
and decoration as SF2015-6 but this example is in a far
more corroded and worn state obscuring some of the
finer details.

7.29 Area A 1981, SF81-43 Context 81-18 [Pit AF][not illustrated]

Wt: 3g; Total L: 39.3mm; W of bow: 10.9mm; W of head:
39.3mm; Th: 1.6mm

Almost complete Aucissa Transitional brooch missing
the pin and part of the catchplate. Part of the applied
foot knob survives as well as the corroded remnants
of knobs on the ends of the axial bar. The brooch has
a very similar low arched profile to SF2015-6 and the
same decoration but the bow is slightly wider and
appears to taper towards the foot end although this
may be the effect of damage to the sides caused by
corrosion. There are distinct and visible traces of an
applied coating of metal with a different composition,
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over most the brooch. This coating has a bright green
patina but where it is best preserved at the head of the
brooch it has a silver colour and indicates the brooch
was once coated in a white metal. On the basis of this
evidence and the rough texture and brown patina of
the underlying metal this appears to be a tin plated iron
brooch.

7.30 Area B 1980, SF80-16 Context 80-1[not illustrated]

Wt: 5.6g; Bow L: 40.8mm; Total L: 55.3mm; W of bow:
9.4mm; W of head: 13.6mm; Th: 1.9mm

Almost complete copper alloy Aucissa Transitional
brooch still coated in sediment. This once had an
applied foot knob that has been lost post-excavation
as indicated by the small bare rod protruding from the
foot end. Half of the pin is intact. Although most of the
hinge mechanism is obscured by sediment the end of
the iron axial bar is just visible on one side. The thin
bow has a slightly more slanted profile than SF2015-6
and SF81-43 and clearly tapers towards the foot end.
Any decoration on the bow is obscured by dirt. The
catchplate is similar to SF2015-6.

7.31 Area A 1981, SF81-59 Context 81-6

Wt: 0.9g; Total L: 11.1mm; W of bow: 9.3mm; W of head:
17.5mm; Th: 2.9mm

Head only fragment of a copper alloy Aucissa
Transitional brooch heavily obscured by iron corrosion
deposits. This is similar to SF81-43 but with a slightly
shorted iron axial bar. A relatively fresh break across
the start of the bow indicates the brooch was in a
more complete condition when found so this is not a
deliberate fragmented object.

7.32 Area A 1981, SF81-81 Context 81-62

Wt: 1.6g; Total L: 40.8mm; W of bow: 7.1mm; W of head:
12.1mm; Th: 1.3mm

Copper alloy Aucissa brooch, Mackreth'’s Type 3.b. with
a high rounded arch bow with central flute and side
decoration. This example in two pieces is of sheet form
like the main group in the collection but may have had
an iron axial bar owing to the large patch of corrosion
on the head. The bow has a central longitudinal flute
flanked by two low ridges on either side of which
and reaching to the edge of the bow is a raised zifzag
decoration running the length of the bow. This is more
visible/less worn on the right side. The bow retains no
evidence for a transverse moulding across the foot end.
Most of the catchplate, the foot, and part of the pin are
missing.

Comparable examples:

North Ferriby, Redcliff, Welton this example
has similar decoration but is of the thicker
earlier Aucissa Type 2.c rather than the thinner
transitional form of this Bagendon brooch (Hull
City Museums; Mackreth P1.90 No.14016)
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Iron - Aucissa

7.33 Area A 1981, SF81-21 Context 81-6

Wt: 6.1g; Bow L: 44.6mm; Total L: 53.8mm; W of bow:
8.2mm; W of head: 12.8mm; Th: 3.9mm

Corroded and laminated iron Aucissa brooch in two
large pieces and several smaller fragments. It appears
to have a thin wide but tapering bow with a low arched
profile, knobbed foot and pin hinged on an iron axial

bar.
Plate Brooches

Four copper alloy plate brooches were found in
the 1980-1981 excavations. These include disc and
fantail forms, the latter comparable to the Rosette
bow brooches found on the site (Hull 1961, 174,
Fig.32). One lunular brooch is best paralleled in
the published finds from Bagendon. Dating is even
less precise than for the bow brooches but where
excavated comparisons exist these are derived from
first century AD contexts.

Copper alloy - plate brooches

7.34 Area A 1979, SF79-94 Context 79-30
Wt: 2.9 g; Total L: 25.6mm; W of bow: 19.5mm; Th: 2.1mm

Copper alloy round plate brooch with broken edges
and the remnants of a hinged pin on the back,
Mackreth’s Type 20.6x. A small rivet still survives
passed through the centre of the plate around which
is a flat circular area on the upper surface. This area
would have been covered by the additional feature
once held in place by the rivet. Around this circle
the brooch face is decorated with narrow concentric
rings. Only part of the outer edge survives intact
but the remnants of tiny protrusions are just visible
suggesting an original circular shape punctuated
at intervals with small bifurcated protrusions
like those still surviving at the head and foot
end of the plate behind which are the hinge and
catchplate. A similarly decorated brooch was found
at Ashton in Northamptonshire (Mackreth 2011: 177,
pl.120, No.11413) also missing the central applied
decoration. The small surviving remnant of the pin
head sits within a double lugged hinge on the back of
the brooch. Most of the catchplate is missing.
Comparable examples:
e Ashton, Northamptonshire (Peterborough
Museum; Mackreth 2011: 177, pl.120, No.11413)
e Harlow, Essex with simpler edge protrusions
(Hattatt Collection 1819; Mackreth 2011: 177,
P1.120, No.11428)
e Colchester, Essex with a crimped edge
(Colchester Castle Museum, Crummy; Mackreth
2011: 177, PL.120, No.11413).

7.35 Area B 1980, SF80-80 Context 80-35
Wt: 3.0g; Total L: 27.9mm; W of bow: 22.9mm; Th: 1.6mm

Lunular copper alloy plate brooch with separate pin
fragment, Mackreth’s Type 20.3a. The plate is broken
at either end but the solid inner edge confirms the
crescent shape is original. The thin plate has a single
round pierced hole in a central position. It also appears
to be missing small nodules from the outer edge of
the curved plate and possibly the broken corners. The
pin was original attached by means of a double lugged
hinge on the back of the plate. The pin head pivoted
on a rod between the lugs and the end of the pin
would have rested in the now damaged straight, solid
catchplate. This appears to be part of a brooch similar
to a more complete lunular plate brooch previously
found at Bagendon with three small nodules protruding
from the outer edge (Hull 1961b: 183-4, Fig.36.6). The
crescent on the more complete example narrows on
each side with the ends curving inwards towards one
another and finishing in shallow bifurcated terminals.
Both Bagendon examples are missing the decorative
stud that would have been riveted through the hole in
the plate. A complete example is held in Nottingham
Castle Museum from Broxtowe, Nottingham (Mackreth
2011: 14729).

Comparable examples:

e Bagendon Brooch 61 Fig.36.6 from 7N Level 5
(IIB) (Hull 1961b: 183-4; Mackreth 2011: 176,
P1.118, No.11388)

e Broxtowe, Nottingham (Nottingham Castle
Museum; Mackreth 2011: 176, No.14729).

7.36 Area A 1981, SF81-27 Context 81-16 [not illustrated]
Wt: 1.7g; Total L: 29mm; W of bow: 16.3mm; Th: 5.8mm

Small, long copper alloy plate brooch in a very corroded
condition, Mackreth’s Type 20.7b. The brooch has a
double lugged hinge on the back of the head end of
the plate and the vestiges of the catchplate on the
back of the foot head. The plate is currently lozenge
shaped, wider on one side than the other where it is
severely broken. The head end protrudes beyond the
central lozenge which may once have been a circular
or rhomboid shape. This head end has a bifurcated
terminal like a whale’s fluke. The foot end is a small
narrow protrusion beyond the main body of the plate.
This also appears to have been partially bifurcated.
The example in Richard Hattatt’s collection found
near Colchester has a very similar head and foot but it
appears to have had a flatter plate than the Bagendon
brooch that may once have had a central rise or rivet
on the plate.
Comparable examples:
e Near Colchester, Essex (Richard Hattatt’s
collection 1917; Mackreth 2011: pl.120, No.11410)
e Bicester, Oxfordshire (Richard Hattatt’s
Collection; Mackreth 2011: pl.120, No.11409)



e Kingscote, Gloucestershire (Corinium Museum;
Timby 1998, 143, Fig.72,1/153; Mackreth 2011:

177,No0.14733).

7.37 Area A 1981, SF81-67 Context 81-18
Wt: 5.9g; Total L: 38mm; W of bow: 19.3mm; Th: 7.5mm

A corroded and fragmentary copper alloy brooch of
elongated plate form of a type that has parallels in
the Léontomorphe Rosette bow brooches. The brooch
has a thick central rhomboid plate from which the
head and foot ends protrude. On the back of the head
are the remnants of the lugged hinge and the straight
catchplate is located below but just short of the foot end
of the plate. There appears to be a raised central rivet
or protrusion on the plate and the overall form may
have the raised cushion effect of the Rosette brooches,
particularly the Léontomorphs. No precise plate brooch
parallels are known. Although this example is in poor
condition the location of the remnants of the lugs are
visible on the back of the plate showing this is definitely
a plate form rather than a damaged bow brooch with
spring.

Penannular brooches

Four copper alloy Type D penannular brooches and
two iron penannulars brooch were recovered from the
Bagendon 1980s excavations. These are a loosely date
group with a long period of use from the first to fourth
centuries AD (Booth 2015: 147-160). The Bagendon
brooches from the 1950s excavations are thought to
be one of the earliest occurences of the type alongside
Sheepen, Colchester and Maiden Castle (Booth 2015:
158). The defining characteristics of Type D brooches
is the terminal form. These are bent back and over to
rest on the ring. The rings tend not to be decorated
and the pins are straight. The examples found here all
conform to subtype D1 owing to the decoration of the
terminals where they rest back on the ring. SF81-64 and
SF81-80 are snouted giving a faint animal head form,
although the terminals are better preserved on SF81-64
than on the single surviving terminal of SF80. SF50 has
three ribs across the top of each terminal placing this
in subtype D6. Unfortunately the detail of the terminals
of the iron brooch SF81-135 are not visible but the
straight pin hints at a probable Type D form. A further
possible iron penannular brooch survives in a degraded
and much distorted form (SF74) making typological
identification too imprecise. The four previously
published penannular brooches from Bagendon also
belong to Type D although they two subtypes not in the
present assemblage are represented in the earlier finds:
D2 (Hull 1961b: 183, Fig.36.8) and D7 (Hull 1961b: 183,
Fig.36.9-10).
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Copper alloy- penannular

7.38 Area A 1981, SF81-50 Context 81-39 [Pit AK]
Wt: 1.6g; Diameter: 21.1mm; Th: 2.1mm; Pin L: 16.2mm

Small, complete copper alloy penannular Type D6
brooch with just part of the end of the pin missing. The
fragile pin has a flattened head that is wrapped around
the ring. The reverted terminals lie flat against the ring
and are decorated with three raised ribs. This smooth
brooch has a slightly blueish patina.

Comparable examples:

e Longthorpe, Peterborough. (Peterborough
Museum; Dannell and Wild 1987: 87, Fig.21,12;
Mackreth 2011: P1.144, No.3294)

Prestatyn, Wales (Clwyd Powys Archaeological
Trust, Welshpool; Blockley 1989: 98, Fig.40,28;
Mackreth 2011: 210, P1.144 No. 3281)

7.39 Area A 1981, SF81-64 Context 81-20
Wt: 4.4g; Diameter: 32.4mm; Th: 2.8mm; Pin L: 16.1mm;

Almost complete copper alloy penannular Type D
brooch (Booth 2015, ) with a broken pin. The pin head is
flattened and wrapped around the ring of the brooch.
The terminals are reverted flat against the ring and
appear to have a simple snouted form but they are
slightly damaged so it is not clear if the brooch is a D4
or one of the more segmented terminal forms such as
D1 or D6 (Booth 2015, 149, Fig.4.20)

Comparable examples:

Fison Way, Thetford, Norfolk. SF176. 325.
(Mackreth 1991: 128, Fig. 115,43)

e Bagendon (Hull 1961b: 184, Fig.36.9)

7.40 Area A 1981, SF81-80 Context 81-31 [Pit AF]
Wt: 2.3g; Diameter: 27.9mm; Th: 3.0mm; Pin L: 35mm;

Half of a copper alloy penannular Type D, with
complete pin and half of the ring and one terminal.
The pin with flattened head wrapped around the ring
is now broken in two at the base of the head. This is
a slightly smaller than SF81-64. The degraded terminal
is reverted flat against the ring and appears to have a
simple snouted form of D4 type but is not clear if this
is one of the more segmented forms such as D6 or D7
(Booth 2015: 149, Fig.4.20). The corroded surface of the
bow bears the possible impressions of fabric or other
organic material.

Fison Way, Thetford, Norfolk. SF176. 325.
(Mackreth 1991: 128, Fig. 115,43)

7.41 Area A 1981, SF81-44 Context 81-33 [Pit AL]
Wt: 1.4g; Pin L: 14.2mm; Diameter: 27.1mm; Th: 2.1mm

Almost complete copper alloy penannular Type D
brooch (Booth 2015: 147-160, Fig.4.20). Half of the pin
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is missing but the flattened head is clearly wrapped
around the ring, The ends of the terminals are
somewhat decayed restricting designation to any of the
Type D subtypes.

Iron - penannular

7.42 Area A 1981, SF81-135 Context 81-11/28

Wt: 6.8g; Diameter: 32.9mm; Th: 6.0mm; Pin L: 32.6mm;
Very corroded iron penannular brooch of possible
Type D form with a fairly straight copper alloy
pin. The terminals are too corroded to identify the
subtype

7.43 Area B 1980, SF80-74 Context 80-1

Wt: 3.0g; Diameter: 38.7mm; Th: 2.8mm,; Pin L: 28.6mm;
Iron distorted ring possibly with a thickened terminal
at one end, the other end is broken. The pin with bent
end is corroded in place close to the surviving terminal.
Type unclear owing to poor condition.
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Uncertain Fragments

7.44 Area A 1979, SF79-92 Context 79-24[not illustrated]
Wt: 0.8g; Total L: 11.2mm; Max. W: 11.2mm,; Th: 3.6mm

A small copper alloy fragment with two small, narrow,
curved protrusions, one out of either side of the
thickest part of the object. Perpendicular to these is
longer curved and ribbed protrusion. The further side
consist of a straight broken edge and may be where
this fragment has broken from the rest of the bow of a
brooch. This piece is too small to confirm the identity.

7.45 Area A 1981, SF81-14 Context US
Wt: 0.7g; Total L: 19.3mm; Max. W: 13.4mm; Th: 1.6mm

Small, thin, curved copper alloy fragment possibly from
a brooch. The curvature appears to be too wide for this
to be part of a ring. One end forms a quarter section
of a circle with two raised ribs radiating out from the
centre to the edges. The other is bifurcated and the two
are joined by a narrow segment thickened in the centre.



Chapter 8

Metalwork

Elizabeth Foulds

with a contribution by Yvonne Inall

Copper-alloy objects!
2012-13 Scrubditch
[8.1] Small copper-alloy finishing/fine nail with
flat head. L: 11.2mm, head D: 3.0mm. BAG12;
Context 1006. SF 12-2 (Figure 8.1)
Small domed copper-alloy stud or rivet, missing
most of shank. L: 5.6mm, head D: 9.1mm. BAG13;
Context 1083; SF 13-17. (Figure 8.1)
Portionof copper-alloy tube withcircumferential
grooves at one end. L: 29.2mm, D: 4.3mm. BAG13;
Context 2022; SF 13-30. (Figure 8.1)

Binding strips with U- or V-shaped cross-sections are not
unusual finds from Iron Age sites, but tubes where the
long edges meet are more unusual. Other, similar tubes
have been found at Micheldever Wood (Fasham 1987),
which appeared to be an unfolded copper-alloy tube
(no. 12); and at Grately South (Cunliffe and Poole 2008:
SF2376), both of which were considered to be Iron Age
in date. Other similar examples were found at Frocester
Court (Price 2000), where several fragments were found
in post-medieval plough soil (no. 419) and a decorated
tube from a mid-4th century AD context (no. 475). Similar
objects have been recorded on the Portable Antiquities
Scheme online database that bare resemblance to the
Scrubditch example. This included an item with incised
lines, identified as early medieval in date (NMS-3B92C5),
a medieval needle holder (NMS-F13C42), and several
medieval lace tags (e.g. DENO-D8D800), although these
tapered. There were also two potentially similar tubes
described as Roman: NMS-6829A0 and BUC-18F143. The
former was described as a strap fitting, while the later was
described as a ferrule. Both were hollow tubes of similar
sizes to the Scrubditch example and had incised lines.

[8.4] Two small fragments of copper-alloy sheet.
The largest fragment has a small perforation.
L: 17.6mm, W: 8.3mm, Th: 0.7mm, perforation
D: 2.3mm. BAG12; Context 1052; SF 12-05.

[8.5] Smallstrip of copper alloy. L: 14.3mm, W: 3.6mm,

Th: 0.5mm. BAG12; Context 1036; SF 12-04.

! Catalogue entries are in the following format: [Catalogue number]
[Brief description]. [Dimensions]. [Site code]; Context [number]; SF
[year]-[small find number]. Fig. [Figure number]. Abbreviations used:
L=length, H: height, D=diameter, W=width, Th=thickness
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[8.6] Long portion of copper-alloy binding strip,
U-sectioned. L: 104.3mm, W: 5.9mm. BAG14;
Context 3029; SF 14-04.

These strips of copper-alloy were presumably used for
edging wood objects that needed additional reinforcement
or a clean finished edge. A similar section of binding was
found in the ditch of the banjo enclosure at Nettlebank
Copse, Hants (Cunliffe and Poole 2000: 87, no. 1.1).

In addition to the binding strip, there were also some
copper-alloy crumbs found in context 14-3037 that
have not been catalogued.

1979-81 excavations

In total, an assemblage of 170 objects or fragments
of copper-alloy were recovered from the 1979-1981
excavations at Bagendon (excluding the brooches: see
Adams this volume). Only the identifiable objects and
some ‘miscellaneous’ artefacts are catalogued here.
There were an additional 111 fragments that could not
be identified further as anything other than: fragments,
sheet, or strips. Thirty-seven of these objects are now
missing. Only a small selection of the missing artefacts
have been catalogued, as most were only identified in
vague terms, such as fragments, sheet, plate, or possible
copper-alloy metalworking waste.
Dress and personal adornment

[8.7] Fragment from a finger-ring. The area of the
bezel has a small fragment of translucent
yellow material (possibly glass) remaining,
Highly corroded, so object is slightly distorted.
Bezel area: 15.0mm by 16.7mm, external D:
approximately 21.7mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-
31; SF 81-79. (Figure 8.2a, b)
Two fragments of metal strip possibly from
a cosmetic implement. Both taper slightly
and have incised diagonal decoration on the
surface. L: 27.0mm, W: tapering from 3.5 to
2.0mm, Th: 1.1mm; L: 17.5mm, W: tapering
from 3.6mm to 1.5mm, Th: 0.8mm. BAG79-81;
Context US; SF 81-1.

[8.8]
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Figure 8.1. Copper-alloy objects (drawn by Yvonne Beadnell).

Figure 8.2a/b. Photographs of copper-alloy ring (sf 81-79) (Photos: Jeff Veitch)
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[8.9]

[8.10]

Fittings

[8.11]

[8.12]

[8.13]

[8.14]

[8.15]

[8.16]

[8.17]

[8.18]

[8.19]

[8.20]

[8.21]

[8.22]

[8.23]

[8.24]

A copper-alloy pin. Now missing. BAG79-81;
Context 80-10; SF 80-102.

A fragment from a copper-alloy ring, possibly
related to personal adornment.D. 32mm, W. 5mm
BAG79-81; Context 81-20; SF 81-68. (Figure 8.1)

Possible pin or nail with very large head. On
one side there is a small portion of bent over
shaft. Head D: 18.3mm, shaft D: 2.8mm. BAG79-
81; Context 80-1; SF 80-66. (Figure 8.1)

Tack or pin fragment with irregular head. L:
8.7mm, head W: 6.6mm, shaft Th: tapering
from 3.0mm to 2.2mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-1;
SF 80-30. (Figure 8.1)

Possible distorted nail. L: 17.1mm, W: 17.0mm,
Th: 4.8mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-1; SF 80-52.
Probable tack. L: 11.1mm, W: 6.3mm, Th:
tapering from 3.3mm to 2.3mm. BAG79-81;
Context 80-1; SF 80-8.

Tack or pin fragment with irregular circular
head. L: 7.6mm, head W: 8.7mm, shaft Th:
tapering from 2.9mm to 2.2mm. BAG79-81;
Context 80-1; SF 80-17.

Tack or pin fragment with irregular circular
head. L: 9.3mm, head W: 7.6mm, shaft Th:
tapering from 2.5mm to 1.6mm. BAG79-81;
Context 80-1; SF 80-29.

Tack or pin fragment with irregular head. L:
7.4mm, head W: 7.0mm, shaft Th: tapering
from 2.8mm to 1.9mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-1;
SF 80-37.

Tack or pin fragment with irregular head.
L: 5.0mm, head D: 7.2mm, shaft Th: 2.3mm.
BAG79-81; Context 80-1; SF 80-43.

Tack or pin with irregular circular head.L: 9.1mm,
head W: 10.4mm, shaft Th: tapering from 4.2mm
to 2.1mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-1; SF 80-11.
Tack or pin fragment with irregular head.
L: 4.6mm, head W: 9.1mm, shaft Th: 3.2mm.
BAG79-81; Context 80-6; SF 80-38.

Distorted possible tack or pin fragment with
irregular head. L: 16.0mm, W: 7.7mm, Th:
3.6mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-1; SF 80-55.
Possible tack with broken head. L: 12.5mm,
Th: tapering from 3.0mm to 2.5mm. BAG79-81;
Context 80-19; SF 80-87.

Three amorphous fragments of metal. One
may be a pin/nail head and the other may be a
pin/nail shaft. The third is of unknown origin.
L: 11.5mm, W: 5.5mm, Th: 4.5mm; L:; 19.7mm,
D: 2.2mm; D: 9.2mm, Th: 4.0mm. BAG79-81;
Context 80-40; SF 80-83.

Part of a copper- alloy ring with a quadrilateral
cross-section. This is a ring from a fixture or
fitting rather than a finger ring. D: 33.1mm; Th:
6mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-20; SF 81-68.
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Miscellaneous

[8.25]

[8.26]

[8.27]

[8.28]

[8.29]

[8.30]

[8.31]

[8.32]

[8.33]

[8.34]

[8.35]

Possible decorative copper-alloy sheet metal
(possibly iron covered with copper-alloy
plating). There is a circular perforation in one
corner. There is a second associated fragment.
L: 34.4mm, W: 26.6mm, Th: 1.3mm, perforation
D: 2.5mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-14; SF 81-47.
(Figure 8.1)

‘L shaped copper-alloy sheet. L: 72.4mm, W:
32.2mm, Th: 0.8mm. Additional small copper-
alloy fragment (not illustrated). L: 19.9mm, W:
7.6mm, Th: 0.5mm. BAG79-81; Context 79-30;
SF 79-95. (Figure 8.1)

Complete ring with abutting terminals.
External D: 24.3mm, internal D: 19.4mm, wire
D: 2.4mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-13; SF 81-35.
(Figure 8.1)

Flattened coil of metal strip. L: 28.8mm(coiled)
original length around 100mm, W: tapers from
3.7 to 8.8mm, Th: 0.6mm. BAG79-81; Context
80-1; SF 80-33. (Figure 8.1)

Thin strip of metal. One of the long edges
is very straight and regular and may be the
original edge. The opposing long edge is jagged
and folded over for half the length. One short
edge is irregular, suggesting it may have been
broken off of a larger object. L: 112.9mm, W:
20.3mm, Th: 0.7mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-1;
SF 80-9. (Figure 8.1)

Seven fragments of metal strip. Highly
fragmented, but resembles binding strips used
for edging wood objects. Largest fragment
measures: L: 42.1mm, W: 8.2mm, Th: 1.1mm.
BAG79-81; Context 80-35; SF 80-77.

Fragment of sheet metal. One side has a double
incised line along the edge. L: 25.2mm, W:
27.8mm, Th: 0.8mm. BAG79-81; Context 0; SF
81-12.

Fragment of roughly square cross-section iron
bar plated with copper alloy. L: 40.6mm, W:
4.3mm, Th: 4.2mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-3; SF
81-51.

Approximately half of a ring. External D:
approximately 26.4mm, wire D: 5.2mm. BAG79-
81; Context 81-59; SF 81-69.

Copper-alloy sheet rivet ‘pot mend’. L: 15.0mm,
W: 11.1mm, Th: 2.0mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-
1; SF 80-44.

Copper-alloy sheet ‘pot mend’. L: 12.6mm, W:
7.8mm, Th: 1.7mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-22;
SF 81-32.

These thin folded rivets, or ‘paper-clip’ patch, were
used in the medieval period to mend small holes in
larger sheet metal objects (Egan 1998: fig. 144). They are
not common on Iron Age and Roman period sites, but
there are examples from a 1st-century AD scrap metal
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collection at Carlisle (Howard-Davis 2009: fig. 404, nos
10-12) and possibly on the much-repaired copper-alloy
vessel from Glastonbury Lake Village (Bulleid and Gray
1911: 179 E19) dating to the Iron Age.

[8.36] Fragment of tubular copper alloy. Now missing.
BAG79-81; Context 79-19; SF 81-4.

[8.37] Fragment of tubular copper alloy. Now missing.
BAG79-81; Context 79-3.

[8.38] Four fragments of wire. The largest piece has a
loop on one end. L: 25 mm; W: 5mm; Th: 4mm.
BAG79-81; Context 81-13; SF 81-54.

[8.39] Thin fragment of wire. L: 9.8mm, W: 2.3mm, Th:
1.7mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-1; SF 80-36.

[8.40] Possible wire fragment. L: 17.1mm, D: 4.8mm.
BAG79-81; Context 81-31; SF 81-72.

[8.41] Fragment of roughly square-sectioned wire. L:
26.4mm, W: 2.2mm, Th: tapering from 2.3mm
to 1.7mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-21; SF 81-36.

