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INTRODUCTION .

smong the kindred fortifications of the Roman period
situated in north-east ZEngland, those of County Durham have,
in the present centu'y, been forced into the position of
noor relations. Lack of opportunity, and the absorbing
problems of the ladrianic Limes, have denied Durham a share
in the application of modern scientific archaeology, and the
work, so promisingly begun at 3inchester and OCoutz Shields
in the 'J0Os, has sadly languished.

A century ago the defence of local antiguities was
regarded, to some extent, as a noint of honour, and too
often zeal outran discretion. To-day, access of knowledgze
has enlarged our horizon; still, an archaeological thesis
whiich advertises that its framework is political, must
protect itself against the charge of parochialism.

However much the peoples dwelling between the Tyne and
the Tees in prehistoric times may have been isolated from
their neighbours to north and south, it would be idle to
claim that Roman Durham represents more than an arbitrary
slice of the hinterland of the main northern frontier.

Yet, only so far as the objective dart of our work is
concerncd have we observed the confines of the county.
The basic idea has been to empnloy a localised group of

materials as a touchstone to the vicissitudes of the frontier
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as é whole and, in parﬁcular, to the military region lying
behind the outpost forts. Naturally, in pioneer work of
this kind, many of our conclusions can be but tentative,
and a great deal of active research is required before
provisional hypotheses can be esgtablished upon a sound
Toundation of fact. “e have attempted throughout, however,
to strike a balance between excessive caution and undue
temerity.
Three main sections are to be observed in tl.e book.

The first section is concerned with the physiographical
background,primarily important in determining early
settlement within the region. The preliistoric survey,
wnich follows, nhas been elaborated,in some degree, because
there was no coﬁiete and author ttative study to turn to,
but the proportion between this and the principal chapter,
Durham in the Toman period, kas not been unduly disturbed.

A Tar as the latter is concerned, tiie first object
was to secure a bibliography of Roman antiquities in the
county. Secondly.existing archaeological materials, such
as the ooppell and licIntyre collections from Ilinchester,
tiie Blair collection from South Shields, and tlie Piercebridge
collection from tie recent excavations at tnat site, have
been worked through and assimilated. Rubbings of all the
inscrptions still to be found within accessible distance of
Durham have been incorporated. Thirdly, search has been

made for unpublished materials in private hands and, although



a certain amount of evidence nmust have escaped attention,
the nottery from Fulwell and “y#hope, for instance, shows
some success in this direction. Finally, it has been
possible to undertake exczvation on several sitee, and,
tereby, to ensure that we should achieve something more
than a gazetlter of remains.

A work of this nature is largely dependent upon
co-operation, and frequent notice of indebtedness will be found
in the text. Permission to study existinz collections was
readily granted by lessrs. Z.Bailey ( Librarian, ti:e South
Shields Public Library and !fuseum), C.F.Battiscombe ( Chapter
Librarian, the Dean and Chapter Library, Durham ), J.D.Cowen
( Hon. Curator, tne Black Gate lNuseumn, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ),
J.Charlton Deas ( Librarizn, the Sunderland Tublic Library ),
and S.E.Earrison { Curator, the Bowes l'useum, Barnard Castle ).
lessrs. James McIntyre and G.E.Richardson, and Canon T.l.
Jackson placed treir knowledge of specific sites at my
disposal, while on the tecknical side, I enjoyed the skilled
services of Messrs. Cordingley and licIntyre, Cathedral
Architects, and of llessrs. M.Hayton, 7.Percy ledley, J.A.
Stanfield, and R.P.Wright.

Tinally,nothing but courtesy and consideration was met
with at the hands of those landowners and tenants to whonm

we mgde application for permission to excavate.



I
THE PHYSICAL 3aCiGROULD
to
EARLY SETTLEIZENT

The liorth-East basin is one of the most clearly defined
of the geographical regions of Great 3ritain. “hile the
sea washes i1ts eastern border from Teesmouth to the Aln,
the landward boundaries are delimited by the rising ground
of the Cheviots to the north-west, the Pennines to the
west, and the North Yorkshire Iloors and.81eveland Hills
to the south-east. Moreover, the continuity of this
encirecling highlend belt is interrupted only by the Tyne
Cap, a vital link with the Aitlantic seaboard, and by an
efually important natural route to the south, the Northal-
lerton Gate.

County Durham forms only the southern part of this
ma jor geographical region, but it is a distinctive unit.
Bounded on the east by the sea, on the north by the valleys
of the Derwent, Stanley Burn, and lower Tyne, and on the

south by the River Tees from Crook Burn to the coast, it

Presents, roughly, a triangular platesu, sloping gently
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astwards froz the apex, near Qross Fell, to the broad
base of the coast line.
The drainage of the county, following the contours,
is predominantly eastwar: and, in the czse of the three

ma jor rivers the Tyne, Tear, and Tees, radistes fron the
Pennire watershedé near al:ton. The Permian plsasteau
however, possesses its own independent drsinare in the
cshape of & number of small streams rising in the western
elevation of the plateau, znd, in many cases, carving

deep gorges, or "denes," thirough the soft linmestone of the
coastal cliffs, It is significant that from Teesmouth

to the Tyne estuary there ic & complete abesence of any
coastel plain, a phenomenon possibly due to land subsidence
for which we have independent evidence from another guar-
ter.(1) The associated problem of sez-encroachment presents
more difficulty. and,in view of its important historical
implications, is reserveé for concideration in a later

chapter.

A general view of the cpunty shows four main geological

recions, each region distinct slike in topography as it is
in stratigraphical constituent. But the topogranhy to-day

presents many differences froa that of the prehistoric

(1) e.g. Submerged forests off the coast =t "hitburn.
Longstaffe, Durham before the Conquest, lewe. Vol.
arch. Institute, I, 185?, p.46.




(3)
period when the majority of "our arable fields were ...
dense forest, most of our meadows marshlands”-(l)
Although primitive vegetation maps of County Durham are
to be distrusted since we have less than half-per-cent
of the necessary data, (2) the recent advances in the
analysis of the pollen content of peat, together with the
evidence from geology and early literary sources, do admit
a subdivision of the county into physiographic regions

and an estimation of the comparative attractiveness of

each region to early settlement. (3)

TH- PHYSIOGRAPHIC REGIONS

To the west lie the Pennine moorlands, a Lower Carboni-
ferous region, mainly over 1,000 feet, including the upper
valley of the Derwent as far as Shotley Bridge, Weardale
as far as Witton-le-Wear, and Teesdale as far as Pierce-
bridge. Here glacial erosion has frequently resulted in
rock exposure and the highest ground is covered by a deposit
of peat, Peat analysis suggests that this region was once
well-wooded, but open moorland would seem to have prevailed

in the pre-glacial period. While offering facilities for

(1) Fox: Personality of Britain, 2nd edition, p.9

(2) I owe this information to Dr., A, Raistrick.

(3) Tis work has been done in some detail by Mr. H. Thorpe
in an unpublished thesis entitled The Geography of
Rural Settlement in the Durham Region, now in the
Durham University Library.
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communicafion the elevation and scanty soil of the Pennine
moorlands would render them comparatively unattractive to
early settlement.

Between the carboniferous limestone of the Pennines,
and the magnesian limestone of the coastal plateau lies
the region ¢f Coal lleasures, embracing the lower portion
of the Derﬁaat Valley, the whole of the Team Valley, and
the valley cf the Wear from Witton-le-Wear to Claxheugh.
This area has exercised a dominant influence on settlement
in the courty from prehistoric times until the present day.
Essentially it is a low-lying tract of land, drained by
three major rivers, whose valley are flanked by the Pennine
spurs. The conjunction of geological and physical factors
would produce a region inhospitable to early settlement,
being predominantly marshy, and covered with dense vegeta-
tion particularly in the river wvall:ys. The Derwent
forests wers, indeed, still celebrated in rhyme in the
last century,(l) while a vivid picture of the barren soil
and rank vegetation of the country west of Lanchester in
the late eighteenth century comes from the pen of Thomas
White, the fxrboriculturalist.(?)

Thrusting eastwards, however, through the coal measures,
the elevate( ridges of the Pennine spurs would, at least,
provide a link between the western uplands and the East

(1) quoted by R. C. Bosanquet. PSAN., 4, iii, p. 100.
(2) PsAN., 3, vii, p. 219.
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Durhem platesu, and thereby natural routecs of overland
penetraetion from the coszst. The Terryhill-?ac%?ield
fidge is'the most 1inmdortent of these, but we mucst note
also the Sacriston, Cornsay, and Lcsh ridges focussing on
Durhana city. Finelly there is one independent physio-
graphic region in t}l.s area, Gateshead Fell, a wedge of
upland and consequently of more open country, surrounded
in prehistoric times, it would appear, by the marshes and
dense forests.tf the joulder clays. To settlers nene-

trating by the Wear or Tyne it would offer =z naturzl

m

habitstion site, juet as the advantages of elevation, and
open country, eppeale: to engineers of the military roads
in the Roman peficd.

The third mein phyciorranhic region is that of the

fhia]

Last Durham nlateau situsted between the cozl measures

and the ses, and bounded on the couth side by s line curving

from a little west of Darlington to the Hartlepools. Tere

the geological formation is that of the 'lagnecian limestone,

and from its western escarpment csome 502 feet high, the
plateau slores gradually to & height of 100 feet at the

ck reference has

pe

coast. The surfece d:ucincge, to wh
already been mesds (p. Z )y1s good, the soil light, and
the rock formati@n wtuld tend to produce an area of open,
or thinly wooded eountry, upon which one migsht expect to
find a concentraﬁi&ﬁ of early cettlement.

In contrastjrhéirour h main physiofgre ﬁh¢c region,
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south of the Permlan plateou,”&nd ﬁrauni Teszsmouth, would

seem to form a'virtu;lly inpassable barrier to inland

penetretion by the Tees in prehistoric tinmes. Ixtensive

dejosits of boulder clay, a legacy of the glacizl period,
wnlid

overlie the whole area, aniAthe land was inmproved by drain-

ge in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuriecs the river

£

2

elta was marshland and apparently unoccupied. Hemenmbering,

however, the recent worx by the Fen Lecsearch Comnittee,
any inferences on early settlement from topographiczl datsa
must be checked by a study of the zrchaeolofical evidence.
The above definition of the physiographical regions
in County Durham, shows an exact correspondence with the
different geologiczl formations. In relating the two,
however, allowance must be made for the fact that =solid
geology is not infrecuently meskeéd by glacial drifts and
deposits which themselves have sn imnortant bearing on
vegefation and therefore on humen settlement. The Clacisal
movements in the né&h of Zngland have recently been reviewed
by Dr. Raistrick and Dr. i. B. Blackburn,(l) and it is not
proposed to repeat their conclusions here. The significant
fact to be born in mind is that whereas the main legacy of
the ice-stream is a mantle of boulder clay, especially
thick over the eastern part of the county (e.gc. Teesmouth),

there is also a wide distribution of sands, gravels, and

morainic deposits formed by the retreating glacial

(1) Trans. N. Nats. Union, I, Part I, 1931.
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lakes, all offering to early man, different possibilities
as settlement sites, according to his stage of culture.
In the main these deposits are concentrated in the lower
end central valleys of the rivers Tyne, 7ear, and Teecs,
and their tributaries, producing islands of drier and more
open country in the wet and forested claylands. Larrge
spreads are located round Durham city, while the lower
Tees and its tributaries are bordered not only by consider-
able stretches of sand and gravel, but aslso by a series of
terminal moresines, rising about 50 feet above the boulder
clay plains, and encoureging imnortant settlement sites
such as Sadberge and Ysrn. The pre-eminent importance of
these glacial depocite, in determining routes of penetra-
tion, and localising settlement in the area not only in
the prehistoric period but also under the Zoman occuration
will be apparent when we turn to consider the distribution

maps.

Enclusion.

A general physiographical survey of Countpy Durham in
prehistoric times, taking no account of the archaeological
evidence, would present the following picture. To north
and south the region was bordered by the eastward flowing
rivers of the Tyne and Tees, whose valleys were heavily
wooded and waterlogged in the central portions. Connecting

these two valleys was a great block of low and damp woodland
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occupying the Team, middle ""ear, =znd middle Tees valleys,
while respectively east and west of thie central block
lay the hospitable limestone plateau with its light soil
and thin woodlands, and the open but unattractive country
of the Pennine moorlands. Communication between therce
two letter regions was precticable on the one hand by
the waterways of the Tyne and "'ear, and on the other by
certain overland routes via the “ennine sopurs, and the
gravel rideges of the river terraces. In contrast to the
relative eacse of east-west communications, the difficulties
in the way of north-south routes are striking. The east
coast platesu was cut off from Yorkshire by the marcehy
ground of the Tees estuary; further inlsnd the steen banks
of the Tyne, the dence forests in the ‘'ear valley, and the
violent flooding of the Tees, would discoursre penetration
through the centre of the county. Only the Pennine noor-
lands provided & natural link with adjacent regions to
north and south, and there is at precent no evidence to
suggest that this route was greatly used by prehistoric
man, In the following chanter the evidence for prehistoriec
settlement in the county will be set forth, and we shall
endeavour to show the extent to which thie distribution is

dependent on.the physiographical backeround outlineé above.
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-
BIIY o L e ™\ TTTT .
o= Ild._nly WUl 1

"The distribution of populaticn in Rritein in prehis-
toric times™ writes Dr. Cyril Tox," is controlled by nhycio-
graphical conditions.'(l) The same influence is, indeed,
to be observed at =211l stages of our civilization, tending
to decrease only =& man becones less dependent unon his
environment. e must be careful, however, to draw a dis-
tinction between a spontaneous movement and settlement of
peoples such as the Reaker Invasion, and an orrfanised
military occupstion, like that of the north of Znfland in
the Roman period,when the distribution of population is,

in

fo

sense, an artificial creation. with the admission
that such a distinction existes it becomes pertinent to
enjuire why a study of the Roman occupation of County
Durhem should involve an introductory chapter on the pre-
history of the region. s twofold answer cen be given.
In the first place a historical, as opposed to a purely

archaeological review of the Roman occupation of any

(1) op. eit. p. 78



(10)

province or unit of & province, demands that we shall be
able to acssess the type and strength of the culture upon
which it was imposed. To neglect this is to refuce an
objective to the congueror. Tecondly, while the soldier
is not concerned with topogranhical features from the same
point of view ss the settler and husbandman, the reguire-
nente of strategy force him, at least, to tzake them into
consideration. Thus while the distribution of pre-Romen
settlement cannot prove the peth of the concueror, it is,
in defeult of direct archaeologfical tectimony, the most
useful basis we have for postulating both road systems and
occupation sites in the Roman period.

applying "Fox's l&ﬁ"(l} we cee that County Durhem lies
well within the so-called "Highland Zone." The term ies
not ‘literally exact for half the county is below the 400
foot contour, and only the western third rices sbove 800
feet, but {f is convenient to retain it for, as will be b
seen, the lateness with which culturees reached the liorth-
Zast region in prehistoric times, and the consecuent
telescoping of those cultures once they arrived, are
characteristic phenomens throughout the "Iighland Zone."
e shell find, moreover, in considering County Durhem,
that these cultural waves are predominantly sea-borne that

the key to the distribution of cettlement is, as Leedel?)

(1) op. eit, pp 25-26.

(2) Leeds, Archaeology of the Anglo-Ssxon “ettlements, p. 18.
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hes observed for the inglo-Texon invasione, the river-systems,

=

and lastly that the population of the rerion in prehistoric

times was never very gfgreat, nor, in compsrison with the
J 3 s L
south of IEngland, very prosperous.
as  THE MECSOLITHIC ITWVaDERS
The zdvent of nman into l.orthumberland znd Durhan was

delayed by the northward retreat of the ice-belt at the close

o

of the Glacial period and only & csingle d-ubtful examnle
of a palaeolithic implement has been found between the Tyne

and the 1ees.(l} The recent advence in the determination
of climatic changes in the post-glacizl era by anal
the pollen-content of pest has shown thet "following the
sub-arctic period of the immeaistely post-glacial time,

there was a coneidersble interval of warm and dry conditions,
the Boreal period," and it wes in this interval, between

the retreat of the ice-streams, and the gradual =ilting up

of the glecial lakes that man firet penetrsted the north-
east region. artefacts of .zilian culture have been found
in the Victoria Cave near Cettle in Yorkshire,(g) on

several sites in :cotland,(z)end on the Durham coast at

Thitburn,(4) but the significant fact which emerges fronm

(1) At Warren House Cill on the Durham coast. cf. Trech-
mann, Ceol. Mar., ixw, 1928, p. 25; Kendrick and
Hawkes, archaeolocy in incland and Welee 1914-1931,

o A3 S .

(2) Elgee, Early !Man in North-East Yorkshire, n. 26.

(3) Burkitt, Prehistory, p. 151.

(4) B. M. Guide ... to the Stone Are, 2nd edition, p. 73.
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these scattered finds, is not so much the existence of
fas d' Azil implements so far north, but their compsrative
searcity. It seems clear, indeed, that apart from = few
early wanderers, there was no settlement in Durhsm until
groups of people arrived bringing with them the culture of
continental Tardenoisian type, charsctericed by microliths
or "pygny" flinte.

Plate I has been prepared to show the distribution

n the c:unty.(l) The bulk

e

of microlithie flint sites
. - . e L2

of the materiel has already been madned by Dr. Reistrick,

to whose work I am extensively indebted in this chepter,

but I have been abtle to include two important unpubliched

icIntyre,

’

cites from informetion given to me by !Ir. Janmecs
(supra, p. 14). In deeling with specific citec I have

fortunstely been able also to secure the help of "r. H.

Preston, and the late ilr. G. 3ennett Gibbvs.

The more easterly microlithic sites are spread uni-
formly along the coast-line from Zouth Chields to Hartlepool,
and the typology of the flints found along this coastal belt,
having affinity with the early Tardenoisian artefacts fron

Belgium, sugrests that the originel settlement sites are to

be found in this area. Essentially ficshers and hunters of

(1) For the bibliography of sources used ¢f. appendix T
Bibliogravhy I

(2) Trans. N. Kats. Union, I, Part 3, 1934, p. 189.

A4
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small game,the mesolithic peoples chose well-drzined sites
near the mouths of streame. 2nd within easy reach of the

rocx pools of the foreshore, avoiding the forest lands

where they had neither the eguipment, nor,being non-sgri
culturel folk, the inclination to make clearings. at a
later period, however, it anpears that =211 but the most
favourable of the coastal sites were abandoned, and inland
penetration began - a change which Dr. Raistrick has
sugcested was directly caused by the climatic oscillations
at the end of the Boreal period end with the asdvent of the
colder, windy climate of the .itlantie ;eriod.(l] The
chief route westwards was the Jear vslley, and, gvoﬁing
the marshy, lake-strewn, drift-covered lowlands we find
microlithic sites grouped on the glacizl sands and gravels
on the banks of the river (Offerton and Finchale Hags
groups), on'the shoulders of the adjoining hills (" reKenton
group), and on the rock exposures to the couth-west of the
&8st Durham plateau between Zherburn and Cornforth, over-
looking the remnantes of the "'ear lake to the west, and the
Ckerne lake to the south. Typologically the flints from
these areas show a developed form influenced possibly by
contact with Neolithie elenent?.(z)
The ultimate penetration of the county by the Tarde-

noisian culture is represented by a few sites on the moor-

lands bordering the upper Wear and Tees valleys, occurring

(1) Trans. N. Nats. Union, I, Part 3, 1934, p. 192.

(2) Trans. K. Nats. Union,]Part 3, 1934, p. 192.
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generally between 1,000 and 1,500 feet, that is to =ay
below the lower limit of th:z peet which covers most of the
‘hirher ground of the ?ennineﬂ.(l) It was once believed

hat this culture was related to that of the mid-Fennines
which has azilien links with the cultures of Derbychire,
but Dr. Raistrick has recently drawn & clear line of divi-
cion between the Tardenoisian cultures north =nd couth of
the Teec: "There is no evidence™" he writes, "of contact

of thesze two distinct groups anywhere in our northern
areg. (2 We are, therefore, to regard the Juru~ﬂ Pennine

different

cites as bvelonging to a &deddimet cultural complex *ro:
that of the mesolithic invsders of Test Yorkshire but
genetically allied to the east coast groups, a conclusion
which is immessuradbly strengthened by the discovery of
two microlithic flint sites at Binchester and Inrletonts)
effectively brideging the gap which hitherto existed in the
central ‘Jear region of the coal mescsures. The Binchester
site carries the evidence of river penetration an important
Et&;c further westward, while the discovery of microliths

gt Ingleton suggests that the Ferryhill-Tasckerfield ridre

._S
ct
3]
M
4
M
H
2]
}J.
:‘\
:4

was already in use as a land bridee betweer

nlateau snd the Pennine moorlands

(1) Yad, xxxi, 1934, p. 144.

(2) Trans.i. liats. Union, I, Part 4, 1936, p. 215.

(3) Information from lfr. J. llcIntyre. The sites are
as yet unpublished.
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senelueion
The Tardenoisian sitecs in County Durham are

sufficiently numerous to diccourage the belief that the

region was entirely a culturel backwater in this period.

[8]

The Tirst group of ecites, in point of time, borders the

coast-line, and subseguent penetration inland due toc a

revercal of climatic conditions, is determined by physio-

phical fsctors, taken in conjunction with the econoniec
nezds of the people concerned. This penetrstion is
limited to the Vlear valley and the Fennine spures, The
Tyne valley appears to have been hardly uced, and the Tees
not at all. Indeed the latter river providedé n deterrent
to the northward spread of the distinetive cultures of
Yorkehire, and the most significant feature of the Tarde-
noisian microliths of Durham is the gfeneticzl slliance
between early and late exanmples and the resl distinection
of the type from artefacts of the sfame period in neigh-

obouring regions. Thus the northern and southern 1i

of the county were at once borders and barriers.

3. TIE CSTONE, BRONZE, AlD IRON AGES IN COUNTY DURHall

"The county of Durham," wrote Greenwell, "though it
lies between districts which abound in the various remains
of pre-Roman times, and though it precents natural features
apparently well adapting it for esrly occupation, is
strangely deficient as well in the weapons and iﬁplements

of stone and bronze using people, as in the dwelling-places
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of the living, and the graves of the dead.“(l) In view
of the acceptance of the controlling influence exertec by
physiographical conditions over the distribution of primi-

tive cettlement it would be hard to find a more direct

csingle centence. Unfortunstely the challenfe has not been
teken up, and prehistory, apzrt from the llesolithic period,

has languished egually in the north-esst as in the neigh-

gv]

bouring counties on the western cseaboard. 2) The bdbulk of

the field worx has been done by two men only, Canon 'illianm
mn iég T {'! i) - {é) e | % "P 1
Greenwel nd Dr. C. T. Trechmann, and cince the outbresk
of war in 1914 interest in prehistoric remains seems to have

suffered a relapcse perhaps to be accounted for by the

m

increasing claias of Roman archaeology on Hadrian's Wall.
To compare with Dr. Trechmann's thorough investifation of
burial sites at Copt Hill, Brendon, Tacriston, Ryton,
Hasting Hill, RBatter Law, arden Law, Zasington, Ifurton
lloor, Fatfield, end Ctone Sridee in 1911 and 1912,(9) we
can only show the partial exploration of & cingle c&:p,(s)

aénd a number of small papers dealing with minor prehirctoric

(1) British Barrows, p. 440.

(2) cw., 2, xxxiii, p. 164.

(3) British Barrows, pp.+440-2 ; archaeoloria, LIV,
pPp. E7-114.,

(4) 44., 3, xi, pp. 119-176.
(6) 4&., 3, xi, pp. 119-176.

(6) The Castles Camp, Hamsterley. TPuS., vii, Part I,
1934, pp. 92-98. Now believed to be post-Roman,
(Collingwood & ifygds, Roman Br%}§in etc., lst edition,
1936. n. 320
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remains. Moreover, while & great body of additional
meteriel in the chape of isoleted finds has been publiched

(1)

in the Victoria County Iistory, and fron time to tine,

in .archaeologia aeliana and the Procecsdinges of the “ociety

of nntiguaries of liewcastle-on-TYne, therz has Dbeen no

real effort to co-ordinate this materisl for the county

as a whole, or to understend its inplications in the light
of recent sdvance in prehistoric studies elcewhere. Hor
would it be true to say thet we have reached a standetill
because of the lack of opportunity for zctive ficld-work
for the writer will point to several sites where excavation
is an urgent necessity if we sre to asttain any grasp of the

nature and distribution of primitive csettlement within our
area. *

The most convenient line of snnroach to ths lienlithic
and Bronze ages is by way of a distribution-map and Plate II
has been prepared to show the distribution of stone snd
bronze implements, together with the distinctive types of
3ronze ~ge pottery, throughout the county. Omissions
must be noted. In the first place there has been no attempt
to record flint sites, other than the Tardenoician sites
shown on Plate I, for the evidence is incomplete and con-

v 2 - . .
iusing.(H) /e mey note, however, in this connec

ct
'_u
@]
=]

the so-called lNeolithic flints occur not only in associa-

tion with developed Tardenoisian implements, but also with

(1) VCH Durhem, I, pp. 199-209,

(2) Taw., I, Part 4, 1936, p. 212.
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Bronze age sites.(l) “econdly it has been necesesary for
a rather arbitrary choice of ecrthworks to be included
in the distribution map, and in view of the reneral defi-
ciency of archaeologiczl evidence the balznce has, perhaps

been sweyed in the direction of celecting & mininmum of

sites. ~ review of the evidence, however, together with
rezrons for the inclusion and non-inclusion of =pecific

citec i¢ given on n. 2% , note 17, Tinally one muct remen
ber that distribution-mapes of this kind mey »recent 2n
unbeluarnced picture in & rerion where agriculture is
confined to certain distriete, for it is to the nlough

=

thut we owe the dlscovery of many of our lleolithic and
2ronze age Imdlensutiz.,
ilere are two main considerations to bezr in mingd
when considering the prehistory of the north of Zngland.
These have been described in some deteil by Zrofessor
k. G. Collingwood(g} and I chall only note them briefly
here.
1. The faet that the north of Ingland as
& whole is removed from the major zone of con-
tinental cultures, meanc thet successive cul-
tural waves arrived late in thies area, and that
the dates of individual culturecs muct be ccaled
down in relation to similar cultures in southern

and eastern Zngland.

(1) YAJ., xxxi, 1934, p. 154.

(&) CW.; 8, xxxiii, pp. 170-171,
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2. Lven more important is the fact thcet fron
e combination of circumstances, succecsive cul-

tures tend to telescope into one another in a way

o

thet nakes clear-cut definition impossible.

tn

Conceguently "we have no such thing as a pure
Bronze ag€; we have, instead, & fusion of ZBronze
afe and Leolitkic elements; and simllerly,
instead of a division of the 3Bronze afe into
Early, [1iddle, znd Late, we have a graduzl
infiltration of elementcs belongins to thece

periods into z culture that was 1little affected
by it and changed only very ;radually.'(l)
Turning to the distribution-map we note firct of =211

an entire absence of megelithe in the county. Thies accords
well with scanty distribution of stone circles in llorthum-
berland and Yorkshire,tg) and with the accepted theory
that the megalithic culture was sea-borme and renetrated
northern Ingland froa the western coact. The date of the
arrival of this culture is =till controversizl but 2rofecsor
k. G. Collingwood has pointed out the close correspondence
in the north-western counties between the distribution of
megaliths and stone axes, and suggested that they reflect

the civilization of a single culture.(s)

(1) Collingwood, CW., 2, xxxiii, p. 171.

(2) AA., 4, viii, Plate XXIV.

(3) cw., 2, xxxiii, pp. 178-9.



If this is true the absence of megaliths in County Durhan

et either meen that we have in this area & dictinctive

iseolithic culture, or that the cult of the great ctone

circles was sbandoned as the weolithic folk penetrzted

further eastwarde. The crux of the problexm lies in th

m

way of approsch of lLieolithie man to Durham county, &nd

thi:

, at present, 1s obscure. ceveral Tactors, however,

strecs the lateness of thie arrivel. In the first place

lie only Neolithie burizl so far recorded in our area

the

by the combustion-chamber in nlczce of

typical ossuary, (1) representing "the lieolithic practice

of communel interment ... modified by the 3roaze are

practice of crem&tion.*{J) While esimilar discoveries

are

1

not uncomion in Yor ﬁrhireis) the interment is usually

in a long barrom,(é) whereas the Copt Hill burial, in ¢

round berrow, indicetes that the furion between lieolithie

and

Ironze afe cultures was comnlete. Confirmatory

evidence is provided by the distribution of stone axes and

stone hanmers, the latter a recognized type of 2ronze Ag

at)

implenent. Considering first the distribution of lLieolithic

These are

polished axes (Plate II) we find that #%—%e confined to the

low

ground, generally occurring below 8C0 feet and concen-

trated in wpper Teardale and on the Pennine cpurs near

-

Copt Hill, AA., 3, xi, pp. 123-130C,
CW.; 2, xxxiil, p. 172,

Llgee, Early Man in N.E. Yorkshire, pp. 40-53.

Parallels to the Copt Hill burisl do, however, occur on
the Yolds, of,. Tortiner. Forty Years' Researches ete.,
Pp. 9-11e 23-42
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Lanchester, with a emall group in the region of the lower
Tyne, and only three scattered examples in the Tees velley.
The cosl-neacsures of the central T'ear valley, and the

rreat block of the boulder clay fron the southern limit of
the Permlian plsteau to the Tees appear to have been entirely
avoided. lore significant still is the barrenness of the
coast line and the magnesian limestone nletesau, the latter

physlographically the most attractive region to early

[ e
4

settlement. Thus, the distribution mep throws any

light on the way of approach of ieolithic man into County

d‘

Durham it sugrgests th the mein impetus was fron the west,
Two-thirds of the total number of stone axecs come fron
the western half of the county and neerly half that total
from upper "eardale 1in marred contrast, as we shall cee,
to the general distrivution of bronze imnlemente. It
would be untrue to say that there was no coastal penetrz-
srea Co wrnly Qer-arrs
tion of Illeolithic culture‘ in view of the occurrence of
neolithic pottery with Danicsh affinities st Seaton Sar-w,(l)
but this single discovery only emphasises the fenerzl
poverty of the evidence for sea-borne invasion.(?)

Traces of domestic occupation of lieolithic nan are

difficult to find. Fragnents of pottery have come fron

(1) aa, 4, ix, pp. 84-88,

(2) The distribution of stone axes in County Durham is
in maerked contrast to their distribution in ...Z.
Yorkshire where we find coucentration on the
Limestone Hills and avoidance of the dales and
moors (Elgee, 0p. cit., p. 39). This egain
suggests that the major impetus in Durham was
from the west.
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inlend sites but none sufficiently worthyof dercription.(l)
at in Vales we may imagine the ..eolithic population wase
nomadic, living in wigwan villares, and moving to s new

(2) and thece

site when the soil of one was exhasusted,
hebitations would vanish as completely "as do the ephemerzl
villages of the Congo at the precsent day.“(S)

A different picture is prerented by the distribution
aep of 3ronze isge implements and pottery, for the nmejority
of these are grouped in the esstern helf of the county.
Larly penetration by way of the rivers Vear and Tyne 1is
ettested by Beaker burials at Tzeriston, Brandon, Ryton,
and Bleydon, and by a flat bronze celt froa Durhanm city

and moulde from furduck near Lanchester.

Later buriale of the Tfood vessel and cinerasry urn

-
‘

type, while reaching inlsnd as far as Ryton-on-Tyne and

o

‘tone Bridfe, neer Durham, are concentrsted mainly on the
fringe of the magnesian limestone platesu overlooking the
mouth of the "'ear near “underland. lloreover,asincle
cinersry urn from Trimdon Crange nay point to a slight
occupation of the central regions of the platesu in the

Late RBronze uge.

TuiU., I, Part 3, 1934, p. 193,

“heeler, Prehistoric and Roman "ales, »n. 00G.

ibid,, p. 67.
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The scanty nature of finde attributable to this period,
in upper Veardale, apart froa the exceptionzl site at the
Heathery Burn cave, does, 1lndeel,besr out the general
impression that "the earlier settleent of the area was
by both rivers Vear and Tyne, but thzt in the middle =nd
lzter 3ronze are, comparstively few Deonle penetrated
more then the coastal lende of the "ear, while the Tyne

becane the chief entry.'(l)

The distribution of one importent type of Zronze ..-e
imnlensu cnaine to be concidered; memedy thzt of the
gtone hanmaer. In Cumberland and Vecstrmorland it is nos-

ble to distinguish between the incidence of axer and

(2

but no such distinction is epparent in Durhan.

—

Both are grouped in the western half of the county, with
a merkedé concentration in upper
ic that the incursions of Neolithic =nd Zronze .ire cul-
tures in Durhan was separated by such a brief cpace of
time as to be almost indistinguichabdle. arriving
probably froa the west, we cun enviesge the Neoclithiec
folk very soon coming into contsect with the 3ronze ace
culture froa the easgt, under the influence of which they
abandoned the use of the 0ld undrilleé axe, and acguired

not artefacts of bronze for they were too poor, but the

new stone haamer based on a bronze type.

(1) Raistrick, DU?C., ix, 1933, ». 49.

(2} .CW., &, xxxi1i, p. 161,



Finzlly the distribution map does emphasise the

cenerel improvemnent of physiograsphic conditions in Durhan

r

during the 3ronze Age. while the Tees ecstusry snd the

adjacent boulder clay region appear to have fornmed zn

2 -
v

inmpassable barrier throughout the prehistoric period, the
firet traces of occupation around Darlington and “edre-
field, in the central ear valley st Howden-le-""ear, and

in the Team valley at Chester-le-Ctreet, ZBirtley cnd
3rooayholmne, date to the Bronze Afe. “hile there is no
evidence to show that a north-south route existed through
the centre of the county st this time, nor did the move-
ment of prehistoric cultures demand such a route, yet the
general improvement in physiographic conditions was szlready
oreparing the way for the Homan invasion.

Before thie took plesce, however, Britain began to
receive in the seventh century 3.C. & number of new cul-
tures collectively known as the Iron aAge culture., of
these the Iron age » and Iron Age C cultures(1] never
reached the north of England, but Iron ige 3 is firmly
entrenched in Yorkshire. It is, therefore, necessery to
review the evidence from County Durham.

About the year 1880 an iron sword in a bronze scab-
bard was found by sewe masons engaged in repairing a

bridge at Barmston, near Fadberge.(g) The type has

o

Tecently been dated by Leeds to c. 50. n.D.(S) o

(1) Hawkes, Antiouity, V, p. 17.
(2) PSAN, 2, vii, p. 295. (3) Celtic Ornament, p. 55.
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Hallstatt swords have been found on the terrain of the
county although three have been recovered from the Tyne.(l)
Lastly Dr. Raistrickexcavated a cave at 3ishop !!iddlehan
in 1932(2) and obtained froa it pottery "almost identiesal
with that obtained in quantity in the early Iron age camds
and cave shelters in '‘est Yorkcshire, and dated by numerous
other finde as sbout Le Téne II."(3) This is the sunm
total of our precsent evidence for the nenetrstion of Iron
sf€€e culture into Durham and it seems clear,therefore, as
’rofessor Childe has =2id of Zcotland, that the 3ronze
Afe probably lasted until "the beginning of our era" and
even down to the Romsn occupation. Professor R. G.
Collingwood's researches into the prehistory of Cumberland
and /estmorland point to the sane conclusion,(s) and it
is thus necessary to reconcider our ideas of the xingdon
of the Brigantes. Before doing so, however, it will be
convenient to sumiarise briefly the foregoing account of
the prehistoric occupation of the county in the post-
.lesolithic period.
1. The ileolithic culture arrived at a compara-
tively late date in our area, when the cult of the
megelithic monuments and interment in long barrows

hed been abandoned. It wes therefore later than

(1) One in the British “Tuseum; two in the Black Cate
lluseun, Newcastle-on-Tyne.

(2) 4a., 4, x, 111-122. {3) ivid, p. 119.

ilhe 3Bronze Afge, p. 2356. Glt.y 8y XXX111, D. 189,
(4) The B 3 () cw., 2 iii 189
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the first lieolithic settlements in Yorkshire snd in
the north-western counties.

2. The distribution of the lieolithic peoples is
concentrated in the upper valley of the "'ear and the
Pennine spurs and penetration from the west is thereby
sugfecsted.

3. The advent of this lleolithic culture was
contempo%?‘with,or followed very closely by, the arrival
of 3ronze .ge culturés on the east coast which nene-
tratec inlend by wey of the rivere "ear and Tyne.

Thus the eactern half of the county tended to possess

c+

a rather higher depree of civilization than that of

je

'_u

abitation

the west, althourh lack of evidence of

{

=

sites suggests that both ikeolithic and 3ronze .re

!

Wk

peoples were nomadic, and the fusion of cultures does
not allow a distinet line of divicsion to be drswn
between tlie two.

4. llost important of all,the population of the
whole county was never very large, nor comparatively,
highly ecivilized. One has only to compare the dis-
tribution of beaker food vesselrs and cinersry urncs in
Durhem with that in lorthumberland, or on the York-
shire ?olds(l) to reslicse the significance of this

statement.

(1) Fox, aC., LAX, 1925, pp. 1-31; 4A., 4, V
Plate XXII.

e
[
[W8
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5. Thus while Greenwell's cecond point(l] is borne
out by more recent research, his first point, that the
county was well adapted for early settlement, will
not hold good. Physiogrephicel conditions must
ultimately heve been responshble for the cdeficiency
of populetion in Durham in prehistoric times.

6. The general 3ronze Age - Leolithic culture of
the county remained undisturbed until the coming of
the Romans.

“hen the latter event took place Durham, it would
appear, was occupied by peoples small in number,
scattered and chiefly nomadic; of mixed lieolithic and
3ronze Age parentage but unaffected by the coming of
the Iron Age to Britain. The latter point gpains
emphasis from the scarcity of prehistoric earthworks
in the county for the writer can name only two-
laiden Castle neer Durham, and Stockley 3eck necr

Brancepeth - where the vicsible remains suggest

(1) supra, p. 75,
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pre-Roman encampments.(l) There is nothing to compare
elther with the Brigantian strongholds in West Yorkshire,
or with the numerous Iron Age village sites in the York-
shire dales, and the conclusion must be that if the Tribes

roaming the country between the Tyne and the Tees were,

(1) The Victoria County History of Durham (I, pp. 343-363)
11sts a number of "ancient earthworks' in the county,
including "hill-forts" and "promontory fortress,"

(pp. 346-350). The evidence for most of these is
so slight that it would be unwise to accept them.
Several exceptions may, however, be noted:

(1) Brancepeth: Stockley Beck. (VCH.,
pp. 246-348; PSAN., 3, ii, pp. 161-2).
Probably pre-Roman.

(ii) Durham City: Maiden Castle. (VvcH.,
p. 248; Hutchinson. Durham, II, p. 4).
Probably pre-Roman.

(iii) Hamsterley: The Castles. (Hutchinson.
Durham, III, pp. 310-311; PSAN., 3, i,
pp. 64-70; ibvid., 3, v, pp. 194-5;
VCH., pp. 348-9}. Excavated by Mr J. E.
Hodgkin, F.S.A. (TQNS., VII, 1934,
pp. 92-8). Probably post-Roman, (Colling-
wood and My®ds, Roman Britain, etc., 1lst
edition, 1936, p. 320

(iv) Shackerton Hill, Near Redworth. (Mac-
Lauchlan. Memoir, p. 3; PSAN., 3, iii,
p. 70; ibid., p. 318; VCE., Pp. 549-350)
No evidence of date.

One might add also:

(v) 01d Durhem, near Durham City. (Hutchinson.
Durham, II, p. 4). Traces of earthworks
still exist but there is, again, no
evidence of date.
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politically speeking, within the Brigantian con-
federacy, they were a comparatively backward and
unimportant unit dominated by the Iron Age arist-

1
ocracy localised in the Vest Riding.( )

(1) The question is further discussed in Chapter XII.
Here, I have not attempted to do more than
indicate general probabilities for the structure
and extent of the Brigantian kinegdom are at
present being worked out in detail by Ir.

R. Pedley. It must be noted, however, that
Elgee's theory that the Brigantes were not

Iron Age but Late Bronze Age invaders, bringing
with them the bronze "leaf-shaped™ sword

(op. eit., pp. 206-7), is not now accepted.
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l. Zacriston.
2. 3randon.
3. Ryton.

4, Blaydon.

*V-—;—-p e i

1. Hasting Hill (3).
2. ratfleld
3. Copt EHill.
4. Cteeple Hill,
near Tunstall (2),

\-’I—l\“‘u‘."‘-&:‘r Ui{;n‘: -

|

“tone Bridge,
Durham (2).

2. Hasting Hill.

3. Copt Hill.

4. Humbledon Hill (3).
5. Ryton.

6. Trimdon Grange.

7. Boldon (2).
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ROMAN ROADS

In the last chapter we have seen that prehistoric life
in County Durhem, with its affinities in Cumberland and
Westmorland rather than south of the Tees, was dominated
by the east-to-west orientation of the natural communication
routes. From the first incursions of the Mesolithic folk
to the Late Bronze Age invasions the rivers ‘iear and Tyne
and their tributaries were the chief highways of penetration.

This situation, first seriously disturbed by the
approach of the nomaéi?;;m the south, was completely
reversed when the northern frontier was established on the
Tyne-Solway line in the second century. Instead of the
compact culturel unit of the prehistoric period Durham
now became an arbitrary slice of the hinterland of the
military zone, her garrisons serving the dual purpose of
maintaining communications between the outpost forts and
the legionary base at York, and reinforcing the east flank

of the Wall. Free from the danger of coastal invasion

until the close of the third century, strategical require-

Zénts primarily emphasised north-to-south routes through
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the county for the greater part of the Roman occupation
of the province; only in the final phases of this occupa-
tion was Durham again called upon to fulfil the role
destined for her by her geographical situation.

The effectiveness of the Hadrianic frontier systen,
with its widely scattered units of defence, depended on
two factors, the balanced disposition of forces. and,what
is perhaps more important, the ability to co-ordinate these
forces in time of crisis. Before considering fort sites,
therefore, it will be convenient to review the evidence for
the Roman roads in county Durham, without attempting, at
this stage, a detailed historicel appreciation of individual
routes. The road-map (Plate III) is to be used in conjunc-
tion with this chapter.

At the outset it cannot be claimed that the road-system
shown on Plate III is by any means complete, for apart from
missing segments of proved roads we have only an imperfect
fremework quite inadequate for maintaining effective
co-operation between the various units within the area.

Fox has suggested that the difficulty of proving Roman
highways may be due to the fact that these not infrequently
followed pre-Roman Tracks, unmodified or only slightly
improved, (1) but while this may be true as far as the

communications between small and isolated settlements are

(1) Archaeology of The Cambridge Region, p. 167.
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concerned, it is hardly likely that such a patchwork
would satisfy the military authorities. The truer
explanation i1s rather to be found in subsequent
obliteration and destruction of roads, for which the
enclosures of the nineteenth century are primarily
responsible, and in our own archaeological shortcomings.
Until recently Roman roads in the north-east area have
received scant attention from the excavator owing to the
accessibility and more speedy remuneration offered by
settlement sites.

While in general it is best to follow Codrington's
rule: "To refrain from conjecture as much as possible and to
follow the roads only so far as there is evidence available
for fracing them",(ll this evidence is not limited to road
sections, for the distribution of occupation sites, the
discovery of milestones and cemetﬁfies, significant place-
names, and the conjunction of parish boundaries may all
reasonably suggest Roman roads where formal proof 1is
lacking. Provided such materials are carefully weighed
we are not justified in denying their application.

In 1924 Petch wrote: "throughout the area of county
Durham we can only be sure of one Roman road - Deor Street,

8s Symeon of Durham called it, running from Piercebridge

(1) Roman Roads, Preface, p.V.
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to Ebchester, with probable, though unknown offshoots.
The other suggested lines, though they have often been
accepted as certain, must be far more thoroughlf explored
before we can be at all sure that they are the sites of
Roman roads“.(l) In view of the extravagant guesses of
eighteenth and nineteenth century antiquaries the warning
was not ﬁiiiﬁéi;, although one feels that the same writer
was rather arbitrary in his rejection of all literary
sources, and it is particularly difficult to account for
the omission of the road from Chester-le-Street to the
Tyne. Fortunately, however, attention has recently
been pald to the Roman road-system in Durham county by
Mr. R. P. Wright, whose excavations first on the road
from Bowes to Binchester, and secondly on the branch
road which leaves Dere Street at Willington, have achieved
most encouraging results and added materially to our
understanding of the Roman occupation of the area.
Mr. Wright's report on the former road is already in print,(a)
but I wish to acknowledge here permission to use his notes
on the latter excavation, prior to the publication of the

full report in the forthcoming volume of Archaeologia Aelianats)

(1) i &5 L, b &
(2) A.A., 4, xiv, pp. 194-204.
(3) , 4, xV.
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Lastly, while it might be possible to classify the
Roman roads in the county under three headings:-

(1) Routes of conquest.

(i1) Roads forming an integral part of the Hadrianic
frontier system, or modifications of that system.

(1ii) Trade routes.
no attempt will be made to do this until the evidence from forts
and other settlement sites in the county has been reviewed.
The present chapter must be regarded as little more than

a catalogue.

R. I. DERE STREET. (1)

County Durham lies athwart Dere Street, the best known
and, according to Petch, the only certain Roman road between
the Tees and the Tyne. Four of the six forts in the county
lie along its rout&a&hile further research will no doubt add
to the two roads known to branch from it at Willington and
Fieldon Bridge. (%)

The road crossed the Tees and entered the county a short

(1) The mediaeval name, used by the twelfth century chronicler
Symeon of Durham (Historia Dunelmensis Ecclesiae, p.210)
is retained in preference to Watling Street (cf. N.C.H.,
x; ps 461).

(2) Two of these forts, Binchester and Ebchester, are named
in the Antonine Itinerary, iter I, which certainly
follows Dere Street from High Rochester to York.

(3) R‘ Iv; R. v.
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distance east of the village of Piercebridge, which occupies
the site of the fort guarding the bridge-head. Gale(l)
lost the main track of the road north of Catterick and
followed only the Stainmore route to Carlisle while post-
ulating a branch road crossing the Tees at Winston and
proceeding via Blnchester and Chester-le-Street to Gateshead.
This omission was pointed out to him by Warburton, in

7,(2) and extracts from these

correspondence dated 171
letters are worth quoting because they give us not only

the general course of the road but also the condition of
the remains in the eighteenth century. The "main street",
writes Warburton", proceeds northwards almost in a straight
line and uninterrupted ridge from Piercebridge close by a
small village called Denton ... by Bolham, Houghton,

St. Helens, Aukland, and soon after crosses the Vear to
Binchester ... From this place its course is generally

over moorish ground to Lanchester ... and at six miles
further to Ebchester". North of Ebchester he describes
the agger as being "for the most part two yards in height,
fully eight yards broad, and all paved with stone, that it

is at present as even as new laid."™ Other writers testify

(1) An Essay towards the Recovery of the Courses of the
Four Great Roman Ways. Printed in Leland's
itinerary, 2nd. editn., 1744, Vol. VI, pp. 108-140.

(2) Surtees Society Transactions, LXXX, 1885, pp. 74-5,
7-81 -
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to the excellent state of preservation of the road in the
eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries,(l) and indeed,
its course appears to have been so visible that no one
judged it necessary to record it in any detail until
Henry MaclLauchlan was commissioned by the Duke of North-
umberland, "Algernon the Good," in the middle of the
nineteenth century, to survey Dere Street between the
Swale and the Scottish border. This work was carried
out in the years 1851-2, and the results were published
in a series of maps based on the Ordinance Survey two
inch scale, accompanied by a descriptive memoir.(g)
Allowing for the fact that no excavation was undertaken
so that the course of the road could not be exactly deter-
mined at every point, these two publications present one
of the finest accounts of a Romen road ever written, and
it is not surprising that MacLauchlan's results were
adopted without question by the Ordnance Survey Department.(s)

Ploughing and the urbanisation of the countryside have

(1) Horsley. Britannia Romana, p. 486 "very visible"

between Blnchester and Piercebridge.

Hutchinson. Durham, III, p. 318 "distinctly to be
traced" half a mile west of Willington. ivid.,
II, p. 433 "remarkably perfect where the new enclo-
sures of common land had not taken place™ south of
Ebchester.

Hodson. Poems, pp. 102-3 "as visible as on the day
it was made™ between Lanchester and Ebchester.

(2) H. MacLauchlan. Memoir written during a Survey of
the Watling Street from the Tees to the Scotch
border, London, 1852.

(3) ef. 0.S. 1 in., 6 in., end 25 in. maps.
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rendered the remains far less visible to-day than they
were elghty years ago, and at only a few points in Durham
is the line of Dere Street plain, and at the same time
free from modern metalling. As, however, an adequate
view of the road has been published within recent years(l)
we shall only note here those sectors where excavation
has modified the line taken by MacLauchlan, or where an
alternative course is suggested by topographical or other
considerations.

(1) The site of the Roman bridge across the Tees
and the true line of Dere Street through the Toft's Field
on the east side of the fort at Piercebridege have been
proved about a quarter of a mile west of MacLauchlan's
conjectural line.(z)

(2) From the excavations at Lanchester in 1937 it
appears improbableg that Dere Street ran on the east side
of the fort. For a discussion of the problem see pp.iZ3-+

(3) The road excavated by Hooppell on the plateau
at Binchester pointing to the south-east gateway of the fort,
lay a little to the west of the course sugcested by Mac-
Lauchlan, (%) North-west of the fort, between Binchester
and the Wear, the actual pofsition of the road was found

in 1911 to be only a few yards south of MacLauchlan's

(1) Mothersole. Agricola's Roed into Scotland, London, 1927.

(2) IDNS., VII, pp. 240-247.
(3) Hooppell. Lecture, p. 21.
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(1)

conjectural route.
(4) The course of the road from Fieldon Bridge to
Binchester, a distance of roughly three miles, has never
been exactly determined. MacLauchlan's 1ine(2) based on
local topography together with an appreciation of the
requirements of Roman engineering, is not altogether
satisfactory and an alternative route suggested by Hooppell,(s)
deserves consideration. The problem is fully discussed

on pp. 90-2.

Construction.

One or two earlier writers have provided notes on
the construction of Dere Street at various points. We
have already quoted Warburton's view of the road just
north of Ebchester where it was "fully eight yards
broad™ and paved with stone.{4) Hodgson reports that:
"In some places it is paved; in others formed of a high
ridge of earth covered with gravel: in general it has a
ditch on each side.“(s) Hutchinson provides the only
serious discrepancy amongst the earlier observers with
the following account of the road as it approached Ebches-

ter from the south: ‘It is formed in three distinect

(1) PSAN., 3, v, p. 65.
(2) op. cit., pp. 4-6.
(3) Vinovia, pp. 2-3.

(4) supra.p.379.
(5) Poems, pp. 102-3.
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parts, with four ditches; a centre road, probably made
for carriages and cavalry, forty-two feet in width, with a
narrow road on each side for foot passengers, twelve feet
wide: ... we had not observed this form in any of the
roads in Northumberland, or on the line of <{he Wall."[l)
Nor, one may add, has any parallel yet been found in this
country, and Miss Mothersoles statement that the standard
Roman road of Italy and Gaul is constructed on this pattern,(2)
is not born out by the archaeological evidence. Gautier,
significantly another eighteenth century writer, claimed
to have observed a triple highway near Langres, but
Grenier, while admitting that footpaths existed in the
towns, seriously doubts whether they were continued into
the open country where there appears to be no adequate
reason for them.(sl Hutchinson's observations may, there-
fore,be dismissed until more positive evidence comes to
light.

Two sections of Dere Street have been cut within the
present century, near Binchester and Piercebridge:

(1) In 1911 a road was discovered about 500 yards
north-west of the fort at Binchester, within a few yards

of MacLauchlan's assumed line for Dere Street.(4) It

(1) Durham, II, p. 433.

(2) op. cit., p. viii.
(3) Grenier. L'Archéologie du Sol: Les Routes, p. 343.

(4) PSAN., 3, v, pp. 64-5, and pl. f. p. 64.
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proved to be twenty feet in width, formed of water-worn
cobbles of varying sizes brought from the nearby bed of
the Wear, and laid in three layers with a total thickness
of twelve inches. It would be difficult not to accept
this as Dere Street in view of its proximity to and
alinement with the agger of the road on the left bank of
the river, but absence of metalling, camber, and kerb-
stones, and the shallow depth of the remains suggest
extensive disturbance possibly due to the flood action
of the river.

(2) In 1933 a section of Dere Street was cut in the
Toft's Field on the east side of the fort at Piercebridge.(l)
Unfortunately this was not complete but the following
data emerge. The earliest road, one foot five-and-a-half
inches below the turf line was composed of fine rammed
gravel. Below this was a layer of cobble stones, one
foot three-and-a-half inches thick, graduated in size so
that the smaller cobbles were nearest the surface. Next
came a bed, about a foot thick of "material like concrete,“(g)
presumably gravel with an admixture of builders' material,
while below this was a layer of blue clay, again about a
foot thick, inset with cobbles and native rock. It was
not found possible to ascertain the width of this road,

but it cannot have been less than 15 feet,and the absence

(1) TDNS., VIT, Part II, pp. 244-246; Plate V.D.
(2) ivid., p. 244,
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of marked camber in the section suggests that it must have

(1)

been much wider. Above this earlier road was another
layer of large cobbles as a foundation for a fifteen foot
road with covered stone gutters forming the kerbstones

still in sitw. The reduction in width and the presence
of gutters are features of the late road at Corbridge,(g)
and thus the epigraphic evidence of milestones for periodic
reconstruction of the entire road-system is supported by

archaeological testimony.

Conclusion.

The course of Dere Street through the county seems
to have been determined by strategical requirements, such
as favourable river crossings and fort sites naturally
defensible. By keeping to the moderately high ground of
the Pennine spurs it was possible not only to avoid the
broad reaches of the rivers but also to secure the elevation
necessary for strategical advantage. Without considering
the archaeological evidence, therefore, it seems likely
that Dere Street represents the original route of penetra-
tion through the county, and this conclusion is strengthened

by the fact that, as Haverfield pointed out,(sl there

(1) The construction of the road here is strikingly similar
to that of the first period Dere Street at Corbridge,
which measured 33 feet 9 inches between the kerbs.
cf. AA., 3, iv, p. 209.

(2) aA., 3, iv, p. 211.
(3) NCH., x, p. 460.
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seems to be no real relationship between the road and the
Hadrianic frontier system. The purpose of the one is as
plainly offensive as that of the latter is defensive.