[8.42] Fragment of roughly circular cross-section
wire. L: 18.3mm, D: 2.1mm. BAG79-81; Context
81-44; SF 81-71.

[8.43] Fragment of copper-alloy wire. Now missing.
BAG79-81; Context 79-13; SF 79-55.

[8.44] Tightly wound wire coil. L: 9.5mm, D: 4.4mm,
thickness of wire: approximately 1.4mm.
BAG79-81; Context 80-1; SF 80-23.

[8.45] Fragment of wire or pin shaft. L: 18.2mm, D:
1.9mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-25; SF 80-92.

[8.46] Fragment of wire or pin shaft. L: 12.5mm, Th:
tapering from 3.0mm to 2.5mm. BAG79-81;
Context 80-19; SF 80-88.

[8.47] Fragment of wire or pin shaft. One end is
bulbous, so may be the original point of
attachment to something else. L: 28.3mm, D:
1.4mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-35; SF 80-78.

2015 Black Grove excavations

[8.48] Two delicate fragments from a copper-alloy
bracelet. The outer surface was decorated with
incised lines. W: 2.2mm, Th: 1.8mm. Original
diameter may have been c. 5cm. BAG15;
Context 15-5001; SF 15-11. (Figure 8.1)

This example is very delicate and its small size may
indicate that it was worn by a child. Swift (2000: 129)
describes this particular style of bracelet as a: strip
bracelet with notched decoration (a14), which is a style
that is found primarily in southern Britain, but there is
also an example known from Basel, Switzerland.

[8.49] Large fragment of folded copper-alloy sheet. L:
33mm, W: 22m, Th: 3mm. BAG15; Context 6017;
SF 15-29. (Figure 8.1)

[8.50] Small nail with globular head. L: 17.5mm, head
D: 4.5mm. BAG15; Context 5017; SF 15-25.
BAG15; Context 15-6017; SF 15-27.

[8.51] Small copper-alloy lump. L: 15.9mm, W: 8.2mm,
Th: 4.0mm. BAG15; Context 5018; SF 15-26.

2017 Trench 11, Test Pit Bagendon Valley

[8.52] Copper-alloy finger-ring made from a thin
strip. One end was tapered and coiled three
times with the other end neatly hidden behind
it. In good condition, but slightly flattened.
Spiral D: 10.2mm, internal W: 18.3mm, internal
H: 12.5mm. BAG17; Context 11002; SF 17-15.
(Figure 8.3)

This unusual finger-ring has no known Iron Age or
Roman parallels, as rings of these dates often spiral
around the finger rather than have a spiral at the front
of the finger. The context of this find, in the subsoil,
indicates that that it could date to the Iron Age or
Roman period, but it is also possible that it is of a later
date.

Figure 8.3. Photograph of copper- alloy ring from Trench 11
(sf 17-15) (Photo: Jeff Veitch)



Iron objects

Small assemblages of iron artefacts were recovered
from Scrubditch, Cutham, and Black Grove, while a
substantial assemblage of iron was recovered from the
1979-81 excavations.

2012-13 Scrubditch

[8.53] Single hobnail with pyramidal head. BAG13;
Context 1110; SF 13-16. (Figure 8.4)

[8.54] Ironrod. L: 88.8mm, D: 6.0mm. BAG12; Context
1026; SF 12-03.

[8.55] Two fragments of iron rod. L: 44.3mm, D:
4.7mm. BAG12; Context 1004; SF 12-01.

[8.56] Sheet fragment. L: 53.1mm, W: 31.2mm, Th:
7.6mm. BAG13; Context 1083; SF 13-12.

[8.57] Three small fragments of iron. BAG12; Context

1061.
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2014 Cutham

[8.58] Crescent shaped sheet fragment. L: 54.7mm, W:
17.2mm, Th: 3.9mm. BAG14; Context 3029; SF
14-07.

[8.59] strip fragment. L: 53.1mm, W: 11.6mm, Th:
6.8mm. BAG14; Context 4016; SF 14-10.

[8.60] Strip fragment. L: 39.1mm, W: 10.7mm, Th:
3.9mm. BAG14; Context 3037; SF 14-08.

[8.61] Nail with round head and square cross-section
shaft. L: 27.1mm. BAG14; Context U/S.

[8.62] Tapering iron strip. L: 165mm, W (max):
11.1mm, Th: 4.9mm. BAG14; Context 3004; SF
14-09.

[8.63] Iron fragment. L: 37.7mm, W (max): 9.4mm, Th
(max): 7.4mm. BAG14; Context 3004.
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Figure 8.4. Iron objects (drawn by Yvonne Beadnell).
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Figure 8.5. Iron objects (drawn by Yvonne Beadnell).

1979-81 excavations

There was a large assemblage of iron artefacts from
this excavation consisting of approximately 890 objects
and fragments. Overall, the assemblage was generally
in very poor condition with a high level of corrosion
and fragmentation. From the entire assemblage of
iron artefacts, approximately 28 objects (mainly from
the 1979 excavations) are now missing. Original site
records indicated that the missing objects consisted of
possible blades, a section of chain, and a hook, as well
as numerous iron ‘fragments’ that were not identified
further. The missing artefacts with identifications have
been included in the catalogue where relevant in the
following sections. There was also one item described
as a linch pin (SF 79-46 from context 79-6 subsoil),
but with no further information as to whether this
was an Iron Age or Roman type. In the absence of
further information, it has not been catalogued, but is
mentioned here.

There was also a collection of 61 artefacts from the
excavations that had the remains of wood preserved
in the iron corrosion. These objects were a mixture of
nails, joiner’s dog, a knife and other non-identifiable
fragments of strip, rod, and sheet iron. They were all
recovered during the 1981 excavations of the pits in
Trench A. Finds from the Phase 1 pits include: an iron
knife blade from pit AK (cat. 8.83) and 24 fragments of
iron strip from pit AL context 81-79 (not catalogued),
but the majority of these iron objects with wood
impressed iron corrosion were from the Phase 2 pits:
AD, AE, AF, AG, and AH. Very few of these iron artefacts
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were structural related objects (1 nail from pit AE, 2
nails from pit AF, 1 joiner’s dog and 1 nail from pit AH)
and most were fragments of iron sheet, strip, rod, or
other unidentifiable fragments.

Dress and personal adornment

Hobnail. L: 7.13mm, head D: 8.1mm; head H:
6.0mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-36; SF 81-153.
(Figure 8.4)

Hobnail. L: 18.2mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-40.
Hobnail. L: 15.6mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-5.
Hobnail. L: 15.0mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-56.
Possible pin or needle shaft fragment with
roughly circular cross-section, ends in a point.
L: 45.3mm, D: tapers from 4.0mm to 1.5mm.
BAG79-81; Context 81-61; SF 81-184. (Figure 8.4)

[8.64]

[8.65]
[8.66]
[8.67]
[8.68]

Fittings and construction
Nails

A minimum of 173 nails were identified in the iron
assemblage. Identification was reliant on the presence
of a nail head, although there were an additional 38
fragments of tapering rectangular cross-sectioned
iron rod that could have been nails. Most of the nails
were recovered from the pit features in Trench A (Table
8.1). Measurements were taken from 158 complete and
nearly complete nails. Nail lengths ranged from 12.6mm
to 74.0mm, although some of the smallest could be
incomplete. Only 12 were clenched, which shows that
they were likely used. The clenched length ranges



from 11.5mm to 50.9mm.
The majority of nails were
identified as Manning

Table 8.1. Summary of
nails from the 1979 and
1981 excavated pits.

Feature (pit) _ (1985) Type 1b nails with

in Area A Nails flat heads, although some

could have been Type 3,

AA 1 Type 4, or Type 7, but the

AB 13 levels of fragmentation

AD* 9 and corrosion of the

metal hampered further

AE > identification (examples

AF 13 illustrated in Figure 8.4
AG 6 and 8.5).

AH 4 At least 197 nails were

AK 1 recovered during Clifford’s

AL 14 (1961)  excavations  at

Bagendon. Along with

AM ? the evidence for ferrous

AO* 1 metalworking, it was

Total 36 suggested that the nails

were made on location
and were used for the
roof of roundhouses.
The quantity of nails at
Bagendon sets the site
apart from other Late Iron Age sites in the region.
Thomas (2005c) notes that iron nails generally were
not used prior to the Late Iron Age, although cleats
and dogs are known from some sites. The presence
of iron nails in large quantity were an indication of
changes occurring in the period, perhaps reflecting
the construction of new structures.

*An additional three nails
were attributed to pits AD,
AN, and AO.

Other objects

[8.69] Iron strip forming hook at one end and a
loop at the other end. The loop end appears
to be D-shaped, but this may be the effect of
weathering, It is slightly twisted between
the hook and loop end. Overall dimensions:
L: 75.3mm, W: 25.6mm; hook end strip
measurements: W: 12.5mm, Th: 2.2mm;
loop end measurements: 13.0mm x 22.5mm;
perforation measurements: 5.lmm x 6.8mm.
BAG79-81; Context 81-31; SF 81-38. (Figure 8.5)
Iron hook. Now missing. BAG79-81; Context 79-
13; SF 79-44.

Incomplete joiner’s dog or staple. Iron strip
with both ends bent at right angles. L: 46.3mm,
leg length: 30.9mm and 13.4mm, W: 6.3mm, Th:
4,0mm. BAG79-81; Context; SF 81-158. (Figure 8.4)
Shaft with square cross-section that is bent
at both ends, which were both broken. This
may be a small staple or joiner’s dog. There is
a large amount of corrosion material that also
includes organic material on one corner. Crown
length: 33.0mm, W: 4.4mm, leg 1: 22.7mm; leg

[8.70]

[8.71]

[8.72]
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2: 9.4mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-11/20; SF 81-
123. (Figure 8.4)

Large oval ring with overlapping ends with
a strip of iron wrapped around it. There is a
second piece of iron strip that was probably
originally attached. Overall measurements:
L: 120.0mm; W: 40.4mm Rod diameter: 8.0mm
Overall strip measurements: L: 120mm; W:
40mm; Th: variable but approximately 5.5mm
Second (non-attached strip) measurements: L:
10.6; D: 21.3mm; Th: 2.2mm. BAG79-81; Context
81-51; SF 81-60. (Figure 8.4)

Partial ring or ferrule. D: 18mm, Th: 10.4mm.
BAG79-81; Context 80-5.
Fragmented ring. D:
Context 80-1. (Figure 8.5)
Ring made from a spiralled strip of iron
roughly rectangular in cross-section. The ring
is approximately 26.2mm in diameter, 9.7mm
thick, with an internal diameter of 11.4mm.
The overlapping ends extend approximately
half way around. BAG79-81; Context 81-3; SF
81-101. (Figure 8.4)

Fragmented ring, uneven shape. D: 19.9mm.
BAG79-81; Context 80-1.

Iron rivet. Now missing. BAG79-81; Context 79-
24; SF 79-82.

Iron loop with spike end. It is made from an
iron rod that is rectangular in cross-section
and measures approximately 4.7mm x 5.4mm.
The fragment measures approximately
13.0mm long and the loop is roughly circular
and measures approximately 22.6mm x
19.4mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-33; SF 81-46.
(Figure 8.4)

[8.73]

[8.74]

[8.75] 25.9mm. BAG79-81;

[8.76]

[8.77]
[8.78]

[8.79]

This may be a split pin or one of Manning’s (1985:
130) ‘double-spiked loops’ which, when attached to
woodwork or masonry, provided a loop. A box fitting
from Stanway Warrior burial also looks similar and is of
similar size (Crummy et al. 2007: 193). Alternatively, it
could be a latch-lifter.

[8.80] T-clamp made from square in cross-section iron
bar. L: 106.7mm; shaft W: 8.1mm, cross piece L:
46.7mm, W: 10.5mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-24;
SF 81-42. (Figure 8.4)

T-clamps are described by Manning (1985) as a common
item of structural ironwork that were used especially to
attach tiles to walls, although they could be used for a
range of functions.

Tools
[8.81] Length of iron rod that widens at least at one

end, but possibly both ends. BAG79-81; Context
80-1. (Figure 8.4)
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Possible double ended tool, such as a wax spatula, or
file/gouge.

[8.82] Iron knife with a tang, but missing point. The
blade is triangular in form with a straight spine
and a tapering blade. The tang is bent. Blade L:
60.0mm, max W: 16.6mm, tang L: 35.4mm, W:
tapers from 8.7 to 3.4mm. BAG79-81; Context
80-1; SF 80-73.

Possiblelron knife with an incomplete blade
and tang with an ancient break. The blade has
a straight edge and spine. Part of the blade is
covered in a mineralized organic deposit. Blade
L:56.7mm, blade W: 14.5mm, Th: 2.0mm, tang L:
25.5mm, tang W: tapers from 6.5mm to 2.8mm.
BAG79-81; Context 81-14; SF 81-37. (Figure 8.4)
Fragment in two pieces that has one straight
side and one convex side, possibly part of a
blade. L: 57.7mm, max W: 22.1mm, Th: varies
but approximately 2.6mm. BAG79-81; Context
81-17; SF 81-31.

Fragment of iron, possibly the junction
between a knife blade and tang. L: 31.4mm, W:
15.9mm, Th: 7.4mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-37;
SF 81-156.

Possible fragment of a knife blade. L: 80.5mm,
W: varies but approximately 14.5mm, spine
Th: 4.8mm, blade edge Th: 1.6mm. BAG79-81;
Context; SF 81-167.

Fragment of iron strip with possible part of a
tang from possible tool. The possible tang end
is slightly bent out of alignment. L: 12.4mm, W:
varies between 11.5mm and 6.5mm. BAG79-81;
Context 81-12; SF 81-104.

A rectangular strip with a tapered spike on
one end and the other end bent to form a
circle approximately 23.7mm in diameter.
Cross-section is variable, but generally
rectangular. Overall measurements: L: 77.6mm,
W: tapers from 9.3mm to 3.3mm; strip portion
measurements: W: 20.9mm, Th: 2.0mm. BAG79-
81; Context 81-3; SF 81-61. (Figure 8.4)
Fragment of a blade. Now missing. BAG79-81;
Context 79-9; SF 79-39.

Possible fragment of a blade. Now missing.
BAG79-81; Context 79-17; SF 79-66.

Possible fragment of a blade. Now missing.
BAG79-81; Context 79-9; SF 79-17.

Fragment of a blade. Now missing. BAG79-81;
Context 79-17; SF 79-57.

Fragment of a blade. Now missing. BAG79-81;
Context 79-6; SF 79-36.

Fragment of a blade. Now missing. BAG79-81;
Context 79-9; SF 79-40.

Spiral ring formed from a rectangular strip.
The ends overlap by approximately 18.0mm.
Strip measurements: W: 6.7mm, Th: 3.9mm;

[8.83]

[8.84]

[8.85]

[8.86]

[8.87]

[8.88]

[8.89]
[8.90]
[8.91]
[8.92]
[8.93]
[8.94]

[8.95]
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overall measurements: external D: 17.5mm,
internal D: 9.2mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-44; SF
81-94. (Figure 8.4)

Spiral ring formed from a rectangular strip.
The ends overlap by approximately 9.0mm.
Strip measurements: W: 5.3mm, Th: 2.6mm;
overall measurements: external D: 17.3mm,
internal D: 12.5mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-53;
SF 81-87. (Figure 8.4)

Iron chain. Now missing. BAG79-81; Context
79-1; SF 79-60.

Complete chisel, punch, or wedge with a
rounded and slightly mushroomed head. L:
68.3mm, flattened chisel end W: 7.8mm, head
end: 12.2mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-22; SF 81-
128. (Figure 8.4)

[8.96]

[8.97]

[8.98]

An example of a similar tool was found at Hod Hill,
Dorset (Richmond 1968: 115, B7b) and was included in
Manning’s (1985: 10 Cat. no. A26) catalogue of tools. It
was found in the foundation trench of Barrack .

[8.99] Complete iron wedge or chisel. L: 53.9mm, head
W: 21.5mm, point W: 13.2mm, Th: tapers from
17.8mm to 2.6mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-1; SF
80-31. (Figure 8.5)

A similar example is from Fishbourne, (Cunliffe 1971: 131,
no. 37) dating to Late Iron Age or early Roman period,
which was described as a wedge, field anvil, or chisel.

[8.100] Incomplete rectangular sectioned rod, possible
punch or chisel. The narrow end of the tool
appears to be broken. L: 77.3mm, W: tapers
from 14.3mm to 11.3mm, Th: varies from
12.4mm to 9.6mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-1; SF
80-70. (Figure 8.4)

[8.101] Small conical ferrule or tool socket of other
use. L: 25.7mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-1. (Figure
8.5)

[8.102] Square-sectioned rod with one end curling up
onto itself and the other flattened out into a
spatula. Strip end: W: 12.1mm, Th: 1.7mm, shaft
end: W: 6.3mm, Th: 4.4mm. BAG79-81; Context
81-18; SF 81-118.

Miscellaneous

[8.103] Traces of copper-alloy coating on an iron ring.
The ring terminals overlap slightly. External
D: 8.5mm, internal D: 3.7mm, wire D: 2.3mm.
BAG79-81; Context 81-18; SF 81-41.

[8.104] Iron spike. L: 58.6mm, W: tapers from 14.7mm
to 2.9mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-62; SF 81-186.

[8.105]Short length of iron tube, now flattened. L:
20.9mm, W: 22mm, Th: 11.2mm. BAG79-81;
Context 80-40. (Figure 8.4)



[8.106]Rectangular iron plate with a central circular
perforation. L: 34.3mm; W: 30.4mm, Th: 4,1mm.
Perforation D: 12.9mm. BAG79-81; Context 81-
33, SF 81-33. (Figure 8.5)

[8.107]Sheet fragment with perforation. L: 22.9mm,
W: 19.9mm, Th: 2.8mm. Perforation D: 4.7mm.
BAG79-81; Context 80-10. (Figure 8.5)

[8.108]Fragment of sheet with intact perforation. L:
30.6mm, W: 23.6mm, Th: 5.4mm. Perforation D:
5.0mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-25. (Figure 8.5)

[8.109] Sheet fragment with perforation and possible
remains of another perforation. L: 21.6mm, W:
18.2mm, Th: 4.8mm. BAG79-81; Context 80-10.
(Figure 8.5)

[8.110] Large sheet fragment with large perforation. L:
24.3mm, W: 3.9mm, Th: 3.6mm. Perforation D:
24.3mm, BAG79-81; Context 80-40. (Figure 8.5)

[8.111]Fragment of sheet with a perforation. L:
30.3mm, W: 12.7mm, Th: 1mm. BAG79-81;
Context 80-1. (Figure 8.5)

[8.112]Curved sheet with possible perforation. L:
26.5mm, W: 24.8mm, Th: 2.5mm. BAG79-81;
Context 80-1. (Figure 8.5)

[8.113]Roughly circular cross-section rod. One end
bent at a right angle. D: 3.1mm, L: 79.8mm.
BAG79-81; Context 80-25. (Figure 8.5)

2015 Black Grove excavations

[8.114] Iron cleat. L: 30.0mm, W: 13.8mm, Th: 5.1mm.
BAG15; Context 15-5003; SF 15-15. (Figure 8.4)

Similar to Manning (1985: 131) R57 and R58. He
describes cleats as coming from footwear, but some
could have been used to fasten wood.

[8.115]Possible small joiner’s dog. L: 45.4mm
(estimated original), W: 12.5mm, Th: 8.1mm.
BAG15; Context 5029; SF 15-31. (Figure 8.4)

This example is similar to Manning R53 (1985: 131), but
it is smaller in size and distorted.

[8.116]Partially complete ‘ox-goad’ or pen nib. L:
22.8mm. BAG15; Context 5006; SF 15-21. (Figure
8.4)

[8.117]Possible broken ‘ox-goad’ or pen nib. D:
16.7mm, W: 7.8mm, Th: 3.9mm. BAG15; Context
U/s; SF 15-01.

[8.118] Penannular loop made with square cross-
section wire. Overall L: 39.7mm, W: 28.8mm,
wire Th: 7.3mm x 6.3mm. BAG15; Context 5001;
SF 15-13.

[8.119]Sheet fragment. L: 26.0mm, W: 25.4mm, Th:
4.8mm. BAG15; Context 5010; SF 15-22.

[8.120]ron fragment. L: 28.7mm, W: 14.7mm, Th:
6.1mm. BAG15; Context 5006; SF 15-20.
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[8.121]Rod fragment with square cross-section. L:
167mm, W: 5.2mm, Th: 4.9mm. BAG15; Context
6007; SF 15-18.

[8.122] Rod fragment bent at right angle, square cross-
section. L: 170mm, W: 6.1mm, Th: 6.1mm.
BAG15; Context 6007; SF 15-17.

[8.123]Oval iron sheet similar to a cleat, but with a
central rounded boss on one side. The boss
does not seem to be part of a rivet, so may be
decorative. L: 25.5mm, W: 14.2mm, Th: 5.4mm.
BAG15; Context 15-6006; SF 15-10.

1979-81 excavations

The excavations in 1979-81 produced alarge assemblage
of finds of nearly 1100 objects and fragments. The bulk
of the assemblage was made up of iron with a smaller
number of copper-alloy objects. Unfortunately, the
high levels of corrosion and fragmentation of much of
the iron assemblage prevented further identification
work. Nonetheless, it is indicative of some of the Late
Iron Age and early Roman activity at Bagendon.

The artefacts from this phase of excavations considered
here were primarily structural related, although this is
skewed by the large number of nails. No doubt some
of the nails, especially the smaller ones, were used for
smaller portable objects rather than in the construction
of buildings. This is very similar to the artefacts
reported by Clifford (1961), who also noted a large
number of iron nails, but also recorded other structural
fixtures and fittings, tools related to wood, stone, or
iron working as well as textile crafts, objects that would
have been worn by individuals consisting of hobnails,
finger-rings, mirrors, and of course brooches. Clifford
(1961) also noted artefacts related to transportation
in the form of a linch pin and chariot fitting, although
on comparison with Manning (1985) the identification
of these might now be questioned. The 1979-81
excavations only produced one such example (a linch
pin) that has since gone missing. Overall, the material
assemblage is comparable to the assemblage from
Clifford’s excavations.

The quantity of nails found during both the 1950s and
1979-81 excavations is unusual, as quantities of this size
are usually indicative of a Roman period assemblage.
Clifford’s and Ruddock’s (1961) interpretation suggested
that the nails were manufactured at Bagendon, along
with the potential production of other metalwork (the
Bagendon type brooch, coins, other household items),
which formed one of Clifford’s key export groups.
Although there is evidence for both iron smelting and
smithing at the site, there is no evidence to support
the possibility that the nails specifically were being
manufactured at Bagendon and they could equally
have been brought in. If the pits were interpreted as
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a secondary refuse disposal, which would account for
the poor levels of preservation and organic material
associated with the corrosion on some objects, then the
evidence suggests that there were timber and nail-built
structures, in the vicinity and possibly some wooden
containers built with nails, all of which were dismantled
and disposed of in the pits.

The assemblage of ironwork recovered from this phase
of excavations is comparatively large, especially when
the size of the excavations at Bagendon is taken into
account, which suggests that perhaps something was
different about the activity at this site. For example,
during the large-scale excavations at sites such as
Thornhill Farm, Gloucestershire (Jennings et al. 2004)
and nearby Cotswold Community, Gloucestershire
(Powell et al. 2010 and Smith et al. 2010) only small
assemblages of finds came from the Late Iron Age and
early Roman phases. A similarly small assemblage of
finds came from the excavations of the quarry complex
at Ditches, Gloucestershire (Trow et al. 2009) and further
afield at Stanwick, North Yorkshire (Haselgrove 2016).
The diversity of the Bagendon assemblage in some
ways is similar to that of Stanwick and the Late Iron
Age phases at Silchester, Hampshire (Fulford et al. 2018),
although there are some noted exotic and rare artefacts
at Stanwick (e.g. the obsidian glass bowl fragment and
native style sword). At Silchester, however, Crummy
(2018) noted that the assemblage was dominated by
artefacts related to dress accessories, which is a pattern
that is not found at Bagendon. Other similarities include
the presence of numerous fittings (iron and copper
alloy) and textile related equipment, although Crummy
notes that tools were not abundant finds.

Figure 8.6. Iron spearhead (drawn by Yvonne Beadnell).

Iron spearhead from Scrubditch enclosure

Yvonne Inall

[8.124] The spearhead was recovered from ditch F22,
the antenna ditch from Scrubditch enclosure. The
context, BAG13-2022, was an ashy deposit, which
appears to have formed the final infilling of the ditch
terminus, possibly marking the end of the use life of
the settlement. Pottery from this context suggests a
Middle to Late Iron Age date and a C14 date obtained
from context 2025, below 2022 is 2136 + 31 (352-54 BC at
95%). (Figure 8.6 and 8.7)

Physical dimensions and description

The spearhead is small with an overall length of 186mm
and a blade 40mm long with a diamond to leaf-shaped
profile. The blade is 21mm wide at its widest point, 33mm
from the tip, towards the base of the blade. The mid third
of the blade tapers slightly, with rounded blade edges, and
the top third of the blade tapers smoothly to a slightly
rounded point. The blade is thin with a near flat section
and a blade edge 2mm thick. The tip of the blade remains
intact and there is only slight damage to one edge of the
blade. There is a smooth transition from socket to blade,
with a minimum diameter of 19mm at the neck. The
socket is conical, with a round section and no visible weld
seam. The socket measures 146 mm, more than twice the
length of the blade. The external diameter of the socket
is 23mm, with an internal diameter of 18 mm. Wood
remains preserved within the base of the socket, although
no analysis has been performed to identify species. There
is a small rivet hole visible on one lateral side of the socket.

Figure 8.7. Photograph of iron spearhead, after conservation
(Photo: Jeff Veitch).



Condition

The x-ray shows the core of the metal to be present,
although there is heavy mineralisation to the
spearhead. The x-ray also revealed the edge of a
second, lateral rivet hole, of similar dimensions to the
one which remains visible. There are some clear breaks
to the socket, which has been reconstructed by the
conservators.