For the ultimate objective of the road we must look
further than the northern boundary of Durham county,
possibly, as lr. Birley has suggested, westwards, in the
original phase of conquest, to Carlisle, and certainly
in the Agricwwlan period, to Newstead and beyond. But
problems such as these are outside the scope of the

present chapter.
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R. II. POUNTEY'S BRIDGE TO PONS AELIVS,

The Ordnance Survey Map of Roman Britain(1) shows a
second road from York to the Tyne roughly parallel to, but
east of Dere Street. For half this distance at least
the course of the road is imperfectly known, but the same
map marks three sectors of the line as "certain,™ namely
from Thornton-le-Street in Yorkshire to within a short
distance of the Tees, from the Tees to Great Stainton,
and from Chester-le-Street to the river Tyne. While there
is no reason to doubt the authenticity of the road south

(2)

of the Tees; so great a part of the suggested line

through County Durham is uncertain that close examination
of the evidence is essential.(s)

It will be convenient to consider the road in two
sections:

(1) From the river Tees to Chester-le-Street.

(2) From Chester-le-Street to the river Tyne.

(1) 2nd edition, 1928.
(2) Elgee. Archaeology of Yorkshire, p. 134.

(3) Mr. 0. G. S. Crawford has kindly supplied the following
note to account for the inclusion of the road on the
0.S. map. "As regards the Roman road which crosses
the Tees at Pountey's, I am the authority for the
road in question. At the time when I was compiling
this map I investigated the course of the road and
although absolute certainty of its exact course could
not be obtained everywhere, I satisfied myself on
the spot that the general course of the road was
quite certain on the scale on which the map was
published. Since then confirmatory evidence has,

I believe, been found further south (i.e. in York-
shire); but no certain remains of the causeway
itself are visible at the point you mention" (i.e.
from Chester-le-Street to the Tees).
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(1) This sector was unhappily fathered, for it first

appears in Cade's Conjectures concerning some undescribed

Roman roads and other Antiquities in the County of Durham.(l)

The suggested route crossed the Tees at Sockburn end pro-
ceeded by way of Sadberge, Great Stainton, Mordon, Bradbury,
and Meinsforth to 0ld Durham, and thence vie Chester-le-
Street to Gateshead. South of Chester-le-Street Cade's
main concern appears to have been to link up his "camps"

at Mainsforth and 0ld Durham with the ford over the Tees

at Sockburn, and Hutchinson rightly refused to accept a
Roman road on these grounds. Surtees, however, notes

that "Great Stainton is ... often distinguished as Stain-
ton in the Street; and it is not improbable that this
appellation may be derived from its standing on the line

of an ancient Roman cross road, or via vicinalis ... n(2)
By other nineteenth century writers(s) the line of the road
was accepted as far as Sedgefield, although the site of

the Tees crossing was moved a little further down the

river to Pountey's bridge at Middleton-St.-George.

North of Sedgefield all the suggested lines for continuing

(1) Archaeologia, VII, 1785, pp. 74-81,

(2) Durham, III, pp. 20 and 61.

(3) Longstaffe, Durham before the Conguest, pp. 64-65.
Eastwood, JAA., x1111, 1887, pp. 155-161.
Hooppell, Vinovia, Map facing p. 2.

Boyle, County of Durham, p. 67.
Wooler, PSAN., 3, 11, pp. 406-7
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the road to Chester-le-Street or elsewhere are purely
imaginary.(l)
Apart from conjecture the evidence of the road
includes Longstaffe's statement that its pavement was said
to be very perfect south of Sadberge;(z) the discovery of
fragments of supposed Roman brick at Pountey's Bridge;(s)
and the brief record that an excursion party of the
Society of Antiquaries of Newcastle inspected the road in
1909, north of the Tees crossing at a point where it was
visible as a "slightly raised mound through a grass field,

n(4) No forts or

leading northwards to the railway.
settlement sites of the Roman period have been discovered
along the line of the road,(s) and the only finds of Roman
date so far reported are two lamps from Middleton-St.-

(7) (8)

George,(s) and single coins from Cornforth and Durham.

(1) There is no evidence to support Cade's bridge "seemingly
of Roman construction”" over the Wear near Kepier.

(2) loc. cit.
(3) JAA., XLIII, 1887, p. 182.

(4) PsaN., 3, 1v, p. 244,
qudt&ztlcif.
(5) The "Roman station™ at Sadberge is, at present, mythical.
cf. Rev. W. Lancaster Taylor. History of Sadberge,
Leeds, 1919, p. 13. f.

(6) PSAN., 4, i, p. 199.
(7) Hooppell. Vinovia, Map facing p. 2.

(8) Longstaffe. op. cit., p. 67.
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To summarise the evidence we have on the positive
side the existence of the road on the south of the Tees,
the coincidence of the parish boundaries of Dinsdale and
Middleton-St.-George with the suggested course of the road,
the straightness of the modern highway from the Tees to
Great Stainton, and two highly significant place names,

(1)

Street House, and Stainton-le-Street. On the negative
side there is the lack of visible remains, the difficulty
of continuing the road north of Great Stainton, and the
entire absence of adjacent sites military or civil,

dateable to the Roman period. Topogrephically there

is no reason to doubt the feasibility of the route for
prehistoric finds at Darlington, -Barmpton, Bishop Middleham,
and Morden (Plate II) show that the ridge of gravelly
limestone between the marshes of the Skerne to the west,

and the boulder clay swamps of Teesmouth to the east was
being used in pre-Roman times, The balance of probabilities

(2)

is in favour of the existence of the road, but until

(1) Staynton in Strata occurs as early as A.D. 1312 (Mawker.
The Place Names of Northumberland and Durham, s5.v.);:
Exwall suggest the 'Tun on the paved road’ (English
Place Names, 5.V.) .

(2) The most significant evidence is provided by place
names, and the proof of the road in Yorkshire. On
the other hand it is not difficult to explain away
the negative evidence in the absence of excavation,
while one notes that the road south of the Tees is
similarly characterised by a scarcity of adjacent
Roman settlements. Some protection would be expected
at the crossing of the Tees, and a post would be
"Tower Hill"™ on the north bank of the river. ef.
VCH., Durham, I, p, 355. Again excavation is urgently
required.
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speculation has been checked by the spade the wisest
verdict will be "not proven."

(2) "I think there are some certain and visible
remains of a military way on GCateshead fell," writes
Horsley, "pointing directly to the part where I suppose
the station has been at Newcastle, and coming, as I
apprehend, from Chester-le-Street. Dr. Hunter assured
me that he had also observed visible remains of such a
way. And it is the common opinion, that there has been
a military way from Chester to Newcastle. This way tends
towards the place where the bridge now is."(l) Elsewhere
he reports an observation that it lay "to the west of the
present highway through the fell"(z) (i.e. the 0ld turn-
pike road east of the modern North road). StuKeley like-
wise reports that its course was very visible, running in
a straight line from Gateshead fell to the bridge at
Newcastleff?rom the fell southwards.(®)  In the middle
of the nineteenth century the pavement of the road was
ploughed up in the fields of High Eighton farm at the
point where the Wrekendike branches off to South Shields,(4)

and Mr. G. A. Pyburn the present tenant of the same farm

(1) op. cit., p. 104.
(2) ibid., p. 452..

(3) Itin. Curiosum (Iter Boreale), 1776, pp. 69-70,

(4) Bruce. Wall (2), p. 299; Longstaffe, op. cit., p. 62.
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vouches for its line running through the gardens of
Chambers Crescent, southwards to join the Durham-Wrekenton
road (the old turnpike), and northwards in the direction
of the quarries on the summit of Gateshead fell. It is
not certain whether the present road from Birtley to
Chester-le-Street represents itsline(l) for there is a
parallel road a short distance to the east passing through
Picktree (where 'Roman stones' are said to have been seen)(z)
aqd Portobello, which has the advantage of the higher ground,
:szathe site of the bridge over the Cong located in 1930
(Plate XXIV) would seem to give some support to this
route. In Chester-le-Street itself the Roman pavement
is said to have been uncovered in 1902 "at the depth of a
yard."ts)

This sector of the road, linking the fort at Chester-

AHelius

le-Street with Pons Aelid®y is, therefore, well authenticated,

but it is by no means necessary to postulate a continuation
southwards to Pountey's B4§ﬂge in view of the proof,
recently obtained, of the link between Chester-le-Street

and Dere Street.(4)

(1) As Codrington, op. cit., p. 164.
(2) Longstaffe. op. cit., p. 62.

(3) Codrington. op. cit., p. 164.
(4) R. IV.
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(1)

R. III. THE WREKENDIKE

From Wrekenton to South Shields, a distance of some
seven-and-a-half miles, the modern road runs practically
in a direct line and represents, for the most part, the
course of a Roman road, the Wrekendike. While one might
sugegest that the known causeway of the Wrekendike was
responsible for the traditional belief that one of the
'Four Great Roman Ways,' the Riknild Street, terminated at
Tynemouth,(z) the first topographical account of the road
is given by Horsley.(3) Hunter agreed with Horsley's
observations,(4) and Hutchinson added further notes on the
visibility of the causeway at its western end,(s) but for
the most complete publication of the evidence one must
refer to an admirable paper by the Rev. John Hodgson in

the second volume of Archaeologia Aeliana, first series.(e)

From Jarrow Slake to-High Eighton,where it joins the
Roman road from Newcastle to Chester-le-Street, opinion
of the course of the Wrekendike agrees, but east of Jarrow
Slake the approach to the Lawe, "obscure and uncertain"”

even in the early eighteenth century, has never been

(1) In a twelfth century charter embodying a grant of land
by bishop Pudsey we have reference to the "marches of
Wrackenndberge." The name Wrakendike occurs on a
commission issued by bishop de Stichill in 1262 A.D.

(2) ef. Leland. Collectanea, ii, p. 370.

(3) op. eit., p. 451. (4) Letter to Gale, 1735. Surtees
Soc. Trans., LXXVI, 1883, p. 140,

(5) Durham, II, note p. 487. (6) pp. 123-136.
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satisfactorily determined.(l) In view of the fact that
the terminus must have been at South Shield$ fort the
problem is merely an academic one, and the obliteration
.of the Gut since mediseval times makes formal proof of the

exact course at least unlikely.

(2) The westward extension of the Wrekendke to lLanchester.

On Horsley's authority the Wrekendike did not end at
the junction with the north-to-south road near High Eighton
but continued westwards "towards Lamesby (Lamesly) and
Kibblesworth, which it leaves a little to the south ... on
towards Bemish, ané;56 doubt has gone forward to Lanchester.(z)
The first part of this extension he declares to have been
visible before the land was enclosed in the early eighteenth
century, but between Beamish and Lanchester no evidence of
the road could be produced. Hunter(s) was 1in agreement
with the line as far as Kibblesworth but from thaE‘point
carried it forward rather north of Horsley's route;”gﬁdley
and Causey, crossing the low ground of the Beamish burn at
its narrowest point, and terminating at an earthwork at
Stanley,(4) without any apparent connection with Lanchester.

The same course was accepted by Hodgson who added that the

pavement of the road had been dug up on the south side of

(1) Compare Horsley. loc. cit., and Longstaffe, op. cit.,
P. 59.

(2) op. eit., p. 451. (3) loc. cit.
(4) 2 A signal tower. cf. pp. 305-6.
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Blackburn Fell, between Kibblesworth and Hedley, and

that a little south-west of the former village " a very
great quantities of querns were foundn. (1) Moreover, for
the continuation to Lanchester he writes "I supposed I
could see traces of it at Maldenlaw, and a little to the
east of that place; &and my opinion is that it ran from
Causey, thence through the north side of the manor of
Stanley by the Shield-Row"£2) The only other direct evidence
is Longstaffe's note that the surface of the road was
discovered in building the engine house for the Team
Colliery, a short distance west of High Eighton.(s)

An examination of the ground between Lamesly and
Causey at the present time shows no traces of the agger of
the road and local tradition is unresponsive. On the
other hand it is impossible to reject Horseley's definite
assurance of the extension of Wrekendike to Kibblesworth,
while in view of the enclosures and the marshy nature of the
ground in many places, the disappearance of the pavement is not
an unnatural phenomenon. Further attention could profit-
ably be paid to this problem, but at present it is only
deemed advisable to suggest on the map the continuation
of Wrekendike beyond the Newcastle-Chester-le-Street
highway (Plate III).

(1) Ao 1, 11, Ds 188,
(2) ibid, p. 134.

(3) loc., cit., p. 60.
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R. IV. BINCHESTER TO CHESTER-1le-STREET,

One of the most important branch roads in the county
leaves Dere Street at Willington, a little over three miles
north of Binchester. Attention was first drawn to the
existence of the road by Hunter in a letter to Gale dated
May 17, 1735, from which we may quote the relevant extract:
"The communication it (i.e. South Shields) has had with
Binchester is very visible in several places, as is the
angle where the paved way goes off from the military way
leading to Langchester (sic), about 8 (?3) miles to the
north of Binchester, and passes to the north-east through
Branspeth park, thence a little to the south of Brandon,
and is lost in the cultivated grounds, but appearing on
Durham moor in the same direction again, passing by
Heghouse, and below upon Harbrasse moor, is very visible
tending past Lumley Castle in a direct line towards South
Shields, passing about a mile to the south of
Chester-in-the-Street, without any signs of communication
therewith."(l)  Hutchinson(2) observed the same road at

Willington and reported the discovery of a milestone near

(1) 1loc. cit.

(2) Durham, II, p. 486.



the junction with Dere Street?‘7.The most detailed evidence,
however, comes from Maclauchlan, who traced it, as he says,
"passing close in front of Hollin Hall, in rear of Vest
Park Farm-house, over the brook, where it is very visible,
and thence obscurely under the cottage near Stockley Farm-house,
to the high part of Stockley Pasture ... As we near the burn,
a mound in the line of the way has been planted, which is
either a perfect remain of what the road originally weas
along its whole line, or else a tumulus. As usual, there
are but few vestiges of the road in the precipitous
banks, but on the east sideithe stream are some stones,
which perhaps formed a part of the line. A short distance
from the brook it enters the present road to Durham, in
the village of Brancepeth; and being first on the south side
it crosses the turnpike road diagonally apparently, and
leaves it where the present road makes & slight inclination
to the southward. It has lately been dug up in one of
the Littlewhite fields, along which it is still visible
some distance north of Scripton House. It is presumed
this road leades to Chester-le-Street; the line points
west of Durham, and so far seems to be a straight line from
Willington to Brancepeth".tl)

In August, 1937 Mr. Wright examined the course of

this road and proved its line at Willington(2) near the

(1) Memoir, p. 8. Line accepted by Codrington. op. cit.
De. Ié4; Boyle., op.cit., p. 167; Bruce. waIE (2), 5. 299,

(2) Fig. 1.
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Junction with Dere Street, at Park House, in the fields

of the Red Barns' farm near Brancepeth, and at Meadowfield,

an overall distance of four miles. The two latter sections
were the most complete and the following brief notes on the
construction of the road have been given to me by Mr. Wright.(l)
In the Red Barns' field at Brancepeth (0.S. 599) where the
agger is clearly visible, the section revealed the road

witiin

21 feet 8 inches wide one to two feet of the turf line.(z)

Its construction was unusual for the large sandstone bottom-
ing was not carried throughout the entire width of the road
but occurred only at the sides and in the centre, leaving

two gaps on either side of the spina filled with comparatively

light footings.(s)

The upper metalling was still in situ,
and showed a marked camber.

At Meadowfield (0.S. 693), the road had been rather
more disturbed and only three inches of metalling survived
without any trace of camber. The solid footings, were
homogeneous throughout, showing that the central rib
observed in the Brancepeth section was a local feature,
Again the width between the kerbs was exactly 21 feet 8 inches.

From Willington to Meadowfield the course of the road
lies virtually in a straight line and a production of this
line for a mile and a quarter brings us to the Stone

Bridge, near Durham, the natural site for the crossing of

(1) See full report in forthcoming volume (xy) of
Archaeologia Aeliena, ser., 4.

(2) Fig. 2.

(3) For parallels to this central rib, cf. PSAN., 4, viii
pPp. 51-52
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the Browney. From this point the road must be re-alined
to avold the Wear and,on Hunter's authority,we may take it
forward past Hag House, and Harbour House moor, keeping on
the west bank of the Wear to Chester-le-Street. It is
not difficult to account for Hunter's steement that the
road made no visible contact with the latter fort for the
connection would only be by a branch road from the main
highway. The ultimate goal of the road, however, is in
douht. Hunter clearly believed that it pursued a course
independently of Wrekendike to South Shields but no other
evidence of such a route hazx come to hand. Alternatively
to link it up with the Newcastle-Chester-le-Street road
one must assume, in view of the site of the bridge over the
Cong b&gn that its course lay not south-east, but west of
the fort. Further speculation is worthless in the absence
of excavation.

It might be noted here, however, that while the urgency
for the Pountey's Brlidge to Chester-le-Street road is
lessened by the proof of communication between the latter
fort and Dere Street, the sector between Durham and Chester-
le-Street could serve both routes equally well. Thus the
margin of uncertainty in the case of the former rosad is
reduced to the distance between Great Stainton and the

neighbourhood of Durham city.

R. V. BOWES TO BINCHESTER,

The authenticity of the traditional Roman road from

Bowes in Yorkshire, to Dere Street,three miles south of
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Binchester, has recently been determined. The evidence for
the road together with an account of the excavations carried
out in July and September 1936, is already in print(l) and
need not be repeated here. Actually the road is a by-pass
between the Stainmore route and Dere Street, cutting off
Scotch Corner, and thereby not only time-saving for traffic
from the north to the west and vice-versa, but sﬁ@tegically
important in reducing the distance between the north-east
frontier forts from Binchester northwards, and the military
posts on Stainmore. A "first-class example of Roman
engineering,™" deviating only from a direct line at the
crossing of the Hiimmer beck, the road was slightly wider

the
than branch road from Willington (24 feet 3 Iinches as

against 21 feet 8 inches) but otherwise its sectionta)
presented similar features to the section of the latter
road at Meadowfleld to which reference has already been

(3)

mede.

R, VI. LANCHESTER TO CHESTER-le-STREET,

In spite of Boqugq assertion that there was ™undoubtedly
a direct road from Lanchester to Chester—le—street"(4) there
is at present virtually no evidence in support of this

statement. Hodgson tells of a paved road observed

(1) wright. The Roman Road from Bowes to Binchester,
Et ’ 4’ x_.l':', ppo 194-2_640

(2) Figs. 3 & 4. (3) Supra p. §7. (4) op. cit., p. 67
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in the brook opposite the church east of the fort at
Lanchester but ;;:i it no further than the Burnhope quarries.(l)
MacLauchlan marks this line as probable on his map, and
suggests the present road past Maiden Law represents the
"probable course of the Wreken Dyke to Chester-le-Street,”
but the text of the Memoir gives no support. Longstarfe(z)
and Bruce(s) can only point to a Roman figure, (actually
mediaeval), at Holmside Hall, and a late Bronze Age shield
found near Broomyholm. Topographically the best course
for such a road would be to keep to the Pennine spur, via

Sacriston and Walridge, on the south side of the Cong Burn,

but evidence is awanting.

R. VIT, CHESTER.1e-STREET TO THE MOUTH OF THE WEAR,

No Roman road has ever been discovered between Chester-
le-Street and Sunderland but from Ford on the south bank
of the Wear below South Hylton, has come a milestone bearing
the name of the emperor Gordian. (4) The consensus of
opinion seems to have been that this milestone implies a
north-to-south route crossing the river Wear hereabouts.
Haverfield, indeed, says so emphatically,(5] but the advocates
of the Roman bridge or paved ford at Hylton do not seem to
have proved their case in the face of strong local opposition.(6]

(1) Poems, p. 93. (2) op. ecit., p. 62. (3) wWall, (2), p. 299.
(4) cIL., 1184 (114). (5) PSAN., 2, iv, p. 230
(6) The dispute was a cause céldbre. cf. PSAN., 2, i,

pp. 19-20; ibid., p. 24; ibid., pp. 154-8;
ibid., iv, pp. 230-1
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The alternative is to suppose that the presence of a mile-
stone at Ford indicates not a north-to-south road but rather
east-to-west communication between Chester-le-Street, or
perhaps even Lanchester,and Wearmouth. In this connection
one notes that a milestone with an identical inscription(l)
has been found at Lanchester, and although this obviously
cannot be interpreted as positive proof of the existence
of lateral road between the fort and Wearmouth in the
third century other considerations pointing to this con-

clusion will be noted elsewhere.

R. VIIT. LANCHESTER TO THE WEST.

Horsley's road (2) from Lanchester to a supposed Roman
site at 01d Town in Allendale,(3) was based upon a misin-

terpretation of the Tenth Yter of the Antonine Itinerary.

He himself could find little evidence in support of the
to

road and there is no reason/believe that it ever existed.

Penetration of Weardale and Teesdale in Romen times seems

to have been by native trackways rather than by built roads.

R. IX. CATKILL LONNING,

At Petty's Nook, a mile north of Sadberge, an old
drove road locally known as Catkill Lonning, now overgrown,

and waterlogged in winter, leaves the main highway in a ~2oréA-

(1) cIL., 1183 (43).
(2) op. cit., p. 453. (3) PSAN., 2, vii, p. 278.
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westerl:,f Irrection - runs  for Cwo rriles (n &

straight line until it is joined by a minor road from
Newton Ketton. Here there is a short break of half-a-mile
and then the line is taken up by the modern road on the
north side of Whin Field House, crossing the Great North
Road at the Travellers' Rest Inn, and continuing forward to
Eldon and St. Andrew Auckland. According to Longstaffe(l)
and wOoler(z) this is the course of a Roman road linking
the Pountey's Bridge - Stainton road with Dere Street and
the fort at Binchester. The evidence is inconsiderable;
two coins, one from Eldon, and eanother reported from
Catkill Lonning;(®) the directness of the line; and the
fact that the Lonning is a parish boundary.‘4) Until the
road north from Pountey's Bridge is proved it is wiser to
disregard this route.

R. X. COAST ROADS

No coast road of Roman date has ever been proved in
County Durham despite many suggestions.(5) Moreover,
historical considerations do not require such a discovery,

for apart from the fort on South Shields Lawe there seems

(1) op. eit., p. 65.
(2) PsAN., 3, ii, pp. 406-7; ibid., 4, i, p. 199.

(3) Longstaffe. loc. cit; Wooler. PSAN., 3, i, p. 90
"a coin of Augustus"(!)

(4) For the danger of assuming that roads forming parish
boundaries are necessarily Roman c¢f. Fox. op. cit.,
P. 16%
3 Proc. Suand. Anl: Soc.,
(5) Longstaffe. op. cit., pp. 70-71; Robinson. ThS.,
V, 1904, pp. 5-9; Hodgson. South Shields, p. 29.
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to have been no military occupation of the coast-line until
the establishment of the signal station system in the late
fourth century, and even then the primary need was for
inland rather than coastal communication. Furthermore,
the topography of the Permian plateau, intersected by
deep gorges of magnesium limestone and thickly wooded
ravines, would prove an insuperable obstacle to highway
construction. The needs of the few scattered settlements
of the fisher-folk dwelling on the coastal bluffs could
well have been served by the prehistoric trackways on the
relatively open country of the immediate hinterland, just
as many of these were doubtless incorporated into the

'Salters Track' of the Middle Ages.
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B R I DG E S

1. PIERCEBRIDGE

The wooden piles of the Roman bridge over the
Tees at Piercebridge were apparently visible until the
great flood of 1771.(1)  For the rediscovery of the
bridge in 1933, and notes on construction, cf. TDNS.,
VII, Part II, pp. 240-242.

2. BINCHESTER
No trace of the bridge over the VWear at Binchester
has been observed in recent times although the site
of the crossing is fixed by the known line of the road
on either bank. Mr. McIntyre tells me that difficulty
has been experienced in driving piles into the river
at this point.
3. EBCHESTER :
Pre rs
Hutchinson(2) records the remains of two piles
in the Derwent "supposed by some to be part of a
Roman bridge,™ but, in his estimation, of more modern
appearance. MacLauchlan could find no trace of the
bridge, (3) and Featherstonhaugh's account of foundations

of "oblong pyramid-pointed piers" is highly suspect

(1) Borsley. op. cit., p. 486; Hutchinson. Durham
IIT, Ds " ’ T

(2) op. eit., II, p. 430. (3) Memoir, p. 17
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in the absence of either contemporary substantiation

BA,
qucurrent local tradition.

SIGNAL TOWERS

An important feature of Roman frontier organisation
is a developed system of signalling. Reliefs on the column
of Trajan show how the burgi of the Dgnubian Limes were
equipped for fire-signalling, and isolated signal towers
have been discovered in the region of Hadrian's Wall at
Walltown Crags‘l) and Pike H111(®) (both later incorporatea
into the Wall), at Mains Riég,(s) Gillalees Beacon(4) and
elsewhere. Moreover, it is clear that not only the forts
along the Limes but also those between thé Limes and the
legionary bases were similarly linked by signal towers
situated at vantage points and, whenever possible, within
easy reach of the main roads.(s) Such a tower seems to
have been constructed on the high ground about a mile and

a2 half south of Ebchester to establish communication between

(1) AA., 3, ix, p. 68,

(2) ivbid., 2, v, pp. 124-9.

(3) cw., 2, xxix, pp. 314-15.
(4) ibid., xxxiii, pp. 241-245.

(5) ef. Maiden Castle on the Stainmore route. RCHM
Westmorland, p. xxxviii.
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the latter fort and Lanchester,(l) and to complete the
local series on Dere Street we must postulate towers near
Square House and on Brandon Hillta) between Lanchester and
Binchester, and at Brusselton or,less likely,at Shackerton
between Binchester and Piercebridge.(3) Elsewhere, a
suggestion that the reported earthwork at Stanley was a
signal tower, will be develoPed.(4) Attention might pro-
fitably be paid to this branch of Roman military works in
the county.

(1) Hunter's authority: "At a Roman mile and a half to the
south (of Ebchester), some years ago was discovered
the foundation of a square watch tower about 6 or
8 yards on the west side of the military way; the
stones were cemented with lime"™ (Hutchinson. Durham
II, note p. 434). MacLauchlan could find no trace
of the tower - the curious mound beneath Fern Cottage
would seem to be too far north to command the view
to Lanchester.

(2) Traces of a walled building having the appearance of a
"tumulus, or post of observation" were observed
hereabouts by llaclauchlan 220 yards from Dere Street
(Memoir, p. 9). I can only conclude that the site
has been obsecured by coal workings.

(3) MacLauchlan. Memoir, p. 3.
(4) pp. 305-6.



6 8.

IV

THE ROMAN FORT AT PIERCEBRIDGE

"There was a Roman city at Plercebridge".
(Stukeley, Itinerarium Curiosum, 1776, Iter Boreale, p. 72).

From the fort at Catterick,Dere Street runs practically
in a direct line northwards for a distance of ten and a
quarter miles along the low foothills of the Pennine
spurs to cross the Tees at Plercebridge. Topographical
considerations would seem to have determined the route
chosen, for to the west lie the sudden heights and steep
scarps of the Pennine massive, while eastwards the valley
of the Tees widens into a flat alluvial plain whose
marshes proved a serious obstacle to north and south
communication in the prehistoric period.

The site of the river crossing, exactly determined
in 1955,(1) is thus placed immediately below the point
where the Tees emerges from the narrow Pennine gorge, and
yet above the limit of the meander. Moreover, the natural
rock formation hereabouts is covered by a drift deposit
of glacial gravel, providing not only a hard, compact bed
for a permanent bridge-passage,(2) but also a strip of

well drained, relatively open country, on either bank

(1) T D N s., VII, pp. 240-2.

(2) Compare the site of the Thames crossing (Wheeler,
London in Roman Times, p. 12).
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pre-eminently attractive to early settlement.

The Roman fort, rectangular in shape and with its
major axis from north to south, is situated on the left
bank of the river some two hundred yards west of Dere
Street, and within the angle formed by the Tees,and its
tributary the Dyance Beck (Plate IV). The only real
natural protection is afforded by the river, which to-
day washes the ground within a hundred feet of the south
rampart, and the importance of the Dyance Beck would seem
to have been not defensive, but rather as a convenient
water supply for the aqueduct feeding the fort bath-house
and the latrine at the north-east angle. Tactically, the
site, which is only twenty or thirty feet above the bed
of the Tees, has little to commend it, for there 1is more
elevated ground to hand on all sides, but like other bridge-head
forts (one is reminded of Risingham) Piercebridge seems
to have been chosen primarily for the nearness to the
river-crossing which it guarded.

To-day the little village of some forty houses lies
almost entirely within the ramparts of the Roman fort and,
like Aldborough near Boroughbridge, seems to have borrowed
much from the Roman ground plan. lhus the cottages round
the four sides of the Green are practically parallel with
the adjacent ramparts, while the modern north-to-south road
through the village may well represent, to some extent, the
line of the via principalis of the fort. (1) Indications of

(1) cf. p. 75,
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all four ramparts are visible on the ground, the
north-west angle still being magnificently developed, while
traces of the ditch system are to be detected on the west
side. The over-all area of the fort is probably between
10 and 10} acres,(l) a size far in excess of that of the
majority of auxiliary stations in the north of England.(2)
So far the only explanation advanced is that
a strong local concentration of forces was necessary to
control the "British camp™ at Stanwick on the south side
of the Tees;(B) this, however, is by no means a satisfactory
solution of the problem.

The reports of the excavations conducted at Piercebridge
from 1933-5 are already in print,(4) but before reviewing these ~
results it will be convenient to summarise the literary

evidence for the site.

(1) Wooler's estimate of 10% acres (Piercebridge, p. 47)
is probably a little exaggerated since the mound
of the western rampaert has been found to represent
the debris of the wall, rather than the wall itself
(P DR 3., VIL, p. 278).

(2) The size of Piercebridge, however, is not as unique
as was once believed. Newton me, though unexcavated,
is sajd to have an area of c. 103 acres; Binchester
is 9 3 acres over-all, and Malton 9 acres over-all.

(3) MacLauchlan. Memoir, p. 2.
(4) T D N S., VII, pp. 235-277.
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THE BIBLIOGRAPHY OF THE SITE

earl/est

The £inst reference to the fort at Piercebridge

is given by Bishop Gébson in his second edition of Camden's
Qgigggg;g,(l) although the first edition?) contained a
drawing of an altar dedicated to Mars Condatis said to have
been found nearby at Conisclirre.(s) The text of Gibson's
account is as follows: ™Joyning to the Bridge is a large
square Inclosure, about the usual bigness of the Roman
Fortifications in these parts. A Gentleman of good
understanding in this neighbourhood, speaks of an idol,
that he saw himself, which fell into his Father's hands;
q? through excess of Zeal, caused it to be crush'd to
pleces. It is certain, that several Urns have been found
and many Coins, and in the neighbourhood, many years ago,
the Plowers struck upon a large stone-coffin with a skeleton
in it, in a field adjoining to the yard of the aforesaid
Chapel."™

Dr. Hunter, added the following observation in the
early eighteenth century, important for the light which
it throws on the excavations at the north-east angle in
1933-4: "The brook (i.e. The Dyance Beck), supplied the

ditch of the fortress with water, and also the garrison by

(1) 1722, cols. 940-1.
(2) 1695, col. 782.

(3) GIL., 420 (2). Nole : ’he Awurpéber 12 brackels fejers
/o IAe nr2ewmroering o{ Me mscriplions . Slppendrx 1
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an aqueduct, firmly arched at the top so as to bear the
public road, till 1730, when some coal draughts penetrated
through it, discovering the cavity about a yard wide

and a yard-and-a-quarter deep.“(l) Apparently Hunter's
collection contained not a few miscellaneous finds from
Piercebridge’ror Stukeley, on his northern tour with

Roger Gale 1ﬁ 1725, was shown "a pretty onyx",(z) and
Horsley makes a passing reference to several coins at

(3)

that time in the doctor's possession. "From Piercebridge",
writes Stukeley "we entered immediately upon the Roman
road which comes to the river a little lower down than the
present bridge: it is a-broad, very straight, and hard
road at this day; the éreét ridge of stone originally
laid, being not worn out through so many ages though broken
and in great need of reparation. Several mile-stones by
the way."(4)

Horsley provides corroborative evidence for the
excellent state of preservation of Dere Street hereabouts
in his day,and reports the local tradition of thﬁiE?TEge

"some of the wood of which was yet remaining“(5) For

the rest he writes:"An aqueduct (if I am not mistaken)

(1) Quoted by Bailey: Piercebridge a Romen Station, pp. 1-2.

(2) Iter Boreale, p. 72.

(3) Britannia Romana, p. 486.

(4) Loc. ecit.
(5) Loe. cit.
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has gone Just through the present town, and the foundations
of houses every where appear, especially when the earth

is any way opened, or even well watered with rain; and
after a shower the coins also are discovered and gathered
up in abundance. A large stone coffin was also found here,
and other antiquities. The last time I viewed the place,

I was inclined to think, that a sort of garden, with some
trees in it, which I once imagined might be enclosed in
part with some of the ramparts of the station, has rather

been the praetorium only ... I take Plercebridge to be

Magae in the Notitia.”(l)

Other notices of the site in the eighteenth century
record only miscellaneous discoveries such as a gold ring,(z)
a bronze figure of Mercury and two other small statuettes,(s)
and inscribed but illegible stones from both Piercebridge(4)
and Carlbury.(s) One of the many coins picked up within
and around the fort is said to have been of Otho,(ﬁ) while

others were "of the Lower Empire".(7)

(1) Loc. cit.
(2) Surtees. Durham, IV, p. 32; A J., VII, p. 191.
(3) Archaeologia, IX, 1789, pp. 289-90; A J., XVIII, p. 90.

(4) Archaeologia, loc. cit., p. 287.

(5) Hutchinson. Durham, III, p. 216. Probably a tombstone.
(6) Archaeologia, loc. cit., p. 287.

(7) Hutchinson. loc. cit.
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In 1844 a tombstone was found on the line of Dere Street
on the south side of the river, of interest because it was set
up by a woman, and therefore provides proof of a civil
population living within the vicinity of the fort.(l)
Compared with the wealth of incidental discoveries,
however, the only structure known within the fort before
the excavations of 1934, was a hypocausted building found
in 1849, near the south-east corner,(z) supposed to have
been part of the bath-house.

Maclauchlan estimated the size of the fort as 83 acres
within the walls, and noted the existence of a branch road
from Dere Street to the east rampart, traces of which
were saild to be visible in dry weather.(s) The Ordnance
Survey six inch map marks the line of this road, and its
existence is confirmed, on a slightly different alinement,
by the personal observations of Mr. G. H. Richardson. (4)

If the course of this road is correct it enters the fort

midway through the eastern or longer rampart, and although
this does not accord with the lay out of the normal
rectangular fort of the Hadrianic period(5) it would agree
perfectly well with the natural supposition that the

(1) ¢ I L., 421 (3).

(2) Wooler. Piercebridge, p. 93.

(3) Memoir, p. 2.
(4) Plate IV.

(5) e.g. Housesteads.
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station fronted on to Dere Street. Moreover, the present
contour of the north rampart suggests that the gate was not
centrally placed in this side, but rather to the east and
possibly beneath the modern highway. Further excavation is
needed, however, before the orientation of the fort can be
determined with precision.

In 1855 the construction of a cutting for the Darlington-
Barnard Castle railway at Carlbury, about a mile north of
Piercebridge, disclosed an extenslve cemetery crossed by the
presumed continuation of Dere Street from Toft's field.(l)
Further discoveries were made during the following year, and

interim reports in the Archaeological Journal(z) were followed

by a full publication of the interments in Wooler's monographgs)
Although the grave furniture found at this time has not sur-
vived,it does not appear from the accounts that the burials
were of one period. Both i humation(4) and cremation(s]

were represented, while denarii of Trajan and Geta, a third
brass of Antoninus Pius, and urns seemingly of Castor type
"formed of a very fine red clay, coloured Elack both externeally
and internally,"(e) were recovered. That this was not

exclusively the cemetery of the fort, is shown by the number

(1) Plate IV. (2) XIII, 1856, pp. 96 and 101; ibid., XIV,
1857, p. 78. -

(3) Piercebridge, pp. 171-180.

(4) ivid., p. 172. (5) ibid., p. 175.
(6) ivida., p. 173.
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of stone coffins found on the left bank of the river near the
south-east angle of the rampart,(l) while in 1903 another
stone cist was brought to light "about a hundred yards due
west of the west gate of the Roman station.“(z)

In the course of restoration of the church at Gainford,
a village on the Tees three miles west of Piercebridge, in
1864, two inscribed stones,(s) a sculptured fragment,and an
uninscribed altar were discovered,(4) and St. Andrew's Church,
Winston, is likewise said to have brooched stones built up
into its walls.(5) As in the case of Binchester, the Roman
fort at Plercebridge proved a useful quarry for Saxon and
mediaeval masons.

6) and pottery,(v)

Notices of incidental finds of coins{
and a brief review of the foregoing materials in a paper de-
livered to the Society of Antiquaries of Newcastle-on-Tyne
in 1904J8) complete the bibliography of the site until we

come to the publication of Wooler's bulky monograph in 191?.(9)

(1) Maclauchlan. Memoir, note p.2; TDNS., VII, pp. 242-4,

(2) Piercebridge, pp. 179-80; cf. also CIL., 421 (3) found
on the south bank of the Tees.

(3) CIL., 422 (4) & 1344 a. (5). (4) JaA., xxii, pp. 182-90.

(5) PsAN., 3, ii, p. 355. (6) ibid., i, p. 108.
(7) ivid., p. 100. (8) ibid., pp. 123-131.

(8) The Roman Fort at Piercebridge, County Durham, London,
1917, An expansion of his paper in YAJ., xxiii,
1915, pp. 401-441.
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This work is of 1ittle merit, showing no scholarship or
originality of thought, and full of irrelevant discursions.
The account of the site is preceded by an introduction
some fifty pages in length, the body of the paper contains
hardly eny new evidence, and the historical conclusions
drawn from the materials may be disregarded. We cannot
even be certain that the identification of the coins,
listed in the concluding chapter(l] is in every case correct.

Far more stimulating is Petch's brief note on the site,(z)
which contains the original suggestion that the exceptional
size of the fort might possibly be accounted for by the fact
that the visible ramparts represent not the fort alone, but
the fort and an annexe, the dividing wall having been de-
molished. This theory, however, together with the statement
that "earlier coins are sufficient in number to suggest that
excavation might bring to light definite evidence of a
Flavian date for the foundation of the fort," can only be

considered in relation to the excavations of 1933-5.

THE EXCAVATIONS OF 1933-5

(1) The Bridge.

The site of the bridege was exactly determined in 1933
when Mr. C. F. Dizon found a number of oak piles,(s) and
Several stones with lewis holes,in the bed of the river,

€Xactly in line with the section of Dere Street cut in the

(1) pp. 185-187. (2) AA., 4, i, pp. 4-6.
(3) ef. Horsley. op. cit., p. 486.
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Toft's field. 1) The distribution of the piles suggested
four piers between the north and south abutments,(g) though
it is doubtful whether we are to infer that Lelend's bridrge

"sometime of five arches“(s)

referred to the Roman structure.
The same method of construction - stone piers laid onp raft
of iron-shod oak piles - was observed in the case of Hadrian's

bridge over the Tyne at NewcastleEQ)

(2) The North-East Angle.(2)

Excavation at the north-east angle of the fort was begun
in 1934 following the opening out of a culvert discovered in
1915. The work was hampered by the restricted area svailable
for digeging, and by a restive tenant, so that the results
are not as satisfactory as one could have wished, but against
the lack of historical evidence secured, the structural
remains were sufficiently well preserved to make the excava-
tion profitable.

Where the fort wall had not been completely robbed away
it was found to measure nine feet nine inches in width,rest-

ing on composite footings of cobbles sandwiched between

(1) TDNS., VII, pp. 240-2. (2) Plate V.B.
(3) Itinerary, Vol. I, p. 74.
(4) NCH., xiii, p. 509.

(5) The remains here have been put into repair by H.M. Office
of Works and are now open to the public.
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layers of  blue clay seventeen feet wide. The outer face,
at one point on the curve of the angle, still preserved a
neatly chamfered plinth on a heavy sandstone base course.(ll
Immediately behind the wall, in place of the customary ram-
part backing, stood a latrine building built parallel to the
curve of the fort wall and measuring eight feet wide and sixty-
eight feet between the doors at either end. A well-constructed
culvert, presumably fed by the aqueduct from the Dyance Beck,
provided for the flushing of the latrine and, a point not
noticed by the excavators, the course taken by this culvert
suggests that away from the angle 1t was deliberately
re-alined to avoid the rampart backing of the wall.(2)
South of the latrine a second building was located, but
as the site was crossed at this point by a modern boundary
wall excavation was limited to a small area inside the
north-east corner. "The interior," we learn, "showed
signs of having been plastered, and two feet four inches

below the top of the wall a ledge three inches wide held

remnants of freestone flooring slabs. It yielded two
coins, a Victorinus ... and a Tetricus ... , a fair
amount of pottery end several fragments of box tile ... »(3)

In spite of the fact that the whole of the available
area at the north-east angle was clearedg during the course
of the excavations and, subsequently,when it was decided to

leave the remains permanently open, Mr. G. H. Richardson,

(1) TpNS., VII, P1. f.p. 258. (2) Plate V.A.
(3) TDNS., VII, p. 254.



§o.
who took an active part in the supervision of the work,
informs® me that no sealed deposits were observed at any
point.

For the dating evidence, therefore, we are dependent
upon the mass of pottery and a few intrinsic objects,
preserved in the Piercebridge Museum, all unstratified,
but whose provenance is recorded in a careful inventory
prepared by Mr. Richardson. The bulk of the coarse ware,
as has already been noted,(l) dates to the fourth century
and, one might add, to the Constantian period. Thus, from
the floor of the latrine were recovered several hammer-head
mortarias rims, fumed cooking-pots with outbent rims and
obtuse-angled lattice decoration,(z) and a number of
Castor types parallelled in the Constantian deposit at
Lanchester.(s) From the same level came also a bronze
spoon of fourth century type.(4) The filling of the
culvert contained cooking- pots of similar section to
those already described, platters decorated with burnished
intersecting arcs,(s) and fragments of a delicate green
lustre vessel repeated at Lanchester(sl-all well-attested

Constantian types. Furthermore, coins of Tetricus and

(1) ivid., p. 269. (2) cf. Lanchester, Plate XLV, ros. 2-4.
(3) ibid., mos. 1 & 7. (4) TDNS., VII, p. 252.

(5) ef. Lanchester, Plate XLV., Ros. 25-6.

(6) ibid., mo. 9
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Victorinus from building II may well point to the same
period.(l)
The late fourth century is represented by at least
one Crambeck sherd (type 10), and by a quantity of calcite-
gritted cooking-pots of Huntcliff type chiefly from the
filling between the high culvert wall and the farm buildings.

If this was all,the inference would be plain,for the
existing structures all seem to belong to one period amrd while
a pit, dug behind the culvert wall, produced "no evidence

of any earlier level."(z)

Yet,in addition to the coarse
ware of predominantly fourth-century date, therewi2s almost
an equal quantity of Terra Sigillata widely distriobuted
over the whole area. The excavators could only explain
this anomaly by the supposition that a Hadrianic rampart
had once occupied the site of the latrine building,(s)
but evidence of this is to seek. It seems certain, however,
that the earlier pottery is not merely imported debris,

for in several cases it was possible to reconstruct vessels
almost to completeness from adjacent fragments. Nothing

further can now be done at this point on the defences

and the solution of the problem must await further excavation.

(3) The west rampart section, 1935.

In view of the need for determining the date of the

fort and proving or disproving the homogeneity of the

(1) ef. Rudston (4), p. 324. (2) TDNS., VII, p. 258.
(3) TODNS., VII, p. 259,
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rampart, a section of the defences was cut under the direc-

tion of Mr. G. S. Keeney in 1935. The site of this excava-

tion is not given in the report but I have marked it on

the general plan from personal measurement.(l) Although

it is claimed that the results of the excavations disproved

Petch's suggestion of a combined fort and annexe,(z) bt

this wgg not actually the case,for the section taken lies

to the north of the site of the so-called bath-house.

While, therefore, surface indications certainly suggest =a

homogeneous rampart, absolute proof of this can not be

obtained until the south wall of the fort has been examined.
Summarising the results of 1935,we find that at least

two ditches existed on the west slide,each twenty-four feet

in width and five to six feet deep, separated from the wall

by a twelve-foot berm,and from each other by a counterscarp

of similar measurement.(s) Only the inner face of the wall

survived but the character of the masonry and the width

of the footings indicated "a wall of similar proportions

to that in the north-east corner.“(4J Moreover, evidence

for the date of the defences as a whole was provided by

the discovery of two sherds, dated ¢. 300 A.D., lying

amongst masons' chippings, and sealed by the rampart backing

of the wall,ts) while a few other fourth century fragments

(1) Plate IV. (2) TDNS., VII, p. 267.
(3) Plate V.E. (4) TDNS., VII, p. 272.
(5) Plate V.C.



3.
vere recoverei from tue blacs scill at Lue bolton of tae
ditcues.

COLCLUSION.

lio attempt will pe maje iua tals cuzpter Lo egiimate
tae significuace of tue fori aiu Flerceburiige in relsiicn
to tue Homan occupaticn of _une ccuat; as a wudle, but 1t
will be convenieat to sunuirise briefly anere tue exteldl
of our presentu £aowledge.

In vue first place, tue discovery of a lzatirine-
building ineide tlue north-east angle of t.e ramparis 1s,
in itself, sufficlent proof tnat we nave to Jeal witn a
military, ratner tuan witn a civil sité, andl agalnst
tne absence of epigrapuic record o aay speciflec zarriscn
at Plercebriige we may set tne evidence for tue identific-

ation of tine site witn one of two military posts listed

in tne Notitia Dignitatum ( see below).

The visible agcer of tue rampartis represents a fort
some ten acres in extent witi correspoanilagzly maseive
defences, constructed in itne early fourtn century. A
short brancn road proviaed a comnecting ling witn Dere
Street 2C0 yards to Lne east, aul may uave contlinueld uo
ine quarrles at Carlbury, but taere 1s o arcaaecloglca
evlidence for suggested routes east and west eltaer to

(0
Darlington or Barnard Castle.

(1) Piercebriige, pp.70-T4.
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llo structural remains uave yet been detecteld to
supscest military occupation before tne Couastantlizn period,
and,iu view of itue results of recent excavation,
MacLauecnluns explanatlion of tue excepiional size of
o s V1) - i : -
Piercebriize falls Lo tne grouni. Cit Lue other nani,

ceramic ani numisamutic materiales poliuat unmisitakeably to

Liie existence of a setilement of some £ina or otner at

o
—
1

tue brige-neai at least from tue tlame of Eadrian E and
tne fact tnai excavation to date nas peen concenirated on
tae ramparts, togetner witn tie known propensity of
Cilecrue for reorganisation on a grand scale, maxe it
possible that an earlier rort may well be concealed

e

witnin the visible defences. In wuat capaciiy the two

(1) p. 70-

(2) Petch suggested tnat Lne original settlement mignt
prcve to be of ine Flaviaa nglon, 2113 hedley,
reviewias tne recent coin eviidence nas s=li: " Tnere
is notning unusual in tae serles wnicn representis
almost contlnuous occupation from Flavian times (or
saortly que““&rus) down to tue opening cf tue fourtn

century" ( IDNS., VII, p.259 ). A stirizing feature
of tae pottery collecLioa iin tne museum, nowever, is
the complete absence of first ceatury -dpes. Amongst

a quantity of plaln and deccrates forms of tae Hadrian-
Antonlne period tuere 1is not a single fragmenu of
South Gaulisn mnanufacture wnile, ignering ooler'
dcubtful coln list, Lue earliest colin produced by tuae
excavatlons of 1923-5, a deaarius of Titue (4ppenaix
II, A. 1no.4), migat well uave agpearei on a site not
occupled until tue middle cIf tue seccnd ceatury

(cf. the denarius of Vitellius from Bilmuiliy,

alﬂuiliy Drtit)s
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centurions from Upper Germaay were ectabllspea at
ivd sentany’ :
Piercebriice in Lue Lulrd ceutarly we caililCl say,bul Lue
abeeunce of a regimeat oa eituer tcmostoue woula oce
unusual if vuey were ituen in garriscua at itue elts.

tue fort, bordcrius ine line

-y

On tue eact side o
of Dere Street, coins and otner iancliiental liscoveries
suggzest an extenslve vicus wulcn seeme even Lo uave

: # . {2y ;
embracel lue souln bang ¢l ine lees. Some lignt
is varowu cn vue ecogomlic life of ine pgopalavion living
wituout tue fort by tne discovery of a fine btroaze fl:rure
of a plouguman Jdriving tae aracrum, or li.au plouzn
(3) ; >
arawn by iwo oxea.'” Mr. R.G.Colllingwool uns receunll;
ilscuseed uvnis group iun uvue course of a comparisoa
between tue elaborate villa-economy of tue south witnu
tual of ivne rural adistrictis.
mxcavation of & site of luls magniiule can only proc=
eel plece-meal, and 71iay years of worx are requirei before

tue nistory of tae place can be more Luall ZJdess-wWerk.

Rampart sections, tue most valuable ap;rozca

(1) CIL., 421-2 ( 3-4 ).
(2) Plate 1IV.

(3) Now in uvne Britisa Museum; cf. Plercebriice, Pl. f.
2148,

{4) Collingwoodi and Myers. Romaa Britain ani tue <nplisn

Settlements, p.212.
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to archaeological understanding, are no more than a
starting-point, and even to concentrate satisfactorily
on the defences alone requires the co-ordination of sec-
tions at several points on the perimeter. Thus it is
felt that at least one more rampart section at Plerce-
bridge is desirable, preferably at the south-west angle
easily accessible to excavation. When this has been
accomplished the interior of the site claims urgent

attention.

THE ROMAN NAME OF PIERCEBRIDGE

A section of the Notitia Dignitatum(l) reads as follows:

24. Praefectus numeri vigilum, Concangios.

25. Praefectus numeri exploratorum, Lavatres.

26. Praefectus numeri directorum, Verteris.

27 . Praefectus numeri defensorum, Braboniaco.

28. Praefectus numeri Solensium, Maglone.

29. Praefectus numeri Pacensium, Magis.

30. Praefectus numeri Longovicianorum, Longovicio.

31. Praefectus numeri supervenientium Petueriensium,
Derventione.

Then follows the Item per lineam valli.

Although there are omissions, the striking feature
of this list is that all the sites which can be identified,

thus Concangios (= Concangium, now Chester—le-Street),(g)

lLavatres (= Lavatrae, now Bowes), Verteris (now Brough

under Stainmore), Braboniaco (= Brovonacae or Braboniacum,

now Kinby Thore), Longovicio (= Longovicium, now Lanchester),

(1) ed. Seeck, Berlin, 1876, Occ. XL.

(2) see ppaes-4.
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and Derventione (?now Malton), are situated in the north-

east region south of the Wall or along the Stainmore route.
Of the remaining sites between the Tyne and the Tees we
have the Roman names for Binchester (Vinovia), Ebchester
(Vindomora) and possibly South Shields (? Arbeia)(l); only
Piercebridge and Greta Bridge escape identification.

Since the above sector of the Notitia list, specifically
dealing with the forts within or on the fringe of County
Durham, includes but two sites Maglona and Magls not yet
determined,it seems reasonable to equate one of these with
Piercebridge and the‘other with Greta Bridge, remembering
that at the present state of knowledge we cannot discriminate

between them.

(1) Notitia Dignitatum, loc. cit., 22; cf p.z279¢
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A. On Terra Sigillata.
10 CE:I_ISIIUJI F F131- C_":.:_;.;ﬁ;l.'-‘xl:v.:: OI‘ LEBZOUX.
Period: Haarlan-Antoaine.

Lol
3 IVETI i1 F.37. I1VSTVS of Lezoux.
Period: Haarian-Antoniuae.
4. MAIORIS] F.33. MAIOCR of Lezoux.
Perici: Trajan-Antoaine.
5. RIIGVLI M F.18/31. REIGVLVS of Lezoux.

Period: Trajan-nairian.

6. SABINI- M F.33. BSABIIVS ol LezouX.
Perioca: Trajan-nadriaa.

7 SAYAMI M F.13/31. SAXAMVS of ?Lezcuxs
Perliod: Antcnlre.

e VICTCR F F.31. VICTCXR of zueinzaocern.
Periocd: Hadrian-Late Aatoniae.

B. On Amghorae.

s I L IVHI
MELISSI

cf. liroxeter, 1912, 9.c5; CIL., xii, 583

B ’
ibid., xv, 2775; and, for varlants of tne stiamp
Malton, pp.80-81.

C. On Mortaria.

e IAX

(1)  All in tue Plercebridge Museum.
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V.

THE ROMAN FORT AT BINCHESTER
"Binchester, now a poor Villag, stondith on the

South side of the Were, and is but half a Mile beneth
Castelle Akelend. It stondith on the Brow of an Hille,
and there I saw, as I roode on the South side, a little
Fosse, and indicia of 0ld buildings. In the ploughid
Feeldes hard by thys Village hath and be founde Romaine
Coynes, and other many Tokens of Antiquite".

(John Leland c. 1540, Itinerary
Oxford, 1744, I, fol. 79, p. 73).

At Bishop Aucklend, the river Wear begins a broad
eastward meander in a flood plain and, at the apex of the
loop, receives the waters of its largest tributary, the
Gaunless. Throughout the course of this meender the
left bank is a flat expanse of alluvial deposits,
constantly taking on new accretions as the right bank is
correspondingly undergoing marked erosion from year to year.(l)
The geological formation of the surrounding country is
primarily that of the Coal Measures region, with the import-
ant exception that about a mile from Bishop Aucklend,
between the streams of the Gaunless and the Bell burn,
stands a glacial gravel platesu, in a synclinal line of the
coal strata, rising steeply on the south and west sides

to a height of about 100 feet above the bed of the VWear,

and falling away gradually to north and east. On this

(1) Mr. McIntyre informs me that 24 feet of the east bank
has been washed away within the last 8 years.
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plateau stands the Roman fort of Vinovia.

(1)

Glacial deposits, as we have seen, whether gravels,
sands, or moraines, affect vegetation to the extent of
producing relatively dry and open country, and it is not
surprising to find Tardenoisian implements close at hand.(z)
More important considerations, however, from the point
of view of the Roman occupation of the plateau are the
inter-related problems of strategical advantage and
immediate communication routes.

The natural strength of the site is apparent.
"It appears,”" writes MacLauchlan, "almost an island in
the valley of the Wear."(s) On the south and west sides
protection is afforded by the wide sweep of the river,
fordable only in the dryest season, and by the steep and
difficult ascent to the plateau. The little Coundon
burn prolongs the natural defences on the south side,
while to the north the more gradual approach to the fort
is guarded by the marshy ground in the valley of the
Bell burn. Only South Shields' Lawe, of the other fort
sites in the county, is as easily adaptable for defensive
purposes.