Functional and Typological Assessment

The spearhead is identifiable as a small throwing form,
which was widely distributed in Iron Age Britain. The
overall morphology of the spearhead allows allocation
to Inall’s (2015) type 1.1, diamond-bladed spearhead.
The example can be allocated to the subtype 1.1.b.2.
The defining characteristics of Type 1.1.b.2 are a small
blade with an elongated diamond-shaped profile, with
a maximum width approximately half the length of the
blade. Similarly, the sockets of type 1.1.b.2 spearheads
are noticeably longer than their blades. The Bagendon
spearhead blade profile is slightly unusual for a member
of this spearhead form as it is widest closer to the base
of the blade, rather than the mid-blade, making this
example something of an outlier. However, the Bagendon
spearhead is not the only 1.1.b.2 example to exhibit
this blade morphology and the closest comparisons
come from Uley, Gloucestershire, Spettisbury, Dorset
and South Cadbury Castle, Somerset. These spearheads
each exhibit profiles which are wider towards the
base of the blade, than they are at the mid-blade. It
is noteworthy that these are all southern examples.
Members of type 1.1.b.2 which display distinctly
diamond blade profiles, widest at the mid-blade, are
predominantly northern examples, with the majority
recovered from Arras Culture burials in East Yorkshire.
It is possible that the difference in blade profile is the
result of regional variation, although some southern
examples do display a classically diamond blade profile.
The possibility that this difference in morphology is
the result of chronological variation should also be
considered as the examples from Uley, Spettisbury and
South Cadbury can all be dated to the Late Iron Age,
whilst a Middle Iron Age date has been postulated for
Arras Culture burials generally (Jay et al. 2012).

Comparanda

Throwing spearhead forms were the most widely
distributed classes of spearhead during the British Iron
Age. In an assessment of over 395 Iron Age spearheads
from 49 British sites, held in museum collections
more than 300 (77%) were identified as designed to be
thrown (Inall 2015). Consistent features of throwing
spearhead forms are: short blades, less than 100mm in
length, and short overall length, with the vast majority
measuring less than 200mm total length. Such weapons
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can be thrown over distance with accuracy, and it is
likely that the throwing of spearheads formed a core
component of Iron Age warfare in Britain, Descriptions
of indigenous warfare from Caesar’s British campaigns
refer to throwing spearhead forms, and throwing
actions (Caesar Gallic Wars 1V.26-35). Similarly,
reference to native martial practice recorded in the
Vindolanda tablets, also allow inference that spears

were predominately thrown (Tab. Vindol. 11.164).

Members of the spearhead type 1.1 were one of the
most frequently discovered and widely distributed
forms, for the British Iron Age. More than 80 examples
have been noted from at least 20 sites, including this
example from Bagendon. Type 1.1 spearheads have been
recovered from Middle Iron Age Arras Culture burials
at Kirkburn, Garton Station, Rudston, Wetwang and
the recent unpublished excavations at Pocklington in
East Yorkshire (Dent 1985; Stead 1991a). Examples have
also been recovered from structured deposits at Orsett
Cock, Essex (Carter 1998), Late Iron Age settlement
sites including Hod Hill, Dorset, Madmarston Camp,
Oxfordshire and Dragonby, Lincolnshire (Fowler 1960;
Manning 1985; May 1996; Richmond 1968). Examples
from Bredon Hill, Gloucestershire, South Cadbury
Castle, Somerset, and Spettisbury, Dorset, were all
recovered in association with complex deposits of
disarticulated human remains in the enclosure ditches
or entranceways of hillforts (Barrett et al. 2000; Gresham
1939; Hencken; 1939). A single example can be positively
identified as coming from a river context, recovered
from the Thames (BM 1868: 0904.12). A number of small
throwing spearheads were recovered from the timber
causeway deposit at Fiskerton, Lincolnshire, however
they were too poorly preserved to allocate to a specific
spearhead type.

Members of type 1.1.b, with its elongated blade profile
have been recovered from at least 18 Iron Age sites,
including Bagendon, with 50 examples recorded by
Inall (2015), 30 of which came southern sites. Type
1.1.b spearheads have been recovered as far south as
Spettisbury, Dorset and as far north as Traprain Law,
East Lothian, Scotland.

As mentioned, above, the closest comparisons to the
Bagendon spearhead come from southern sites. Three
type 1.1.b spearheads were recovered from the nearby
site of Uley, Gloucestershire, geographically closest
to Bagendon (Woodward and Leach 1993: Nos.5, 8 and
15). One of these (No.8) has a long socket, typical of
type 1.1.b.2 and features a blade profile very similar
to the Bagendon spearhead, widest towards the base
of the blade. The Uley spearheads were all recovered
from the West Hill shrine complex during the 1970s.
The No.8 spearhead was recovered from the enclosure
ditch F264, dated by Woodward and Leach (1993) to the
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mid-1st century AD. Ditch F264 was associated with a
timber enclosure of pre-conquest date, which was later
disturbed by the construction of the Romano-British
temple. Spearheads appear to have been singled out as
a class of object appropriate for deposition at the site,
with 39 spearheads deposited in at least five separate
events (Woodward and Leach 1993). All spearheads
datable to the pre-conquest period were small throwing
forms, identifiable as members of type 1.1 or type 1.3
(the latter type characterised by sharply-pointed,
triangular blade profiles). Uley spearhead No.8, which
resembles the Bagendon spearhead, was one of a group
of eight throwing spearheads deposited in a single
event.

A spearhead from Bredon Hill, Worcestershire is
perhaps chronologically closest to the Bagendon
example. Bredon Hill, on the western fringes of the
Cotswolds was excavated by Hencken between 1935 and
1937. A complex deposit of human remains and martial
objects was excavated at the inner entranceway to the
hillfort (Hencken 1939). The deposit included seven iron
spearheads, an iron sword scabbard and copper alloy
shield fittings (Hencken 1939; Hurst and Jackson 2006;
Stead 1991b). Spearhead No.3 from this deposit closely
resembles the blade form of the Bagendon spearhead
and has similar blade dimensions, although it has a
shorter socket. While Hencken (1939) had suggested the
deposit related to the Roman conquest of the region,
Stead has (1991b) suggested a 1st century BC date for
the deposit, which Hingley (2006) posits may have been
displayed in conjunction with the human remains prior
to a subsequent event sealing the deposit with stones.

Two other spearhead deposits from Bredon Hill,
also warrant brief discussion due to their contextual
similarities. Hencken (1939: 13) discovered a single iron
spearhead ‘high in the filling of the original ditch-end
of the overlapping entrance’ at the south east corner
of the hillfort, and another single spearhead, deposited
close to the north entrance of the fort. While these
were both versatile spearhead forms, distinct from
the Bagendon example, their placement in ditches, in
proximity to the entranceways is significant.

Another comparable spearhead comes from South
Cadbury Castle, Somerset. The spearhead (No.1117)
was one of the 51 spearheads and projectile points
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recovered from a complex deposit of human remains
and metal objects located at the south western gateway
of the hillfort. Spearhead 1117 has a comparable blade
morphology and overall dimensions to the Bagendon
spearhead (Barrett et al. 2000). Other weapons in the
deposit included Roman ballista bolts and range of
throwing and versatile spearhead forms. The deposit,
dated to the latter half of the 1st century AD was initially
interpreted as a the result of a massacre (Alcock 1972).
However, Barrett et al (2000) noted that the human
remains appeared to have been deposited over a period
of time, and that the deposition of skeletal material was
selective. It is possible that the deposit may represent
the result of a violent encounter which was ameliorated
through the deposition of further human remains and
votive objects in a process of enshrinement (Fogelin
and Schiffer 2015; Inall 2015). Like Bredon Hill, the
deposit was sealed with stones after which the gateway
was substantially reworked (Barrett et al. 2000).

Another comparable spearhead was recovered from
Spettisbury Rings, Dorset, where another complex
deposit of human remains and associated objects was
discovered during railway works conducted in the
mid-nineteenth century (Gresham 1939). While the
contextual details of the find are limited, it is clear that
the remains of multiple individuals were discovered in
the enclosure ditch of the hillfort along with weapons
and other objects including currency bars, brooches
and a copper alloy cauldron. Gresham (1939) published
13 spearheads from this deposit, and spear No.7 closely
resembles the example from Bagendon. The spearhead
features a similar long socket and diamond blade
profile, widest towards the base of the blade.

One final example which bears consideration comes
from Madmarston Camp, Oxfordshire. A single type 1.1
spearhead was found, sealed under a layer of stones
in the northern rampart. The sealing of deposits with
stones has also been noted at South Cadbury and Bredon
Hill. Similarly, other structured deposits at South
Cadbury, Madmarston Camp and at Four Crosses, Powys
demonstrate associations with exposure to extreme
heat with the inclusion of ashy residues, fire-cracked
stones or direct exposure of the deposited objects to
heat (Inall 2015). These associations suggest that fire,
and the sealing of votive deposits with stones may have
played important roles in votive practice.



Chapter 9

An analytical study of Late Iron Age bloomery slag from Bagendon

Loic Boscher and Marcos Martinén-Torres

Introduction

Investigations in the 1950s and 1980s have revealed
significant metallurgical activities within the Bagendon
occupation located in the valley, covering a wide range of
materials (iron, silver, and copper) as well as production
processes (smelting, smithing, and casting) which have
been subject to two very brief and preliminary studies
(Ruddock 1961: 186-196; Clogg unpublished - in site
archive), one of which was never published.

The 1950s excavation report indicates that large
quantities of iron slags were uncovered in and around a
smelting furnace (Ruddock 1961:186-189) and confirmed
through analysis the presence of smelting slags. An
unpublished evaluation conducted by Phil Clogg of a
small portion of the material excavated in the 1980s,
however concluded that some of the material uncovered
from a number of features within Area A (Chapter 4) were
the result of both iron smithing and smelting activities.
Iron working activities were established entirely on the
presence of a few small, rounded slag cakes interpreted
as smithing hearth bottoms, while smelting was inferred
from the morphology of the rest of the slag and from the
EDXRF analysis of a single sample.

As part of the latest research at the Bagendon oppidum,
a large quantity of material from the 1980s excavations
has been discovered which was not included in Clogg’s
preliminary report, and which prompted a re-evaluation
of the assemblage. This report presents the results of a
re-assessment of the production remains excavated in the
1980s and the analytical study of seven slag samples from
this assemblage. Additionally, possible slag recovered
during the more recent excavations within the Bagendon
complex, at Cutham and Scrubditch ‘banjo’ style
enclosures (Chapter 3) and the Roman villa at Black Grove
(Chapter 5), were also evaluated and the chemical analysis
of two samples from this new assemblage is reported
here. The aims of the study was to clarify the nature of
these industrial remains and to provide a technological
characterisation of the iron industries of Bagendon.

Methods

The metallurgical material from Bagendon was first
visually evaluated and photographed before being
separated into groups based on morphology, density,
and colour. This resulted in the identification of three
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separate types of iron smelting or related remains.
Twenty random specimens from these categories of
material were then selected and cross-sectioned using
a tile-cutter to examine their texture and internal
structure, which resulted in the identification of an
additional subcategory of material. Nine samples,
representing the four classes of suspected metallurgical
remains were then selected for further microscopic and
chemical analysis.

All nine samples were further sectioned to form
specimens approximately 1 cm?® in size, which were
then mounted in epoxy resin, ground, and polished
to a 1 um following standard sample preparation
procedures. They were then examined with a reflected
light optical Leica DMLM microscope using both plane-
and cross-polarised light to record their microstructure
and identify areas of interest for chemical analysis.
The samples were then carbon coated and analysed
using a Philips XL30 scanning electron microscope
with an Oxford Instruments EDS detector operating at
20 kV and at a working distance of 10 mm. Chemical
compositions were calculated from the measured
intensities of characteristic energy lines using a ZAF
correction procedure. Bulk chemical compositions
of the slags were obtained by analysing four areas
measuring 1 mm? on each sample, avoiding areas overly
affected by porosity, corrosion, or particularly rich in
metallic phases. Crystalline and metallic phases were
individually assessed using spot or small area analyses.
Results are presented in this report are normalised to
100% with the un-normalised totals indicated on each
table. Oxide phases are presented stoichiometrically
while metallic phases are presented as elemental
weight percentages.

Following the SEM-EDS analysis, the two iron slag
samples which were found to be particularly rich
in metallic iron (see below) were prepared for
metallographic analysis. This was done by first
removing the carbon coating through mechanical
means and polishing the samples back to a 1 um
finish once again. The samples were then etched with
a solution of nital (100 ml ethanol [C H,OH] and 2 ml
nitric acid [HNO,]), soaking the sample surface between
20-40 seconds and following the procedures outlined by
Scott (1991). The etched specimens were then studied
and photographed using the same optical microscope
previously mentioned.
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Macroscopic observations

The total excavated iron production and/or working
remains from the 1980s excavations weigh 23 kg.
From the dating evidence available these consistently
derive from contexts which are likely to date
between the AD 40s and AD 60s. The materials from
the more recent excavations enclosure weigh 750 g.
However, approximately half of the latter material
consists of reddish-brown stones and pebbles that
were mislabelled as slag and therefore are probably
unrelated to metallurgy. Seven samples were prepared
from the assemblage from the 1980s, while two samples
were prepared from the more recent fieldwork, one
from Scrubditch (S-9) (dating to the Mid-Late Iron Age)
and one from a context at Black Grove Roman villa (S-8)
which dates to the 2nd or 3rd century AD (although the
find itself may be redeposited).

Based on their microscopic characteristics, the
Bagendon slags from the 1980s excavations can be
subdivided into four broad categories: amorphous
iron slag, roughly circular iron slag cakes, roughly
circular iron slag cakes rich in metallic iron, and lighter
amorphous molten ceramic. A single fragment of slag
was found to be attached to and flowing over a ceramic
rim, but upon close inspection, this was deemed the
result of slag dripping onto a broken piece of ceramic
rather than part of a structural feature. Additionally,
two small amorphous fragments of green-stained
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material were mixed in with the iron slag and are most
probably corroded pieces of copper scrap. Given the
widespread presence of copper objects recovered from
Bagendon and the existing analysis of these objects no
further work was undertaken on these minor corroded
fragments.

Amorphous slags (Figure 9.1) are generally the most
abundant fraction identified within the assemblage,
representing roughly 90% of the total metallurgical
waste by weight. None of these can be orientated in any
way and their surfaces range from angular to rounded,
or a combination of both, presumably the result of both
formation and post-depositional processes. They vary
greatly in size and weight, ranging from 1 cm to 10 cm
and weight anywhere from 5 g to 200 g, although the vast
majority are 1-5 cm in size and weigh approximately
50-100 g. They are orange-brown in surface colour
with frequent reddish iron corrosion stains. They are
relatively dense, although they nearly all show some
evidence of porosity due to the release of gas while
molten or semi-molten. When cross-sectioned, the slags
were found to be dark grey in colour and occasionally
contain very small (<1 mm) metallic prills. With only
a few exceptions, the amorphous slag does not exhibit
any flowing textures and thus was most probably not
tapped out of the furnace while molten. The amorphous
slag is therefore best be described morphologically
as belonging to the ‘furnace slag’ category described
by several authors (Paynter 2006; Schriifer-Kolb 2004:

&
N
e

Figure 9.1. Photograph of typical slag assemblage from Bagendon (context 80-40). The top left slag is a slag cake, while the
others are amorphous.
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Figure 9.2. Photographs of top view and section of three

Bagendon slag cakes. The topmost example is analytical

sample I0A-BAG-S-5 while the middle example is sample

I0A-BAG-S-6. The bottommost was sectioned but not
sampled.

9-10; Tylecote 1990: 137). Four samples of amorphous
slag were selected for further analysis, two of which
originate from the 1980s excavations, while the other
two are from the more recent excavations.

Approximately 30 iron slag cakes could be identified in
the assemblage thanks to their consistently recognisable
shapes (Figure 9.2). They are typically 10-20 cm in
diameter, 5-10 cm thick, roughly circular to oval in
outline, have a convex base, and a slightly concave top
surface. In a few examples, an off-centred protrusion
extends from the base, suggesting that the cakes cooled
on a somewhat inverted conical-shaped surface rather
than a rounded bowl. They weigh between 200 g and
750 g. The top surface appears smooth and flatter than
the base, which is much rougher and exhibits negative
soil impressions, Just like the amorphous slag, they are
orange-brown in colour with frequent reddish iron
corrosion stains. Similarly, the slag cakes are identical
in cross section to the amorphous slag. Even though
the morphology of these slag cakes is similar to that
of smithing hearth bottoms (SHB), their presence in
proximity to a smelting furnace and the large quantity
of amorphous slag associated with them suggest that
they are iron smelting slags - as confirmed by the
analyses presented here. Furnace bottom slags with
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Figure 9.3. Photographs of top view and section of

three metallic-iron rich slag cakes from Bagendon. The

topmost example was not sampled, while the middle is

analytical sample I0A-BAG-S-3, and the bottommost is
sample IoA-BAG-S-4.

similar shapes have been encountered at a number
of Iron Age sites in Britain (Cleere 1972; Clough 1985;
Tylecote 1990), although it must be noted that they are
often significantly larger in size (30-40 cm) and weight
(10-20 kg), such as at Longsham Lake and Leda Cottage
(Paynter 2007: 205-206), as well as at Welham Bridge
(Clogg 1999). Two samples from this category were
selected for microscopic and chemical analysis.

The next category of slag from Bagendon is a sub-
grouping of the iron slag cakes already described. These
are identical in their outward appearance, but their
cross sections revealed extraordinary quantities of
metallic iron (Figure 9.3). Of the 10 slag cakes sectioned
as part of the macroscopic evaluation of the assemblage,
four proved to be rich in metallic iron. The metallic iron
is present not only as the thin foil-like sheets that could
result from the reduction of metal on the slag surface
after it was deposited (Iles and Martinén-Torres 2009),
but also more commonly as large blebs and masses
commonly observed in unconsolidated blooms. Both
the presence of iron metal in furnace slag cakes and the
fact that this metal was never recovered despite being
the intended product are points that will be discussed
in some depth below. For the analysis, this distinction
was considered significant enough to warrant further
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Figure 9.4. Photograph of molten ceramic material from Bagendon

(BAG15-5003).

attention and thus two samples were chosen for further
analysis.

The last group of material observed within the
metallurgical assemblage consists of highly porous,
light slag (Figure 9.4). These are always amorphous
in shape and range from reddish orange to black in
colour depending on the redox conditions during
their formation. These finds are commonly found
in association with metallurgical sites and are most
likely molten or semi-molten technical ceramics such
as furnace wall or tuyere fragments. A single sample
was chosen for analysis in order to establish the bulk
chemical composition of the ceramics.

Microstructure

With the exception of sample S-9,
which is very different from the
others and discussed separately, most
of the amorphous slag and the two
types of slag cakes exhibit very similar
microstructures. These all contain
abundant wiistite crystals (FeO),
present either as small dendrites
or as larger sub-angular crystals,
along with olivines occurring as
skeletal chains (Figure 9.5) or more
developed euhedral crystals. The
composition of these olivine phases
is predominantly fayalitic (Fe,siO,),
although in the more lime-rich
samples (S-3 and S-6) there is calcium
substituting for iron and the olivines
are more kirschsteinitic ([Ca,Fe] SiO,)
(Figure 9.6). The surrounding matrix
is microcrystalline in most cases, and
glassy in some.

Two samples also contain tetragonal
leucite crystals KAISi,0,, suggesting

the increased presence of potassium in
the smelt possibly introduced by a higher
fuel contribution within the charge. The
three amorphous slags also contain dense
and usually subangular clusters of wiistite
that are like to be the pseudomorphs of
incompletely dissolved iron ore minerals
(Figure 9.7). In some cases, these relic
mineral fragments are associated with
small metallic prills, which will be discussed
later. The two iron-metal rich slag cakes are
evidently dominated by large quantities of
iron metal, which appear as both large blebs
and as small prills, occasionally arranged
linearly (Figure 9.8). One of the slag cakes
selected for the absence of visible metallic
iron in cross section (S-5) proved to also
contain some minute prills of the metal, albeit generally
only between 10-25 um in size. Conversely, the last
slag cake and the three amorphous slags contained no
metallic iron prills.

Interestingly, sample S-2 contained elongated thin
flakes of magnetite that have the appearance of
hammerscale (Figure 9.9). It was at first thought that
this might indicate that these samples might relate
to smithing activities given that such relics are often
associated with smithing slag (Dungworth and Wilkes
2007). However, nearly identical features are also
present within the vitrified ceramic sample C-7 (Figure
9.10), and within the odd sample S-9 that is unlikely
to be metallurgical (discussed below). Their presence
in these non-metallurgical slags suggests that they

Figure 9.5. Photomicrograph of the slag matrix of sample I0A-BAG-S-5. The
dendrites are wiistite crystals, the grey skeletal chains are fayalite, the bright prills
in the bottom right corner are metallic iron, and the underlying matrix in this case
is microcrystalline and probably dominated by second-generation fayalite chains.
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Figure 9.6. Photomicrograph of slag
microstructure of sample [0A-BAG-S-6. The
dendrites are wiistite while the angular
grey crystals are olivines approaching
the composition of kirschsteinite. The
underlying matrix is glassy.

Figure 9.7. Photomicrograph of slag
matrix of sample IoA-BAG-S-2 showing
a pseudomorph of a partly decomposed
relic mineral ore fragment as suggested
by its sharp angular morphology. It has
largely been reduced to wiistite dendrites
and implies that it was probably a rich
iron oxide or hydroxide mineral. Note
the two bright metallic prills on the edge
of the mineral which are complex iron
arsenides. The surrounding matrix is
composed of fayalitic skeletal chains and
wiistite dendrites in microcrystalline
matrix.

Figure 9.8. Photomicrograph of metallic
iron blebs in linear, foil-like arrangement
in sample I0A-BAG-S3. The surrounding
matrix is dominated by light grey
wiistite dendrites and grey fayalite
skeletal chains and euhedral crystals in
a microcrystalline matrix.
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may have formed in situ by local oxidation, or simply
constitute relics of natural minerals.

Metallographic analysis of the two metallic iron-rich slag
cakes was undertaken in order to quantify the carbon
content of the iron present in them. The aim was to
ascertain whether the excess metallic iron present at
what would have been the very bottom of the furnace
was the result of excessively reducing conditions leading
to the production of cast iron. As such, greater attention
was paid to the larger accumulations of metallic iron
rather than the smaller prills and blebs. These revealed
that the majority of the iron appears largely ferritic
(Figure 9.11), that is to say low-carbon (<0.1%). In some
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Figure 9.9. SEM image of flakes of iron
oxide first thought to be hammerscale
in sample I0A-BAG-S2. The surrounding
matrix is typical of the slag from
Bagendon and is composed of white
wiistite dendrites and grey olivine skeletal
chains in a microcrystalline matrix.

Figure 9.10. SEM image of flake of iron
oxide in vitrified ceramic sample IoA-
BAG-C7. The sub-circular dark grey
minerals are heat fractured and partially
dissolved quartz in a largely vitrified
matrix.

instances, the presence of some carbon is evidenced by
the inclusion of minute graphite flakes (Figure 9.12),
which may indicate higher carbon content is some
localised pockets. However, it is clear that by the time of
solidification, little carbon remained.

Sample S-9, which was selected for analysis as it had
the outward appearance of typical slag, proved to be
microstructurally distinctive and is unlikely to be iron
slag. Magnetite crystals (Fe,0,) are very abundant and
often occur in clusters, along with tabular crystals that
approach the composition and appearance of esseinite
(CaFeAlSiO,), often growing out of the magnetite. The
underlying matrix is entirely glassy (Figure 9.13). The
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Figure 9.11. Photomicrograph of ferritic
iron in sample I0A-BAG-S-3. Sample
etched in nital.

Figure 9.12. Photomicrograph of local
presence of graphite flakes within
some metallic iron blebs in sample IoA-
BAG-S4. Sample etched in nital.

presence of iron oxide in its higher oxidation state
suggests relatively oxidizing conditions while this
material was molten, incompatible with iron smelting,
and it is therefore no surprise to find no metallic iron
prills. This sample stands apart from theironslagalready
described, and since it is unlikely to be related to iron
metallurgy, it is best described as molten material. This
type of material, which appears to be burnt limestone
heated to in some cases relatively high temperatures, is
common at both Cutham and Scrubditch. The possible
implications of this material are discussed in Chapter 3.

The only ceramic sample analysed (C-7) was found to
be highly vitrified and contained large quantities of
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heat-altered, semi-molten, sub spherical quartz grains
throughout (Figure 9.14). These were likely added as
temper to improve strength and refractoriness. Near
the outer surface, where the ceramic was least affected
by heat, the fabric is more bloated and distorted rather
than fully vitrified. The opposite edge is much denser,
microcrystalline, and contains significant quantities of
wiistite dendrites, presumably the result of increased
interaction with iron smelting slag. The contribution
of molten furnace wall to the composition of iron slag
is typical of iron smelting furnaces and likely helped to
produce a fully liquefied slag as well as the formation of
the iron bloom by facilitating flow and density separation
(Craddock et al. 2007; Velhujzen and Rehren 2007).
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—_———a
Chemical composition

Microscopic and chemical analysis by SEM-EDS was
used to confirm the microstructure observed under
the optical microscope, obtain bulk compositions of
the samples, identify major and minor elements within
the metallic phases, and explore features of interest
identified under the microscope. The results of the
bulk analysis are presented in Tables 9.1 and 9.2 and
represent three types of materials: molten geological
material, iron smelting slag, and technical ceramic.
Each category will be discussed separately.

Unsurprisingly, the small nodule found to be highly
distinctive under the microscope (S-9) is also very
different from the other samples compositionally
and confirms its exclusion from the iron production
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Figure 9.13. Photomicrograph of matrix
of lime-rich molten material IoA-
BAG-S-9. The bright angular crystals are
magnetite spinels while the light grey
elongated angular crystals approach the
composition of essenite, both of which
are found in a glassy matrix.

Figure 9.14. Photomicrograph of
technical ceramic sample I0A-BAG-C7,
likely to be furnace wall. The matrix is
largely vitrified, but includes numerous
heat fractured and partially dissolved
quartz grains. The bright phases are
zircon and ilmenite minerals.

process. Its iron oxide content (25.6 wt.%) is too low
for it to be considered an iron smelting or smithing
slag of this period, and too high to be a considered
a typical molten ceramic body. While such an iron
content is often associated with mixtures of ceramic
and slag at the interface between the furnace wall and
charge, in this case the alumina content (17.5 wt.%)
is significantly higher than the analysed technical
ceramic sample (discussed below) and thus could not be
the result of the mixing of the two. This, in addition to
its high calcium content (22.5 wt.%) and the oxidation
state of the iron found mainly as magnetite, means that
this sample is most likely unrelated to iron smelting
or smithing activities. The high calcium content and
the presence of several pits of ‘burnt limestone’ at the
site suggest that this sample may derive from one of
such structures. Since in all likelihood it does not relate
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Table 9.1. Average composition of the slag measured by SEM-EDS. Values are averages of several areas of approximately 1000 x

1200 pm. The analysis of the slag samples focused on areas with little or no porosity, the least amount of corrosion present, and

as clear of metallic phases as possible, hence the results are indicative of the bulk slag composition. Results are presented as

stoichiometric oxides and normalised to 100% to account for the abundant porosity. Empty cells denote values below detection
limits (~0.1 wt.%).

Sample Description Context NaO | Mgo | ALO, | Si0, | P,0, | K,0 | CaO | TiO, | FeO E(f;‘m
[0A-BAG-S-1 | Amorphous slag - dense |80-US 03 | 23 | 113] 02 | 1.7 | 2.6 81.6 | 101.3
I0A-BAG-S-2 | Amorphous slag 80-US 0.7 | 05 59 298| 05 | 28 | 6.7 | 0.3 | 52.7 | 101.9
[0A-BAG-S-3 | Slag cake - iron rich 80-1 03 | 05 | 2.8 | 149 13 | 8.1 72.0 | 96.2
I0A-BAG-S-4 |Slag cake - iron rich 80-60 04 | 04 | 50 | 257 | 1.0 | 1.6 | 5.2 60.8 | 98.0
10A-BAG-S-5 |Slag cake 80-36 0.6 0.5 4.8 | 244 | 05 1.3 6.0 0.2 | 61.8 | 101.3
10A-BAG-5-6 Slag cake 80-16 0.6 0.7 4.7 204 | 0.7 2.3 6.9 63.6 | 94.1
10A-BAG-S-8 | Amorphous slag Bag15TR 66011 05 | 0.5 | 43 | 232 | 04 | 1.9 | 55 63.7 | 99.9
TIoA-BAG-S-9 Amorphous lump Bag 13TR11173 | 0.5 1.3 17.5 | 29.2 | 0.5 2.2 1225 ] 0.7 | 25.6 | 96.6

Table 9.2. Average composition of the ceramic fabric measured by SEM-EDS. Values are averages of areas of approximately 1000 x

1200 um, which included some quartz grains, hence the results are indicative of the bulk ceramic composition rather than that of

the ceramic matrix. Results are presented as stoichiometric oxides and normalised to 100% to account for the abundant porosity.
Empty cells denote values below detection limits (~0.1 wt.%).

Sample Description Context NaO | MgO | ALO, | Si0, | P,0, | K,0 | CaO | TiO, | FeO Non-
norm
I0A-BAG-C-7 | Molten ceramic 80-60 0.9 0.8 | 11,5 | 72.3 4.0 3.9 0.9 5.7 88.5

to metallurgy and since no conclusive interpretation
can be made, this sample is not further discussed
here. Conversely, the other sample recovered in
recent fieldwork (S-8), and from a much later phase,
is practically indistinguishable from the other slag
analysed. Although it may be tempting to infer some
form of technological continuity from the Late Iron Age
to the later Roman period, the general scarcity of such
slag material from later contexts at the site suggests
that it is much more likely that this sample represents
redeposited Iron Age material.

The slag samples all have bulk compositions within
the range expected for bloomery iron smelting slags.
Their mean silica content (21 wt.%) is higher than is
usually observed in smithing slag and closer to the
composition of olivine smelting slags approaching the
iron-rich eutectic of the Fe0-Si0,-Al O, phase diagram.
Conversely, smithing activities tend to form slag which
is richer in iron oxide (often above 80 wt.%), while
the results observed here (65 wt.%) are in line with
iron silicates produced during smelting. While there
are some exceptions to this (samples S-1, S-2, and
unpublished analysis), these are the result of analytical
bias and are not representative of the true composition
of the Bagendon slags. As such, while sample S-1 is
much richer in iron and deficient in all other elements

when compared to the other iron slags, this is because
relic iron ore remains, present as angular clusters of
wiistite, could not be avoided during bulk analysis, thus
inflating the reported iron content. This is likely also
the case for the unpublished analysis by Clogg a single
fragment of smelting slag from context 79-6 of the 1979
excavations (Table 9.3, Figure 9.15), which appears to
be compositionally and microstructurally very similar
to sample S-1. Similarly, the high bulk iron content of
sample S-3 is in large part due to the abundant presence
of large metallic iron blebs, which could not be entirely
excluded from area analyses. Bearing in mind the two
high-iron samples and S-9 as outliers, when the slags
are plotted in the Al 0,-FeO(+Ca0)-SiO, ternary phase
diagram (Figure 9.16), it is immediately apparent that
they plot within the olivine region, in agreement with
the microstructural observations.

Based on the chemical composition, most of the
analysed Bagendon slag was found to be highly efficient
at reducing iron metal. This can be quantified using
Charlton’s ‘reducible iron index’, or RII (Charlton et.
al. 2010), and when calculated, provides an average
RII value of 0.98 when excluding the two iron-rich
slag, or 0.78 when including them. This indicates that,
generally, relatively little free iron oxide was available
for further reduction in the majority of the slags

Table 9.3. Analytical results of EDXRF analysis of smelting slag from 1979 excavations context (79-6) conducted by Phil Clogg.

o . . Non-
Sample Description Context NaO | MgO | ALO, | Si0, | P,0, | K,0 | CaO | TiO, | FeO norm
1979 context 6 ‘tapped’ slag 79-6 nfa|nfa| 22 [140] 03 | 1.0 | 48 | 0.2 | 76,5 | n/a
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Figure 9.15. Photomicrograph from
Phil Clogg’s unpublished analysis of
Bagendon slag. The microstructure
appears to be similar to that observed in
the new analysis, and is best described as
white wiistite dendrites and light grey

skeletal chains of fayalite in a dark grey
glassy matrix.
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Figure 9.16. Composition of the Bagendon slag samples plotted in the Al203-FeO(+Ca0)-Si02. Note the two outliers high in iron
oxide (I0A-BAG-S-1 and IoA-BAG-S-3) and the molten material, which is very distinct from the smelting slags. The smelting

slag of Bagendon therefore plots well within the olivine-rich region of the diagram.
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analysed. It should be noted, however, that the iron-
reduction efficiency suggested by the analysis of the
silicate slag stands in curious contrast with the fact
that relatively large masses of metallic iron were left
in some of the slag cakes, as noted above. In the two
amoprhous iron-rich slags, it appears that some excess
iron oxide was present which was not reduced, as also
noted by the observation of ore pseudomorphs. This
could have been caused by a number of factors, perhaps
an insufficient smelting time.

Although the composition of the slag matches well with
that from contemporaneous smelting sites in the region
(Paynter 2006; Paynter 2007), it is worth noting that the
calcium content of the Bagendon slag (mean 6.4 wt.%) is
approximately fourfold more that found in other recorded
slag from the Forest of Dean (mean 1.7 wt.%) and nearly
double that found further south at Chelme’s Combe (3.5
wt.%). While this distinction probably indicates the use of
a different ore sources altogether, it does not necessarily
exclude the use of these same ore deposits, but may reflect
differing beneficiation or smelting practices.

Although the similarly elevated potassium content
might suggest that the increased levels of calcium
relate to fuel consumption and the inclusion of fuel ash
into the system, the fact that they do not correlate well
with each other (Figure 9.17; r=0.13), implies that one of
these two elements originates from the ores as well as
the fuel. This is likely to be calcium, given the calcareous
substrate of the site; its enrichment certainly suggests
that bog ores, which are poor in this element, were not
used in this instance.

This point is further reinforced by the analysis of metallic
prills situated near the remains of incompletely dissolved
ore fragments (Figure 9.18) within three slag samples (S-

Cal|wt

Pl
=]

Figure 9.17. Scatterplot diagram of the potassium and calcium content of the

Bagendon slags. Note that there is no clear correlation between the two elements

despite their common introduction from fuel ash. This is probably because the
calcium largely originates from the ore minerals in this case.
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1, S-2, and S-8). These proved not to be metallic iron, but
complex iron-arsenide, or speiss, containing variable
amounts of nickel, copper, tin, antimony, and in some
instances sulphur (Table 9.4). These prills are isolated
to just a few examples in each of the three samples and
indicate the preferential partitioning of these elements
into metallic phases under reducing atmospheres, but
they are useful indicators of the non-ferrous heavy
elements likely present in the ore. Although all three
samples containing iron arsenide prills contained no
metallic iron prills, this is likely because these particular
slag samples came from the upper region of the furnace
as suggested by the presence of incompletely dissolved
ore. Although not altogether revealing about the iron
smelting process, these iron arsenide prills reinforce
the interpretation of the use of complex mineral ores
rather than bog ores. The nearby rich limonite and
goethite deposits of the Forest of Dean (Tylecote 1990:
125), or those of the Bristol-Mendip region (Young and
Thomas 1999) would be possible candidates to explore as
potential ore sources for the smelting site of Bagendon.
However, the distance between Bagendon and the Forest
of Dean (~50 km) and Bristol (~60 km), as well as the
slight compositional differences between this slag and
that from sites known to have exploited the Forest of
Dean Carboniferous Limestones or the Triassic Dolomitic
Conglomerates of the Bristol-Mendip area (Paynter 2006:
276-277), suggests that perhaps a more localised source
may be more likely. The Middle-Jurassic oolitic limestones
that cover the Cotswolds are not known to be rich in iron-
bearing minerals of economic importance (Benham et al.
2006) and no deposits are known to have been exploited
in antiquity. However, concentrations of relatively lean
carbonates weathered to hydrated hematite exist in
the Inferior Oolite formation of Northern Oxfordshire
and Northamptonshire that form part of the larger
Jurassic Ridge. It is conceivable that smaller such
deposits are also present in Inferior
Oolite deposits located some 10
to 20 km north of Bagendon in the
area around Cheltenham. An oolitic
ore source could certainly account
for the elevated calcium content
observed in the slags.

Three of the samples (S-3, S-4, and
S-5) contained metallic iron prills,
blebs, and larger agglomerations
that are best described as
unconsolidated bloom fragments.
Analysis of these with the SEM-EDS
showed them to be largely free of
other elements within the detection
limits of the instrument. Only the
large area analysis of a large bleb
in sample S-4, which included
very small inclusions, showed that
it contained detectable amounts
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Figure 9.18. SEM image of complex iron
arsenide metallic prill at the edge of a
relic iron ore mineral. It appears that the
operation was stopped while the mineral
was in the partial process of reduction
as a solid solution reaction to wiistite
and never achieved a fully molten state.
The surrounding matrix is composed
of fayalite skeletal chains and wiistite
dendrites in a microcrystalline matrix.

Table 9.4. Average composition of metallic prills in Bagendon slags as determined by SEM-EDS of complex iron arsenide prills

identified in three slag samples from Bagendon. The number in brackets indicates the number of prills analysed. Note that

sample 10A-BAG-S-4 contained a number of small pure iron metallic prills as well as larger prills that contained significant
phosphorous content and minute secondary phases of tin.

0 s P Fe Ni Cu As sn sb | Nom

X S-1(2) 46.7 12.3 3.0 36.3 1.5 0.5 110
g‘é § S-2(2) 1.4 0.3 69.1 8.2 8.1 13.4 0.7 105
S d S-8 (3) 0.6 54.8 5.8 3.7 35.1 101
é: g S-3(5) 100.0 100
§ = | s4 (4) 0.3 98.0 3.6 96

of phosphorus and tin. The phosphorus comes as no
surprise as it has a tendency to partition into iron metal
(McDonnell 1989), and the presence of tin seems to tie
the sample to those with complex iron-arsenide prills.
The identification of these impurities may facilitate
future studies trying to connect iron objects to the slag
analysed here.

In the absence of any obvious furnace wall fragments
within the available assemblage, a sample of molten
ceramic attached to some slag was chosen for analysis
as a means of assessing the composition of what is
assumed to be technical ceramic (Table 9.2). The
composition of this fragment came as no surprise
and matches well with the expected composition of
ceramics tempered with crushed quartz or sand to
increase refractoriness. The clay itself does not appear
to be particularly heat resistant on its own as it lacks
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the high alumina content usually observed in highly
refractory technical ceramics (Freestone 1989). As such,
it could probably not withstand indefinite exposure
to the 1200°C needed to reduce metallic iron, which
likely explains the bloated and vitrified appearance of
the sample. This reinforces the idea that a significant
portion of the furnace wall would be incorporated
into the slag in order to produce the low viscosity
necessary to effective separate the metallic iron from
the gangue (Craddock et al. 2007; Velhujzen and Rehren
2007). Indeed, while the iron content of the ceramic is
relatively low (5.6 wt.%) and thus contributed little iron
to the smelt, the similarity of the Si0,:Al O, ratio, what
Buchwald (2005: 164) terms the F-value, in the ceramic
(6.3) to that of the slag (mean 5.0) suggests that much
of the slag’s silica and alumina content was introduced
through the incorporation of molten ceramic into the
melt.
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Discussion

Several aspects of the metallurgy of Bagendon are worth
discussing in further details. Firstly, the lack of tapping
features in the slag’s morphology, and the identification
of slag cakes, suggest that furnaces employed probably
belonged to the less common Iron Age ‘sunken hearths’
type (Clogg 1999; McDonnell 1988; Schriifer-Kolb 2004;
Starley 1998; Tylecote 1990). The well-developed crystal
structures and lack of oxidized surfaces, denoting a
slow solidification inside the furnace, are consistent
with this observation. That being said, a number of
contemporaneous sites in the region, such as Stowe
Hill (Paynter 2006) and Chelms Combe (Schubert 1957:
21-26), have also been shown to make use of the same
furnace model. Interestingly, much like Bagendon, slag
from these two sites are also much richer in calcium and
potassium than contemporaneous tapped slags. Paynter
(2006: 287) suggests that there may be a link to the
increased presence of these elements with the specific
smelting process using sunken hearths and the results
from Bagendon reinforce this idea. Unfortunately,
without identifying the ore sources associated with
these sites, it remains impossible to ascertain whether
the differences are geological or cultural.

Equally interesting is the fact that despite their shape
being reminiscent of smithing hearth bottoms, the
analysis conducted as part of this study shows them
to be conclusively categorised as smelting slags.
Upon review of the unpublished analyses of slag
from the site, it appears that their interpretation as
smithing slag was made entirely on morphological
grounds. Only fragments of slag classified as ‘tapped’
in the original report, described as having a smooth
upper surface and rough underside, were further
analysed metallographically and chemically, and the
results have already been discussed. The much larger
assemblage made available for this study revealed a
number of complete examples of circular convex slag
cakes, but no signs of slag tapping. The sectioning and
sampling of several of these revealed that some of them
contained extraordinary amounts of metallic iron,
strongly refuting the idea that they could be the result
of smithing activities since smithing hearths are rarely
exposed to the reducing atmospheres or temperatures
necessary to form metallic iron or to prevent its
oxidation. Such large iron metal blebs in the slag
cakes are therefore best described as fragments of an
unconsolidated bloom. The microscopic and chemical
analysis of the slags, showing that they are similar to
other contemporaneous smelting slags from the Britain

299

further strengthens their interpretation as smelting
furnace base slags rather than smithing residues.

Also interesting is that in at least some instances
the Bagendon smelters do not appear to have been
concerned with the total recovery of the produced
metal as evidenced by the large quantity of metallic
iron in some of the furnace slags. This can be only
explained in one of three ways: 1. they were unaware of
the existence of this reduced metal; 2. they considered
it waste; or 3. they were simply unconcerned with
the effort of extracting the remaining metallic iron
from the slag cakes. Since metallographic assessment
of these metallic phases does not show them to be
particularly carbon rich, they certainly cannot be
described as cast iron waste but really as perfectly
useable bloom iron.

Unfortunately, beyond identifying the ore as probably
rich gossan minerals, such as limonite or goethite,
rather than bog ore, it has not been possible to pinpoint
the exact type or location of the minerals exploited
by the smelters of Bagendon. Furthermore, without
knowing the iron content of the ore minerals and
without an estimate of the quantity of slag produced at
Bagendon, an estimation of the scale of iron production
at Bagendon remains impossible.

Conclusions

The purpose of this analysis was to explore the
metallurgical remains uncovered at the 1stcentury AD
oppidum site of Bagendon over the course of several
decades. This brief analysis has not only confirmed the
presence of active primary iron extraction activities at
the sites, but also revealed a number of details about
the metallurgical technology and context during the
Late Iron Age/Roman transition. Indeed, smelting
at the site, using the sunken hearths that were not
slag-tapping, the efficiency of the smelting process
juxtaposed against the dramatic waste encountered in
some of the slag cakes, and the use of gossan ores rather
than bog ores, are patently different from the features
commonly associated with iron extraction in Roman
Britain. They show the use of a technology which does
not appear to have been influenced by Roman engineers
and which remained relatively conservative. Future
work should seek to establish the ore source and the
scale of these iron production activities, as a starting
point to address the distribution network of the metal
produced here within the broader landscape of iron-
making sites in Late Iron Age Britain.



Chapter 10

Iron Age Coins

Colin Haselgrove
With a catalogue of Roman coins by Richard Reece

Introduction

Eight Iron Age coins were recovered during the 1979-81
excavations in the Bagendon valley, one in the 2014
excavation of the Cutham enclosure and two in 2015 at
Black Grove. All 11 are silver units, three of them plated.
They augment the 30 Iron Age silver coins and a coin
blank discovered in the 1954-56 excavations (Allen
1961) and six Iron Age coins excavated between 1982-
85 at The Ditches, 3.5 km to the north-west in North
Cerney (Haselgrove 2009; Selwood 1988). The new coin
finds bring excavated total for the Bagendon complex
to 48 (summarised in Table 10.1 below).

In addition, 15 Iron Age coins found at or near Bagendon
have been reported to the Celtic Coin Index (CCI) at
Oxford or recorded in the trade since 1979, along with
seven from North Cerney, to add to a 1957 chance find
from Perrot’s Brook, Bagendon, and two 1980s finds
from The Ditches. Most are metal detecting (MD)
finds with only a parish-level provenance, but a few
have more specific findspots. Including these 25 non-
excavation finds (summarised in Table 10.2 below), the
Bagendon-North Cerney total is 73, of which 69 can be
identified. All but four are local silver types belonging
to the Western region.

No attempt has been made to compile an inventory of
Iron Age coins from the wider region, but it is worth
noting the virtual absence of Iron Age coins of silver
or gold from the other four parishes immediately
neighbouring Bagendon to the south and west
(clockwise from North Cerney, these are Baunton,
Daglingworth, Duntisbourne Rouse and Duntisbourne
Abbots), apart from two Western silver units from
Stratton in Baunton (CCI 61.0001; 65.0001). Some
of the 16 MD finds recorded in the CCI over the last
thirty years as from the Cirencester area (again mostly
Western silver issues, but including two British RB gold
quarter staters, two Anted staters and one of Bodvoc)
could conceivably be from Bagendon-North Cerney -
indeed at least one coin from North Cerney has also
been reported as a near Cirencester find - but they are
not discussed here.
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Figure 10.1. Iron Age coins from the 2014-15 Bagendon
excavations. Nos 1-2 Black Grove; No. 3 Cutham enclosure.
All 2:1.

Catalogue

Partlofthe catalogue provides details ofthe 11 excavated
coins, whilst Part II lists 22 other finds since 1979 from
Bagendon-North Cerney. For ease of reference, the coin
numbers run sequentially throughout. References to
standard works are as follows: Allen = Allen 1961; BMC
= Hobbs 1996; ABC = Cottam et al. 2010; Leins = Leins
2012. Only the 2014-15 excavation finds are illustrated
(Figure 10.1). The 1979-81 coins have all been recorded
on the CCI and photographs of these and most of the



non-excavation finds may be found online at http://
www.celticcoins.ca/ or via the Portable Antiquities
Scheme (PAS) database (https://finds.org.uk/). Dating
and chronological phases follow Leins (2012) for
Western types and Haselgrove (1993) for Iron Age coins
from other regions.

I: Excavated coins

Bagendon Valley 1979-81

1.

Western silver unit. Allen C, ABC 2018, BMC 2963-
67. Weight not recorded. CCI 82.0014. Leins WE1.
Area A, context 81-6, sf 81-20. Layer slumping into
top of pit AD which contained Tiberian-Claudian
samian and TR; sealed by layer containing Claudian
samian (81-3 = 81-32). Claudian or later.

Western silver unit. Allen C, ABC 2018, BMC 2963-
67. Weight not recorded. CCI 82.0004. Leins WE1.
Area A, context 81-33, sf 81-45. Upper fill of pit AL,
poorly sealed. Claudian or later.

Western silver unit. Allen D, ABC 2021, BMC 2968-
75. Weight 0.91 gm. CCI 91.0025. Leins WE1-2.

Area B, context 80-1, sf 80-63. Hillwash.

Western silver unit. Allen F, ABC 2027, BMC 2981-
3000, Weight 0.76 gm. CCI 91.0026. Leins WE2.

Area B, context 80-1, sf 80-67. Hillwash

Western silver unit. New variety. ABC-, BMC -.
Weight not recorded. CCI 03.0939. Leins WE2,
Obverse: struck off-centre, but stylized head right,
with pellet border and arc of crescents and pellets.
Ringed pellet for eye; cross and another ringed
pellet below; below this, another pellet and part of
lips. Reverse: triple-tailed horse left, ringed pellets
for eye, chest and rump, with others in front of
nose and between the legs. Single pellets above,
below and in front of horse; pellet rosette above.
The obverse is close to Allen E-F and Eisv. The horse
has clear affinities to Eisv units (which have the
same trio of pellets, but with the legend replacing
the pellet rosette above the horse and ringed pellet
below). It is also similar to Allen E-F, Anted and
Allen N (which has a sun ornament above the horse
and ringed pellet below, but only a single pellet in
front of the horse). Some Allen F units have ringed
pellets below, in front and above the horse (P. Healy,
pers. comm.), the last replacing the ‘bird’s head’
or ‘hand’ ornament characteristic of uninscribed
Western types. The coin does not appear to have
been inscribed and, on balance, is probably best
regarded as a variant of Allen F.

Area A, sf 81-95. Unstratified, immediately below
turf line.
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Western silver unit. Allen IJ, ABC 2036, BMC 3003-
11. Weight not recorded. CCI 82.0046. Leins WE2.
In line with Cottam et al. (2010) and Leins (2012),
Allen I-] have been merged here, as they cannot be
distinguished from one another.

Area A, context 81-28, sf 81-70. Lowest fill of pit AH,
with Tiberian and Tiberian-Claudian samian. No
earlier than AD 35, probably Claudian.

Western silver unit. Allen IJ, ABC 2036, BMC 3003-
11. Weight not recorded. CCI 82.0049. Leins WE2.
Area A, context 81-28, sf 81-73. Lowest fill of pit AH,
with Tiberian and Tiberian-Claudian samian. No
earlier than AD 35, probably Claudian.

Southern silver unit, plated. Verica. ABC 1235,
BMC 1450-84. Weight 0.67 gm, CCI 91.0024, Date, c.
AD10-40, in the later part of this range, Haselgrove
S8.

Area B, context 80-1, sf 80-18. Hillwash.

Black Grove, Bagendon, 2015

9.

10.

Western silver unit, plated, copper alloy core. Allen
C/D, probably C, ABC 2018, BMC 2963-66. Weight
0.8gm, broken. CCI -. Leins WE1. Figure 10.1, no. 1.
BAG15 Trench 5, context 5018, sf 24. Occupation
over clay surface 5021, rear of wall 5007. Mid-
second century AD or later.

Western silver unit, plated. Allen IJ, ABC 2036, BMC
3003-11. Weight 1.25gm, pierced centrally. CCI -.
Leins WE2. Figure 10.1, no. 2.

BAG15 Trench 6, context 6017, sf 28. ‘Dump’ of
material, perhaps levelling deposit in pit-like feature
or quarry hollow. Early second century AD.

Cutham enclosure, Bagendon, 2014

11.

Very thin silver flan, broken and distorted.
Uncertain type, but probably an Iron Age coin.
Weight 0.13gm. CCI -. Figure 10.1, no. 3.

Obverse: traces of pattern? Reverse: curving
pattern, conceivably two (possibly three?) tails
of a left-facing horse, with leg(s) below, as on
regular Western types. The distorted flan is,
however, paper thin. Very thin flans are a feature
of the well-known Hampshire series (BMC 2780~
87) and of other early uninscribed Southern
silver types (Bean 2000: QST group), some of
which have left-facing horses with multiple tails
and were struck on flans of a similar diameter
(e.g. Bean QsT1-4).

BAG14, Trench 4, context 4006, sf 002. Upper
fill of enclosure ditch F23. Late Iron Age-Early
Roman.
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II: Non-excavation finds
Bagendon, 1979-2018

12. Western silver unit. Allen A, ABC 2012, BMC 2950-
51. Weight 1.31 gm. CCI 82.0001. Leins WEL.
Perrots Brook, before 1983 (de Jersey 1994: 73). MD
find?

Western silver unit. Allen B, ABC 2015, BMC 2953-
62. Weight not recorded. CCI 82.0005. Leins WEL.
Field B4, c. 1981 (de Jersey 1994: 74). Fieldwalking.
Western silver unit. Allen B, ABC 2015, BMC 2953-
62. Weight 1.0 gm. CCI 92.0580. Leins WEL.
Bagendon, c. 1988 (de Jersey 1994: 74). MD find?
Western silver unit. Allen B, ABC 2015, BMC 2953-
62. Weight 0.9 gm. CCI 05.0511. Leins WEL.
Bagendon, 1991. MD find.

Western silver unit. Allen B, ABC 2015, BMC 2953-
62. Weight 1.02 gm. CCI 94.1507. Leins WEL.
Bagendon near, 1994. MD find.