From the top of BOysselton Hill MacLauchlan believed
that Dere Street was sighted to Bishop Auckland, and

deviated only from a direct line to take advantage of a

(1) pp.6~7. (2) Plate II. (3) Memoir, p. 5.
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favourable crossing of the Gaunless.(1) Unfortunately,
from a little ﬁeyond the site of this crossing to the
edge of the plateau at Binchester, a distance of two and
a half miles, the course of the road has never been proved,
and the exact approach to the fort remains uncertain.
MacLauchlan's suggested line runs from the market-
place in Bishop Auckland obliquely down the Wear Chare,
across the present curving arm of the Wear at two points,
and meets the known line of the road through the fort on
the edege of the plateau.(z) The angle of 120° produced
at this point is, however, an artificial one,and, while
on present evidence there is no difficulty in assuming
that the course of the river in Roman times lay to the
west of the present bed, excavation on MacLauchlan's
line in Bishop Auckland has produced negative results.ts)
An alternative route, noted by MacLauchlan(4) but dismissed
as improbable, is shown on Hooppell's map, and described
by him as passing "through the episcopal park and the
village of South Church, the original St. Andrew's Auck-
land, to what is now known as Fyland's Bridgef(5)
Recent discoveries(s) have confirmed the existence of a
Roman cemetery on this line, but more definite evidence
is awanting, while Horsley's observation(?) fits both

routes equally well. It is possible that the re-laying

(1) ibid, p. 4. (2) Plete VI. (3) Information from
Mr. James McIntyre.

(4) Memoir, p. 6. (5) Vinovia, pp. 2-3, & map f. p. 2.

(6) see p./73; Plate VI. (7) "At Binchester, our military
way makes a large turn, and disappears a little near
the town of Bishon AucklanAd." (Brit. Romana, p. 399),
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of sewage-pipes at present in progress between the fort
and the river on the south side will reveal the course
of the road,but until more definite evidence is to hand
the question must remain sugﬁudice.(l)

Both MacLauchlan and Hooppell believed that Dere
Street ran through the fort itself. Certainly the
well-made road discovered by Hooppell(g) can hardly have
avoided entering the south-eest gateway, while the agrer
of Dere Street on the Hunwick bank of the Wear, the
section of the road uncovered in 1911,(§lathe site of

the porta principalis sinistra, are all in reasonable

alinement.(él Although the seme relationship between
Dere Street and the fort seems to exist at Catterick,

the position would be intolerable unless by-pass roads
were also provided to avoid the defences. Such loop-
roads, indeed, appear to have existed at Corbridge,(S)
and commonly in the case of the forts on the Antonine

Wall in Scotland.(s) On the 0.S. six-inch map (1924.

Durham XXXIV, S.W), a short sector of the road from

(1) The Chief Engineer, Mr. R. Stanage, informs me that
a cutting is to be made through the "singular water-
worn projection, having all the appearance of an
artificial structure” a little to the east of
MacLauchlan's line, which, it has been suggested,
is a third alternative for the approach of Dere
Street to the fort (Memoir, p. 6).

(2) Plate IX. (3) PSAN., 3, v, pp. 64-5. (4) Plate VI.
(5) NCH., X, p. 459.

(6) Macdonald,  Roman Wall in Scotland, figs. 19, 42, etc.
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Binchester to Newfield is marked "Roman."(l) The
authority is undoubtedly lfacLauchlan whose note is as
follows: "It seems probably that there was a way towards
the coast from Binchester, and some may fancy they can
trace a dyke running from the north-west gate, along the
road towards Newfield; first on the east side, and then
on the west, near Belburn Brook, ascending near the road,
and running on the west side of it as far as the Newfield
Brook, where the road turns to the east towards Bier's
Green. Beyond this no trace may be seen, but about 350
yards before we reach the cross roads on the hill, there
is a heap of stones in the road, having much the appearance
of an ancient tumulus, so that a road possibly ran this
way by Biler's Green to the sea side."(z) No other
evidence in support of such a road has come to hand, for
the tombstone of Montanus,(s) observed in 1819 by the
side of the bridge over the Bell burn was not in situ;
it will be wiser at present, to disregard the suggestion
of a road to the coast.

Two other roads communicating with the fort at
Binchester are, however, well attested. The first of
these is the road from Bowes,(4) which crossed the Tees

at Barnard Castle and proceeded almost in a direct line

(1) Plate VI. (2) Memoir p. 7. (3} €IL., 429 (13).
(4) R.V.
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by way of Stainton, Raby, and Wackerfield to join Dere
Street three miles south of Binchester, thus "avoiding
wet ground and a superfluous crossing of the river

»(1) The second branch road left Dere Street

Gaunless.

three miles north of the fort, thereby obviating the

necessity for a second passage of the Wear, and apparently,

communicated directly with the station at Chester-le—Street.(z)
From many points of view, therefore, Binchester is

the key-site to the Roman occupation of the county.

S;tuated on Dere Street,the possibility of obtaining

substantial evidence relating to the first advance of the

Roman armies across the Tees is apparent; for it is

inconceivable that the adaptability of the plateau as =

bridge-head position would escape the attention of the

pioneer forces. A natural focus of road; Binchester

is the link with forts as far afield as South Shields

and Brough-under-Stainmore,and the vicissitudes of the

frontier in the second, third,and fourth centuries are

certain to be reflected within its walls. Finally,

the association of the site with the Brigantes on

Ptolemy's authority, the only direct evidence we have for

the extension of the dominion of that tribe into Seuwnty

County Durham, is an intriguing problem in view of the

present lack of evidence for Iron Age settlement on the

plateau.

(1) AA., 4, xiv, p. 203, (2) R. IV.
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THE BIBLIOGRAPHY OF THE SITE.(1)

The Roman name of Binchester is provided by two classical
texts. As already noted,(zl the geographer Ptolemy(sl
writing about 160 A.D., lists Vinnovium as one of the

cities of the Brigantes, while the Antonine Itinerary,

the third century road book of the Roman Empire,places
Vinovia nineteen miles from Vindomora (Ebchester), and

twenty-two miles from Cataractonium (Catterick).

(1) The excavations of 1937 proved that, at the present
time, about a quarter of the total area of the fort
lies within the grounds of Binchester Hall, and
beneath the house and outbuildings of Binchester
Farm. Local historians have taced the ownership
of the site as far back as the twelfth century to
the family of Binchester which took its name from
this property. The manor evidently possessed a
small population of serfs, or sub-tenants,surviving
into the sixteenth century as the "poor village"”
noted by Leland. While the village no longer
exists, Binchester 1s still rated as one of three
townships composing the parish of Byers: Green.

The present Hall, built in 1835 to replace an early
seventeenth century structure, is not upon the same
site but a little to the north, incorporating the
foundations of the old Hall within its grounds

(ef. Plate VII). Four the history of Binchester
from mediseval times onwards cf. Conyers Surtees.
History of the Parish of Byers Green, including the
the Townships of Newfleld and Binchester, Newcastle,
1922, pp. 15-38. )

(2) p. 9# . (3) Geoeraphias, Bk. II, c. III.
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As Camden pointed out,(l) the two references are
obviously to the same site, and the identification with
Binchester is certaintz) although Ptolemy's latitude and
longtitude have here fallen into error, possibly through
the mishandling by transcribers. Camden records two
inseriptions from Binchester,(s) while bishop Gibson,
adds a few discoveries made in the early eighteenth
century,including:carnelian, and what would appear to have
been a circular stone tomb: "all carefully searched for

(4)

by the present owner, Mr. Charles Wren." Apparently
Dr. Christopher Hunter of Durham was also making =
collection of objects from the site at this time for
when StuKeley visited him, on the occasion of his northern
tour with Roger Cale in 1725, he was shown a number of
fragments of Samian ware, including, as he tells us, a
vessel with the potter's stamp AMANDVES. In view of
Hooppell's discovery of kiln-rests, StuReley's further
observation (probably repeating Hunter) that "the clay is
there met withall and there was a great pottery,"(5)
would seem to be not without foundation.

Horsley's visit to.Binchester produced two further
inscrived stones,(s) and the following brief notice:
"The station has been large, and nearly equal to that at

Lanchester. The river mskes a remarkable turn, and so

happens to run almost east and west, and to lie nearly

(1) Britannia, 1607, p. 603. {2} ef. CIL., 427 (11).

- (3) CIL., 424, 425 (8%9). (4) Britannia, 1722, col.940.

() Crr, 426423

5
(5) Iter Boreale (Itinerarium Curiosum, 1776) p. 72. (10~ 12).
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south from the station ... The outbuildings, as usual,
have been between the statlion and the river, or to the
south-west of the station.“(l) Although there is no
explicit statement to this effect, the inference of the
first sentence is that the ramparts were sufficiently
visible in Horsley's time to allow an estimastion of the
size of the fort. On the other hand, Horsley's computa-
tion of the size of Binchester in relation to that of
the fort at Lanchester is quite erroneous, and so we must
doubt whether surface indications were much more pronounced
in the early eighteenth century than they were sixty years
later when Hutchinson visited the site.

Cade's extravaganza entitled Conjectures on the name
of the Roman Station Viggzium_qz_ﬁigghﬂﬁﬁﬁr,(2) contains
the information that the coins found on the site extended
to the time of Valentinian and Theodosius, and adds
further discoveries,viz: a sculptured stone, an uninscribed
altar, and a bronze statuette; the rest of his material
is merely amusihg. (%)

The best eighteenth century view of the site is given
by the historian of Durham county, William Hutchinson.
While only incidentally interested in Roman antiquities,
and in no sense an epigraphist, Hutchinson was a zealous

and, within his limitations, a faithful recorder, and his

(1) op. cit., p. 399.
(2) Archaeologis, VII, 1633, pp. 160-3.

(3) The area of the fort is given as 29 acres. ibid.
pP. 161.
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writings have preserved much useful meteriasl which other-
wise might have been lost in the hiatus in Roman studies
between Horsley and Hodgson. The text of his account of
Binchester is as follows: "The station at Binchester

lies on elevated ground, near eighty perpendicular feet
above the river Wear, which washes its western foot, and
by the washing of the bank ... the south-west corner of
the vailum is gone; the north-west terminates at 'r.
Wren's summer-house. The ground within the station is

an inclining plain facing the east, and on account of old
inclosures and long cultivation 1t is very difficult to
ascertain the dimensions and exact figure. In the

break of the bank at the south-west corner the foundations
of the vallum are laid open, consisting of very large
blocks of stone laid transversely; several pieces of stone
aqueducts are on the sides of the hill, where they have

shrunk down with the soil"(l)

Notes follow on Mr. Vren's
collection of gems and pottery, and the account concludes
with a lengthy discourse on the sculptured figure con-
sidered by Cade to be that of a faun. An important

footnote is, however, appended from Gyll's lMSS., recounting

(1) Durham, III, 1794, pp. 346-8.
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the discovery of Roman burials in the Bishop's park.(l)
The most significant statement in the above descrip-
ot mealoned
tion, umneticed by previous writers, is that a landslip
has taken place, in consequence of river-action, on what
is really the south-east side of the fort.(z) How far
this affected the fort is not clear, for Hutchinson
apparently mistook the stone pavement of Dere Street for
the masonry of the fort wall,(5] and thereby anticipated
the results of the excavations of 1937 on completely
false premises.

About 1815,attention was again focussed on the site

by the chance discovery of a hypocaust, "peculiarly

(1) "in building a bridge over the Gaunless, in the
park at Bishop Auckland in 1757, was found a Roman
urn of greyish-clay, filled with ashes, earth, and
the remains of human bones. ... The place where this
urn was found was about a quarter of a mile from
Binchester, where several other pieces of pottery
have been discovered" 1ibid., p. 348.

(2) Hutchinson's compass-points are not exact, S.W.
should read S., N.W. should read N., and similarly
for the other angles.

(3) MacLauchlan. Memoir, p. 5.
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worthy of examinatiou,"(l)

within the station, while four
years later the tombstone of a decurion was discovered
at the crossing of the Bell burn, between Binchester and
Byers Green.(a) The latter stone cannot now be located,
and the chances are that it perished in the general disaster
which befell the Wren collection of antiquities when the
Hall was sold by Charles Lyon to bishop Van Mildert in
1833. All but one of the sculptured and inscribed stones
which had formerly stood in the court-yard were used as
building material in a neighbouring coal—pit.(s) Only
the altar to Fortune.was preserved through the intervention
of Canon Raine.(4)

The last general account of the existing remains
before Hooppell's excavation is given by MacLauchlan,
and his description is interesting because it is accom-
panied by the first serious attempt to define the limits
of the fort. "The whole of the N.E. front" he writes,
"is traceable, and about half of the N.WW. and S.E. fronts;

on this assumption the fortress will have been a right-angled

(1) Bruce. Weall (1), p. 344; Roach Smith. Collectanea
Antiqua, iv, 1857, pp. 131 ff., & P1l. xxxi; Mackenzie
& Ross. Durham, II, p. 304; MacLauchlen. op. cit.,
pp. 6=7.

(2) AA., 1, i, p. 142; CIL., 429 (13).

(3) Lapidarium Septentrionale, p. 371.

(4) er. CIL., 423 (7).
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parallelogram, with the N.E. and S.W. fronts about 214
yards in length, and the N.W. and S.E. fronts about 160
yards. This would give an area of about seven acres."

The possibility of a landslip having removed the south-west
rampart is not considered,but the southern half of the

fort is arbitarily planned to fit the shape of the plateau!ll
Further observations refer to gateways in the centre of
each rampart, and a broad ditch "perhaps the same as at

(2)

Lanchester, above sixty feet."”

THE EXCAVATIONS OF 1878-80.

In the year 1877, on the occasion of a visit of the
Tyneside Naturalist's Field Club to Binchester, Mr. John
Proud of Bishop Auckland offered to finance the exploration
of the site. H&viag:gzj;csd the patronage of the bishop,
Dr. Lightfoot, and the consent of the owners and tenant
of the land, excavation was begun in the following year
under the direction of the Rev. Dr. R. E. Hooppell, rector
of Byers Green. 1The final results of the work were

published in book form in 1891 under the title Vinovia,

A Buried Roman City in the County of Durham, illustrated

by plans prepared by J. #. Taylor, and sketches by

(1) MaclLauchlan. Enlarged plan, accompanying map.

(2) Memoir, pp. 6-7.
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W. Heatlie(l). By arrangement with the University of
Durham it was agreed that all portable objects should be
deposited in the University kuseum, where they are to be
found at the present time.

A recent writer reviewing these excavations has
declared: "the slight excavation then carried out did
not shed much light upon the history and form of the
(2)

fort". Unfortunately this is only too true, but
scientific archaeology as we know it to-day is largely

a product of the twentieth century, and Vinovia, whatever
its defects, ranks highly amongst similar publications

of the period.

+ (1) For contemporary summaries cf:

(1) Aa., 2, ix, pp. 191-202.

(1i)”JAA., x1iii, 1887, pp. 11-123.

(11i) Antiquary, III, 1881, p. 82.

(iv) Antiguary, V, 1882, p. 77.

(v) Lecture: Vinovium. Delivered by Hooppell
in the Town Hall, Bishop Auckland, Ffeb. 24, 1879,
and reprinted from the Auckland Chronicle,
Feb. 28, 1879.

(vi) DUJ., IIXI, 1879, no. 8, pp. 4ff.

(vii) DUJ., IV, 1879, no. 14, p. 29.

(2) Petch. AA., 4, i, p.6.
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In the following pages a critical analysis will be made
of Hooppell's report, in three sections (i) structural
evidence, (ii) pottery, and (iii) coins, to form a basis

for the excavations carried out by the writer in 1937.

A. THE FORTIFICATIONS.

l. The Rampart.

The rampart of the fort was excevated only on the
north-east side where its raised mound is still plainly
visible. No attempt was made to discover the position
of the south-west rampart, so that the size of the fort
remained uncertain. Hooppell's opinion that it was
square in shape and not less than eight acres in extent,(l)
was purely conjectural. The first section, cut through
the north angle, revealed the stone wall 8 feet 7 inches
thick with a fine chamfered plinth resting on a base
courseta). No facing stones were found in situ above
the plinth, but,in happy contrast,the back of the wall
was discovered standing six courses high on a
flagged foundation. Moreover, the wall was found to
be stepped back by offsets, 7 inches and 6 inches wide

respectively, at the second and fifth courses from the

roundationstz). The excavators apparently removed the

(1) Vinovia, p. 5.
(2) Vinovia, p. 7, Plate 3, and drawing f. p. 8.

(3) A similar method of construction has been noted in the

Gordianic reconstruction of the fort wall at Lanchester

(p./s5), and at Caewent (Arch. Cambrensis, xvi, 1916,
Ds 18).
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bank behind the wall without being aware of its existence.
Hooppell was at first inclined to believe that the solid

bed of water-worn cobbles - "in some places ... quite

(1)

30 feet wide" ~'- on which the fort wall rested,represented

a Brigantian fortificationga) but he was later persuaded

by Roach Smith that such footings were not abnormal to
(3)

Roman constructional methods.

(2) Towers and Gateways.

No sign of an angle turret was observed at the north
corner, although the excavators uncovered the back of the
fort wall eamtwards from the apex of the curve for a
distance of some 35 feet. Neither were any gates found
although search was made for the entrance in the north-
east rampart. Unfortunately, the excavators were here
working not in the centre of this rampart, where we may

now assume the porta praetoria was situated,(4) but a

short distance to the east,(s) so that the lack of
success is not surprising. While the site of the gate-
way in the south-east rampart was suggested by the dis-
covery of its rapdway both inside and outside the fort,
the "absorbing interest of the work undertaken elsewhere,
and the absence of any special indications of the pro-

™

bable survival of this gateway, conspired to prevent a

(1) Vinovia, p. 9. (2) Lecture, p. 13. (3) Vinovia, p.

Plat
(4) see pu‘v" . (5) vinovia, Fl. 2, J, and p. 9.
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search for it being undertaken."(l)

Before we leave the ramparts we may note that at the
northern angle a narrow passage had been cut through the
core of the wall down to the foundation course, and the
chamfered plinth at this point was worn by constant tread.(z)
When this breach was made it is impossible to say, but it
can hardly have been before the mid-fourth century, for
the defences appear to have been reconditioned under
Constantius Chlorus.(a) On the other hand,the fact that
the postern was carried through at the foundation level
of the wall, sugeests no appreciable accumulation within
the site, and therefore a date not far removed from the
final abandonment of the military occupation of the fort.
Until we have evidence for a Theodosian garrison, however,
we are not justified in deducing from this discovery a

sub-Roman settlement on the plateau.

3. The Ditches.

There is no suggestion in Hooppell's account of any
work being carried out on the ditch-system of the fort,

and nothing is said to amplify or modify previous references.

[
o

(1) ibid., p. 9.

(2) ibid., frontispiece, Plate 3,and drawings f. pp. 8 & 21.

—

(3) see p. 760 .



/06

B. EXCAVATION WITHIN THE FORT
(1)

1l. The Praetorium.

Reference has already been made to the discovery of =
hypocaust within the fort, about the year 1815.(2) On
the general site plan prepared by J. W. Taylor(s) it is
placed 350 feet from the north-east rampart, and 165 feet
from the south-east rampart, but these measurements are
incorrect and should read 315 feet, and 200 feet respec-
tively (0.S. 25 inch map, 1920, Durham XXXIV, 14). The
excavators decided to undertake a more exact survey of
this structure and we are indebted to Mr, J. W. Taylor for
a series of excellent plans and sections. It was soon
discovered that the hypocaust was only one of a series of
chambers in a building which Hooppell rightly identified

as the praetorium. As the garden-wall of the Hall ran

across the site hereabouts, part only of this building

was excavated, and it is,therefore,impossible to form any

(4)

idea of its size and shape. lMoreover,the plan of

(1) ef. Vinovia, pp. 14-18, Plates 2, 4, 5 & 6, and drawings
f. pp. 14 (defective, AA., 2, ix, footnote p. 198) &
15.

(2) pp.99-r0. (3)Vinovia, Plate 2.
(4) Mr. H. Thompson of Binchester Hall tells me that the

remains of this building have been traced through
into the present Hall grounds.
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the remains(l) shows a confused jumble of walls, in some
instances of obviously different date, but which the
excavators failed to isolate. Withéut re-examination
of the site the task of so doing 1s now impossible. It
is ,however, worth while to analyse Hooppell's account
for the evidence it contains of re-building within the
fort.

Work of one period is represented by a row of three
rooms,(2) parallel to the north-east rampart, and fronting
on to a road which appears, on present evidence, to have

been the via principalis of the fort. The most easterly

of these rooms (a) contained the principal hypocaust,
measuring 15 feet 6 inches by 22 feet & inches end
originally supported by 88 pillars, of which 80 were in
perfect condition when first discovered. These plllers, es
each 4 feet 4 inches high,were formed of tiles, a number

of which bore the stamp N CON (retro)(s) in two sizes,
Elliptical flue-tiles round each wall, secured into a

cement bedding by T-shaped iron holdfasts carried the

air to the room above. The walls of the heating-

chamber were a little over 3 feet thick, and access was

(1) Vinovia, Plate 4.
(2) ivid., a, t, u.
(3) CIL., 1234 (14).
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provided by three arched openings, each 2 feet 2 inches
wide, symetrically placed in the north-west wall. The
central arch had been ruthlessly widened at the beginning
of the nineteenth century.

In the room above the hypocaust-chamber many of the
flue-tiles were still standing two deep round the walls,
faced with coloured wall-plaster. Two doorways, each
3 feet 73 inches wide, were observed in the north-east
and north-west sides, the latter communicating with

(1)

room t. A section drawn by Taylor shows mortised
holes in the imposts of the north-east doorway to receive
the tenons of a timber framework.

Room t was the same size as room a and possessed a
hollow floor which we must assume was likewilse hypocausted,
although excavation in this area was hindered by the

(2)

precarious state of the remains. An.underground
bricked archway, however, at the south corner of this
room, 3 feet wide and about 5 feet 6 inches high,
apparently gave access not only to the heating chamber of
room &, but also to those of rooms u and E-(S) 0f the
latter, u was only partially excavated but it would seem
to conform to the measurements of a and t. Room w,

projecting north-east from the latter, was of smaller

proportions, measuring only 5 feet by 1l feet 6 inches.

(1) Vinovia, Plate 5, section E. F.
(2) AA., 2, 1x, p. 198.
(3) Vinovia, Plate 5, & p. 17.
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From the evidence of flue-tiles in position round the
walls, end a drain penetrating its west wall "made,"
Hooppell writes, "when the chamber was first built,”(l)
it may well have been part of a suite of baths.

The remaining walls shown on Plate 4 are uniformly
hatched as period II work, although as has been remarked
at least two more periods seem to be involved which the
scanty nature of the evidence does not allow us to dis-
entangle. We may, however, summarise the evidence for
reconstruction as follows:

(i) Room a. The hypocaust was apparently in use at
a late period, a coin of Magrenrt/us being discovered on
the threshold of one of the underground doorways,(z) while
in the room above an elliptical flue-tile had, at some
time, been replaced by a square box-tile stamped M.P.P.(s)
Moreover, the threshold of the north-east doorway was
worn.down, and the doorjambs showed signs of repair.(4)
Lastly a flue-tile had been removed from one of the walls
to admit the passage of a drain whose course was traced
for a few feet in the direction of the éarden wall.

(11) Room u. Hooppell states that "the hypocaust
appeared not to have been used in the later period of the

Roman occupation of the building."(s)

(1) ibid., p. 16. (2) AA., 2, ix, p. 198.

(3) Vinovia, Plate 5, & p. 15; ER., VII, 1135 (19).
(4) Vinovia, Plate 5, Section E.F.

(5) ivid., p. 16.
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(1iii) Courtyard. In front of the chambers a & t

and abutting on to the road,was a walled and paved court-
yard with a small rectangular room in the north-west

corner (r). The north-east wall of this courtyard appears
to be of a later period than the construction of the
hypocausts for it is not parallel to the street drain on
the opposite side of the road, and it is possible that

it encroaches on the roadway. Beneath the flagging of
this courtyard were found a number of stone pillars from

a disused hypocaust,(l) and many fragments of wall—plaster,(z)
while the flagging itself incorporated re-used material
including a broken statue of the goddess Fortune.(a)
Unfortunately we cannot say whether the dedication to
Aesculapius and Salus,(4) found hereabouts, was serving the
same purpose, although Hooppell would seem to imply that
this was the case.(s) Part of this reconstruction must

be ascribed to the fourth century for the coins "Which

were picked up in so great numbers along the course of the
channel of the drain, were few, if any of them, earlier than
the Constantine period".(sl Hooppell was inclined to

believe that the commandant's house had now become a

public baths, but it is wiser to agree with Petch that

(1) AA., 2, ix, p. 198.

(2) Lecture, p. 27.

(3) Antiquary, III, 1881, p. 82.
(4) EE., vII, 979 (16).

(5) Vinovia, p. 18.

(6) Ibia.
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the existing evidence does not "warrant so great a

(1)

transformation".

C. EXCAVATION WITHOUT THE TFORT.

l. The North Angle.

A stone-built flagged drain, 2 feet 2 inches wide,
ran out of the fort through the northern anglefz) As it
passed beneath the fort wall it was arched, and Taylor's
plans suggest that the construction of both wall and
drain is contemporary. For convenience, seke drainage
from Roman military sites was usually conducted through
the angles for here the latrineswvere commonly situated.(ﬁ)
In front of the rampart a large stone had been fixed across
the mouth of the drain apparently to check the flow
of water by reducing the passage to half its height.

Like the archway,this stone was coated with a deposit which
proved on analysis to be no more than the residue of pure
spring water.(4) The drain continued beyond the fort

wall for a distance of twenty feet and debouched into a
square stone-built chamber, "one of the greatest puzzles of

(5)

the exploration™. Hooppell was not convinced that

(1) AAs; &, 1, Ds 6

(2) Vinovia, pp. 7-9, frontispiece, Plate 3, and drawings
f. pp. 8 and 21.

(3) e. g. Housesteads, AA., 2, xxv, Pl. XVIII.
Benwell, AA., 4, iv, p. 140.
Ebchester, p. Z2%o.

(4) AA., 2, ix, p. 193.

(5) Vinovia, p. 7. and Plate 3.
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there was necessarily any connection between the two but
the excavations of 1937 have made this point certain.
The chamber measureq 10 feet square internally; its walls
were formed of rubble masonry, and the only entrance was
that of the drain on the fort side. Moreover, we may
quote Hooppell: "The floor was red with burning, as a
hearth might be; and there were great hewn stones,
apparently part of some important building, with deep
grooves carefully chiselled in them, and other marks of
construction about them, which had evidently been exposed
to great heat. And besides all this there were lumps
of bright red élay, which had not been burned, in this
mysterious chamber."(l) Clearly the structure had been
built of re-used material and was therefore subsequent
to the first-period stone fort. Whether the burning
had actually taken place in the chamber we cannot tell
from Hooppell's account, but remembering that we are dealing
with re-used building material it is not unlikely that
the "marks of fire" were already on the stones when they
were again brought into service.

The suggestions for the purpose of the structure
were varied and entertaining, ranging from a potter's kiln
to a Mithraic cave, but in view of the discovery of a

similar structure outside the east angle in 1937, a full

(1) Vinovia, p. 8.
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discussion of the problem may be reserved for later con-

(1)

sideration.

2. The Circular Bath—Building.(z)

Some 70 yards outside the south-east rampart of the fort,
on the north side of Dere Street, a circular building was
discovered, and interpreted correctly by the excavators
as having originally formed part of a suite of baths.

The size of the building (diameter 19 feet 6 inches)

and the width of the walls (1 foot 10 inches), closely
correspond with the measurements of the circular structure at
Templeborough.(s) From the evidence of flue-tiles lining
the walls, we may conclude that the building was hypocausted,
though whether the hypocaust was channelled or pillared

we cannot say.(4)

Two doorways gave access to adjacent rooms,one of
which was hypocausted, while a mortised stone in the middle
of the floor suggests that the roof was supported by a
central pillar.‘sl On the right-hand side of the
north-east entrance stood a hollow stone table.

Subsequently the building was modified and put to

another use, The doorways were blocked up, a stone

(1) see pp. /6! ¥

(2) Vinovia, pp. 19-21, Plates 2 & 7, and drawing AA.,
2, ix, f. p. 196 (defective, note p. 197).

(3) May. Templeborough, p. 49.
q

(4) Ghanneled hypocausts are primarily used ca suadatoria on
the Antonine Wall (Roman Wall in Scotland, 1934, p. 71).

(5) As in similar buildings at Maryport (CW., 1, v, p. 246)
& Koschi?g (Fink, ORL., no. 74, Lief., xxx?iii 1913,
tar., iii).
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and rubble bench was bullt against the eastern wall, and
a new floor was laid over the accumulation debris of the
old.(l) loreover, the hypocaust of the adjacent chamber
on the north-east side seemed to the excavators to have been
destroyed by fire and never again put into commission.(z)
Finally, at a third period, & rough wall 1 foot & inches
wide was erected across the chamber on the south side,
end & new floor laid several feet ebove tlat of leriod II,
and "many feet™ above the original floor level.
Hooppell conjectured that in its original phase the
building had been the caldarium, or hot room of the bath-
(3)

house, but Miss fair, in a valuable paper analysing
this and similar structures in cohort forts,(4) has

shown that we are rather to identify it with the sugdatorium

described by Vitruvius and Pliny - a small and very hot
circular chamber, hotter than the caldarium,and heeted
by—a—separate furnase, with its heat regulated by adjustable
bronze shutters in the roof. From the evidence provided

by forts in Britain and on the German Limes, Miss Fair

concludes that "the circular sugdatorium, as a feature

of the cohort-fort's bath-house, seems to belong to the

(1) The ecircular suddatorium at Hardknot appears to have
been similarly dismantled (CW., 2, xxviii, p. 336).

(2) AR., 2, 1x, p.-197.

(3) The discovery of a fine bronze strigil in this building
left no doubt as to its general purpose.

(4) Circular Bath-Buildings in Connexion with Cohort Forts,
Su ’ MI, 192?, pp. 220-224.
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(1)
late first and early second century”. As an isolated

building it is "an early feature", but "it has not,

apparently, gone out of fashion by the beginning of the

(2)

second century". In this connection,it is significant

that "a nuznber of coins of the earlier emperors™ were found

(3)
in the Binchester sugdatoriun.

No independent dating evidence was noted by the
excavators for periods II and IIJ, but a significant
clue to the use of the building following one of these
reconstructions was provided by the discovery of a number
of terra-cotta objects "made exactly after the fashion of
a modern bobbin ... about six inches in height, and about
three inches across the ends.“[4) Hooppell could offer
no exnlanation of their purpose, but they are undoubtedly

(5)

kKiln-rests. Here we may see positive evidence of

Dr. Stukeley's "great pottery™" at Binchester.

3. The Civil Settlement.(s}

When the investigation of the ramparts was deemed

completed,work was transferred to the edefe of the plateau

(1) ivid., p. 220.

(2) i6la.. b. 221, Hardknot is cited as an example of
the upper limit.

(3) Antiguary, V, 1822, p. 77.
(4) Vinovia, p. 21.
(5) aA., 4, 1, pp. 115-116.

(6) Vinovia, pp. 9-12¢ 21-22, Plate 2, and drawings
f. pp. 11 and 22.
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on the south side of the fort, and here the first discovery
was that of the roadway( already noted by Maclauchlaﬂgl)
(but placed by him e little west of the true line)(z)
terminating abruptly at a landslip on the edge of the
plateau. The western side of this road was followed
towards the fort for about 80 yards, and its continuation
fell almost directly into line with the roasdway observed
within the ramparts.ts] It was paved with solid blocks
and bordered by a stone gutter (mistaken by Hutchinson for

(4)

an aqueduct), and "seemed to have been repaired at

(5) The

6)

different periods, and at different levels".
width does not appear to have been ascertained.(
Fronting on to the road was a row of rectengular buildings
of varying sizes; each building being free-standing

while separated from those on either side only by a narrow
alley-way. Hooppell's observant eye noted at least

three constructional periods.

The original stone buildings had their foundations
at the first-period road-level, and the gutter at the

(7)

side of the street took the eaves-drip. foreover the
"oldest edifices"™, nearest the edge of the nlateau, had

a distinctive type of large, well-dressed masonry,

(1) Memoir, p. 5. (2) Lecture, p. 21.
(3) Plate IX. (4) cf. p. 98.
(5) Vinovia, p. 10. (7) Vinovia, drawing f. p. 22.

(6) In his report to the British Archaeological Association
meeting Hooppell mentions a width of 30 feet, but there
is no evidence to show that this was more than a conjecture
(Antiguarx, 11I, 188, p. B2).
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and roofs supported by round monolithic columns.(l}
Evidence of period II was provided by building U, whose

four walls were uncovered. It proved to be no less than 91 feet
in length, and a:feet 8 inches wide, built of small well-

dressed ashlar, reminding Hooppell of the "stones of which

the great Roman Wall ... is composed“.(g) The foundation

course of this building had been laid partly over thé

stone gutter of pericd I, & section of which had been lifted

2 feet to meet the requirements of the higher floor-level.(s)
Finally a third period was represented by s further raising

of the floor-level and the regular placing of door-steps

two feet above the raised gutters of period II.

The purpose of these buildings was not clear to the
excavators, and later writers do not seem to have appreciated
their real significance.(4} There is no reason to doubt,
however, that Hooppell uncovered part of the civil settle-
ment of the fort, remarkable for the symmetry of planning
and the excellent construction displayed. While no
direct evidence was forthcoming to date the successive

rebuildings, Hooppell ventured to ascribe the original

work to Hadrian, and the reconstructions to Severus and

(1) One of these columns in the Durham University !fuseum
measures 4 feet in length and 1 foot in diameter.

(2) Vinovia, p. 10.
(3) ibid., drewing f. p. 11.

(4) Petech. aA., 4, 1, p. 6. "The buildings resemble
barrack blocks".
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Constantine - a singular anticipation of the first three
Wall periods.(l)

Perheps the most important feature of work in this
area, however, was the corroborative evidence it supplied
for Hutchinson's deduction that a landslip had removed
a considerable stretch of the south-western edge of the
plateau since Roman times. The abrupt termination of the
road on the edge of the precipice, and the broken walls
of the most southerly buildings, showed unmistakeably
"how vast a portion of the hill had succumbed to the

(2)

effects of rain and river".

D. THE POTTERY.

No complete report on the pottery from Hooppell's
excavations has ever been made, but individual sherds have
occasionally been published for comparative purposes. 3}
The difficulty is that no record of stratification or find-spot
was kept and it is even impossible to distinguish between
sherds found within the fort, and those excavated in the
civil settlement. Historically,the most that can be done
is to review the material in bulk for the light which it
throws on the Roman occupation of the site as a whole.

At the same time it has been deemed advisable to include

certain pieces in the pottery report for their "curiosity value".

(1) ef. AA., 4, vii, p. 169. (2) Lecture, p. 18.

(3) e.g. M. R. Hull. Rudchester, AA., 4, i, pp. 110-120;
and the same writer - Signal Stations, AJ., LAXXIX,
1933, pp. 220-250,.
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l. Terra Sigillatsa.

No figured samian attributable to the South Gaulish

potteries is to be observed,although the products of the

Lezoux potters, dated Hadrian-Antonine, are numerous.

Five stamped pieces have been drawn. (Plate XXXI, nos.

1-5).
(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Bowl, F. 30, stamped 'TERCATO[R.!) (retro).

Not the South Gaulish 'TERCATOR, as suggested

by Petch,(l) but the Lezoux potter of that name.
The complete stamp,together with the bird (D. 1010),
and the rosette-binding, occur on a bowl of the
same form from Augsburg (Augsburg, 1913, Taf.
XII, 5, and p. 52). Oswald dates this potter
Tra jan-Hadrian, but the fabric and the wearing
of the mould (note the missing head of the bird)
suggest rather the Hadrian-Antonine period.
Bowl, F. 37, Lezoux. In beaded metope, masks
(D. 695 and 711). Stamped [PATER]N FE(retro).
Period: Hadrian-Antonine,

Bowl, F. 37, Lezoux. Ovole with plain tongue
and bead terminal over bead row. Stamped
LASTUC[A) (retro). Period: Hadrian-Antonine.

Bowl, F. 37, Lezoux. Leaf scroll. Stamped

(CIN)NAM[I] (retro). ©Period: Hadrian-Antonine.

(l) .f‘;A_'!

4. 35 Pe 8a
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(5) Bowl, F. 37, Lezoux. Apollo (D. 56) in beaded
metope. Stamped CIN[NA'I] (retro).
Period: Hadrian-Antonine.

In plain Samian I have corrected Hooppell's list of
potter's stamps as far as possible omitting fragments
(ef. p.725,nos. 1-36). The bulk of the material dates
from Hadrian onwards but there are two exceptions - a
platter F. 18, and a cup F. 33 stamped OF CELSI (no. 9),

both of which should be ascribed to the flavian period.

2. Coarse Pottery.

Fifty coarse pottery types from the collection are
illustrated. (Plates XL and XLI). The earliest pieces
are the mortarium (no. 31) and the carinated bowl (no. 5).
The former of these may be safely ascribed to the late
first or early second century, while the latter is
pre-Antonine. The flagons (nos. 1-4), the jar (no. 9),
and the mortarium stamped LOCCI.PR (no. 32), carry the
occupation of the site through the Antonine period while
the third century seems to be represented by nos. 7 and 8.
The bulk of the material is, however, fourth century - the
relative abundence of Crambeck and Hunteliff types attesting

8 vigorous occupation at the close of the Roman era in

Britain,
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g. coms. 1)

excavation and Hooppell identified 311 of these.

336 coins were discovered in the course of the

(2)

dr. W. Percy Hedley, F.S.A., who has recently worked through

the coins in the Durham University Iluseum, has kindly

allowed me to make use of his report, which amends Hooppell's

mis-readings.

The coin series begins with an as of Claudius,

(3)
(4)

and this together with four brass coins of Vespasian

strongly suggests a Ilavian occupation of the site.

The remaining coins are such as might be found on any site

occupied from the second to the late fourth century.

The suggestion that the barbarous coin of local mint

(no. 137) may indicate a survival of occupation into the

post-Roman period,

(5)

requires confirmation.

F. INSCRIPTIONS.

tiles,

Two inscribed stones were found in addition to stamped

graffiti, etc.te) The most important of these

was an altar set up to Aesculapius and Salus by the regi-

mental doctor of the ala Vettonum, whose presence in

garrison at Binchester is thereby attested.

(1) Appendix II.B. (2) Vinovia, pp.42-7. (3) cf.AA., 4, xiv,

p. 98.

(4) Ur. G. H. Askew informs me that only 5 other coins of

Claudius are known to him form the Wall area e.g.
Coventina's Well (2) (AA., 2, viii, p. 43); South Shields
(ibid., x, p. 275); Thorngrafton Hoard (ibid, iii, p. 269)
and Newsham (PSAN., 2, viii, p. 241).

(5) Corbridge Guide, p. 11. (6) EE., VII, 979-980 (16 & 17).
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G. CONCLUSIONS.

The results of the excavations of 1879-80 may be
briefly tabulated as follows:
(i) No trace of pre-Roman settlement wes observed.
(ii) While the circular §j?atorigm, a few sherds,
and several coins suggested a first century
occupation, the nature and extent of this occup-
ation was undetermined.

(iii) At some period a stone fort had been erected,
whose north-east rampart, over 200 yards in
length, was of massive proportions, measuring
8 feet 7 inches at the base, and being reduced
by successive internal offsets. Nothing was
known of the size of this fort.

(iv) In the third century the garrison was the

ala Vettonum(;f RAppeadrx T, no. /6),

(v) Dere Street appeared to run through the fort and,
flanking its western kerb outside the south-east
rampart, stood the buildings of the civil settle-
ment notewortly for their regular planning and
excellence of construction.

(vi) A great deal of the plateau, how much it was
impossible to say, had been destroyed by a land-
slip.

(vii) within the fort the tile stamps on the hypocaust

pillars of the praetorium do not, as yet, allow us

to date what appeared to the excavators to be

]
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(1) agen
first-period work, while it is impossible

in view of the lack of evidence, to equate
reconstruction here with successive periods of
rebuilding noted in the vicus and in the circular

sqﬁdatorium.

(viii) Occupation of the site had certainly survived

into the late fourth century.

(1) The term numerus was in existence in the second century,
although the epigraphic records of numeri in Britain
appear to date from the third century onwards.
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(1)

POTTZRS STAMPS IN THE 100PPELL CCLL=ECTION

A. On Terra Sigilliata.

1 (43) ADVOCISI O F-‘E-I ADVOCISVE of ILezoux and
Lubie. Perica: aadrian-
Antonine.

2.-019) ALBVCOLIALL F.35. ALBVCIALVS (i1l) aof
LEZCUX. Perici: Antnnine.

3 {‘-'-U). [ﬁllAIL,;.&.b F-E?- 11‘;‘.._4_.;‘!\_. ctf Lezcux.
Fericd: Trajan-Hadirian.

4.v23%). *A*POL~AVSTI L.1u;31. APCLAV3TZIR of Lezcux.

erica: Antocnine.

5 (<) AVENTINIY He AT o A?L,;:,VE of lezcux.
Perici: Haarisu-ainivcal.e.

& (35). LL.IALT] F.33. C‘Pr] LIANVS of Lezoux.
Perioca: Aunivonine.

7 (31). CASsIVs-E] F.33. CASSIVS or CASEUS of
nelllioenverg, Perliod:

= Donitian-Antonine.

8 (28). CELSIANI-OF] F.13/31.  CELSIAWVS of Lezoux.
Perioa: Hadriasn-Antonine

9 (25), OF CELSI F.27. CZLSVS of La Graufesen-
que, dated by Oswaldl:Claudius-
Vespasian. Anile having thne
exiernal zroove on tne foot-
stani " a fairly coastant pre-
Flavian feature " (0.P., p.187)
tue coarseiess of tnls vessel
BUpLesls a Flavian date.

1 (4). EIQuaf] (retro)  F.37. CINNAYVS of Lezoux and
Luoi€. Perioca: Irajan-
Antonine. {(Plate YX¥YI no.#4).

11 (5)s cINfianI] (retro) F.57. ibia. (Plate ¥XXI no.5).

12 (p.49). CINNAMI (retroc) FedTs 1“14.

3. (1h)s CRISPINI F.33. CRLSPINVS of Lezoux.
Pericid: nadrian-Antonine.

14 (44). poIfccl #A --(lost) DOECCVS or DOVZCCVS
of Lezcux =nd Lubie. Perici:
naarian-Aantonine.

15 (22).  DRIPPI-MA F.18/31. I can find ao other

————

(1)

record of uinis potter.

The numbers in brackeis refer Lo tine stamp-numbers in

VinOViﬂ.. pl.)o 50‘59 .

Except in one or two instances waere the importance
of tue stamp nas reyuireld a rather more ietailei

consideration of tne evlidence, Dr.
has been acceptei (Igiex of Potters'

Sigillata,

1931).

Oswali's dating
Stamps _on Terrsa
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(30). GEMINE .« o] Fil35. GLMINVS of Lezoux.
Pericd: naarian-LAate Antcaine.
(2). pasivdy (retro) F.37. LASIVCA of Lezoux.

Perioci: aadrian-Antcanine. (Plate
XL 1n6.3) .

£16) s LVCINA F.3%. LYCINVS of Lezouxe.
Perioci: Haidrian. ine same stamp

uae oeen fouala at Cuaecster-l=-
Street aal Soutlia Salelds.

(24). AL M F.?3. MAMSIVS of Lezoux.
Periou: Trajan-Antoniue.

&3P MARITE . - J F.33%. MARITV'WE of lLezoux.
Perlcas Hairian-Auntoniae.

Ve Ry, VAL sRNI F.33, MATeRHVS of Lezoux.
Perioca: Lomitiuan-Antoalne.

(T} MZRCAT U if] (retro) F.30. ot vue Scutn Caullsn
potter, as supzeslel by Petcn

(Ad., %, 1, ncte ».%), but tue
Lezoux poiter of tue same name

(ef.Augsburg, 1213, Taf.XII,5).
Cewald dates tne Lezoux potter
Trajan-tairian, bui on typological
grounde tals plece can uarily be
pre-Antonine (Plate ¥VXI no.1).

(#1). [edXeVLLI F.38. UVXIVLLVS of Lezoux.
s Perioa: Haarian Antonine.
(17). NAMILIANI F.55. NAMLILIANVS of Lezoux.
Periocd: Antonie.
(34). PATIIRAI[L OF] F.33. PATERATV3 of Lezoux.
. Perioa: hairian-Antonine.
(6).  [PATZHd FX (reuro)F.37. PALZRNVS of Lezcux.

Perioi:Trajan-Antonine. ([Plate
XEXL Noe2)«
(27). [BavLi F.18/21.  PAVLLVS of Lezoux and
Lubid. Period: Haarian-Antonine
(12).  PpaffLLI .33.  ibia.
(13). PAVLLI F.33. 1ibii.

(37). REGLE - J Fi2Ts X2GEVLVS of Lezoux.
- Period: Trajan-Antonine.
(11). SATVKAUNI OF F.33. SATVRNINVS of Lezoux.

Pericdi: Hadrlan-Laite Antcaiae.
\?0) - SATVRJL‘.L U Fn :’T?- }.bii-

(15). SENILAM F.33%. SENILA of Lezoux.
Period: Antonine.
(22). [JOSIMII M F.33. SOSIMVS of ?Lezoux.
" Period: Laie Antonine.
(18).  VIRILIS F F.33. VIRILIS of Rheinzabern

ani Helligenbersg. Periol:
irajan-Antoaine.
mlgut-petallead rosetie. F. Ludowici Tx. RKaneinzabern.
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Be On Mortaria.

1 {(3)s LCCCI-[PX] (reuvro)., Plate ¥LIX no.1.
Tue same stlamp uas beea receoriei at Balmuiliy,
Pl. YL nos.9 and 10; 0Ol3d dilpatricx, Pl. ¥VIII,
no.7; Muamrills, p.528, f1:.94, no.4; ani

Scutu Shields, AA., 2, %X, Pl. f. p.274, no.25,
wille tuere 1is an uapubllisnea example from

1
Newstead in tane National “useum c¢f Scotland
(FRA 1424).

Variaants of tae stamps of Locclus, all unpub-
listed, nave been founi 1a tue following ferme:
LOCCI (reiro) - Ardocu aua Corbriige; LOCCI ¥
(reiro) - Corpriage; ana IVUI LOGCCI {(retro) -
Cortrlige aud Hou.u Casile.

2 BIXNU Sandy-browi mortarium, varizat of
Wroxeter, 1912, fig.139, uo.86. Plate XLiX ne. 2.
e M {noopgell- Vinovia, p.53). Losue.
4. AN i : » ,‘- LLogt.
C. Cn Ampuorae.
'-.l'\
1. VRTIFI In tue Black Gate Museum, sewcastle.
2 (1). ACIRCII[ (Vinovia, p.50Y.  Lost.
3 (2). gccvel (ipid). Lost.
4 CP.BA. (ibid.; p.63). Lost.

D. grafriti.

1. ARVEA V< DOCVIT Ca a tile. ¢f. DUJ., x, no.
6, 1822, p.60.

2. PIE On Sazaian ware.

I AIH i0.

(S|

4, Jvsooul io.
. VIXILATI io.
S. Tne following aumberes, all on Samian ware: III,

V, VI {(iwice), X (twice), L.
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COARSE POTTERY FROM THE HOOPPELL COLLECTION

IN THE DURHAM UNIVERSITY IMUSEUI.
(Plates XL and XLI)

Two handled flagon with plain ring-mouthpiece,
whitish-buff fabric, twin grooves on shoulder.
Rim diam. 2% in. This type, a developaent of
the "screw-neck" flagon, is commonly found in
deposits of the Antonine period, though more fre-
quently with one handle only. cf. Corbridge,
1911, no. 91; Newstead, fig. 33, no. 7.

Single handled flagon with ring-mouthpiece, pinkish
buff fabric, traces of slate-blue grit. Rim
diam. 1% in. Horizontal grooves below the rim
preserve the tredition of the "screw neck” flagon,
and the square profile of the handle and straight-
ness of the neck suggest a date earlier than no. 1.

cf. Slack, Pl. XXIV, no. 113; Balmuildy, P1l. XLIII,

no. 4.

Single handled flagon with ring-mouthpiece, hard
brown ware, gritty, two faint horizontal grooves
round the neck, and three-grooved handle. Rim
diem. 2% in. cf. remarks on no. 2, though the wide

curve of the shoulder points to a rather later date.

Corbridge, 1911, no. 92, Antonine.

Single handled flagon with grooved ring-mouthpiece,
coarse brick-red fabric, Rim diam. 1% in. cf.

Newstead, fig. 33, nos. 14-15; Balmuildy, P1. XLIIT,

no. 8; Corbridge, 1911, nos. 98-99. Antonine.

Carinated bowl, hard coarse cooking-pot fabric,
acute-angled lattice decoration. Diam 6% in.
c¢f. Poltross Burn, Pl. III, no. 4; Slack,

Pl. XXIV, no. 65. Hadrian-Antonine.
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6. Dish with roll-rim, fumed, slight carination at base.
Diam. 92 in. Not found et Slack but common on
the Antonine Wall (ef. Balmuildy, p. 90). On
Hadrian's Wall the type predominates in the third
century. cf. Birdoswald, no. 80.

T Dish with flat rim, burnished,light blue-grey.
The pie-dish rim was gradually replaced by the less
vulnerable roll-rim, but fabric, and absence of
lattice-decoration or carination, sugfest a late
second or third century date.

8. Beaker, black fumed ware, light core, Diam. 3 in.
cf. Birdoswald, no. 36, third century. The type
is too long-lived to be of great value for dating
purposes.

9. Jar, hard coarse dark-grey ware, smoothed externally.
Diam. 8 in. The squat profile of the rim is
unusual but a parallel has recently come from the
post-Severan level, site 39, at Corbridge.

10. Platter, iron-hard light-grey ware, smoothed.
Diam. 63 in. Fourth century.

1l. Platter, black fumed ware, side and base scored with
intersecting arcs. Diam c¢. 18 in. cf. Lanchester,
Pl. XLV,nos. 25-6. First half of fourth century.

12, Beaker, light blue-grey fabric, burnished decoration.
Fabric third century.

13. Pedestal beaker, buff fracture, chocolate slip.
Rim diam. 1% in. ecf. Caistor, T 17, ¢. A.D.

14, Folded beaker, Castor type,(l) dark brown slip,
white fracture. Rim diam. 2% in.

) The term Castor "type" is preferred to Castor "ware", for the
excavations at Caistor-by-Norwich have not yet yielded
sufficient evidence to enable us to localise the pottery
from these kilns, while it is certain that a proportion
of the so-called Castor ware was made elsewhere in Britain, and
in northern Caul (Haverfield, Roman Occupation of Britain,

P. 242). At present, apart from a few well-attested early
Tfourth-century types which may, or may not, be importations
(cf. Lanchester, Plate XLV, nos. 1, 5, 7, 8 & 9) Castor "type"
ware is of little use for dating purposes. It occurs as early
88 the Antonine period at Newstead.(Newstead, p. 255),and
8ppears to last well into the fourth century.
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Castor type beaker, chocolate slip, cream fracture.
Decoration en barbotine. Diam. 2% in,

Beaker, buff ware with orange slip, body ornamented
with applied transverse bands. Diam. 2% in;
ht. 3 in. cf. Colchester Catalogue, P1. XLIV,
no. 177,and p. 128; Silchester, P1. LII, type 83,
and p. 122,

Jar, buff core and dull chocolate-brown slip.
Two grooves on the shoulder above a zone of
rouletted decoration. Diam. 22 in. Castor type.

Castor type jar, white core, brown metallic 811ip,
burnt. Decorated en barbotine. Diam. 2% in.
cf. Colchester Catalogue, Pl. XLII, no. 151, and
P. 119,

Face-Urn, buff fabric with dull reddish-brown paint.
A smaller and rather poorer example of the type
discovered in the Constantian deposit at Lanchester
(Plate XLV, no. 6). The strip of clay applied
at the back of the vessel can hardly have been
functional, and it would appear, from finger-prints
in the same position on either side, to have been
grasped by the neck, (cf. no. 51).

Face-Urn, dark-grey ware with faint grit. The
features are applied, and the surface below the
junction of the neck and the shoulder is decorated
with small circular punch-markings. The vessel
probably possessed handles. Diam. 5% in. The
type, which has obvious analogy with the painted
face-urn, is widely distributed in varying forms
both in Britein and on the continent,cf. Colchester
Catalogue, P1. LI, A; Malton Museum; Cologne
Museum; Crambeck, fig. 20; York, Proc. Yorks
Philos. Soc., 1936 (1937). The closest parallel
to the Binchester example come from the pre-War
collection of pottery at Corbridge.

Fragments of a Smith's Vase, coarse grey ware, apnplied
decoration. cf. Colchester (PSAN., 3, x, f. p. 20);
Chester-le-Street{ ibid); Aldborough,and Ebchester
(unpublished),

Rosette-stamped ware, light brown, blue core. cf.
New Forest, Pl. IV, no., 1.
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Lid, Castor type, chocolate slip, rouletted.
cf. Caistor, W. 18; Colchester Catalogue, Pl. LIX,
no. 290; Colchester ifuseums, (1928), Pl. X,
203- 28 and 6304-27; Corbridree, 1911, no. 63 (bowl
only); Aldborough and Piercebridge (unpublished).

see no. 23.

Cooking-pe*, black fumed ware, obtuse-angled lattice
decoraticn. Fourth century. cf. Lanchester,
Pl, XLV, no., 2,

Cooking-pot, hard blue-grey ware. Diam. 6 in.
Profile and fabric are the same as Malton, fig 1,
no. 15 (Flavian), but the lattice decoration is
absent.

Cooking-pot, black fumed ware, obtuse-angled lattice
decoration. Diam. 63z in. ef. no, B85.

Similar. Diam. 74 in.

Cooking-pot, light grey ware, smoothed, acute-angled
lattice decoration. Diam. 6% in. Second or
third century.

Cooking-pot, as no. 27. Diam. 105 in. Fourth
century.

llortarium, coarse pink fabric, large grit rising to
rim. Late first - early second century. cf. Malton,
fig. 7, no. l.

Mortarium, buff colour, large sparse reddish grit.
Diam. ¢. 11 in. Stamped LOCCI.[(PR]} (retro).
cf. P1. XLIX, no. 1, and p. 726.

Mortarium, buff fabric, slate-blue core. For the
profile cf. Ambleside, 1913, fig. 15, no. 39.
Probably second century.