Western silver unit Allen B, ABC 2015, BMC 2953-
62. Weight 0.94gm. Leins WE1.

Bagendon near, before 2019 (eBay, information J.
Robinson). MD find.

Western silver unit. Allen C, ABC 2018, BMC 2963-
67. Weight 0.76 gm. CCI 93.0270. Leins WEL.
Bagendon near, before 1994. MD find?

Western silver unit. Allen C/D, ABC 2018/2021, BMC
2963-67. Weight 1.12 gm. CCI 18.1705. Leins WE1-2
Bagendon, before 2019. MD find?

Western silver unit. Allen C/D, ABC 2018/2021, BMC
2963-67. Weight 0.99gm. CCI-. Leins WE1-2.
Bagendon, before 2019 (Silbury Coins EC188). MD
find.

Western silver unit. Allen D, ABC 2021, BMC 2968-
75. Weight 0.83 gm. CCI 82.0023. Leins WE1-2.
Bagendon, c. 1981 (de Jersey 1994: 79 as Anted). MD
find?

Western silver unit. Allen F, ABC 2027, BMC 2981-
3000. Weight not known. CCI 82.0038. Leins WE2.
Between Field C3 and Cutham earthwork, c. 1982
(de Jersey 1994: 78). Found in building work.
Western silver unit. Allen F, ABC 2027, BMC 2981-
3000. Weight 0.83 gm. CCI-. Leins WE2,

Bagendon, before 2019 (Silbury Coins EC187). MD
find?

Western silver unit. Allen G, inscribed Anted, ABC
2072, BMC 3032-38. Weight 1.06 gm. CCI 94.1406.
Leins WE3.

Bagendon, near, 1992. MD find?

Western silver unit. Allen G, inscribed Anted, ABC
2072, BMC 3032-38. Weight 0.95 gm. CCI 18.1793.
Leins WE3.

Bagendon, before 2019. MD find?

Western silver unit. Allen H, inscribed Eisv, ABC
2081, BMC 3043-51. Weight 0.96 gm. CCI 02.0341.
Leins WE3.

Field B5, near Cutham enclosure, 2002. MD find.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.
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North Cerney, c. 2006-18

27. Western silver unit. Allen A, ABC 2012, BMC 2950-
51. Weight 1.01gms. CCI-. Leins WEL.

North Cerney, 2016 or before (Liz’s shop July 2016).
MD find?

Western silver unit. Allen B, ABC 2015, BMC 2953-
62. Weight 1.03 gm. CCI 07.0531. Leins WEL.

North Cerney, 2007 or before. MD find? Also
recorded as ‘near Cirencester.’

Western silver unit. Allen B, ABC 2015, BMC 2953-
62. Weight 1.04 gm. CCI 18.1648. Leins WEL.

North Cerney, 2012 or before (CR Liz’s List 57, no. 35
Feb 2012).

Western silver unit, plated? Allen C/D, ABC
2018/2021, BMC 2963-67. Weight 0.67 gm. CCI -.
Leins WE1-2.

North Cerney, 2016 or before (CR Liz’s List 85, no.
27, Oct 2016). MD find?

Western silver unit. Allen D, ABC 2021, BMC 2968~
75. Weight. 0.52gms. CCI-. Leins WE1-2.

North Cerney, 2016 or before (Liz’s shop July 2016).
MD find?

Western silver unit. Inamn, ABC 2063 (this coin),
BMC -. Weight 1.05 g. CCI 06.0147. Leins WE2.
North Cerney, 2006 or before. Also recorded as
‘near Cirencester’. MD find?

Western silver unit. Allen H, inscribed Eisv. ABC
2081, BMC 3043-51. Weight 0.97 gm. CCI 18.1815.
Leins WE3.

North Cerney, 2017 or before (CR Liz’s List 89, no.
33, June 2017). MD find?

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Discussion

The 11 Iron Age coins from the 1979-81 and 2014-15
excavations closely mirror the 28 identifiable coins
from the earlier excavations in Bagendon valley
(Table 10.1). With two exceptions, the coins are local
silver units and all of these apart from No. 5 are types
previously attested at the complex. As in 1954-56,
the two earliest Western silver types (Allen A-B) are
absent, whereas the next oldest type (Allen C) is well
represented. Other affinities with the previous finds
include the high incidence of plated copies (27% vs
29%) - which Allen (1961: 98) also highlighted - and
the relative scarcity of inscribed issues (9% vs 11%).
Coins of Anted and Eisv, the two major issuers of
Western inscribed silver, are absent among the new
finds and the only additional inscribed coin (No.
8) comes from outside the region. Allen IJ coins are
better represented than before (27% vs 7%), but given
their small number, it would be unwise to put too
much emphasis on this. Similar strictures apply when
comparing the Bagendon finds with the six Iron Age
coins excavated at The Ditches enclosure, although
these do seem to have a rather different emphasis,
with a majority of inscribed types (67%).



Table 10.1. Excavated Iron Age coins from Bagendon and The
Ditches (n = 48).

The Ditches
1982-85

Bagendon
1954-56

Bagendon

Coin type 1979-2015

Allen A
Allen B
Allen C
Allen D
Allen E
Allen F
Allen 1]

Irregular

NN O WL

Bobvoc

ANTED

Eisv

Southern
South-Western

Uncertain®
Coin blank

S N

31 11 6

*One of the two uncertain Bagendon coins was possibly Allen
type C, but does not survive.

A few of the excavated coins call for comment. The
variant silver type (No. 5) remains unmatched among
¢. 650 Western silver coins reported to the PAS and CCI
for the entire country since the excavations concluded.
The type was absent from the large Pershore hoards
(Hurst and Leins 2013), but the silver coins in this find
were nearly all Allen IJ (n = 1102) or B-D (n = 290). There
were no Allen E-F and only four inscribed silver. The
wider implications of this are discussed below; for now,
we need only note that whilst the Bagendon coin has
some affinities with the Eisv series, it seems more likely
to belong in the middle phase of Western coinage (Leins
WE2), when legends began to be added on some types.
There is no indication that the Bagendon coin was itself
inscribed.

A second noteworthy find is the neatly perforated
Allen 1J unit from Black Grove (No. 10; Figure 10.1).
The central piercing was presumably made in order
for the coin to be worn, for instance on a necklace
or as a pendant, or so that it could be displayed from
a surface or wall. For many pierced Iron Age coins,
this was clearly done much later, but this coin was
from a deposit of late first to early second century
AD date, which implies that it was not curated for
a particularly long time. Iron Age piercing of coins
is attested in the mirror burial at Langton Herring,
Dorset (Russell et al. 2019), although here the coin in
question is Roman and the perforation is far cruder,
and there are indications of Iron Age coins having
been affixed to strips for display at Iron Age temples
such as Harlow, Essex.
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The plated Southern silver unit of Verica (No. 8) is
one of this ruler’s later issues (Sills 2017: 384) and
notable as only the fourth coin definitely from
another region found at the complex. A plated unit
of Epaticcus, his successor at Silchester, was found in
the 1950s at Bagendon (Allen 1961: no. 31, ABC 1349).
Whether the presence of these two late Southern
coins is linked in any way to the earlier ties to the
same region implicit in the adoption of the triple-
tailed horse symbolism for Western gold and silver, is
less easy to say. Coins from other regions could have
reached Bagendon for many reasons, not least after
the Roman invasion, when we may suspect that the
military were behind the dispersal of many Iron Age
coins outside their area of origin (Haselgrove 1993,
62). The Epaticcus coin, which was found on a Period
III stone surface (Clifford 1961, 18), and a South-
Western bronze stater (Allen 1961: no. 30) were both
from Claudian deposits.

This does not mean that we should discount political
relations as a factor in the movement of coins
between major Iron Age centres. On his gold staters,
Epaticcus presents himself as a descendant of the
Eastern ruler, Tasciovanus, based at Verulamium,
whose portrait head was copied on the silver units
of Bodvoc (Sills 2000) around the start of the first
century AD. Not only does this put us in mind of
Cassius Dio’s comment that a part of the ‘Bodunni’
were subject to Catuvellaunian rulers (Historiae
Romanae 1X.20), but an example of a Tasciovanus
bronze that was copied (ABC 2676) is known from The
Ditches (CCI 90.0743; Sellwood 1984: 43). It was found
on the surface in the southern half of the enclosure
and is the only recorded non-Western coin from this
part of the Bagendon complex.

If the uncertain coin (No. 11, Figure 10.1) from the
Cutham enclosure is indeed a thin silver coin with
a triple- or double-tailed horse reverse, it could
be referencing the same links as the mainstream
Western coinage, since the Southern region was also
home to the thin silver coinage tradition (Bean 2000)
to which this coin seems most likely to belong. The
ditch fill in which it was recovered has a broad late
Iron Age to early Roman date, so it is unfortunately
impossible to tell whether this coin was an early
arrival at Bagendon - always assuming that it was
both an import and a coin.

Compared to Silchester, the nearest equivalent
territorial focus, where 80% of the Iron Age coins
were minted in other regions, including many
Gaulish bronze and potin types (22%), the scarcity
of non-local coins at Bagendon (7%) might seem
surprising for a well-connected Iron Age centre.
Silchester is, however, an exception, its coins
reflecting an unusually complicated pattern of
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shifting political allegiances (Haselgrove 2018). Other
important complexes such as St Albans (Verlamion)
(6%) have equally low proportions of non-local coins.
The absence of Gaulish coins at Bagendon might be for
chronological reasons or a result of recycling imported
coins for their metal, which might well have been the
fate of precious metal issues in good metal imported
from other regions. Where not actually plated, many
Western silver coins were struck in relatively poor
alloy (Allen 1961: 99; Haselgrove 1993), in sharp
contrast to the high levels of purity found in dynastic
silver issues in southern and eastern England, many of
which were probably minted using silver recycled from
Roman denarii (Northover 1992).! Interestingly, lead
isotope ratios for one debased Allen F coin analysed
by Ponting (2018: 194-5) match those found in denarii
made from recycled Spanish silver, whereas the ratios
for another Allen F suggest its silver came from the
Mendips. This indicates that Western moneyers relied
on silver from multiple sources even for a single issue
and that recycling did occur, as well as raising the
intriguing possibility that some denarii reached this
region before the invasion, although British coins
made from imported Roman silver, such as those of
Verica, could also be the source of the metal.

The 1979-81 excavations provide some much-needed
insight into the archaeological context of the Bagendon
coins, details sadly missing from the 1961 report. None
of the coins were from deposits that are indisputably
pre-Roman and most seem to be from secondary
contexts, in some cases of much later date. In these
characteristics, they not only mirror the earlier finds
from the valley - as far as we can tell - and at The
Ditches, but also at sites across the Western coinage
region, where it is difficult to identify any Iron Age
coins from contexts pre-dating the mid-first century
AD (Haselgrove 1993; Moore 2006: 200-204).

The earliest stratified coins are two Allen IJ units (Nos
6-7) in the basal fill of Pit AH in 1979-81 Area A. They
were associated with sherds from four south Gaulish
samian vessels of Tiberian or Tiberian-Claudian date;
among the plentiful finds from the overlying fill (20)
were a piece of pellet mould, three brooches of Aucissa,
Colchester derivative and penannular type respectively,
sherds from two Italian Dressel 2-4 amphorae, a Tiberian
‘Arretine’ platter from Pisa, and a range of indigenous
fabrics, including a butt-beaker copy in Savernake ware
(Chapters 6,7 and 11). From this evidence, the excavators
inferred a Claudian date for the lowest fill of the pit,
with an earliest possible date of c. AD 35; there seems no
reason to depart from this dating, although we should
perhaps allow for the coins being a deliberate deposit at
the bottom of the pit.

! Genuine Verica and Epaticcus coins generally have a silver content
of >96%.
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Two Allen C coins (Nos 1-2) came from other pits
belonging to the same horizon of activity in Area
A, but this time from upper fills certainly no earlier
than Claudian in date and possibly later, whilst all
three coins from Area B were in later hillwash (Nos
3-4, 9). As noted, the uncertain coin (No. 11) from
Cutham came from a ditch fill that cannot be closely
dated, but if it is indeed a thin silver coin, it may well
be the earliest of all the finds, whereas both coins
from the site of the Roman building at Black Grove
came from second century contexts (Nos 9-10). At
The Ditches, five coins came from probable Claudio-
Neronian deposits; two Eisv and an Anted from the
inner enclosure ditch, and a C-D unit in make-up
below the first villa and another in a quarry hollow
fill. A second Anted unit was found in a second-
century field ditch (Haselgrove 2009).

When exactly the activity in Bagendon valley began
remains a matter of debate, but most of the archaeology
investigated by Clifford (1961) was evidently no earlier
than Claudian in date, with the occupation also ending
later than she suggested, in the AD 60s or 70s (Chapter
4). Revisiting the stratification table provided by Allen
(1961: 115), this would leave just two (unspecified)
Western coins from Clifford’s Period I as possible pre-
Claudian losses. Presumably these coins were found
in the ditches of the trackway and enclosures that
made up Period I, but if so, they are unlikely to have
been deposited appreciably earlier than the coins in
Pit AH. A further 17 coins (including an Allen F and the
Epaticcus unit) are attributed to Clifford’s Periods I1-
111, many of them from the ‘Mint area’ at Site C. Based
based on the re-interpretation of the archaeology set
out in Chapter 4, we can infer that some of these coins
were (re)deposited in backfilling the early ditches and
pits, and the rest during the occupation that followed
the construction of the metalled roadway, surfaces and
culverts. A date in the AD 40s or 50s seems appropriate
for all these ‘losses’.

There were 10 coins from Period IV, now seen as
dating to the AD 60s or slightly later. All came from
the so-called ‘final level of occupation debris’. At face
value, this might seem to indicate that Iron Age coins
continued to be deposited right up to the end of the
occupation, but if that were the case, we might have
expected more inscribed coins among the 1954-56
finds, as in the Claudio-Neronian deposits at The
Ditches. A second possibility, that these coins were
some sort of closure deposit, is open to the same
objection. With the benefit of hindsight from the
1979-81 excavation, it seems more likely that most
of the Period 1V coins were disturbed or redeposited
from earlier contexts (like the coins found in the
colluvium over Area B). Indeed, given the nature of
the archaeology, it would not be surprising if there
was also a strong element of residuality among the



Table 10.2. Non-excavation coin finds from Bagendon and

North Cerney (n = 25). The right-hand column gives a

breakdown of other Western silver coins recorded by the PAS
since 2010 for comparison.

Coin type Bagendon é\i (:;t:; PAS
Allen A 1 2 20
Allen B 5 2 42
Allen C 2 1 11
Allen D 2 1 17
Allen E 7
Allen F 2 12
AllenTJ 7
Irregular 1
Inamn 1

Bodvoc

Anted 2 19
Eisv 2 1 20
Eastern 1

Total 16 9 162

coins from Period I-1II deposits. We will return to
possible explanations for the number of Iron Age
coins in the valley and whether this might relate to
Clifford’s ‘mint’, but first we need look at the other
finds from the complex.
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Table 10.2 presents a breakdown by type of the 22
non-excavation finds from Bagendon and North
Cerney listed above. Also included are the Tasciovanus
bronze noted above, and an Allen A silver unit found
during the 1980s in Ditches field, which encompasses
the northern part of the late Iron Age enclosure (CCI
91.0030; Haselgrove 2009: 144) and an Eisv discovered
in 1957 at Perrot’s Brook just outside the Bagendon
earthworks (CCI 82.0057; Allen 1961: 119). Apart from
the Tasciovanus, all the new coins are Western silver
units, They include a second Allen A coin from North
Cerney (No. 27) and a first example from Bagendon
itself (No. 12), as well as multiple finds of Allen B (Nos
13-17; 28-29). Of particular interest is the silver unit
inscribed Inamn (No. 32), a name previously known
only on staters, all but one found outside the region
(Allen 1961: 93; ABC 2060).> The Inamn silver unit is
essentially an Allen D type with an added inscription
(Leins 2012), placing this issuer in his middle phase of
Western coinage (WE2).

As Figure 10.2 shows, the profile of the non-excavation
finds differs significantly from the excavated coins, most
obviously through the preserce of so many early silver
coins, but also because C and F (the two commonest
excavated types) do not dominate in the same way
and IJ (the third most common) is absent. With the MD
finds, we do need to be alive to a possible reporting bias

40
35
30
25

o5 20

(=]

Ln

15

1 I I I

0 I I I
s B o < % %

M Excavated ® Other

Y ¢ & F Qe

3
'l
\;\{Q‘% S

Ny
N

@‘e.?.g;f\i-

RS

Figure 10.2. Types of Western silver units found at Bagendon-North Cerney in excavations and by other methods (n = 65).

? Examples are recorded from Hod Hill, Dorset; North Creake,
Norfolk; Bisley, Gloucestershire; and Hayling Island, Hampshire, the
last not certainly of this type (de Jersey 1994: 72). All but the Bisley
stater are plated.
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in favour of early silver and inscribed issues, which are
the types are most often recorded by the PAS (Table
10.2), but less common than Allen C or IJ in the dataset
of over 650 coins assembled by Leins (2012) primarily
from CCI records. Nevertheless, the number of early
and inscribed coins does suggest that the surface finds
are capturing different patterns of deposition and/or
activity foci to the excavated sample, This makes sense,
since detecting is likely to have favoured parts of the
complex that are under the plough, which are mostly
on the higher ground above the Bagendon valley and
around The Ditches.

The coins with known findspots provide further
support for this view. As well as the Allen A from
Ditches field, three coins come from different locations
on the north side of the Bagendon valley - an Allen B
and an Eisv from close to the Cutham enclosure (Nos
13, 26) and an Allen F by the Cutham earthwork (No. 22)
- and two from Perrot’s Brook outside the earthworks,
where there is known late Iron Age occupation - an
Allen A (No. 12) and the 1957 Eisv. Their evidence
confirms the association of the early silver units with
the complex - although not definitely with occupied
areas, since deposition could be in uninhabited zones
- whilst the Perrot’s Brook finds perhaps hint at a
chronological span for the activity here more akin to
The Ditches. Importantly, the range of types suggests
(with the caveats already noted) that the MD finds
are representative of the complex. This allows us to
integrate their evidence with the excavated finds to
generate a more complete picture of Iron Age coinage
at Bagendon-North Cerney than either group provides
on its own - which is not the case for all sites.

It thus seems that Iron Age coin deposition at
Bagendon-North Cerney encompassed the full span
of regional silver after all, but before we explore the
implications, we need to review current thinking about
the Western coinage and what it represents. In keeping
with the time, Allen (1961) essentially saw the series
as a single coinage struck by the pre-Roman Dobunni
at Bagendon, where the tribal mint was located, its
operation seemingly attested by numerous clay pellet
mould, crucible and ladle fragments, the coin blank,
and items such as iron tongs that could have been used
in making coins.® He did however admit the possibility
of an earlier mint elsewhere (to explain the absence of
Allen A-B) and accepted that the irregular types L-M
and possibly IJ were produced elsewhere (Allen 1961:
97). He also proposed that the coins of Bodvoc and Corio
(who is named only on gold) were minted in parallel,
relating their distinct distributions (Figure 24.25) to the
passage in Dio (Allen 1961: 101-2). The distributional

* Allen does not seem to have subscribed to the Bagendon report’s
identification of an iron anvil as a coin holder, or of various corroded
iron objects as possible coin dies (Clifford 1961: pl. XLVI).
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contrasts are still apparent (below), but there are now
strong grounds for thinking that Bodvoc and Corio
were amongst the earliest Western inscribed issues,
preceding Anted and Eisv, rather than the latest, as
Allen thought (Haselgrove 1993; Sills 2003; Van Arsdell
1989).

Whilst there have been attempts to place the entire
Western coinage in a single sequence (e.g. Van Arsdell
1989), recent research implies an intricacy and fluidity
of social and political relations that seems incompatible
with a simple tribal model. After a thorough review of
the evidence in the wake of the Pershore finds, Leins
(2012: 153-69) has proposed three phases of Western
production. His WE1 encompasses the early gold
(British R) and silver (A-D), along with the irregular
L-M types. A-D silver are mostly found within 50 km of
Bagendon, mirroring the overall distribution of Western
coinage (Figure 24.24), albeit with marked clustering in
some areas, which was to endure throughout the series.
One persistent concentration exists around Bagendon-
Cirencester, and others occur in the Thames valley west
of Oxford, especially in the Eynsham-Charlbury area;
around the Severn-Avon confluence; and to a lesser
extent down the Severn valley and along the Somerset
Avon near Bath (Leins 2012: figs 4.71-4.72) Early gold
is confined to the eastern half of the distribution
and the L-M silver to the south-east quadrant (Leins
2012: fig. 4.69), confirming that these were a discrete
development, albeit not sustained beyond the early
phase.* With many new findspots, there is little doubt
that Allen A is indeed a Western type, rather than a
Southern coinage that served as a prototype for Western
issues proper (contra Haselgrove 1993: 59). The validity
of the distinctions between B-D can be questioned,
however, as they seem to represent an unbroken chain
of obverse and reverse dies, resulting in continuously
evolving designs with no distinct break between classes
(Leins 2012: 155).

In WE2, two streams of uninscribed silver emerged,
and inscriptions appeared on Western coinage for
the first time. Allen E-F and IJ both developed from
D, although the right-facing horse on IJ was also
influenced by Eastern types (Hurst and Leins 2013).
Both E-F and IJ occur at Bagendon, but IJ essentially
belongs to the northern half of the Western area; as
well as dominating the Pershore hoards (where E-F
is absent), it is the commonest Iron Age series at the
Claudio-Neronian fortress at Kingsholm, Gloucester,
which after Bagendon has one of the largest groups of
site finds in the region and may have succeeded an Iron
Age settlement (Haselgrove 1993). E-F is more widely

4 Allen L-M are classed by Cottam et al. (2010: 107-9) as an East
Wiltshire series along with other early gold and silver types. As Leins
(2012: 154) notes, the series sits within the overall distribution of
Western style coinages, but, as they are absent from Bagendon, they
are not considered further here.



distributed, but is rare in the far north-east. There
are also differences in composition between the two
streams; the silver content of 1J coins averages around
40%, whereas the left-facing horse series in good
metal show only a slight decline in silver content over
time, from c. 79% for Allen B to c. 69 % for Eisv coins
(Haselgrove 1993; Northover 1992: 292-3).° Last but
not least, there were no IJ coins in the second largest
hoard of Western silver from Nunney, Somerset, which
instead consists largely of E-F (176) and Anted/Eisv
units (43), reversing the position at Pershore (Hurst and
Leins 2013: table 1).

Other WE2 types include the Inamn unit, which is also
based on Allen D (above), the other irregular types
(Allen MX, N, 0), and probably the new Pershore type
stater (Hurst and Leins 2013). Allen N-O were included
in the East Wiltshire series by Cottam et al. (2010:
ABC 2137-2140), but the findspots suggest a Western
origin, with N among the Bagendon finds (Leins
2012: 160-62).5 The other main WE2 series are those
of Corio and Bodvoc; seemingly contemporaries, the
former’s gold types reveal clear links to British R, and
penetrated further west and south, whereas Bodvoc’s
coins, especially the silver, spread further to the east,
consistent with the borrowing from the Eastern ruler,
Tasciovanus, on the silver and possibly the gold (Leins
2012; Sills 2003). The coinage of the Southern ruler,
Tincomaros, is an alternative and perhaps more likely
inspiration for the gold.

The three principal coinages in WE3 were those of
Anted and Eisv, whose silver types follow on from E-F,
and Catti, known only from gold. Coins of all three occur
in the Pershore and Nunney hoards and in another
smaller find from Sherbourne, Gloucestershire. There
are significant distinctions between their distributions,
however, including between gold and silver bearing
the same legends. Catti gold only occurs in the western
half of the region, whereas Anted gold circulated more
widely and Eisv gold favours the Severn valley. Anted
silver, however, has a focus on the Cotswolds, whilst
Eisv silver is mostly found east of the Severn. This
would seem to imply that the two metals circulated via
discrete networks, with gold being employed in longer
distance interactions and with groups on the fringes
of the region, and silver for transactions within and
between settlements in areas with well-established
relations (Leins 2012; Pudney 2019, cf. Haselgrove 1993:
57-8).

5 This follows a sharp fall in purity between Allen A and B at the start
of the series, with two Allen A coins analysed having silver contents
of 94% and 87% respectively (Northover 1992: 292).

¢ The rare MX type is also closely related to Allen D (cf. Leins 2012:
161), whereas N and O look more towards the East Wiltshire group,
hence the decision of Cottam et al. (2010) to classify them there.
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Some caveats are nevertheless necessary. The
distributions reflect the final resting places of coins,
but coin circulation is dynamic, potentially changing
during the life of a single type, so that the final
distribution is a palimpsest (see Haselgrove 1987: 36-9
for further discussion). This is highly relevant for the
Western region, if - as the site finds suggest - much
of the silver was not deposited until after the Roman
invasion, which must have had a dramatic impact on
the ways in which Iron Age coins were perceived and
used. Whilst some site finds are probably residual, the
compositions of the Pershore and Nunney hoards show
that large numbers of earlier Western silver were still
in circulation in the peri-Conquest period. Although
assembled in WE3, both hoards are dominated by WE2
types (E-F, 1J), and contain an appreciable number of
still earlier types (B-D).

The slender nature of the numismatic dating for
the Western series must also be stressed. Due to the
conservative imagery of both gold and silver, it is
amongst most difficult British series to order (Sills 2003),
with only Bodvoc and the IJ reverses really standing out.
In the absence of virtually any stratified coins from pre-
Roman contexts to calibrate the typological arguments,
the present scheme rests on three main props:

e the broad mid-first century BC dating of the
Southern prototypes for the earliest Western
issues, from which the start date of c. 40 BC for
WEL is extrapolated;
the copying of Tasciovanus coins by Bodvoc, on
which the estimated start date of ¢. 10 BC for
WE2 is based;
the dating for WE3 derives from the Pershore
and Nunney hoards, allied to the assumption
that the invasion rapidly brought indigenous
minting to an end.