Mortarium, pipeclay fabric, large red grit. An
intermediate type between the bead and roll rim,
and hammer-head mortaria. cf. Wroxeter, 1912,
fig. 19, no. 114 "not earlier than the latter part
of the second century".

Mortarium, hammer-head type, pipeclay fabric, fine
black grit. ef. Wroxeter, 1912, fig 20, no. 198;
Benwell (1926) fig. 9, no. 24. Fourth century.
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Mortarium, pipeclay febriec, thick black grit, and
thumb depression spout. cf. Cegontium, fig. 78,

né. Sl Fourth century.

ortarium, whitish fabric, trace of

grit, triple grooves on rim., et .
fig. 20. nos. 170 and 174; Poltro

buff slip, black
Wroxeter, 1912,
ss Burn, Pl. V,

no. 1l. Fourth century.

Hammer-head mortarium, white clay, g
grit, three grooves on rim. Diam.

enerous fine black
9% in. Late

third-fourth century. cf. Birdoswald, nos. 11 and 12,

Similar. Diem. 9% in.

Hemispherical flanged bowl imitating
F. 38; pinkish-brown fabrlc, whit
on the flange. Diam. 72 in. Ves
form were made at Crambeck (Crambe

Dregendorff

e slip decoration
sels of a similar

ek, Pl. I, nos

17-23), but neither this example nor no. 42 is a

Crambeck product. The excavation
north-east angle of the fort at Pi
parallels (Piercebridge !fuseum).

Hammer-head mortarium, pipeclay fabr

s of 1934 at the
ercebridge produced

ie, four grooves

on rim which is ornamented with wavy lines in
reddish-brown pigment. An exact parallel comes

from Segontium, fig. 75, no. 1l0.

AS no. 40. Brick-red fabric, blue
decorated with white slip. Diam.

Triple vase, coarse bluish—grey ware
of each section 2 in., ht. 2§ in.
holes. For the type of vessel an

Fourth century.

core, flange
'7_' iIl.

. Rim dieam.
Three connecting
d its use cf.

Kaye. Roman (and Other) Triple Vases, London,

1914, p. 9, where this example is

Part of a triple-vase with a single
fabric, dull reddish painted decor
type of decoration suggest that th

product of the Crambeck kilns (Ant.

fig. 3, no. 7b).

Mortar-shaped bowl, yellowish-white
painted decoration. Diam. 6 in.
Pl. XLVI, no. 48.

discussed.

base, whitish-buff
ation. The febric and
is vessel is s

J., XVII, 1937,

fabric, orange
cf. Lanchester,

Similar, dark red paint. Diem. 6 in.

Jar with internal groove and countersunk handle

bordered by small punch-markings,
Probably a face-vase, cf. no. 20;
alogue, Pl. LII.

dark grey fabric.
Colchester Cat-
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48. Jar with mo@lded rim, and two small handles at the
necké:@ﬁrd;blue-grey fabric, smoothed, emd light
core! .:/piam. 3% in. ef. Throlam, fig. 13.

49. Lid Huntcliff type, calcite-gritted ware. Diam.
65 in. Late fourth century.

50. Dish, faint trace of carination, light blue-grey
fabrie, broad lattice decoration. Diam 7% in.

51. Face-Urn from Coventina's Well, Carrawburgh (now in
the Chesters !fuseum). Yellowish-white clay, dull
reddish-brown painted decoration. Ht. 11 in.,
Maximum dieam. 7 in. cf. Lanchester, P1. XLV, no. 6.

Note:

In addition the collection contains the following
Crambeck types: 1b, 3, 5b, 7, 8, and 10 (Ant. J., XVII,
1937, figs. 2 and 3), and numerous sherds of Huntecliff
type (JRS., ii, 1912, pp. 215-232), mg:% of which may
confidently be assigned to the second helf of the

fourth-century.
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1880 - 1937.

In lfay 1891,an altar dedicated to Jupiter and the

Matres Ollototae was discovered eighty yards south-east

of the fort by workmen employed in laying water pipes to

(1)

Minor finds made at the same time are

2
recorded by Hoogpell.( )

the Hall.

In 1911, as already noted, Dere Street was uncovered
at the Sewage Vorks between the north-west rampart of the
fort and tﬁe river.(s]

Thirteen years later,!r. J. A. Petch, in a useful

paper on Roman Durham, summarised the materials for the

fort at Binchester and pointed out the evidence for a
Flavian occupation of the site.{4]
If men has been slow, however, in following up the
results of Hooppell's labours, Nature has been ceaselessly

continuing the work of excavation and, while no major
landslip seems to have occurred within the present century,
coins and pottery are not infrequently revealed by the
weathering of the cliff face. Below the fort on the
south-west side the river is more active in its erosion

and Roman sherds can occasionally be found exposed in a

new break of the bank.

(1) Em., IX, 11335 (18). (3) ppas-s+.
(2) Vinovia, pp. 59-62. (4) AA., 4, i, pp. 6-9.
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In the normal course of events the greater pnart of
this new material would have been lost or dispersed into
many ownerships. At Ebchester, for example, in the
course of what amounted to a "house to house" enquiry,
the writer was able to trace only a single coin, while the
pottery yield was nil. Lanchester was similarly unrespons-
ive,although the fields around the fort have been ploughed
within living memory and must have produced a wealth of
evidence. It will be realised, therefore, how great a
debt students of archaeology in the north of England,
and none more than the present writer, owe to iIr. Janes

eIntyre, the genius loci of Binchester, and his two

helpers, llessrs. J. Sutton and R. Teasdale, who, during
the last ten years, have systematically gathered together
all the materials which have come to light with careful
record of individual find-spots. The importance of this
collection, consisting of some 40 coins, 300 pieces of
decorated Samian, a similar number of plein forms, and a
considerable quantity of coarse ware, cannot be under-
estimated.

A few of these pieces have already been published by

(1) :
lr. McIntyre and others, but for the purposes of this

(1) e.g. (i) The Rev. C. E. Whiting, D.D. A Samian Bowl in
the possession of the University of Durhanm, AA.
4, vii, pp. 175-8.
(ii) Eric Birley. Excavations at Chesterholn-Vindolanda

1931, AA., 4, 1x, pp. 220-221, & Pl., XIXX.
(iii) psSiAN., 4, iii, pp. 135-6.
(iV) &o, 4, X, pp. 94-5-
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thesis it was of paramount importance that the whole of
the collection should be thoroughly reviewed. Through
the generosity of !Ir. 'fcIntyre, to whom I am indebted
for information on all aspects relating to the Romnan
occupation of Binchester, I have been able to underteske
the study of his material with the results set forth

below.

1. Pottery.

The pottery may be classified under two mein headings
according to find-spot: (i) Pottery from the pits.

(1ii) Surface finds from the vicus.
(i) The Pits. (P1l. IX).

The following is !Ir. McIntyre's own account of the
excavation of the pits.

"A collection of bones and fragments of pottery
lying together led to the discovery of these pits in the
spring of 1929. The place was in the wood to the rear of
the long building whose outline was traced by Dr. Hooppell
in 1879/8C and which fronts on to the street running
south-west from the fort.

As the position was at the top of the bank, and
fearing that in course of time the material would become
exposed and scattered I decided to investigate, having
Obtaihed permission from the lessees (Messrs., Dorman Long

& Co.) through their agent (the late Ir. “Wm. Burkett),

and also from the tenant, lir. 1. Wedgewood of Binchester

Farm,
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I was helped during the whole time by J. Sutton and
R. Teasdale, both of Bishop Auckland, and to the former
much credit is due as he did all the heavy work under
difficult circumstances.

A trial trench soon exposed a refuse-pit and this
was cleaned out up to the railing which is placed between
the wood and the adjacent pasture. "We found, however,
that the pit extended under the pasture and were on the
point of continuing in this direction when Sutton unearthed
a newly-buried dead calf hereabouts, and the shock of
this discovery, together with the hot weather, decided us
to discontinue.

A depression some few yards away led to the discovery
of the second pit, and after this we spotted a third and
then a fourth.

After each evening's work we removed the collected
sherds and washed and boxed them, being careful to mark
as from a pit only those pieces of whose provenance we
were quite certain; where there was a likelihood that
the sherds were surface material they were so marked.

It should be mentioned that the surface over the
whole pit was strewn with sherds which covered the whole
period of the occupation.

All pits contained a great quantity of bones of the
kind usually met with on Roman sites, and these were placed
in a heap to dry; one night they disappeared and we

are afraid that they found their way to some local

marine store.
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None of the pits appeared to have been lined, and
even the deeper ones appeared to have been just circular
holes made in the ground; the filling of these holes
being done by alternating rubbish with soil as in modern
practice.

I give a short note on each of the pits which we

nunbered in order from west to east as P.1 to P.5.

P.j. About 5 feet deep from present surface and

roughly c¢ircular - diameter about 3 yards.

P.2. About B8 feet deep and perhaps 5 feet across
at top, tapering to 3 feet at bottom.

. Some 6 feet deep and like P.2 in section.

. 12 feet deep and about 6 feet across at top
tapering to 3 feet at bottom. This pit had
material in the bottom only and that in small
quantity.

P.5. This was proved by a trial hole but not cleared.

It may be stated that, in addition to the character-
istic odour of an opened refuse-pit, the soil and decomposed
vegetable matter had an unmistakeable feel, being friable
and cheesy."

As Mr. McIntyre hes observed, the pits are now
situated over the field fence which borders the edge of
the plateau, and have, therefore, been exposed by the land-
slip noted by Hooppell. Thus, even while P, 4 was twelve
feet deep when fully excavated, the tops of the pits must

rz
have been shorn away, a fact which preaﬁégsiy account

for the comparative absence of late potterv.
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The significant sherds from the pits are figured
on Plates XXXIT-XXXVI,and XLII.(I) As will be seen
from the report the mass of the pottery from each of the
three most productive pits, P. 1, P. 2, and P. 3, is
in close correspondence, beginning with Flavian types and
continuing without a break to the Antonine period. P. 4
contained only one significant piece of decorated Samian,
of Antonine date, but also a group of three coarse vessels,
all of the first century, two of which are paralleled
at !{alton, but none, so far as I am aware, found, as yet,
in Scotland. IIr. McIntyre's work, therefore, not only
proved the existence of a flourishing civil settlement
at Binchester in the Flavian period, but provided the
materials for assessing moreclosely the date of the

(2)

original occupation.

(1)
P. 1. Plate XXXII, nos. 1 and 2, 10-24; Plate
IXXIII, nos. 25-29; Plate ZLII, nos.
‘ 14 and 15.

P. 2. Plate XXXII, nos. 3-8; plate XXXTII, nos.
30-41; Plate XLII, nos. 1 and 3.

P. 3. Plate XXXII, no. 9; Plate XXXIV, nos. 42-51;
Plate XLII, nos. 4, 6, 7, 9-13.

P. 4. Plate XXXIV no. 52; Plate XLII, nos. 2, 5, 8.

(2) ef. also in this connection the stamps of BASSYS and
PAVLVS (p. 750,nos. 3 and 13).
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(i1) The Vicus.

The pottery from the vicus,(i) amounting to surface
finds without the fort at widely separasted points, requires
little comment here, for it is hoped that Mr. McIntyre
will publish a full report on this collection within the
near future. So far as it goes, it corroborates the
evidence obtained from the pits of an occupation at Binchester
from Flavian times onwards. {lany of the sherds, partic-
ularly the stamped mortaria, possessing an intrinsic
interest apart from their historical significance, have
been figured on that account.

To complete the materials for the Roman fort at
Binchester, preparatory to the excavations of 1937, we
may note that in 1934 an inscribed centurial stone was
found in a field wall near the station and removed to

the Dean and Chapter Library, Durham.(2)

(1) Plates XXXV, XXXVI, and XLII( nos. 16-21).
(2) JRS., xxv, 1935, p. 255 (23).
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DECORATED SAMIAN WARE

IN THE MCINTYRE COLLECTION (Plates XXIII—XIIVI)[l)

Nos. 1 and 2. P.d.

1: ¥. 7. South Gaul. For the ovolo with the large
rosette, well prolonged below the egg elements cf.
Pompeii, Pls. VII-X. Dog with collar (D.928), as
used by PASSENVS (Knorr, 1919, Taf. 63.B) on F. 29.
cf. also Rottweil, 1912, Taf. XI, 8; ibid., Taf.
XXVII, 1; 1ibld., Taf. XIX, 1; Brecon, S. 64.
Good glaze. Period: Flavian.

2. F. 37. South Gaul. Stag lying left (D. 845 rev.).
cf. Brecon, S. 51. TUsed by GERMANUS (Rottweil,
1907, Taf. VIII, 1), M CRESTIO (Knorr, 1919, Taf.
28. B), and SECVNDVS (ibid., Taf. 74. C). Period:
Domitian.

NOS. S-Bn Pozt

O Fu SV, South Gaul. Indistincet ovolo and tongue;
dog running right (D. 916) as used by CALVS -
CALVVS (Knorr, 1919, Taf. 18, 37), FRONTINVS
(ibid., Taf. 33, 1), MERCATOR (ibid., Taf. 57, 6),
VITALIS (ibid., Taf. 83), and others. Poor work-
manship. Period: Domitian - Trajan.

4. F. 37. South Gaul. Rabbit (D. 943 rev.) as used by
CORNVTVS (Knorr, 1919, Taf. 25, 2), PVDENS (ibid.,
Taf. 67, 10), VITALIS (ibid., Taf. 83, 6).  Period:
Domitian.

(1) I am indebted to Mr. J. A. Stanfield for notes on
the Lezoux ware in this collection.

"~ and Easr qa.u.n':&
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5. F. 37. South Gaul. Fan-shaped plant, a common
Flavian motif (0 & P., V, 7; Newstead, p. 213,
no. 7; Gellygaer, Pl. XIII, no. 8) continuing in use
up to the tI%e of Trajan (Knorr, 1919, Taf. 26. A.
COSIVS; 1ibid., Taf. 57. H. MERCATOR). For a close
parallel cf. Nether Denton, Archaeologia, LXIV. Pl.
XXII, no. 14. Poor glaze and workmanship. Period:
Domitian - Trajan.

6. F. 37. South Gaul. Fragment showing wavy line and
wreath as used by IVCVNDVS (Knorr, 1919, Taf. 43.
F), ME@ILLVS (ibid., Taf. 73. A). Good glaze.
Period: Late Flavian.
€ ¢
7. Fo 37, South Gaul. Ovolo with Trifid %erminal,
burnt.

8. F. 3V, South Gaul. Ovolo with large rosette tongue
terminal, wavy line below. Tendril binding ending
in lanceolate bud. (Knorr, 1919, Textbild 18, 2).
Period: Late Flavian.

No. 9. P.3.

&

9. F., 37. South Gaul. Ovolo with ®rifid tongue - ter-
minal. Three-leaved plant as used by CORNVTVS
(Knorr, 1919, Taf. 25, 3), CRVCVRO (ibid., Taf.

29, 14), PASSENVS (ibid., Taf. 62, 10), and others.
Period: Late Flavian.

Nos. 10-29. P.l.

10. F. 27. Central Gaul. Small indistinct ovolog, over
wavy line, and portion of lion. Reminiscent of the
style of the RANTO group. Period: Trajen - Hadrian.

1% o S Central Gaul. Series of small rings, as
in this case, were often resorteé& to by Trajanic
potters as an alternative to the usual ovolo. On
an unnumbered fragment in the British Museum these
rings occur in association with the double D mono-
gram (class I) in the general style of DONNAVCVS,
and they are occasionally found on pottery in the
styles of other Trajanic potters. Period: Trajan.

18, F. 9. Lezoux. Borders composed of large astragesli
were used by the potters CENSORINVS,/YLLINVSE, LAXTVCISEA,
PATERNVS and MERCATOR. This fragment may be
attributed to LAXTVCISSA, especially as the group of
potters to which he belonged used the small running
deer (D. 860). The ovolo too, with wavy line in
conjunction with astragall occurs on a form 37 at the
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London Museum (A 28102) on which is the peculiar
leaflet constantly met with in his work. Period:
Hadrian.

13. F. 37 or 30. Lezoux. Part of a narrow cruciform
ornament peculiar to the potter DIVIXTUS. Period:
Hadrian - Antonine.

l14. F. 30. Lezoux work. Large leaf and hares (like
D. 950 a). Period: Antonine.

15. . 30. Lezoux, rather in the style of CENSORINVS

who (vide no. 12) used astragall borders. He also
used the Cupid (D. 261). Period: Hadrian -
Antonine.

16. F¥. 37, Lezoux. Panel design with corded borders
terminated by large stellate rosettes. Remains of
a single festoon - astragali in the field. Similar
borders and rosettes were used by several potters
including BANVVS, IVLLINVS, IVSTVS, MERCATCR, PATERNVS
and SEVERVS. Period: Antonine.

17-20. F. 37. Lezoux. All fouflgieces are in the
style of CASVRIVS. The types are nos. 7 (double
leaf of no. 18), 27 (bird of no. 18), 19 (leaf on
both nos. 17 and 19), 39 (man on no. 20), 43 (slave
on no. 19), and on no. 18 the small corded medallion
as shown on Plates II, III, IV etc. Period:
Antonine.

21, F. 37, Lezoux. The ornament is the vine-leaf
tendril with leaves (D. 1148), used by CENSORINVS.
Period: Hadrian - Antonine.

on. F. 30. Lezoux. Festoon of the wreath variety
enclosing the dolphin (D. 1052) used by so many potters.
Period: Antonine.

. F. 37. Lezoux. The hare is D. 950 a and was used
by so many potters (like the dolphin of no. 22) that
it is useless as a guide to the work of any particular
one. Period: Antonine.

24. F. 37. Lezoux. The design was a large seroll bearing
the leaf D. 1168 used by many potters among whom was
CINNAMVE. The eight-lobed rosette is a slightly
better clue, having been used by AVSTRVE, AVENTINVSE
and CINNAMVS,. Period: Hadrian - Antonine.

(1) J. A. Stanfield. A Samian Bowl from Bewcastle, with
a note on the potters CASVRIVS and I?OfITFTfE,

(CW., 2, XXXV, pp. 182-205).
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25. . 7. Lezoux, stamped (MAS)CIILIO on the rim.
The only other bowl by this potter known to the pre-
sent writer is one (F. 37) in the free style found at
the Bank of England, with the complete stamp MASCIILIO,
also on the rim. With the exception of the ovolo
and the rows of large beads, none of the types on one
bowl appears on the other, but several types on the
London bowl occur on a hitherto unpublished 37 from
Cotstopitum bearing a blurred stamp which is almost
certainly MERCATOR. M retrograde. If the Corstopitum
stamp has been correctly read, it would therefore be
reasonable to suppose that MASCELLIO bore the same
relation to MERCATOR as APOLAVSTER did to CASVRIVS.
The types on no. 25 are the dolphin (D. 1052), the
dolphin-basket ornament (D. 1069 a) and the warrior
(D. 103). Period: Antonine.

26. F. 37. Lezoux, in the style of the potter DIVIXTVS
who used this single-bordered ovolo: the leaf also
occurs on unstamped fragments with the same ovolo.
The figure is the, Venus (D. 184) not recorded as yet,
it 1s believed, &€ the work of DIVIXTVS, though used
by several other potters. Period: Hadrien -
Antonine.

27. F. 37. Lezoux. The pendant leaflets were used by
CENSORINVS, and the satyr (D. 411) by PATERNVS (very
frequently). Both potters appear to have worked
together during the period of this fragment. Period:
Antonine.

28. F. 37. Lezoux, attributable to DIVIXTVS who used the
small double medallion enclosed by the festoon, the
small ring to the left of the bead-row, and the
erotic group to the right. Period: Antonine.

29. F. 37. Lezoux. Apollo (D. 52). This fragment
belongs to a large group of pottery as yet lacking
name-stamps, on which wavy lines (rather blurred in
this case) terminating in triple-pronged ornaments
frequently occur. Fragments of cursive signatures
are extant but convey nothing. In general the work
partakes of the character of the designs used by
DOCILIS, CASSITTVS, and PVGNVS (early work).

Period: Hadrian.

NOB . 30"’41. Pozo

0. ¥, 37. Central Gaul, in the style of IOENAUS who
used beaded rings of this size. Period: Trajan.

oks W 9, Central Gaul also in the style of IOENALIS,
on whose work occurs the sea-horse (D. 30) with a
similar ovolo. Period: Trajan.
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33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

39.

40.

I,

See no. 51, of which this scrap is a part.

®. 37, Central Gaul (probably Vichy) by the well-
known 'Crown' potter whose name is still to seek.
The lattice pillar and the warrior (D. 102) are
common on his pottery, and the colour and glaze of
this fragment are unmistakeable. Period: Domitian -
Tra jan.

¥. 3% Central Gaul, in the second, or rather later
style of IOENALIS who used the tripod, the ovolo,
the seven-bead rosette and (at this time) slightly
larger beadrows. Period: Trajan (late).

F. 30. Lezoux, in the style of PATERNVS. He used
the horseman (D. 157), who occurs in a more complete
form on no. 67, and the animal, and especially the
spirally-wound buds in the field. Period: Antonine.

F. 3%7. Lezoux, assignable to the potter PAVLLVS
because of the leaflets free in the field. The
animals are common to other potters, however, viz.,
the lion attacking a boar (D. 778), and the small
bear (D. 820). Period: Antonine.

F. 37 Lezoux, in the style of CINNAMVS, one of
whose ovolo's this is, as also the upright leaf.
Period: Antonine.

Fs 97, South Gaul. Wreath of sessile leaves grouped
in pairs on either side of stem to form lower border.
cf. Slack, Pl. XXI, D. Period: Domitian - Trajan.

F. 3%. Central Gaul. The dancer occurs on many
bowls in the period of Trajan, but this piece appears
to be late. Period: Hadrian.

¥, 3%7. Straight trefoil wreath forming lower broder.
Characteristic of late South Gaulish work and used
by BIRACILLVS (Cannstatt, ix, 1), MERCATOR (Knorr
1919, Taf. 57. BE,“an‘d'Iﬁosz'(ibid., Taf. 28).
Poor workmanship. Period: Domitian - Trajan.

41. F. 37. Rheinzabern. The "sprocketed" ornament in
the medallion appear to be Ludowici's type K.B.1l8
used by REGINVS. Period: Antonine.

Nos. 42-51. P.3.

42, F. 37. Lezoux, undoubtedly the work of ALBVCIVS,

the ovolo, astragal-beads, leaf impression, seated
Cupid (D. 260), and the large striding Cupid, all
occurring on his signed work. Period: Hadrian -
Antonine.
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43. F. 37. Lezoux, in the style of ATTIANVS who employed
a similar small ovolo. The vine-scroll however was
common to several potters including ATTIANVS.
Period: Trajan - Hadrian.

44, F. 30. Lezoux, very like the work of CINNAMVS.
Period: Antonine.

45. F. 37. Lezoux. Another fragment by the group of
potters referred to under no. 29. The small bud-
like ornament at the base of the wavy line is as
characteristic as the three-pronged leaf of no. 29.
Period: Hadrian.

46. F. 37. Lezoux, undoubtedly the work of DOCILIS,
every type on this piece occurring on his signed
bowls. Among these types will be distinguished
those afterwards used by CASVRIVS, viz., his types 7,
7A, and 9. Period: Trajan - Hadrlan.

47, F. 37. Lezoux. Yet another example of the work of
the potters referred to under nos. 29 and 45, the
bud at the base of the wavy line (as on no. 45)
being discernible. The lion (?) with nose to the
ground was used by CASSITTVS (vide remarks on no. 29).
Period: Hadrian.

48. F. 37. East Gaulish, possibly from La Madeleine, or
Lavoye.

49, F., 37. Lezoux. Corded medallion enclosing what
appears to be the small vase D. 1079 not previously
met with by the present writer. Period: Hadrian.

50. (also no. 64). P. 37, Central Gaul. Two fragments
by a potter whose name up to the present defies
discovery, although at least two illegible stamps
and part of his cursive signature exist. He must
therefore still be referred to as the "potter of
the small S" from the use of a small double-spiral
ornament resembling that letter (not to be confused
with another double-spiral, slightly larger, used
by a group of potters allied to DRVEVS and the potter
of a double-D monogram, Class IV, as yet unpublished).
This "S" is extremely common on the work of the potter
of nos. 50 and 64 and is employed in various ways.

In no. 50 it is used in place of an ovolo, and in
no. 64 as an upright panel.

The bowls of the pdtter are generally of a very
slightly lighter colour and glaze than those of
Lezoux ware and it may be questioned whether the
kilns were situated there at all. It can be stated
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definitely that although all the ornamental types

are like those used at Lezoux, the actual stamps

were smaller, and these smaller impressions are never
found on Lezoux ware. In all probability the pottery
works were situated somewhere near Lezoux, perhaps

to the east.

51 (also no. 32). F. 37, Lezoux. Period: Hadrian -
Antonine.

No. 52. P. 4.

52. F. 37. Rheinzabern, stamped LVPVS. M retrograde,
and showing the following Ludowici types: ovolo
(R. 66), tree (P. 2), hound (T. 225), pillar with
rosettes (0. 348), all ascribed by Ludowici to
LVPVS and other potters. Period: Antonine.

Nos. 53-90. Vicus unstratified

53. F. 29. South Gaul. Upper frieze identical with that
of F. 29 stamped OF VITAL in the South Kensington
Museun. cf. Knorr, 1919, Taf. 8l1. A. Period:
Flavian.

S54. F. 29. South Gaul. Debased arrow-heads on the upper
frieze and central moulding. Poor workmanship.
Period: Late Flavian.

55. F. 37. South Gaul. Ovolo with trifid tongue-
terminal and wavy line beneath. Period: Late
Flavian.

56. F. 37. South Gaul. Four-pronged tongue-terminal to
ovolo as used by M CRESTIO and CRVCVRO (Knorr, 1919,
Textbild 5). Period: Late Flavian.

S7. F. 37. South Gaul. Below wavy line festoons and
bud derived from a type used by NAMVE (Knorr, 1919,
Textbild 7) and BELLICVS (ibid., Taf. 15. G).

Fair glaze and execution. Period: Flavian.

°8. F. 37. South Gaul. Basal wreath as no. 6, two-
ringed medallion, and dart-shaped angle-binding, all
commonly used by late South Caulish potters.
Period: Domitian - Trajan.

59. F. 37. South Gaul. Ovolo with trifid tongue-
terminal turned right as used by BIRACILLVS (Knorr,
1919, Textbild 5) Hare as used by L COS VIRIL
(ibid, Taf. 27, 5) and BIRACILLVS (ibid., Taf. 16,8).
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Good glaze. Period: Flavian.

60. F. 37. South Gaul. A series of S ornaments forming
a lower border to the design, commonly used by
Flavian potters and probably continuing to the end
of the South Gaulish period. cf. Brecon, S.86 and
89. Period: Late Flavian.

6l. F. 37. South Gaul. To right, indeterminate figure
in double-ringed medallion; to left, panel divided
horizontally by a line of arrow-heads between wavy
lines, and, in the lower compartment a festoon with
tendril ending in a cuneiform leaf. Poor glaze
and execution. Period: Domitian - Trajan.

62. F. 37. South Gaul. Vertically divided panels;
(1) conventional tree resembling that used by
GERMANVS (Knorr, 1919, Taf. 36. C); (ii) satyr
employed by GERMANVS (ibid , Taf. 34, 5) and
CORNVTVS (ibid., Taf. 25, 1). Fair glaze, poor
execution. Period: Domitian - Trajan.