Since the start dates for both WE1 and WE2 depend
on termini post quos, the actual dates could well be
appreciably later, or even in this case, since the
prototypes are themselves only imprecisely dated,
slightly earlier. British QB, the ultimate model for
British RA staters, is well tied into other British gold
coinages dating to the mid first century BC, but it now
appears that borrowing occurred via an intermediate
generation of staters and quarter-staters (Bean 2000:
53; Sills 2017: 191-2, North-Western QB and QC), which
were the first coins to be struck in the Western region,
where they circulated for a while along with imported
Southern gold before British R commenced. Although
the time interval could have been short, the existence
of these transitional types would if anything tend to
push the inception of the Western gold proper later
rather than earlier. The dating of Allen A silver is even
less certain, as no specific model can be identified. They
are an offshoot of the large family of uninscribed silver
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types minted in different parts of central southern
England in the first century BC, for which there is little
dating beyond the terminus ante quem provided by the
adoption of legends and copying of Roman types in the
Southern region after c. 30 BC. It is unlikely however
that Allen A pre-dated the first Western gold proper
and they might well be an even later introduction,
independent of the gold.

The start date of ¢. 40 BC for WE1 could thus be a decade or
two early, especially for the silver, with implications not
only for Allen A but also the subsequent B-D types. These
give every appearance of being minted over a protracted
period. They are the commonest of all Western types,
accounting for 39% of provenanced silver outside the two
large hoards, and 48% of the main series up to Eisv. Whilst
large numbers do not necessarily translate into long-
lived coinage, their widespread distribution is consistent
with a gradual spread through regional political, social
or economic networks over a long period of time (Leins
2012: 160). By way of a contrast, Leins cites the irregular
East Wiltshire group as an example of a short-lived local
series that never spread far from its source, reaching
only a limited number of local groups, an argument that
could equally apply to other later Western silver types
with relatively restricted distributions, such as Bodvoc.

Since the Bodvoc coins are an offshoot of the main
Western series, the terminus post quem provided by his
borrowing from Tasciovanus bronzes is of limited value
for dating WE2, since it could have occurred during or
after the currency of Allen D and does not directly date
the two main silver series in WE2 (E-F, IJ). Tasciovanus
was a contemporary of Augustus, some of whose coins
he imitated; his coinage is attributed to the period
from ¢, 25/20 BC-AD 10, but whilst the portrait coins
seem to fall in the middle of his reign, individual types
cannot be precisely dated. On balance, the copying
by Bodvoc is unlikely to be much before the turn of
the millennium and could be later, not least because
ABC 2676 and many other Tasciovanus types bear the
name of his seat at Verlamion, where, if we believe
the evidence of the principal known cemetery at King
Harry Lane, occupation commenced around c. 10-1 BC
(although as at Bagendon, there might be an earlier
focus elsewhere).

Turning to the later part of the Western series, there
are grounds for suggesting a shorter timescale for the
remaining types. In his model, Leins allowed that the
some of the new varieties that copied Allen D might
have overlapped their prototype by extending its
currency into WE2. Further overlap is possible at the
end of WE2, between E-F and Anted/Eisv, which as
Leins notes, are essentially inscribed versions of E-F,
with legends replacing ephemeral design motifs on
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the latter” (Leins 2012: 160-1). IJ types might also have
overlapped Anted/Eisv. IJ] was evidently a coinage of
some duration, since at least seven reverse varieties are
apparent (Hurst and Leins 2013, 315) and it dominates
the Pershore hoards, which are unlikely to have been
deposited until the AD 30s, as Pershore 2 included a
stater of Cunobelin struck around the middle of his
reign (Sills 2017: Type 5). This tends to suggest that
IJ types were still being minted well into WE3, when
the hoards were assembled. As Leins notes, the tiny
number of Anted and Eisv coins at Pershore could have
a geographical rather than chronological explanation
(Hurst and Leins 2013: 308), since all the late Western
inscribed gold and silver types are represented, apart
from the exceptionally rare Comvx.

A final strand of evidence comes from the Nunney hoard.
This included seven Roman coins, the latest a bronze of
Claudius struck in c. AD 41-50, which suggests that the
hoard was assembled after the Roman invasion. In a
deposit of this period we might expect Anted and Eisv
types to dominate the contents, but they form only 18%
of the silver, marginally below their overall incidence
among the Western silver (22%). Instead, the hoard is
dominated by the earlier E-F coins (75%). In this case,
geography does not present an obvious answer, although
there still could be another reason. Whilst it would be
unwise to place too much emphasis on one hoard, this
would seem to bring the production of the other main
WE2 silver series much closer to the Conquest period
than current thinking allows.

Standing back from the detail, as well as a later start
date for WE1 we can suggest a shorter timescale for
WE2 and WE3, or even that these later phases should
be merged. Precise dates are more difficult, but a range
for Allen B-D of c. 30/20 BC-AD 10/20 seems perfectly
plausible. Unless compelling evidence to the contrary
comes to light, a date in the earlier first century AD
seems more likely for the remaining series, with the
first inscribed issues (Bodvoc, Inamn and the Corio
gold) appearing around the turn of the millennium and
the rest being minted between c. AD 10/20-40/50 (Allen
E-F, 1], Anted/Eisv). A shorter timescale would help
explain the mixture of ‘earlier’ and ‘later’ types found
in the 1980s Bagendon-Ditches excavations in contexts
of mid-first century AD date (4 CD, 2 1J, 1 Anted, 2 Eisv).
Equally, if this shortening of the duration of Western
coinage appears extreme, it may be compared to the
dating proposed for the North-Eastern gold and silver
series following the discovery of the Hallaton hoards.
There, in a region with a history of gold coin use going
back to the earlier first century BC, the first inscriptions
only appear around AD 20 (Leins 2011: fig. 43; Leins
2012: fig. 5.3), although once writing was introduced,

7 A point reinforced by the conflicting affinities of coin No. 5.
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Figure 10.3. Types of Western silver units from Bagendon-North Cerney (n = 65) compared to all provenanced Western silver
coins reported to the CCI and PAS (n = 819). Excludes the Pershore and Nunney hoards.

the practice rapidly took hold, with all the latest series
bearing more or less decipherable legends.?

How then do these spatial and chronological
complexities impact on our understanding of
Bagendon-North Cerney as a regional centre and
possible mint? The locality is near central to the
distribution of the early Western silver types, but
a major rupture is apparent towards the end of the
B-D series, when new types began to be struck, some
probably elsewhere. Although some of these issues are
also known from Bagendon and some later distributions
appear still to be focused on the complex (e.g. Anted
silver), it lies rather at the margins of other series (e.g.
Bodvoc, 1J), giving the site the attributes of a meeting
place on which discrete groupings converged. There
are also a number of potentially competing late Iron
Age territorial foci elsewhere within the Western coin
distribution, at Minchinhampton and in particular the
vast North Oxfordshire Grim’s Ditch complex (Chapter
24), this last coinciding with a concentration of coin
finds in the Eynsham-Charlbury area, one of a number
of persistent clusters identified by Leins (2012).°

¢ The ‘Helmet” hoard from Hallaton, probably deposited between c.
AD 40-50, included four Western silver units, three BCD and one Eisv
(Leins 2011: 211, 228) further underlining the extent to which the
earlier silver types were still circulating in the peri-Conquest period.
° As with Bagendon and perhaps some of the other clusters, the
Upper Thames valley concentration may to some extent reflect the
‘pull’ on MD activity from the presence of several known sites in the
general vicinity.
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One way to explore these issues is to compare the
frequency of coin types from Bagendon (excavated
and non-excavated), with the overall profile of all
Western finds (see also Haselgrove 1993). In the
absence of known gold finds from the complex, the
comparison is confined to silver; the two large hoards
are also excluded, along with imported coins and the
irregular Allen L-M types. We immediately see some
deviations from the regional pattern (Figure 10.3).
Allen C and F are both over-represented, reflecting
their dominance of the excavated finds from
Bagendon valley. On the other hand, A and B are still
under-represented even with the non-excavation
finds included, as are Eisv and IJ - although these last
because there are no non-excavation finds. Bodvoc is
the only silver issuer who is absent. The remaining
frequencies are very much in line with the region
as a whole. Viewed in this light, the infrequency of
Anted coins at a site intensively occupied in the mid
first century AD is less surprising, although we would
have anticipated more Eisv coins.

Clearly with an assemblage of only 65 coins, some
of the variations may be down to the small numbers
of each type involved. Only in the case of Allen C
is the divergence sufficiently great (15% above
the mean) to call for explanation, whilst pausing
to note that the next largest deviation is for the
preceding type, Allen B (c. 7% below). Factors that
could have contributed to over-representation of
Allen C include:
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the excavation coins incorporate the remains
of a scattered hoard (in the sense of a group of
coins originally deposited together, for whatever
reason)

the minting of Allen C coincided with the start
of the occupation

the high incidence of plated copies and/or recall
of (earlier) coins in good silver before deposition
occurred

the imposition of an arbitrary classification on
what is in fact a continuous series.

Given the lack of information on the provenance of the
1954-56 coins, the first of these possibilities cannot
be ruled out, especially when the coins for which we
do have data seem to be in secondary contexts, which
implies that most of the other valley coins were also
redeposited from earlier layers. There was clearly a
cluster of coins on the relatively small Site C (Clifford
1961: 16) and overall, the density of coin finds from
the 1950s excavations is roughly three times as high
as for 1979-81."° On the other hand, any hoard did not
distort the overall representation of Allen C, as there
is a very similar proportion of this type among the
more recent excavation finds from the valley and The
Ditches (29% vs 32%), underlining its relative frequency
as a Bagendon type. The second point would require no
older stock having been brought to the newly-occupied
area, which seems inherently less likely now that Allen
B is attested at Bagendon; nor does it explain why
C is better represented than the later types on a site
that was occupied until after the minting of Western
coinage ceased.

The incidence of plated Allen C coins is higher than for
any other type (40% of 15 excavated finds of Allen C
coins from Bagendon-Ditches are plated), which might
be a factor in their increased representation.’ Allen
(1961, 98) linked the high incidence of plated ‘forgeries’
at the site directly to the mint, suggesting that these
were rejects abandoned on account of flaws that would
have given them away, but his idea would seem to be
negated by the two plated finds from The Ditches, and
can probably be discounted. And surely the rejects
would have been recycled even for their base metal,
rather than just discarded. Nevertheless, the number of
plated copies might help explain the higher number of
Allen C coins if for some reason they were preferentially
represented among the losses, for instance through
having been retained in circulation after coins in good
silver were recalled for reminting. Given the late date of
the deposits in which Allen C coins occur at Bagendon,
this last is certainly not to be ruled out, particularly as

 On a crude calculation, the recovery rate for 1954-56 was
approximately one Iron Age coin per 19 sq m excavated compared to
one coin per 55 sq m for 1979-81.

1 Two of the seven Allen F coins are also plated, which may have
raised the total for this type.
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this could help explain the absence of the A and B types
among the excavated finds. Although the difference is
not huge, their average silver content is still 10-20%
higher than for the latest issues (above and note 5).

The observation that the BCD types were struck from
an unbroken chain of obverse and reverse dies (above;
Leins 2012: 155) might also be a factor. The original
Allen C coins from Bagendon were classified by Allen
himself, who saw the coins fresh. Although he was
adamant about the absence of type B coins, four of the C
coins were at best tentatively identified (of which only
one now survives)'? and the rest are in poor condition,
so some of the coins could have been incorrectly
classified. At the same time, we should acknowledge
since the advent of metal detecting, more B types have
been recorded compared to C or D than the incidence of
all three amongst the older CCI data would predict. This
could indicate a reporting bias in favour of the earlier
coins with their less abstract head-horse images and/
or of off-site finds (which might also privilege earlier
types), in turn distorting the proportions of the three

types.

Now that BCD are known to form a continuous series,
there is clearly a case for reworking the data to see how
Bagendon compares to the rest of the Western region when
they are no longer differentiated. The same has been done
for EF, as they too are essentially one series, distinguished
only by ephemeral design motifs (Leins 2012: 160). The net
result is to smooth the profile so that Bagendon-North
Cerney is now closer to the region as a whole, still with a
high incidence of BCD (8.5% above the mean) and less so,
EF (c. 6%), but deviating to a lesser extent than before. The
rest of the picture is largely unchanged, with IJ, Eisv and
A all somewhat under-represented and Bodvoc absent,
whilst Anted and the minor types are in line with the
wider region (Figure 10.4).

From this perspective, the profile of Iron Age coin finds
from Bagendon closely mirrors the pattern of coin
loss across the region. Given the degree to which after
its early stages, the wider Western coin distribution
seems to have been an amalgam of silver coinages
with more localised distributions, this affords another
strong indication of Bagendon’s centrality, if only
as a place on the boundaries of different landscape
zones and exchange systems (Chapter 24), where
otherwise autonomous groups periodically came
together. Other sites in the region lack sufficiently
large, closely provenanced coin groups for rigorous
analysis, but a selective comparison with some other
assemblages (Table 10.3) nonetheless helps to set
Bagendon in context, at the same time underlining

12 CCI 82.0016 = Allen (1961, no. 9). Two coins that no longer survive
identified as ‘probably C’ (nos 8, 10) are included in the site total, but
not the third (no. 11, ‘possibly C*), which is treated as Uncertain.
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Figure 10.4. Types of Western silver units from Bagendon-North Cerney (n = 65) compared to all provenanced Western silver
coin finds reported to the CCI and PAS (n = 819), with Allen types BCD and EF amalgamated.

Table 10.3. Iron Age coins from other places in the Western region (data from de Jersey 1994; Leins 2012).

Kingsholm | DOWGENEN | Cemve Moy’ | Charlbury | Eynsham | Witney | Bath
A 1 1 1
BCD 3 11 4 6 7 5 5
EF 1 4 4 4 3 0 1 4
I 7 2 6 4 5 2 1
Irregular 1 1 1 1
Bodvoc 4 1 1
Anted 1 5 2
Eisv 3 3 1 1 2 1 3 5
WE gold 2 3 1 5 1
Other 3 8
Uncertain 1 1
TOTAL 19 22 16 28 29 15 13 12

the heterogeneity of the Western coin evidence. At the
Kingsholm fortress, half of the Western silver coins are
IJ types (many very debased), whilst other uninscribed
coins (including only one F) and Eisv occur in roughly
equal numbers; there are also three South-Western
bronze staters and a plated Anted stater - typical
finds from a military site. However, only 20 km to the
east, at Dowdeswell-Andoversford, and further to the
north at Cleeve Prior (Worcestershire) and Weston
under Penyard (Herefordshire), uninscribed coins
predominate, with fairly even numbers of I] and EF; the

mostly old finds from Weston also include several gold
and other coins from outside the Western region. East
of Bagendon, the numerous finds from Charlbury on
the North Oxfordshire Grim’s Ditch include four Bodvoc
silver units, absent from the previous sites, and five
Anted. Bodvoc silver also occurs in two smaller groups
from Oxfordshire from Eynsham and Witney whilst, as
at Charlbury, IJ are more common than EF. Conversely,
to the south-west of Bagendon, there are no BCD or IJ
amongst the scatter of Western coins from the Sacred
Spring at Bath, which perhaps unsurprisingly (given
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that the offerings are probably of Roman date), are
dominated by late inscribed coins of Eisv and Anted,
with some EF, Last but not least, although few coins
from the Cirencester area are closely provenanced
(above), the older finds from the Roman town include a
Bodvoc silver from Watermoor, and a miscellany of Iron
Age bronzes from other regions, typical of the post-
Conquest diaspora.’®

With regard to chronology and adopting the shorter
timescale proposed above, the Iron Age coin profile
implies the existence of an important focus in the
Bagendon area by the late first century BC, of which
The Ditches and Cutham enclosures were part, whilst
the higher numbers of BCD and EF types are consistent
with a flourishing settlement in the Bagendon valley
itself in the early first century AD, albeit at a location(s)
yet to be pinpointed. Although the paucity of coins in
pre-Roman contexts is puzzling, we need only point
to the quantities of Italian and South Gaulish samian
dating to the period c. AD 20-40 (or in some cases
earlier) also recovered in Claudian or later contexts,
where, like the coins, they were palpably residual (see
Chapter 6). The brooch assemblage, which includes
several types current in the earlier first century AD
(Chapter 7), points in the same direction. The deficit of
late inscribed coins hints, however, at a possible hiatus
in activity in the peri-Conquest period, although other
explanations are possible, as discussed below.

Given the nature of the complex, it seems likely that at
least some of the Iron Age coins found at Bagendon were
minted there, but with hindsight we might question
Clifford’s identification of Site C as the locus of this
operation. Whilst clay pellet moulds were used in the
late Iron Age across Europe to manufacture metal pellets
of various alloys, there is less consensus over whether
they were used specifically in coin making (Haselgrove
2018a). Reviewing the Bagendon evidence, Allen (1961:
147) himself concluded that the connection between
moulds and coins was neither simple nor direct, and
that, if anything, they were used for controlling the
mixture of alloys. The quantity at Bagendon is also tiny
compared to the finds from Old Sleaford, Braughing-
Puckeridge, Leicester and now Scotch Corner (Landon
2016; Landon et al. 2020). Tellingly, the last site lies
outside the parts of Britain where Iron Age coinage
circulated, but was surely engaged in using these
moulds over a long enough period for some coin output
to have survived, if there was any.

A second Bodvoc silver listed by de Jersey (1994: 82) under
Cirencester is apparently the coin found in 1949 at Northmoor Farm,
Marsden, in Rendcomb (Allen 1961: 121), the next parish north of
North Cerney.
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The 1979-81 Bagendon excavations added little useful
evidence other than for a thinning out of mould
debris away from Clifford’s Site C, which suggests that
the core of activity lay further south. There were no
fragments from Site B and only eight from pits at Site
A (Chapter 11) compared to 33 fragments at least from
Clifford’s Site B and 68 pieces on her Site C (Allen 1961:
146; plates XL-XLI), and all appear to be in secondary
contexts. A further challenge to their simple equation
with minting is posed by the subsequent discovery of
mould fragments at The Ditches (and at other sites in
the region, such as Andoversford; Chapter 24) and by
a series of essentially qualitative analyses undertaken
in the 1950s and 1980s on 25 mould scrapings (Chapter
11; Clifford 1961: 148, table 1). These detected residues
of ternary gold-silver-copper and binary silver-copper
alloys in some samples, which would be consistent with
Western coin metals, but brass and copper only in others,
which points in other directions. For the present, the
moulds are perhaps best treated as attesting to a range
of non-ferrous metalworking in Bagendon valley and
elsewhere at the complex, complementing the evidence
for different stages of ironworking, from smelting and
smithing to the spit-shaped iron bars from The Ditches
(Chapter 4; Clifford 1961; Trow 1988a: 40).

Given their frequency at Bagendon, the most obvious
candidates for having been minted at the complex
are the BCD and EF series, although this leaves us to
explain the lack of early BCD coins from the valley
assemblage. One possibility is that the BCD coins
were initially struck elsewhere, and production
then transferred to Bagendon, but this may be
thought less likely now that we know they represent
a continuous die chain. Another is that early silver
coins were recalled for reminting (above). Allen may,
however, have been right to infer that some or all of
the A types were minted elsewhere; although they
occur throughout the Western coin distribution area,
they do appear to be clustered primarily to the east
and south of Bagendon in the zone bordering the
Southern coin region (Leins 2012: fig. 4.71), which
was the inspiration for the Western series. For the
reasons already cited, it seems likely that the IJ
series were struck elsewhere, and Bodvoc, as both are
under-represented at the complex (above). With only
one findspot each in the region for the silver and the
gold, little can be said about Inamn. The Anted types
are a reasonable candidate for minting at Bagendon:
they follow on from EF and the complex appears to sit
at the centre of the silver distribution, if less so the
gold. Whilst the silver is not as common as might be
expected if minted at Bagendon, they are not under-
represented. Eisv is more doubtful, given that it is
somewhat under-represented, and whilst Bagendon
is reasonably central to the silver distribution, there
are clusters elsewhere, notable in the Avon valley,
closer to where the gold focuses in the Severn valley.



In sum, whilst Bagendon may have been the major mint
in the early period, the indications are that from early in
the first century AD, minting had become fragmented.
There were plausibly at least two parallel streams of
coinage being issued in the later stages of the Western
series, if not three (IJ, EF-Anted, Eisv). There are also
signs that this separation and the possibly greater
volume of coinage being minted created pressure on
the available metal resources, evident not only in the
low quality of IJ silver, but also in the reduced weight
and gold content of Anted gold coins (Northover
1992: 253, 287). There are no analyses of Anted silver
coins,* but seeking to maintain their silver content
with diminishing resources could have provided a
context for recalling earlier silver issues in good metal,
leaving us with an assemblage dominated by plated and
debased coins, as found at Bagendon.

Conclusion

By any measure, this is a major group of Iron Age
coin finds. Although the total for Bagendon-North
Cerney is far lower than at some other Iron Age focal
sites such as Colchester, Braughing-Puckeridge and
Canterbury (Haselgrove 1987), these sites lay in areas
with prolific Iron Age base metal coinages, whereas the
Bagendon coins are all (notionally) silver types. Closer
comparisons are afforded by other oppida such as St
Albans (65 coins, nearly all bronze, including 10 in one
grave) and Silchester on the edge of the bronze-using
zone (75 coins; Haselgrove 2018), both of which have
been extensively excavated. In the silver-only zone, the
48 excavated coins from Bagendon-Ditches far exceeds
centres such as Chichester-Fishbourne or Leicester,
where exploration of the earliest phases has admittedly
been quite limited.

As with most major Iron Age sites, the Bagendon coins
are predominantly regional types, mixed with a few
attesting to contacts with other coin-using regions,
which may well have political rather than economic
overtones. Similarly, the recovery of nearly all the Iron
Age coins from Claudio-Neronian or later contexts,
rather than from pre-Roman deposits, is far from
unique to Bagendon and indeed is replicated at other
oppida (Haselgrove 1987). In general terms, this reflects
the rapid and dramatic changes in the nature of activity
at major centres following the Conquest, with precious
metal coinage disappearing rapidly, but with native
base metal and plated issues seemingly being co-opted
to redress the initial shortage of official Roman bronze

A plated coin analysed from Kingholm as possibly of Anted
(Haselgrove 1993: 47) is more likely to be of Eisv (CCI 91.0018).
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coinage (of which the proliferation of Claudian copies
is another symptom). The nearby Kingsholm fortress
provides a local example and this could be a factor in
the nature of the recovered Bagendon-North Cerney
assemblage as well.

Where Bagendon differs from other major centres is in
its more extreme lack of finds in pre-Roman contexts,
although judging from the non-excavation finds, foci
of earlier coin deposition do exist within the complex,
and no doubt will eventually come to light. With the
current assemblage, the small number of pre-Roman
contexts in all of the areas excavated in the valley is
certainly a relevant factor, but we should not forget
that the absence of coins in pre-Roman contexts is
also a region-wide phenomenon. Before the conquest,
it seems that Western precious metal coins generally
entered the archaeological record as deliberate deposits
or offerings, large or small - as we see at overtly
religious sites both within (Nettleton, Uley) and beyond
the region (e.g. Hallaton, Hayling Island), but also for
example at Pershore, where it is argued that the hoards
were deposited in a sacred part of a settlement (Hurst
and Leins 2013) - with ‘accidental’ losses very much the
exception. After the Conquest, attitudes to indigenous
coinage altered significantly, with the debased and
plated Western coins in particular perhaps taking on
a more conventional monetary function than before
in the absence of local bronze issues, before eventually
passing out of use if not memory, as shown by the
piercing and curation of the coin from Black Grove.

There seems little doubt that Bagendon was a centre
of coin production, but the old model of a single tribal
mint must be questioned, even in the early stages, as
Leins has shown. 1t is likely that the overall duration of
the Western coinage was somewhat shorter, with most
issues struck in the half century before the Claudian
invasion, perhaps continuing for a short while after. A
strong case can be made that Bagendon was the main
or only centre for the striking of the BCD series around
the turn of era, but in the later stages, Western coins
were clearly minted at more than one location, and
indeed the gold potentially separately from the silver
- or indeed independently of silver (Corio, Catti?).
Whilst Bagendon remained relatively central to coin
circulation in the region through this later phase, it
may no longer have held as much sway as a political
centre as before, even if still influential in the eventual
choice of Cirencester as the capital of the newly created
Roman civitas of the Dobunni.
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Catalogue of Roman coins from Black Grove (2015)
Richard Reece

This catalogue comprises the small assemblage of coins recovered from the excavations of the Roman buildings at
Black Grove (see Chapter 5).

Sestertius of Marcus Aurelius. Rev. Mars holding 7. Unusual, probably Honorius, reverse Salus
spear and shield. Not all the legend visible, but Reipublicae. CK as 806. Date: AD 394-402 sf15-12,
as RIC 861. Date: AD 160-170 - earlier part of BAG2015, Trench 5, context 5001.

the reign. sf 15-3. BAG2015, Trench 5, context 8. House of Constantine copy of Constantinopolis.
5000. Copy as HK 52. Date: AD 330-45. sf15-14, BAG2015,
House of Constantine copy of Fallen Horseman Trench 5, context 5001.

reverse otherwise details uncertain. Copy as CK 9. Carausius, reverse Pax Aug, no mint-mark.
25. Date: AD 350-360. sf15-35. BAG2015, Trench 5, As RIC 893. Date: AD 286-90; BAG2015, Trench
context 5001. 5, context 5010. Sf15-32. BAG2015, Trench 5,
House of Constantine. copy of Constantinopolis context 5010.

otherwise details uncertain. Copy as HK 52. Date: 10. Carausius, reverse Pax Auggg - very unusual.
AD 330-345. sf15-5. BAG2015, Trench 5, context London mint. RIC 143. Date: AD 290-93; sf15-1.
5002. BAG2015, Trench 5, context 5001.

Victorinus. Reverse Invictus, RIC 114. Date: AD 11. Tetricus I RIC 79, Date: AD 270-3; sf15-36.
268-70. sf15-16. BAG2015, Trench 5, context 5003. BAG2015, Trench 5, context 5002.

uncertain. Obverse: diademed head right 12. Constantius II, Date: AD 330-5, mint Trier, as HK
mid-Constantine. Reverse appears to be the 69 ?good copy. Unstratisfied stray finds from
right hand half of an altar as in Claudius II, spoil heap.

Consecratio. Date: after about AD 330. sf15-7. 13. House of Valentinian, Date: AD 364-78, Securitas
BAG2015, Trench 5, context 5001. Reipublicae, as CK 96. Unstratisfied stray finds
Probably House of Constantine copy, Fallen from spoil heap.

Horseman, but very indistinct. Copy as CK 25. 14. Gratian, Date: AD 367-75, Securitas Reipublicae,

Date: AD 350-60. sf15-19. BAG2015, Trench 6,
context 6006.
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CK 320, unusual. Unstratisfied stray finds from
spoil heap.



Chapter 11

The Late Iron Age coin moulds

Mark Landon
With a contribution by J.A. Morley-Stone

Introduction

This report examines a sample of the coin moulds
excavated from the Bagendon complex including some
from the associated site of The Ditches (Trow 1988a;
Trow et al. 2009), in order to generate a comprehensive
and up-to-date interpretation. Clay coin moulds have
been found at both locations, but the best-preserved
material comes from the Bagendon valley occupation
area (discussed in Chapter 4). The discussion of the coin
moulds from Elsie Clifford’s 1954-56 excavations (Allen
1961) is interesting not only because it is one of the first
detailed discussions of pellet moulds, but also because
he noted aspects that escaped later writers. The
subsequent excavations between 1979-1981 (Chapter 4)
recovered more fragments of mould tray whilst a small
number of fragments were recovered from The Ditches
enclosure, at least one of which had traces of gold
present within it (Trow 1988a: 55). Together with three
samples from the Clifford assemblage and two samples
from The Ditches (Trow 1988a), the 1979-81 material
was subjected, in the 1980s, to spectroscopic analysis
for metal traces (see below), a draft report for which is
in the archive (Trow and Clough unpub.).

This report focuses on examining the coin moulds
retrieved in 1979-1981, including two samples from the
Clifford assemblage. Given the very small size of the
studied sample, it would be unwise to draw any detailed
statistical conclusions from this data. Nonetheless, it is
possible to derive, with some certainty, the method of
mould tray manufacture, the part they played in the
minting process and the types of metal cast in some of
them. It is also possible to put forward some theories
about the social, political and economic context of coin
minting at Bagendon, and its relation to the several
minting traditions discernible in Late Iron Age Britain
and Europe.

Observations and analysis

The sample of coin moulds' discussed here comprises
11 fragments (Table 11.1): 9 from Bagendon and two

1 Although a number of numismatists (e.g. Gruel et al. 2015), worried
by the apparently very late context within which many coin mould
assemblages have been found, have doubted that the primary
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Table 11.1. Samples of coin mould from 1979-81.

Clough Sample number | Context/Small find
(Trow and Clough 1988) | number
1 Ditches 1982, 17
2 Ditches 1982, Fieldwalking
3 Bag 1981, 1 (sf. 81-3)
4 Bag 1981, 2 (sf. 81-2)
6 Bag, 1981, 16 (sf. 81-52)
7 Bag 1981, 16 (sf. 81-97)
8 Bag 1981, 44 (sf. 81-96)
9 Bag 1981, 20 (sf. 81-83)
10 Bag 1981, 35 (sf. 81-48)
11 Bag 1981, 44 (sf. 81-93)
12 Bag Clifford 1954-6
13 Bag Clifford 1954-6

from The Ditches, which have not been fully reassessed.
Within this corpus there are three certain pairs of
conjoining fragments, all of which appear to have
modern fractures, and one possible conjoining pair,
the edges of which have been subjected to modern
abrasion making it is impossible to distinguish whether
the fracture is ancient or modern, or if the fragments
are genuinely conjoining. Much of the sample shows
signs of modern modification, many holes have been
damaged by sampling for metal residues, and at least
one fragment shows signs of having been damaged
during cleaning. For the purposes of this study only
the material from the Bagendon 1979-1981 excavations
can be considered as a single assemblage. The two
fragments from Elsie Clifford’s 1950s material can be
used for comparison. The latter are from an assemblage
of around 100 fragments, around 68 of which derived
from one Clifford’s site C (Allen 1961: 144), what Clifford
described as the ‘coin mint’, with some also from her
site B. All of the samples from 1979-81 (Table 11.1)
excavations derived from pits in Area A, dating to the

function of pellet mould was as part of the minting process, the
arguments advanced to date are insufficiently strong to warrant
confidence in such a conclusion.
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middle decades of the 1st century AD. Although there is
no positive evidence that the two sets of coin mould are
related, the areas of excavation are in close proximity
and likely to have very similar types of material.

The absence of any very small fragments in the sample
is surprising. Fragments too small for individual
measurement? comprise 33.7% of the total number
of fragments in the Puckeridge Assemblage, and
48.8% of the total number of fragments in the Ford
Bridge Assemblage. This would seem to suggest four
possibilities: first, that standards of retrieval for the
1979-81 excavations were low; second, that there has
been a high degree of selectivity in putting together the
study sample; third, that smaller fragments, although
retrieved, were not subsequently retained; fourth, that
the mould fragments were selected in antiquity, before
deposition. From other material and the site records
it is clear the first three hypotheses are unlikely and
it seems that there may have been some selectivity in
deposition and that the 1979-81 material represents
more than one episode of selective deposition of debris
from at least one episode of pellet manufacture. There
are potential parallels for such selectivity; the Wickham
Kennels assemblage (Partridge 1982) and the Gatesbury
Track assemblage (Partridge 1979) for example, seem
very likely to have been in some sense ‘symbolic’
deposits, since both comprised small numbers of
relatively large fragments placed in pits, together
with feasting debris including significant quantities of
imported pottery.

The average size of fragment in the study sample is
44,13 mm (Length 1) x 36.59 mm (Length 2). This is
significantly larger than the figures for both Puckeridge
(33.60 mm x 31.35 mm) and Ford Bridge (27.19 mm x
25.15 mm), and tends to reinforce the impression of
selectivity exercised at some point between use and
this study.

The proportion of incomplete holes to complete holes
in the Bagendon sample is relatively low, but not
unusually so. The Scotch Corner assemblage, which
comprises more than 12kg of coin mould, has a lower
proportion, as does the more directly comparable
Wickham Kennels small assemblage.’ The very close
agreement between the average numbers of holes in
rows and columns for the Ford Bridge Assemblage and
the Bagendon sample,* as shown in the table above,
tends to suggest that - despite the apparent bias of the
sample in other respects - in terms of the conformation

? Defined as: ‘(lacking edge) + (lacking either base or top) + (having
no measurable holes)’.

* A ‘Small Assemblage’ is here defined as comprising no more than
20 fragments.

 The large number of fragments with modern mending makes more
problematic the derivation of similar averages for the Puckeridge
Assemblage.
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Table 11.2. Percentages of incomplete and complete holes in
eight coin mould assemblages.

Percent
. Percent
Site . comp
inc holes
holes
Bagendon sample 75.34 24.66
Blackfriars, Leicester 84.33 15.67
Ford Bridge, Braughing, 2007 92.34 7.66
Ford Bridge, Braughing, 2016 90.67 9.33
Henderson Collection, Braughing 90.09 9.91
Puckeridge, Hertfordshire 87.69 12.23
Scotch Corner 73.49 26.51
Turners Hall Farm, Hertfordshire 97.52 2.48
Wickham Kennels, Braughing 59.50 40.50

of larger fragments, the Bagendon sample is not
untypical. Further possible implications of this are
explored below.

Of the eleven samples, there are four middle fragments;
four edge fragments; one 90° corner; one oblique
corner. There is one fragment with an unclassifiable
position type.

The overall condition of the Bagendon study sample is
poor, on a par perhaps with the Henderson Collection,
slightly less good than the Tuners Hall Farm assemblage,
but rather better than the Scotch Corner coin mould.

Tray forms

There is no evidence within the study sample which is
diagnostic of tray form. However, since there are two
corners present (18.2% of the sample, as compared
with 12.3% for the Ford Bridge Assemblage; 16.9% for
the Puckeridge Assemblage; 7.1% for the examined
portion of the Turners Hall Farm Assemblage; 9.7%
for the examined portion of the Old Sleaford material;
4.9% for the Henderson Collection coin mould),® and
assuming that this figure is roughly typical of the
original (pre-depositional) makeup of the Bagendon
material,® then it would not be unreasonable to suggest
that the trays forms from which it derives were very
possibly rectangular and/or pentagonal, as opposed
to triangular, hexagonal (as suggested of some of the
Colchester material - Allen 1961) or polygons with
even greater numbers of sides. Both of the corners in
the study sample are of types consonant with both

> Where it is demonstrable that standards of retrieval were very
poor, and reason to believe that some of what was retrieved has
subsequently gone missing.

¢ Although, as noted above, there are strong reasons for suspecting
that the makeup of the study sample has been biased in several
parameters, the fact that the percentage of corners is within spitting
distance of the Puckeridge figure tends to suggest that, in this respect
at least, the Bagendon sample is typical.



Figure 11.1. Sample 11 (context 81-44, sf 81-93) showing possible purposeful
trimming or accidental fracture (Photo: Jeff Veitch).

rectangular and pentagonal tray forms. Furthermore,
the close agreement noted above between the average
numbers of holes in rows and columns between the
Bagendon and Ford Bridge material could perhaps
imply similarity of form between the original trays
from which the fragments derive, although this is by
no means certain.

There is one fragment in the study sample, sample 11
(BAG81-44, sf 81-93) (Figure 11.1), concerning which at
least one secure conclusion may be drawn. Since this
fragment has a maximum of 6 holes in both row and
column, no edge profiles, and a total of 25 holes, we may
be certain that it could not derive from a Puckeridge
form tray. In addition, it is one of only two fragments
examined so far with more than five holes in either row
or column that has not been subjected to modern repair.
It is tempting to deduce from the 6 x 6 conformation of
this fragment, together with its lack of edge profiles,
that it unlikely to have come from a Verulamium form
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In opposition to this inference, it should
be noted that the other fragment with
6 holes in either row or column which
has not been subjected to modern repair
(BRR/04/160 from Ford Bridge) also has
no edge profiles. There is no suggestion
that any tray forms other than Verulamium
and Puckeridge were in use at Ford Bridge,
and so it would seem at least possible for
a fragment of this conformation to be
formed from a 7 x 7 tray form. As has been
noted elsewhere (Landon 2009), great
caution must be exercised when assuming
new tray forms without strong positive
evidence.

It has been suggested (T. Moore pers.
comm.) that the fragment might have
been trimmed deliberately into a roughly
circular form in antiquity, and indeed all
the fractures are ancient. Unfortunately,
this is also true of the fractures that
slight the apparent circularity - and it
should be noted that all the fractures are
ragged: that craftsmen of the Late Iron
Age were perfectly able to trim ceramic both neatly
and accurately is shown by the numerous spindle-
whorls cut from potsherds dating to this period. Taking
these factors into consideration with the ‘luting’ of
holes noted on fragments from both the Puckeridge
Assemblage and the Merlin Works (Leicester) material
(David Parker pers. comm.), and signs of differential
heating on both Puckeridge and Ford Bridge fragments
that might be interpreted as demonstrating that not all
the holes on a given tray had actually been used, both of
which techniques would render trimming unnecessary.

Instead of a rather clumsy attempt to trim a sub-
rectangular or pentagonal tray into a sub-circular form,
it is simpler to regard Sample 11 (BAG 81-44; sf, 81-93)
as the remains of a mould tray from which both corners
and edges have been removed. Seen in this light, the

Table 11.4. Bagendon edge profile types tabulated.

tray, on the grounds that it would be highly improbable % of Profil
' i de |Profile Type Frequenc oo rotle
to have broken off all trace of edge profiles without Code yp quency total
sacrificing more than one hole in elther dimension in 1 I-Section 0 0
the process. Instead, a tray conformation larger than 7
. . 2 Lazy S 4 50
x 7 holes might be posited. - -
3 Straight section 1 12.5
4 Angled section 0 0
Table 11.3. Average numbfzr of holes in rows and columns for 5 Rolled edge 1 12,5
fragments with more than 5 holes.
6 Overhang 0 0
Site Av. holes inrow | Av. holes in column 7 Cut & tear 0 0
Ford Br. 3.375 2.825 8 Other 0 0
Bagendon 3.5 3.166667 9 Unquantifiable 2 25
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fragment provides reinforcement

Table 11.5. Edge profile percentages compared.

of the idea that edges and corners

were somehow significant to the Code | Profile type Per(':entage of profile .type for each site
makers, owners or users of coin Puckeridge Ford Bridge Bagendon
mould. 2 Lazy S 47.2 41.6 50.0

3 Straight section 14.8 9.2 12,5
That there may have been more 9 |Unquantifiable 20.7 34.9 25.0

than one tray form in use at
both Bagendon and The Ditches
is suggested by two fragments described by Trow
and Clough (unpub.), Sample 1 (Ditches 1982-17) and
sample 2 (Ditches 1982- Fieldwalking), which have not
been reassessed in this group. Trow and Clough are
emphatic that these fragments had holes arranged
in ‘diagonal rows, rather than the usual rank and file
pattern’. Thanks to ‘Table 1: morphology of mould
fragments’ and illustrations 6 and 12 (Trow 1988a: fig.
27), it is clear both are edge fragments, which makes
the identification of the unusual hole pattern more
secure: illustration 6 is certainly the left hand edge of
a Verulamium form apex, together with a portion of
the apex hole. Furthermore, it seems likely that the
fragment in illustration 12 also derives from the left
hand edge of a Verulamium form tray, albeit without the
apex hole. Since these fragments come from The Ditches
at some remove from the Bagendon find site, and since
no fragments in the study sample show any sign of
this ‘diagonal’ arrangement, we cannot be certain that
the fragments in the study sample also derive from
Verulamium form trays, and we should bear in mind
that there is no reason why one tray form only should
be adhered to in any given assemblage. This should
remind us that methods such as Collis’s (Tournaire et al.
1982) edge:middle:corner ratio for calculating possible
tray capacities, and the ‘Min. Trays’ formula used by
this author to demonstrate compositional anomalies
in coin mould assemblages, cannot generate absolutely
secure conclusions.

There is one further point to be made concerning the
morphological composition of the Bagendon samples.
As mentioned above, the two corner fragments
make up 22.22% of the 1981 Bagendon pit-deposited
material, a proportion surpassed only by the 50% of the
unstratified (and therefore not entirely reliable) RR/RC
find. When one considers that the average proportion
of corner fragments from the five largest assemblages
examined in the course of this work is 7.5%, it is clear
(as adumbrated above) that the Bagendon 1981 pit-
deposited material is not typical.

Trow and Clough’s original analysis applied John
Collis’s (Tournaire et al. 1982) edge:middle:corner
method to attempt to estimate the possible capacity
of trays used at Bagendon and The Ditches, and
arrive at a figure of 4x4 holes per tray, which they at
once discount, citing Sample 11 (BAG 81-44, sf, 81-93)
with its 6x6 conformation as clear evidence that the
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Collis formula figure must be wrong. They ascribe
this apparent failure to ‘the smallness of the sample’,
but this conclusion seems almost certainly incorrect.
Instead, what the Collis formula has highlighted is
the anomalous composition of the sample. Comparing
the five edge fragments: two middle fragments: two
corner fragment ratio of the Bagendon 1981 material,
which equates to 2.5:1:1, with the 248 edge fragments:
202 middle fragments: 74 corner fragments of the Ford
Bridge assemblage, equating to 3.4:2.7:1, it is clear
that, as well as an overplus of corners and edges in the
Bagendon sample, there is a commensurate dearth of
‘middle’ fragments,

That the morphological composition of the Bagendon
1979-1981 material is atypical therefore seem
undeniable. The possible reasons for this atypical
composition remain open for discussion.

Edge profiles

There are four samples with a single edge profile in
the material supplied, and two with two edge profiles,
making a total of eight profiles. Although the sample is
far too small to give statistically derived conclusions,
it is worth noting that the percentages for profile
categories two, three and nine agree well with figures
for the same categories for both the Puckeridge and
Ford Bridge assemblages:

The percentages are not identical, certainly, but the fact
that they do not differ by any great order of magnitude
can give us some confidence that the picture they give is
both plausible and credible. We may maintain with some
confidence that the bulk of the original material was
probably made using a bowl-mould. This is perhaps to
be expected: of the seven larger assemblages examined
so far (Puckeridge, Ford Bridge 2007, Ford Bridge 2016;
Scotch Corner, Henderson Collection, Old Sleaford and
Turners Hall Farm) only the Henderson Collection and
Scotch Corner do not exhibit this preponderance.” For
the Bagendon material, the implication seems clear
- it falls, for the most part, within the parameters
of the best-understood tradition of British Iron Age

7 The 0ld Sleaford material examined exhibits a peculiar edge profile
not seen elsewhere for which it has not been possible to suggest with
any certainty a method of manufacture: it is hypothesized that this is
a modification of a Type 2 profile.



minting;: the single ‘Straight Section’ profile occurs in
conjunction with a ‘Lazy S’. The single ‘Rolled Edge’
profile is also entirely consistent with manufacture in
a bowl mould.

Edge markings

There are no examples in the study sample of ‘Band
and lines’ edge markings. This may be a result of the
small sample?, or it may be a reflection of the poor
state of preservation of the sample; however, it is very
likely that no such markings were present. Of all the
assemblages described in any detail from both Britain
and Continental Europe, ‘Band and lines’ have been
noted only on material from the Braughing area.

If the interpretation of ‘Band and lines’ marking as the
trace of a particular type of mould lining is correct,
then the single possible instance in the study sample
of a possible mould lining trace (Sample 3; BAG 81-1;
sf 81-3) becomes very significant. This would be strong
evidence tying the Bagendon material more tightly
into the main British minting tradition, in which trays
were made in three-sided bowl-moulds, lined along
the edges to prevent adhesion of the wet clay to the
mould. Unfortunately, the traces are so faint that it is
impossible to be certain what type of mould lining - if
any - was used.

Evidence of elaboration

There is no evidence of any form of elaboration noted
elsewhere. There are no ‘cleavage grooves’, as observed
by Elsdon on some of the Old Sleaford material. This
is scarcely surprising since, as demonstrated above,
they are quirks of taste, and represent no functional
enhancement of the mould. However, their absence
may be taken as suggesting the minting tradition at
Bagendon was not closely related to the 0ld Sleaford
tradition.’

The absence of the ‘incised guidelines’ noted on
Puckeridge, Ford Bridge and Turners Hall mould could
be interpreted in the same way, but since there is good
reason to suppose that these lines were ‘ownership
marks’, it is also possible that their absence on the
Bagendon material indicates that coin production here
took place within a different social or economic context.
If the presence of ‘guidelines’ at Braughing/Puckeridge

8 Given that ‘Band and lines’ markings occur on only 5.8% of all
Puckeridge Assemblage edge profiles, and 4.1% of all Ford Bridge
Assemblage edge profiles, it is well within the bounds of statistical
possibility that, even if this edge marking were present in the original
material, it could easily fail to appear in the Bagendon study sample:
one would need at least 20 edge profiles to have a reasonable chance
of even one example of ‘Band and lines’.

° Although both are part of the same broad tradition of pellet mould
minting as seen, with minor local variations, at all the major British
mint sites, except perhaps Turners Hall Farm.
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and Turners Hall Farm is evidence that more than one
person or group was involved in the pellet-casting
operations at these sites, the absence of guidelines at
Bagendon could equally indicate single ownership of
the output of the mint there. These must remain, for
the time being, interesting speculations.

Methods of hole manufacture

Although it may seem (in keeping with the whole,
convoluted, process of British Late Iron Age minting)
unnecessarily laborious, all the evidence is that the
holes in British clay pellet mould were made singly. The
Bagendon study sample is not exceptional in this.

The largest fragment in the study sample, sample
11 (BAG 81-44; sf. 81-93), is of a size sufficient for the
measurement of the spaces between holes to generate
meaningful results. The measurements demonstrate
that there are no repeated patterns in the spacing
of holes in either axis,® which means that we can be
certain that the holes on this fragment were not made
using a multi-pronged dibber. Additionally, there is no
repeated pattern to the variation in hole base diameters
in either axis.

While there are no clear examples on this fragment of
hole-slighting, it is also very clear that the holes were
not made all-at-once using a peg-board. If such an
implement had been used, then any splaying on one
hole (caused by deviation from the vertical of either
the angle of insertion or the angle of extraction) would
necessarily be replicated on all the other holes on that
fragment. In fact, Hole 10 on sample 11 (BAG 81-44; sf.
81-93) shows no splay, while Hole 9 (to its left) splays
to the bottom right, and Hole 6 (immediately above it)
splays to the top left.

As demonstrated above, hole-slighting is prima facie
evidence that a peg board was not used to make the
holes on that fragment, and that a multi-pronged dibber
was not used on the axis of the slighting. Therefore, if
slighting occurs on two axes, we may be certain that a
multi-pronged dibber was not used in the making of the
tray from which the fragment derives. Slighting in two
axes can be seen very clearly on fragment Sample 10a
(BAG 81-35; sf. 81-48) (Figure 11.2).

It is not clear why the smiths who used the pellet
mould, the people who made the mould,"* or those

1o Although it may be objected that some of the hole-spacings
measured along the row are exceptionally similar, it is undeniable
that a multi-pronged dibber will replicate its spacings exactly each
time it is used - and this is not what we see on sample 11 (See Plate 31
(b) in Tournaire et al. 1982 for a tray which was clearly made using a
multi-pronged dibber).

11 There is reason to suppose that in the Puckeridge Assemblage, at
least, the mould was made neither by the smiths themselves, nor by
those who commanded the minting.
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Figure 11.2. Sample 10a (upper) and Sample 10b (lower). Note

the slighting in two axes on sample 10a (BAG81, 81-35, sf

81-48). Arrows indicate D-shaped flattening of hole outline.

Sample 10b (lower image) (BAG81, 81- 35; sf. 81-48). Arrows

indicate possible channels linking holes on fragment of
possible potin mould (Photo: Jeff Veitch).

who controlled the minting of coin, should have used
such a time-consuming procedure, with its relentless
focus on the single and the individual. 1t has been
hypothesized elsewhere (Landon 2008) that this was
perhaps associated with an attempt to add value to base
metal coinage by means of input labour, but this would
not seem to be true of the Bagendon material, since it
seems likely that it was used for the manufacture of
noble metal coin pellets.

Instead, maybe this focus should be seen as a reflection
of the inherent value of the coin, something akin to
a jewel. It is a truism that a society will attempt to
understand and to define the new and the unfamiliar
in terms of the old and the established,”? and coin
usage in Britain was a relatively new arrival which,
by AD 43, had still to reach more than half the island.
Notwithstanding, if concepts of monetary value were
still largely alien, there was a well-established tradition
of the worth of beautiful and intricate objects made by
consummate craftsmen, a tradition stretching back to

12 The retention by the builders of railway carriages of features
associated with horse-drawn carriages is a good example of this
phenomenon.
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the Bronze Age and beyond. The idea of the production
of many ‘similar but unique’ objects is encountered in
deposits of palstaves, such as the Langton Matravers
Hoard, in the miniature bronze shields of the Salisbury
Hoard, and later in deposits of Iron Age torcs. Even
when struck from the same die, no two British Iron
Age coins are identical - and, since the dies used are
often far larger than the coins they were intended to
impress, this would seem to be deliberate: each coin
bears part of the same design - but not necessarily
the same part. Coins may be ‘functionally identical’ (of
the same weight and composition, and bearing equally
valid marks), and yet be by deliberate intent physically
unique.

Number of holes in a tray

Since it has proved impossible either to define with
any certainty even one tray form present in the study
sample, or to determine whether all the fragments in
the study sample derive from the same tray form or
not, it is also impossible to express any meaningful
opinion concerning the total number of holes in any of
the trays from which the Bagendon fragments derive.
The best that can be said is that the tray from which
sample 11 (BAG 81-44; sf 81-93) derives almost certainly
had no fewer than 36 holes.

Predictable relationship between base and top hole
diameters

Since it was first propounded by Tournaire (Tournaire
et al. 1982), several writers have repeated his odd and
evidentially unsupported claim that the module of
coin made in any given specimen of coin mould was
determined by the diameter at the mouth of the hole
(top diameter). 1t is therefore important to take the
time and effort to lay this absurdity to rest.

There are seven fragments in the study sample from
which it is possible to obtain diameters at both the top
and base of the holes. Average values were generated
for each fragment for both top and base diameters. This
tended to even out some of the observable variability
in the material: it was felt that this ‘evening out’ would
tend to operate in favour of the hypothesis that the
relationship between the two variables is predictable, so
that if - even under the most favourable interpretation
of the data - the hypothesis was not upheld, then the
result would have to be considered definitive.

In order to examine alone the variability in the
relationship between top and base hole diameters,
independently of actual diameter measurements, a
figure for variability for each fragment was generated
by subtracting average base diameter from average top
diameter. It is obvious from the table above that the
relationship between top and base hole diameters is



Table 11.6. Variability
in relationship
between top and

Table 11.7. Average intra-fragment
variation in top diameter

base diameters. Assemblage Average

Bagendon 81 1.30
Range Count Blackfriars, Leics 1.02
<l mm 0 Ford Bridge 2007 0.99
1-2 mm ! Ford Bridge 2016 1.01
2-3 mm 2 Henderson Collection 0.88
3-4mm 3 Puckeridge, Herts. 2.23
4-5 mm 0 Scotch Corner 1.22
5-6 mm 1 Experimental 0.52

highly variable, and so unpredictable that it is unlikely
that this relationship was significant to those who
made and used the Bagendon coin mould. The great and
unpredictable difference between base and top hole
diameter in the 1960 material was sufficiently striking
for Allen (1961) to take particular note of it, and the
study sample would seem to support her interest.

The average difference between top and base hole
diameters in the Bagendon material is 3.31 mm, which
compares with a figure for the Puckeridge mould
of 2.23 mm, and an experimentally derived average
difference of 0.68 mm, and this high figure may result
from carelessness or haste on the part of the makers
- but it is also possible that it reflects damage caused
by aggressive sampling following retrieval. The sense
that the variability in top diameter exhibited by the
Bagendon coin mould is abnormal is strengthened by
the very high figure derived for average intra-fragment
deviation, as set out in Table 11.7.

Since there are only three fragments among the
Bagendon sample from which the necessary data can
be obtained, once again it should be remembered
that the Bagendon figure for average intra-fragment
variation in top diameter is well within the bounds
of (statistical) sampling error, and therefore must be
treated with some caution. However, it is certainly
true that the average variation in intra-fragment top
diameter exhibited by these three fragments is large
enough that a single fragment could have holes with
top diameters suitable for more than one of the hole-
diameter groups proposed by Elsdon.” In their present

B Elsdon 1997: op. cit. (David Parker pers. comm.) feels very strongly
that one fragment from the Merlin Works assemblage exhibits
precisely this peculiarity, in that the variation in both top and
base diameters across the fragment is so great (4 mm) that it could
have been used for making two different coin modules. However,
experiment has shown that variability of this order is easily created
accidentally. Nonetheless, fragment Context 31000/SF12911/CPM
no. 495 from Scotch Corner bears holes of 4.4-5.1mm and =10mm,
a difference large enough to rule out the use of a single dibber.
Furthermore, EDS results suggest that the small holes were used to
make silver alloy pellets and the larger hole to make a gold ternary
alloy pellet).
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condition, therefore, there can be no connection made
for the Bagendon fragments between top diameter and
coin module.

Predictable relationship between hole base diameter and
coin denomination

Even before any statistical data is taken into account,
there are two constants affecting the resolution of this
question which tend to suggest that there could never
have been a predictable relationship between base hole
diameter and coin denomination.

The first constant is experimentally derived. Holes
were made in a clay slab with a single-pronged dibber
which had been accurately measured on two axes. The
clay was allowed to dry naturally, and the holes were
then also measured across the base in two axes. The
results showed that, whatever care was taken during
hole making, the base diameter of the holes routinely
varied across a slab by up to 3 mm This accorded well
with data taken from actual mould fragments, which
leads to the conclusion that the base diameter of mould
holes made using this method cannot be controlled to a
more accurate standard.

The second constant relates to the behaviour of molten
metal. Molten bronze, and silver and gold alloys, do not
behave any differently to mercury, in that they do not
flow out into a thin sheet (like water) when poured onto
a flat surface, but instead coalesce into globules under
the influence of surface tension.* This means that
there would be no direct physical relationship between
the pellet and the wall of the mould hole. Indeed,
both Geoff Cottam (pers. comm.) and Longden (2008)
emphasize that contact between metal and mould hole
was to be minimized, lest the pellet fuse with the mould.
The consequence of this is that, while there is a definite
upper limit on the size of coin that can be cast in a hole
of a given size, there is no lower limit. Taking these two
constants together, the most that one can say of a hole
of a particular diameter is that it was large enough for
the making of pellets of a particular weight - but that
there is no way of deriving from the evidence that the
hole was actually used for making pellets of this size.

This is not the final word on the subject of base hole
diameter. Elsdon (1997) proposes the idea of hole
diameter groups, and although her data do not actually
demonstrate that the groups she proposes exist in the
Sleaford material, and her methodology (assuming, as
it does, the existence of a direct relationship between
base and top hole diameters) is so flawed that no
valid conclusions can be drawn from it, the idea is
nonetheless not without value.

4 Assuming that this takes place in a reducing atmosphere.
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There are grounds to suspect that
at least one large assemblage (Old
Sleaford) exhibits a continuous

spectrum of base hole diameters,
and we know from accurate

measurement that another two

(Ford Bridge and Merlin Works;
D Parker pers. comm.) exhibit a

discontinuous sequence of base
hole diameters. The Puckeridge

assemblage does not fit precisely

into either category. There is
a continuous sequence of base

0 .

hole diameters from 7 mm to
20 mm but - unlike the top

T8mm &69mm 910 mm 10-11 mm

11-12 mm 12-13 mm

hole diameter sequence from
Old Sleaford - the distribution
graph shows two distinct clusters

Figure 11.3. Graph of base diameter distribution.

within the sequence, the first
ranging (approximately) from 8

120
110

mm to 14 mm, and the second
(approximately) from 15 mm to 20

100

mm To discover the distribution

£

pattern for the Bagendon study 0

sample, as with top hole diameter
above, average base diameters were

» Seres

-

generated for each fragment, and
the results are set out in Figure 11.3.

With the provisos that, as

coB88888

previously mentioned, the sample
population is too small to permit

10 12 14

the drawing of firm conclusions
about the parent population, and
that there is a distinct possibility
that measurements from some
fragments may have been distorted by sampling
for metal residues, it is still possible to make valid
comments on the composition of the sample itself.

The first point to make is that the range of base diameters
exhibited by the Bagendon material is not is any way
exceptional: the holes are neither untypically large nor
untypically small.® The range of base diameters (from 7.2
mm to 13.8 mm) is somewhat restricted when compared
with the assemblages from Puckeridge and Ford Bridge,'
and exhibits at first sight more - and more pronounced

5 This range is actually quite broad. Allowing for the tapering
typically seen between the mouth of a hole and the base, the smallest
holes seen at 0ld Sleaford (hole fills here were retained intact, thus
making direct measurement impossible) could have a diameter as
small as 2 mm at the base, while the largest mould holes known have
a base diameter close to 25 mm

16 But not dissimilar to the diameter range of the Henderson
Collection (4 mm - 7 mm) or the Wickham Kennels Assemblage (7 mm
- 13 mm). The Wickham Kennels Assemblage, comprising only four
fragments, also exhibits a pronounced discontinuity in base diameter
range (5 mm), which would seem to confirm that the smaller the
sample of coin mould, the more likely it is to exhibit discontinuities.
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Figure 11.4. Scatter graph plotting base diameter in mm. against volume in mm,

- discontinuities than almost any other assemblage of
coin mould examined hitherto. However, out of eight
fragments with retrievable data, two exhibit intra-
fragment base diameter variation of 2.2 mm, and since one
of these fragments is sample 11 (BAG 81-44; sf. 81-93), the
largest fragment in the study sample, which also seems
not to have been subjected to any post-retrieval damage,
the variation it exhibits is both original and genuine:
the smallest base diameter measurement is 8.7 mm, and
the largest is 10.9 mm. At once the larger discontinuity,
between 10 mm and 12 mm, has been narrowed by rather
more than a millimetre, and the possibility that that the
discontinuities are simply a function of the smallness of
the sample becomes very real.

Comparison of the average intra-fragment variation in
base diameter for Bagendon, Puckeridge, Ford Bridge,
and experimental tray manufacture (Landon 2016:
appendix 1), as set out in Table 11.7 , shows that the
Bagendon fragments sit comfortably within ‘normal’
parameters for coin mould made using the same
techniques as Braughing/Puckeridge mould.



Control of volume

As discussed elsewhere (Landon 2016), very precise
control of hole volume is a necessary precondition of
the credibility of two theories concerning the purpose
and method of use of coin mould. Both the Sellwood/
Casey hypothesis that coin mould was a means of
ready-reckoning for the production of alloys, and the
widely-entertained idea that metal might have been
introduced into mould-holes by pouring in the molten
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state, assume that it was possible to control the volume
of a mould hole sufficiently to permit its use as a
measuring device.

As a first measure of the suitability of the Bagendon
coin mould for use in either of these ways, it should be
noted that average intra-fragment standard deviation
in depth across the assemblage is + 0.86 mm, and average
intra-fragment standard deviation in volume is + 7.46
mm?. Bearing in mind that the volume of an Icenian

Table 11.8. Base diameter intra-fragment and inter-fragment variation in coin pellet mould from Bagendon

Site code | Context Bag ID Ba;s:r\glg;es Av base dia Max dia Min dia Diff.
BAG 81 81-1; sf 81-3 Sample3 3 12.83 13.8 12.3 1.5
BAG 81 81-2; sf. 81-7 Sample4 2 9.9 10.1 9.7 0.4
BAG 81 81-16; sf 81-52 Sample6 0 0 0
BAG 81 81-16; sf 81-97 Sample7 1 9.8 9.8 9.8
BAG 81 81-44.sf, 81-96 Samples 4 9.68 10.6 9.1 1.5
BAG 81 81-20;sf81-83 | Sample9 9 7.94 9.3 7.1 2.2
BAG 81 81-35; sf 81-48 Samplel0a 3 9.3 9.3 9.3 0
BAG 81 81-35;sf81-48 | Sample10b 4 9.33 9.8 8.6 1.2
BAG 81 81-44; sf 81-93 sample 11 27 9.85 10.9 8.7 2.2
Table 11.9. Base diameter ranges in 10 assemblages compared
. S S 5 -
AT S I T R - - :
2 o) s ‘2 28 S o = © 4 g2
g g | 28| & g  £3 3§ | & § | EE& | £
>=2,<3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
>=3, <4 0 0 0 0 6.45 0 0 8.38 0 0
>=4, <5 0 0 0 0.07 8.06 0 0 46.46 4,55 0
>=5,<6 0 0 0 3.25 69.35 0 0.04 29.71 0 4,55
>=6, <7 1.82 14 0 9.35 16.13 27.27 0.08 3.45 4.55 45.45
>=7,<8 12.73 14 0.9 28.95 0 36.36 0.46 0.43 36.36 13.64
>=8, <9 7.27 22 2.25 27.22 0 27.27 4.29 0.35 31.82 0
>=9, <10 63.64 5 14.38 8.1 0 9.09 18.24 1.04 18.18 0
>=10, <11 9.09 3 41.57 2.35 0 0 39.78 3.8 4,55 0
>=11, <12 0 16 30.79 3.88 0 0 26.62 3.8 0 0
>=12, <13 3.64 16 6.97 7.89 0 0 3.98 1.99 0 36.36
>=13, <14 1.82 9 0 5.61 0 0 0.08 0.43 0 0
>=14, <15 0 1 0 2.29 0 0 0.34 0.09 0 0
>=15, <16 0 0 0 0.62 0 0 0.8 0.09 0 0
>=16, <17 0 0 0.67 0.28 0 0 2.92 0 0 0
>=17, <18 0 0 2.25 0.14 0 0 1.86 0 0 0
>=18, <19 0 0 0.22 0 0 0 0.49 0 0 0
>=19, <20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.04 0 0 0
>=20, <21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
>=21, <22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
>=22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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silver unit is approximately 125 mm?, variation in this
degree across a single fragment is scarcely significant.
The Bagendon material would certainly seem to exhibit
much closer control of volume across a single fragment
than the Puckeridge mould, for which the average intra-
fragment standard deviation in volume is + 95.69 mm?
However, it is the study of inter-fragment variability
that shows most clearly the difficulties of utilising the
coin mould as a measuring device (Table 11.8).

First, it will be noted that, although it would seem
undeniable that there are two distinct hole size groups
here (one group having only one member), it is also
undeniable that the more numerous group exhibits
such a broad spread of values for both volume (nearly
40 mm?, or close on 30% variation) and base diameter
(more than 2 mm, or 25% variation), that there is
no clear relationship between the two groups. The
smaller diameter group is between 50% and 75% of
the volume of the larger hole diameter group. This
degree of variability would seem to render highly
unlikely the possibility that the Bagendon mould was
used as a measuring device. Notwithstanding these
complications, it is possible to state with confidence
that the pellets manufactured in the Bagendon study
sample must all have been considerably smaller than
an Icenian silver unit.

Calcium carbonate traces

This has previously been noted only on material from
Verulamium and Braughing/Puckeridge. 1t has been
surmised that chalk wash was applied to the mould, in
the holes and, less frequently, on top, base and sides in
order to create and maintain a reducing atmosphere
during the casting of pellets with a high base metal
content. Tylecote (1962), Cottam (pers. comm.) and
Longden (2008) are all clear that a failure to exclude
oxygen while casting such alloys will result in the
fusion of pellet to mould.

As base metal coinage was not commonly issued
during the British Late Iron Age,” the restricted
distribution of the use of chalk wash is not entirely
surprising. However, a beige or brown deposit had been
noted on some of the Bagendon fragments (T. Moore
pers. comm), and it was debated whether this might
represent a coating of powdered local (to Bagendon)
limestone, which varies in colour between beige and
brown, performing much the same function as chalk
wash. Closer examination of the fragments revealed
that, although the coating might well derive from
the local limestone, it covered not only the holes and
original surfaces of the fragments, but also the fracture
surfaces. It was therefore concluded that the coating

7 In the main, bronze coinage was restricted to the issues of
Tasciovanus, Cunobelin, and the potin coins of Kent.
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should probably be regarded as taphonomy rather than
as a purposive treatment.

Once again, sample 11 (BAG 81-44; sf 81-93) is not
typical of the Bagendon material. Not only is its fabric
more close-grained than the other fragments, but it
appears to have a coating of calcium carbonate on its
base. This does not seem to accord with the oxidized
layer just within the cortex of the base, and indeed it
is hard to account for its presence given the absence of
all but the most minute flecks of calcium carbonate on
the upper surface (which seem anyway to be inclusions
rather than traces of a coating). For this reason, it is
probably best to regard this as no more than a possible
instance of the use of calcium carbonate to maintain a
reducing atmosphere.

The introduction of metal into holes

Although the label on the box containing Sample 13
(from Clifford’s excavations) proclaims ‘Gold flecks?’,
sampling has removed any trace there might have
been. It seems certain that the same fate would have
befallen any similar traces there might have been in the
study sample. As a result, there is now no evidence at all
of any metal at a supra-microscopic level, and therefore
no direct evidence in the form of prills, droplets or
splashes not only of the means by which metal was
introduced into the holes, but even of what metal might
have been cast in the parent moulds.

However, there is one undeniable piece of evidence that
metal was not poured into the holes in these fragments
of coin mould. The signs of extreme heating on the
Bagendon 1981 material are not confined to the holes
themselves, as they would have been if they had been
moulds pure and simple rather than dual-purpose
crucible/moulds, nor are the signs of extreme heat
confined to the upper surface of these fragments -
or to any surface at all. Instead, most of the samples
are heated from surface to core to temperatures at or
around the melting-points of silver-copper and ternary
gold alloys.

There is one intriguing possibility: fragment Sample 10b
(BAG 81- 35; sf. 81-48) (Figure 11.2). exhibits what seem
to be channels linking its holes. They have been cut into
the surface, possibly after the firing of the tray. While it
is true that this fragment has been subjected to severe
post-retrieval modification', the possibility remains
that this is a fragment of potin mould, also known as
‘strip mould’ - and, if this is so, then this is the first find
of this type of mould in Britain. Although the absence

18 What appears to be modern abrasion has so modified the broken
edges of this fragment that it is impossible to determine whether
the joint with fragment SAMPLE 10a. (implied by keeping the two
fragments in the same box) is actually true. On balance, this study
has concluded that they are not conjoining fragments.



of known potin or strip-moulded issues in the South
West of Britain must be a strong argument against
this interpretation, the possibility is still sufficiently
important to justify its inclusion in this report.

If this mould was used for casting by pouring, this
might explain first, the ambiguous, at best very slight,
signs of vesiculation, and also the reddening on the
base indicating that at some point this fragment has
been heated in an atmosphere from which oxygen has
not been excluded. However, the variability in hole
volume is such that neither it, nor any other fragment
in the sample, could have produced pellets of consistent
weight.

Proportions of used and unused pellet mould

Although (as noted in Landon 2016) it is not often
possible to discriminate with any certainty between
used and unused coin mould without recourse to
microscopic and spectrographic examination, there
are a number of observations that can usefully be
made of the different degrees of heating evinced by the
Bagendon assemblage.

The first point to make is that the often equivocal, and
never more than slight, signs of vesiculation, together
with the complete absence of even surface vitrification,
and not the least sign of the slumping and ballooning
noted elsewhere, would seem to suggest that the
Bagendon study sample might not have been heated
to the same degree as mould from some other sites®.
Elsdon (1997) states that the vitrification of clay occurs
around 950°C, while the work of Longden demonstrates
that temperatures in excess of 1000°C were used to cast
copper alloy pellets at Ford Bridge (Longden 2008).
Nonetheless, a significant proportion of the fragments
exhibit blackening within the body of the fabric (three
samples out of 11 listed, or slightly less than 30% of the
total), and together with the two examples of whitening
and crazing on the base of fragments, it seems certain
that these moulds have been subjected to temperatures
greater than those usual in firing ceramic. It is clear,
therefore, that the Bagendon study sample was
probably not used for the casting of copper alloy pellets
(with the possible exception of fragment Sample 10b;
BAG 81-35; 81-48).

By contrast, both 14 carat yellow gold and ‘coin grade’
silver melt at 875°C. In addition, as Tylecote (1962) has
proved that it is perfectly possible to cast pellets with
a high noble metal content in an oxidizing atmosphere.
This also chimes well with the very high proportion
of fragments (6 out of 11, or slightly more than 50%,
compared with 3.9% in the Puckeridge Assemblage)
showing the reddening characteristic of heating

¥ puckeridge; Ford Bridge; Old Sleaford; Turners Hall Farm.
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under oxidizing conditions. On the basis of the signs
of less intense heating than has been observed on
other assemblages of coin mould, together with the
prevalence of signs of oxidization, it would not seem
unreasonable to conclude that the fragments in the
Bagendon study sample were used for casting noble
metal coin pellets. Furthermore, the location of these
signs of oxidization are not typical. Of the 6 fragments
with reddening, only three have reddening on the base
- 50% of the total of oxidized fragments, compared
with a figure of 86% for the Puckeridge material. The
remainder have reddening which is either internal or
located on surfaces other than the base.

Gebhard et al. (1996) have theorized, on the basis of
the much greater extent to which the glassy phase
extends into the fabric of British mould they have
examined, that British coin mould was subjected for
extended periods to high temperatures to the base
as well as to the top. Longden (2008), examining the
Ford Bridge mould using SEM, states that very few
samples exhibited vitrification of the base, and that
therefore much greater heat was applied to the top
surfaces than to the base surfaces of mould from
this site. Bagendon coin mould also exhibits traces of
different intensities of heating on the top and bottom
surfaces of fragments. However, as can be seen from
the two images of fragment Sample 3 (BAG 81-1; sf
81-3) that - in one case at least - there are signs of
greater heat, in the form of much clearer signs of
vesiculation overlying an oxidized layer, than on the
top, where the vesiculation is barely visible, and there
is no oxidization.

There are no fused fragments or fragments with their
fracture surfaces sealed by melting and no samples
heated beyond use, such as were observed on the
Puckeridge coin mould. If these phenomena are to be
interpreted as thee signs of a closing ritual, then it
would seem that no such ritual occurred at Bagendon.

Grass marks, chaff marks and grain casts

Many trays were left to dry on a bed of grass before
being fired, a practice which experiment has shown
can leave distinctive markings on the base of a tray.
Four fragments from the Bagendon study sample show
signs of having been laid to dry on a bed of grass. This is
scarcely surprising, given the ubiquity of the material.
There are none of the signs noted at Puckeridge and
Ford Bridge of the substitution of chaff for grass, and
there are none of the parallel markings occasionally
noted on the base of Puckeridge trays which have been
interpreted as matting marks, but given the smallness
of the study sample this absence is probably not
significant. Of much greater interest is the probable
grain cast noted on fragment Sample 9 (BAG 81-20; sf
81-83) (Figure 11.6).
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Figure 11.5a/b. Sample 3 (BAG81, 81-1; sf. 81-3) showing differential signs of heating on base and top of a single mould fragment.
Note the oxidization and clear surface vesiculation on the base, compared with very slight vesiculation and little reddening on
the top (Photo: Jeff Veitch).

Figure 11.6. Grain cast on the base of Bagendon coin mould
fragment (Sample 9) (Photo: Jeff Veitch).

The Bagendon study sample is the fourth assemblage
of coin mould to have yielded grain casts, the others
being Puckeridge, Ford Bridge and Old Sleaford. This
must therefore be of significance: a great volume of
coin mould from widely separated parts of the area of
Iron Age coin manufacture and use would seem to have
been made at a time when stray grain was common in
the communities where minting was taking place. The
obvious inference from this must be that minting in
many British Iron Age polities was - at least to some
degree - a seasonal activity related to harvest-time.
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It would seem very likely that this seasonal minting
represents the conversion of an agricultural surplus
into cash in preparation for an important trading
opportunity soon after harvest. At Hengistbury Head,
at Braughing/Puckeridge, Verulamium and Colchester
the most visible traded commodities are amphorae and
expensive tableware, exotic imports from overseas.
The imports found at Bagendon include a range of
Gallo-Belgic wares and terra sigillata but a range of
other material may have come from elsewhere which
has left little archaeological trace. That minting, and
therefore coin mould, was associated strongly with
trade is perhaps demonstrated by the fact that coin
mould is often found in association with ceramic that is
undeniably imported, as has been noted at both Scotch
Corner and Ford Bridge.

Inclusions in mould fabric

There are no traces of intentional inclusions or tempers
in the fabric of the Bagendon study sample. Indeed,
apart from the two or three minute flecks of presumed
calcium carbonate in fragment sample 11 (BAG 81-43;
sf 81-93), there is no sign of any accidental inclusion in
the clay used to make these moulds.

This stands in marked contrast to the Puckeridge
Assemblage, where 10% of the fragments contained
inclusions, some of which could well have been crushed
shell temper, and others which were truly massive
flint and quartzite pebbles up to 15 mm across and
could well have affected the functionality of the tray.



Instead, it looks as though the clay used to make the
Bagendon mould had been properly puddled before
use to remove to remove any large stones, which could
be interpreted as suggesting that the clay used to
make the trays was processed in the same way as clay
used by potters to make vessels. However, given the
considerable variability noted by Derek Allen (1961) in
the 1950s material, it does not seem that the care taken
over the preparation of the clay carried over into the
manufacture of the trays.

Clay caps and luting

The apparently deliberate capping or filling with clay of
holes in a tray showing signs of having been subjected
to intense heat has been noted both in the Puckeridge
Assemblage and in the Merlin Works material - and, to
date, nowhere else (Figure 11.7).

The most credible suggestion for the function of these
techniques comes from Dave Parker (pers. comm.) who
feels that this deliberate filling of holes is possibly
associated with the making of fewer pellets in tray
than the number of holes might suggest. No example
of either of these practises has been noted in the
study sample, but even in the Puckeridge Assemblage
(Figure 11.8), which has produced the most examples
of both capping and luting, only 0.8% of the material,
fewer than one in one hundred fragments, did so. In an
assemblage of only 11 items, this translates into a worse
than 1:10 chance of the presence of either capping or
luting, so it may just not occur in this sample size. In
fact, given the robust cleaning and aggressive sampling

Figure 11.7. Luted hole from Merlin Works,
Leicester (Photo: courtesy Dave Parker, ULAS).
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to which much of the study sample has been subjected,
and the fragility of traces of ‘capping’ in particular, it
is entirely possible that these were missed during this
process.

Conclusions

Despite the smallness of the assemblage, and bearing
in mind the caveats expressed in Section 1 about the
dangers of assuming too far on the basis of a statistically
insignificant sample, it is nonetheless possible to draw
some fairly firm conclusions from the material supplied,
and to advance some evidentially-derived hypotheses
concerning the manufacture and use of the mould-
trays from which these fragments derive, and even of
the social, political and economic context within which
this minting activity took place.

The first conclusion must be that, at some point between
use and the occasion of this study, the sample has been
subject at least once to a process of selection, because of
the total lack of unmeasurable small fragments, which
at other sites have formed a very significant proportion
of the total number of mould fragments retrieved.
This picture of selection is reinforced by the fairly
high proportion of complete versus incomplete holes
in the study sample: the only comparable assemblage
examined so far with a higher proportion of complete
versus incomplete holes comes from the Wickham
Kennels (Partridge 1982) site in Braughing. This very
small assemblage - only four fragments are extant,
and the indications are that the assemblage originally
retrieved was little, if at all, more numerous - was very

PUC/Box 3/0040

Figure 11.8. Example of a ‘Clay cap’ from the Puckeridge,
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Hertfordshire coin mould assemblage (Photo: Mark Landon).
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likely subjected to selection prior to deposition, and the
proportion of complete holes is even higher, 40.5% of
the total number of holes in the assemblage compared
with 24.7% in the Bagendon study sample. There are,
however, additional dimensions to the manufacture,
use and deposition of coin mould both generally across
Britain, and more particularly at Bagendon, which
suggest that a simple linear model is not adequate to
explain what we see.

The ‘ownership marks’ noted on coin mould fragments
from Hertfordshire suggest that minting may have
been carried out on a contributory basis at these
sites, whereas at Scotch Corner it has been possible to
distinguish two very different traditions of coin mould
making. At Ford Bridge 2016, not only are there two
very different traditions of coin mould manufacture
(for one of which the closest parallels come from Gaul),
but there exists the strong possibility that clays sourced
from geologically different locations are being used for
the coin mould. This means that it is possible that coin
moulds are being used at several locations, and only
brought together after use for central disposal.

While at Bagendon 1979-1981 the main deposit of coin
mould was not found, we have instead the repeated
deposition of small quantities of pellet mould, including
some from a feature which also contained an Iron Age
coin, It seems most likely that the ‘main deposit’ was
the 100 or so fragments of coin mould retrieved by
Clifford around 20m to the south-east in her site B and
C. If one factors in the unusually high proportion of
corner fragments, then two out of the three elements®
noted elsewhere? in presumed symbolic deposits of
coin mould are present in the Bagendon 1979-1981
material. On balance, therefore, it seems entirely
possible that this assemblage represents repeated
episodes of selective deposition of coin mould following
use elsewhere.

The second conclusion to be drawn is that, in terms
of its dimensions and the techniques used to make it,
the Bagendon study sample sits comfortably within
the parameters of the main pellet-mould tradition.
It is for this reason that the possibility that fragment
BAG 81/AAG/35.48/Sample 10b. might be ‘strip-mould’
or ‘potin-mould” has reluctantly been abandoned: it
seems too anomalous in what is otherwise a relatively
homogenous body of material, and too irregular
to produce a consistent weight of pellet by means
of pouring. We can be reasonably certain that the
Bagendon mould was used for melting pre-weighed
quantities of metal and casting them into globular
pellets.

% The third element being imported pottery (Landon 2016)
2 Braughing/Puckeridge and Verulamium (Landon 2016)
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The third conclusion to be drawn is that the moulds
were most probably used for the casting of noble metal
pell