63. F. 37. Lezoux. The ram's horn upright wreath is
reminiscent of Vichy work. Period: Trajan -
Hadrien.

64. See no. 50.

65. F. 37. Lezoux, in the style of both CRICIRO and
DIVIXTUS who probably worked together in the latter's
early period. Both potters used rather wide bead-
rows with ring terminals, and the erotic group,
the Bacchus (D. 534 a) and the hare (D. 950 a rev.)
all occur on their signed work and on work in their
style. The little leaf on the right is a legacy
from the time of Trajan. Period: Hadrian.

66. F. 37. Lezoux, in the style of CINNAMVS, one of
whose ovolo's is of this type and size. The
cornucopia is of a later type than those used
during the reign of Trajan. The deer (D. 868)
was often used by Cinnamus. Period: Antonine.

67. F. 37. Lezoux, attributable to PATERNVS like no. 35,
q.v. Period: Antonine.

68. F. 37. Lezoux, showing the ornament D. 1092 occurring
with the ovolo on work in the style of DRVSVS.
Period: Hadrian.

9. ¥. 37, Lezoux, probably by a potter of the PATERNVS
group, who used the Cupid (D. 261) (vide no. 15).
Period: Antonine.
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70. F. 37. Lezoux. This may be by AVSTRVS who used
astragall athwart bead-rows, also the Apollo (D. 55).
Period: Trajan - Hadrian.

71. F. 37. Rheinzabern, in the style of REGINVS who
used the concentric rings (Ludowici type R. 120)
and similar notched festoons. Period: Antonine.

2. ¥, 37. Lezoux, undoubtedly the work of IVLLINVS who
used the squarish beads, the wavy tendril (ornament
at top missing), and the vase (D. 1073). Period:
Antonine.

73. F. 37. East Gaul. Period: Antonine.

74. F. 37, Lezoux. Probably the work of CINNAMVS whose
use of the ornament (D. 1069) and the ovolo is fre-
quent. Period: Antonine.

75. F. 37 East Gaul. Period: Antonine.

76. F. 37. South Gaul. Cuneiform leaf and stipule in
festoon, pendant with four blades. Probably by
MERCATOR.

7. ¥. SV, South Gaul. Vertical shell-wreath between
wavy lines. To right, cruciform ornament, a
common Flavian type, ending in triple pomegranate
stalks. Falir glaze and execution. Period:
Flavian.

78. F. 29. South Gaul. Fragment of upper frieze and
bead-row of central moulding, too small for deter-
mination. Probably Vespasilan.

79. F. 37. South Gaul. Common chevron wreath probably
by MERCATOR or BIRACILLVS. Period: Domitian.

80. F. 37. South Gaul. Deana and hind (D. 63). For
the type cf. Brecon, S. 47. Poor glaze. Period:
Domitian.

8l. F. 37. Lezoux, with the curiously ligatured stamps
of PATERNVS. The figure is Mercury (D. 327, not the
similar figure D. 337) which was perhaps used by
PATERNVS more frequently than by other potters.
Period: Antonine.

82. F. 37. South Geaul. Ovolo with trifid tongue-
terminal, and animals similar to those used by
M CRESTIO. Period: Domitian.

83. r. 37. South Gaul. Ovolo with trifid tongue-
terminal above wavy line. Stag (D. 682) as used
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by SECVNDVS (Knorr, 1919, Taf., 73, 9). Poor
glaze and execution. Period: Domitian - Trajan.

84. F. 37. South Gaul. Basal chevron wreath of common
Flavian type, and large four-stalked leaf as used
by SABINVS (JRS., XXVII, fig. 9, no. 29). Period:
Late Flavian.

85. F. 37. South Gaul. Ovolo with trifid tongue-
terminal, and three-leaved wreath as no. 40.

86. F. 37. South Gaul, most certainly by GERMANVS who
used both the characteristic ovolo and tree with
spirally-wound buds. (Rottweil, 1912, XIII,

1-5 and 7-8). Period: Flavian.

87. F. 37 Lezoux, possibly by PATERNVS, or IVSTVS.
Period: Antonine.

88. ¥. 37. Lezoux, unmistakeably by ADVOCISVS whose
exclusive ornament, a little double-barbed "arrow,"
is visible at the back of the kneeling Cupid
(D. 282 rev.). The remaining types are the Venus
(D. 175), the Mercury (D. 327), and the small dog
(D. 919 rev.), all met with on his signed bowls.
Period: Antonine.

89. F. 37. Lezoux. By the same potter as no. 29.
Period: Hadrian.

90. F. 37. Lezoux. This ornament occurs on pottery
in the style of MOXIVS, but was also used by CASVRIVS.
The fragment, however, is not in the style of the
latter potter. Period: Hadrian - Antonine.
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THE COARSE POTTERY 1IN THE !McINTYKRE

COLLECTION. (Plate XLII).

1. (P. 2) Poppy-head beaker, blue-grey fabric, smoothed.
two grooves below the rim, body decorated with
vertical lines of applied dots. Diam. 3% in.
cf. Richborough (3), Pl. XXXIX, nos. 306-8;
RCH. London, fig. 64, no. 17. An early
type lasting well into the second century.
cf. Verulam, fig. 27, no. 12. (160-190 A.D.).

2. (P. 4) Jar, grey ware, polished, twin grooves on shoulder
and applied decoration of circles and vertical
bead rows. Diam. 4 in. Numerous fragments
of this ware occurred in the early layers at
Malton( Malton, fig. 15, no. 17). cf. also
Corbridee, 1911, fig. 7, nos. 20-21; Neuss,
Bonner Jahrbucher, Heft 111,112 (1904), p. 353.
A first century type not recorded from Newstead.

3. (P. 2) Jar, coarse grey ware. Diam. 5% in. cf.
Malton, fig. 16, no. 4. Flavian.

4,..(P. 3) Rustic jar, hard coarse dark-grey ware, two grooves
on shoulder. Diam. 4} in. First century.

5. (P. 4) Two-handled jar, very hard grey ware, girth grooves.
Diam. at mouth 5 in., ht. 13§ in., maximum diam.
10 in.

6. (P. 3) Rustic jar, same fabric as no. 4, single
groove on shoulder. Diam. ¢. 65 in. First
century.

7. (P. 3) Rustic jar, grey ware, rim polished externally
down to the zone of decoration. Diam. 6% in.

Rustic ware is commonly found on sites in the north of
Fngland in pre-Hadrianic deposits. In the Hadrianic period

it occurs only as a survival (Poltross Burn, p. 448).

Note: P. 1-4 refer to the Pits, V to Vicus (unstratified).
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8. (P. 4) Mortar-shaped bowl, blue-grey ware, fumed,
base missing. Diam. 83 in. This type
begins at Hofheim and appears at Malton £
(llalton, fig. 17, no. 8. Flavian), Caerleon
(Caerleon, 1926, fig. 33, nos. 95-6. Flavian),
Haltwhistle Burn (Haltwhistle Burn, Pl. V,
no. 3, and p. 266. Trajanic), and 0l1d Kilpatrick
(01d Kilpatrick, Pl. XXII, nos. 25-7. Antonine).
In fabric and profile the present example
is closely related to the !alton bowl. Flavian.

9. (P. 3) Rim and spout of mortarium, hard reddish-buff
fabric, stamped ANANVS (Plate XLIX, no. 8).
Diam. 102 in.
Mortaria stamped by this potter are widely distributed
in the north of England as shown in Plate L.
The following references are quoted for the index
X
of distribution:( )

Bainbridge (Bainbridee, fig. 2, no. 1, and pp. 32-4).

Benwell (Benwell (1926), fig. 9, nos. 2 and 3; ibid
(1927-8) fig. 8, no. 3). Rim sections only.

Binchester (Plate XLII, nos. 9 and 20).
W, 2, XARLUL, pp 248¢-2642,
Birdoswald (Birdoswald 1932, two stamps from oven II
of west group (fig. 10), and one from
section west of south-east angle tower
(p. 259). Unpublished).

Birrens (Rim-section from the 1936 excavations.
Unpublished).

Camelon (National Tuseum of Scotland).

Carlisle (Tullie House, Pl. XVII, nos. la and 1b).

Chesters (Chesters "fuseum, no. 2481-3791).
Corbridge (1937 excavations, Site 39, roonm 2).
Housesteads (Housesteads 'fuseum).

Risingham (PSAN., 2, vi, f. p. 1486).

South Shields (AA., 2, x, P1., f. p. 274, nos. 16, 17 and 21).

(1) I am indebted .to !Mr. E. B. Birley for assistance in
the preparation of this list.
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Unless otherwise stated, the above examples are

stamped.

Rim-sections, alone, however, may be ascribed

to Ananus, for the profile with low bead and grooved 1lip

(cf. no. 20) is seemingly exclusive to this potter.

The present example, lacking the grooved 1lip, is a variant

form.

The only dating evidence, as yet, is supolied by

the Corbridge sherd which appeared in a second century

(post 163 A.D.) deposit.

10,

11.

13.

14.

16.

17

18,

(B

(P.

3)

3)

3)

1)

1)

lfortarium, red core, white slip, illegible
stamp (Plate XLIX, no. 11). Diam. c. 11 in.

Mortarium, reddish-buff fabric. Diam. 9 in.
Profile and fabric leave no doubt that this
is a product of Ananus.

Hortarium, reddish-buff fabric. Diam. ¢. 13 in.
Profile and fabric similar to no. 9.

Mortarium, reddish-buff fabric. Diam. ¢. 113} in.
cf. Ambleside (19220), fig. 3, no. 10.

Mortarium, coarse dirty-white febriec. illegible
stamp (Plate XLIX, no. 3). Second century.

Mortarium, yellow slip, white core. Diam.
9 in. Stanped (Plate XLIX, no. 10). The
profile resembles Ambleside (19820), fig. 3,
no. 11.,while the same stamp occurs at
Chesters (Museun).

Mortarium, red core, cream slip. The stamp
(Plate XLIX, no. 4) occurs twice at Newstead
(Newstead, fig. 35, nos. 21-2).

Mortarium, pipeclay fabric. cf. Benwell
(1926), fig. 9, no. 20. Late third-fourth
century.

Mortarium, hard reddish-brown fabric, blue
core. Diam. ¢. 113 in. The stamp (Plate
XLIX, no. 6) occurs on two other vessels
from Binchester and once at Corbridege (un-
published). The hooked rim suggests a
second century date. cf. Birdoswald Turret,
no. 4; Balmuildy, Pl. XLI, no. 30,




19.

20.

21.

15 4.

(V.) fortarium, coarse pink feabric. Came stamp
as no. 18 (Plate XLIX, no. 7).

(Fort, surface in the possession of !ir. H. Thompson
of Binchester Hall)
Mfortarium, red core, cream slip. Dian.
¢c. 11 in. Double stamp (Plate XLIX, no. 9,
and cf. Templeborough, Pl. ZXXXVIII, no. 19),
probably e variant of Ananus, as the Brofile
suggests.

(Vv.) lortarium, pipecley fabric. Diam, ¢. 12 in.
cf Binchester Pl. XLI, no. 34. Third or
early fourth century.

(P. 1) Lemp, (not illustrated), stamped EVCARPI.
cf. Loeschcke. Lampen sus Vindonissa,
pp. 291-2; Behrens. Bingen, ». 208;
Colchester Ifuseums, 1928, p. 56. Flavian.

Graffiti.

1.

On & lead spindle-whore: TA'! VI. The VI has possibly
been added later in another hand. Mr. R, C. Collingwood
suggests THATYRIS or some such girl's name.

Samr,aa dish
(...)INI on,F. 18/31 in the possession of Mr. H. Thompson.
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THE EXCAVATIONS OF 1937.

Structural and historical problems, the legacy of
Hooppell's excavation had been intensified by the discoveries of
the succeeding half-century and, accordingly, it was
felt desirable that further work should be undertaken by
the writer in 1937. The Zcclesiastical Commissioners,
owners of the site, readily gave their consent to the
work, as did the lessees, Messrs. Dorman Long & Co.,
while Ir. I, Wedgewood, the tenant of Binchester Farn,
put all facilities at our disposal. Finelly, we wish
to record our gratitude to 'lessrs. J. llcIntyre and
H. Thompson, who paid many welcome visits to the site
while the work was in progress.

The excavation, carried out under the auspices of
the Durham University and North of England Excavation
Committees, was limited to five weeks,viz: three weeks
in July and a further fortnight in November and for the
entire period only two men were employed.(l)

A short-term "dig" of this kind, with a bare minimun
of lebour, necessitated concentration at a few specific

points and even so it was not always practicaeble to carry

out original intentions owing to the unforeseen magnitude

(1) Messrs. J. and W. Sutton, to whom, for their keenness
and powers of observation, much credit is due.
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of the work involved. Yet we were, at least, successful
in providing a solution to each of the two outstanding
problems at Binchester - the definition of the size of
the fort and the location of the first-century military
occupation.

From all points of view, the ramparts, as at Lanchester,
seemed to offer the best promise of speedy and profitable
results. To anticipate the results of 1937, it may be
said that the visible defences on the north-east, north-
west, and south-east sides, including not only the agger
of the rampart but a single ditch of massive pronortions,

are roughly those of the praetentura of the fort. South

of the via principalis, the landscape gardener and the

ploughman have eradicated all surface indication of the
defences, although, as we shall see, the work of demolition
has been by no means complete.

To avoid eny contanination with previous excavation,
the first section (T. 1) was cut directly through the east
angle, where the mound of the wall and the depression of

the ditch are equally clear.

Section ) .

The Fort Wall. (Plates VII,and VIII Section 4-A).

The fort wall at the east angle was revealed within
a few inches of the turf. Only the core remained, 3 feet
8 inches high end 7 feet 3 inches wide, formed of irregular

Sandstone blocks horizontally laid and resting on a bedding
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course of flags 3 inches deep, which in turn overlay the
cobble footings. These features are admirably illustrated
in Mr. Pickering's photograph (Fig. 5). The cobbles,
packed tightly together to a depth of 2 feet, had not been
set in'clay but bonded seemingly by a thin spread of
mortar, traces of which were still retained by the cobbles
nearer the surface. The solid bed of the footings pro-
jected 1 foot 6 inches in front of the fort wall and,
more surprisingly, was continued for at least 6 feet fronm
the inner face of the existing wall core, masking the total
width excavated no less than 16 feet. One recalls Hooppell's
statement that "in some places explored at Binchester the
pebbly foundation appeared to be guite 30 feet wide".(l)
This appears to have been the case 30 feet from the centre
of the north-east rampart,{g) and the anomaly between the
width of the footings there and in section T. 2. (Plate VIII),
where they are no more than 11 feet wide, would be difficult
to explein, if it was not now certain from the lay-out of
the fort that the extended footings occurred at =z point

where we may now assume the east guard-chamber of the

porta praetoria to have been. Similarly,we should account

for the rearward projection of the footings at the east

corner by the supposition of & building on the angle,

(1) Vinovia, p. 9.
(2) ibid., and P1. 2, J.
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whose existence seems to be confirmed by the discovery
in T. 1 of the core of a wall laid on footing flags and
set back 6 feet from the fort rampart. Unfortunately,
the complete lack of stratification in this area did not
justif& continued exploration, so that the size and character
of the building must remain, for the time being, conjectural.
There was, however, immediste compensation for this
disappointment in the discovery that the foundations of
the stone wall had been laid not on natural subsoil, but
on a bed of clay which overlay the Roman turf line to a
depth of 1 foot 6 inches., Grey in colour, and compressed
into & stiff homogeneous mass by the weight of the stone
defences, the clay yielded not a single sherd but,from the
profile shown in the section,its significance was clear.
It had evidently been cut into by the builders of the
stone wall for, in one place in front of the wall,a portion
was still stending 3 feet high and showed a marked falling
away towards the point where it had been entirely removed
to allow the construction of a circular tank (Plate VIII).
adnitting the lack of dateable evidence, there seemed no
doubt that at this point the stone-built defences had
superseded an earlier clay rampart. A minor problem was
provided by the discovery that the cobble footings did not
fill the entire width of the cslot in the clay rampart,
for in front of the wall there was a gap, 4 feet wide,
between the vertical face of the cobbles and the equally
clear vertical cut into the clay. This was filled by

a few loose cobbles set in a mixture of clay and earth
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and overlying several scattered sandstone blocks similar
to those used in the construction of the wall core. In
view of the fact that these blocks provided no homogeneous
bedding, and were themselves unprovided with any foundation
but the clay on which they had been loosely thrown (Fig. 5),
we cannot admit here evidence for an intermediate rampart,
but must rather assume that for some reason, not now
apparent, it was decided to complete the filling of the
slot in this manner. The problem is of structural rather

than of historical significance.

The Ditch. (Plate VIII, Section A-4).

Surface indications of a single ditch of exceptional
width at the east angle were soon confirmed by excavation,
and it proved impracticable in view of the shortage of time
end labour, and the timbering involved, to carry out the
original intention of obtaining a complete section. e
had, therefore, to content ourselves with determining the
angles of the sides and sounding the depth efshe~diteh
in the centre by means of a shaft 2 feet 6 inches wide.

In this way it appeared that the ditch, cut into the
natural yellow send, was no less than 40 feet wide and

11 feet 7 inches deep below the existing ground line,

while its inner lip, 3 feet 6 inches below the humus, was
separated from the fort wall by a berm 19 feet 6 inches
wide. The bottom, horizontal where it was reached by

the narrow pit, showed no trace of vegetable deposit, being

clean as if newly cut and, within a few inches of the
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natural sand, were found two sherds, instructive of the
care needed in dealing with ditch deposits, viz: a reeded
rim bowl of first-century date,and a hammer-head mortarium
rim not to be assigned earlier then the late third-century
(Plate XLITI, nos. 7 and 8). On this evidence the fort
ditch at Binchester was open c. A.D. 300 and the absence
of vegetable growth at the bottom suggests that it was
either originally cut at that period, or cleaned out,
possibly in the course of a Constantiasn repair of the
defences. In view of the discovery of the existence
of an early clay rampart the latter inference is probably
the correct one.

Evidence was at hand, however, to show that no
attempt was made to keep the ditch open until the end
of the Roman period. On the contrary,it appeared to have
been completely and deliberately filled with soil and
refuse yielding no dateable sherds, apart from the two
to which reference Has been mede, but the fragment of an
illegible coin, which Mr. V. Percy Hedley would ascribe
"probably to the late 3rd. century"™ (Appnendix II.D, no. 7).
Over the filling, and seemingly extending from 1lip to 1lip,
was a clay and cobble floor interrupted en:y¥ by an oven
with stone built sides and flagged base, containing only
ash and burnt bone. A few sherds from this floor level
(Plate XLIII, nos. 19-22) were all of fourth-century date,
two at least (nos. 20 and 22) belonging, like a minim of
Constantinopolis type (Appendix II.D, no. 6) found in the

Same area, to the latter half of that century. A second
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oven, laid over the cobble floor nesr the outer lip of
the ditch ylelded, from below its flagged base, an &
4 of Constans (4ppendix II.D, no. 4).

Parallels for a ditch o these dimensions are rare
as far as military works are concerned,and it would be
unjustifiable to presume that the size of the ditch at
Binchester is simply to be accounted for by the compara-
tive ease of digging in the natural sandy-gravel subsoil.
The closest parellel, as far as an auxiliary fort is
concerned, is at llalton, where the second "Great Ditch"
was found to be 35 feet across and 12 feet 6 inches

(L)

deep from the modern ground line. Further discoveries

emphasised the significance of this sinailarity.

The Tank.

Six feet from the outer face of the wall core in T. 1
a stone built drain,3 feet wide and 3 feet 8 inches high,
crossed the trench at an oblique angle. The clay rampart
had been cut back at this point to insert the masonry of
the channel, the floor of which was laid 1 foot 9 inches
below the level of the Roman turf.

Normally, superfluous water was carried away fronm
Romen forts through the angles and, indeed, a similar

drain had already been discovered by Hooppell at the

(1) Malton, p. 13.
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north angle of the ramparts at Binchester.(l) But the
analogy between the two was carried a stage further by the
discovery that the drain in T. 1 debouched also into =
stone tank on the edge of the berm not in this instance
rectangular but of circular form.(z) Mr. 1. Hayton very
kindly undertook the survey of this structure.

The tank measured 6 feet § inches in diameter from
the topmost stones; the floor 9 inches less owing to =
slight batter of the walls necessitated by the fact that
masonry was no more than a stone facing backed by a slight
clay and rubble-stone revetment. The height of the side
walls, where they were most perfect, was 3 feet & inches,
and the fact that the rim had been levelled, where necessary,
by a thin flagging course (Fig. 8), suggests not only that
this was the original height, but also that the top had
been protected, probably by a timber covering. The excellent
preservation of the structure is due to the fact that
even in Romen times little, if any, of the masonry can
have been above the surface, and soil accumulation, follow-
ing the disuse of the tank, must speedily have obscured
all traces.

The actual stone-work of the tank stood generally
four courses high (never less than three) on a thin footing

course offset 1} inches, and the interstices were filled

not with mortar but with clay. Well-dressed sandstone

(1) p. m.
(2) Plate VIII; Figs. 5, 8-10.
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blocks, averaging 1 foot by 9 inches, were employed, and,
allowing for the fact that the materials were obviously
re-used, the frequency of the straight-joint and the levell-
ing course do not detract from the compact neatness of
the wofk. The floor was coaposed of sandstone flags
laid in crazy-paving style immediately over the natural
sand, but the joints, in this case, had not been sealed
with clay. Here, too, re-used materisl wes evident, nmany
of the stones on the edge of the tank being heavily burnt,
(though not in situ since the adjacent walls were clean),
while one large block had been chiselled to receive a
cramp. (Fig 8).

Chronologically,it appeared, on structural evidence, that
the tank was & later insertion into the drainage-systen,
The masonry of the culvert,formed of large, roughly-dressed
sandstone blocks, showed no relationship to that of the
tank, while the junction of the tank end drain was accon-
plished not, as one would expect, by a gradual splay of
the walls, but by the insertion, between straight joints,
of a jumbled patchwork of stone and flagging (Fig. 5).

The only other noteworthy features are that the
bottom of the tank was filled to a depth of 2 feet by =
clean pack of stone and cobbles, and that on several of
the flooring slabs, near the inlet, a black deposit was
noted in which sand, nitrogen (considerable) and phosphate

{3)

(small) were found to be present.

?ﬁs analysis I am indebted to Dr. €idby of the Durham University
ngnce Department. He adds that the deposit could not be wood
“fcoal but might well represent a sewage deposit.
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Several of the foregoing features repeat Hooprell's
observations on the square structure discovered outside
the north angle. While differing in plan,the presence
of a single entrance penetrated by a drain, the fact that
the walls are merely a lining of ashlar, and the use of
discarded building material are common to both and would
seen to suggest not only that the purpocse served was in
each case identical but that the two structures were
contemporary. Two distinctions must, however, be noted.
The lumps of "bright red clay“(l) on the floor of the
square chamber were not repeated in the ecircular tank,
and, secondly, the distance of these tanks from the fort
wall does not correspond. The latter point is of some
importance for while the circular tank is only 12 feet
away in a direct line from the fort well and fits com-
fortably on the berm, the square structure 20 feet from
the rampart would seem to have lain over the ditch at this
point. Indeed, we are even told that it was pleced

2
"in the bottom of the fosse".( )

(3)

As far as I am aware these structures are unique,

but there is no reason to suppose that parallels will

(1) Vinovia, p. 8.

(2) DUuJ., IV, no. 14. p. 29. This is not to be taken
literally for Hooppell does not seem to have excav-
ated the ditch at any point.

(3) Bruce records the discovery of a subterranean chamber
outside the south-east angle of the fort at Lanchester,
but this is probably no more then the drain (Wall (2),
p. 342).
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not be found if search be made. The fect that they were
deliberately constructed below ground is just as likely
to have deceived the archaeologist as, at Binchester at
any rate, it cheated the mediaeval stone-robber.

But for certain difficulties we should naturally
suppose that the structures represent settling tanks,
receiving the discharge of the latrines flushed outwards
from the fort. Such an invention would be & radical
improvenent on the assumed practice of allowins the sewage
to flow directly into the open ditch,and would even be
essential at the east angle if the latrines were =till in
use in the late fourth century when occupation over the
ditch is attested. The level of the drain which rises
towards the interior of the fort,and the analysis of the
black deposit on the floor of the tank in T. 1,2dd con-
firmation to this theory. On the other hand, Hooppell,
who first thought the square structure to be a cesspool,(l)
reconsidered his decision when the analysis of the deposit
on the stone-trap of the culvert provedito be cesused by
the action of pure spring water.(E} But a more important
objection is that the first principle of a settling-tank
is that the inlet shall be at the same level as the outlet,

and even allowing that the pure liquid might have permeated

(1) pus., III, 1878, no. 8, p. 4.

(2) AA., 2, x, pp. 192-3.

o
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through the floor, the cobble pack within the tank, which
was certainly not a later filling, would have rapidly caused
a choking up of the culvert. At the moment we are bound
to defer explanation until the terminus of the drain Inside
the fort is discovered.

No definite evidence of date was secured in the tank
and stratified deposits were hardly to be expected. Two
sherds from the upper filling have been illustrated (Plate
XLIII, nos. 17 and 18) but there is no guarantee that these
were not imported in a subseguent post-Roman fillinre.

Cince, however, the drain in Hooppell's section was apnarently
of one build with the fort wall, now dated to the third
1)

century,( we have at least a terminus post guem for the

construction of the tanks,and one might even be inclined
to place them in the fourth century in view of the fact
that the rectangular structure appears to overlie a partly
filled ditech. Since the problem could easily be solved
by an examination of the sealed ditch filling at this
point it is not worth while to carry the argument further

at this stage.

Rampart Section T. 2. (Plate VIII).

Owing to the lack of stratification in T.1l it was
felt necessary to undertake a further rampart section

elsewhere,and the most promising sector appeared to be

(l) D /68.
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the north-east rampart near the north angle, where Hooppell
had found the fort wall standing several courses high,

A site was chosen 60 feet from the angle,midway
between two of Hooppell's sections (Plate VII, G and H),
and we were rewarded by finding seven courses of the inner
face of the fort wall still remaining,though all the outer
facing stones had been removed (Fig. 6). The masonry was
composed of well-dressed sandstone blocks averaging 8
inches by 10 inches and strikingly similar to the third
century stonewérk at Lanchester, loreover, as at the
latter site, the back of the wall, confirming Hooppell's
account, was found to be reduced by successive offsets,
the lowest offset being formed by two courses of nmasonry
and the next by three. The footings were the sane as
those noted in T. 1 viz: & flagged levelling course project-
ing slightly on either side and resting on a 2 foot bed of
cobbles bonded by a mortar spread, but the total width of
the footings here was only 11 feet. This meesureaent, however,
and the width of the footing flags,allow a wall 8 feet
7 inches wide.(l)

As in T. 1,the stone wall proved to be incorporated
into an earlier clay rampart cut down for the reception
of the footings to within 1 foot 6 inches of the Roman
turf line, but rising behind the wall to a height of
8 feet, 2 feet more than the minimum height required by

the military writer Hyginus in the second century A.D.

(1) Vinovia, Plate 3.
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The clay was identical with that observed in T. 1, of a

grey silty texture compressed into a stiff homogeneous
mass where it underlay the wall footings, and contained
a few sherds (Plate XLIII nos. 9-12) all of first century
date.

With the stone wall was associated a new rampart
backing formed mainly of upcast from the cut in the clay
bank,from which it was only to be distinguished by a slight
admixture of soil which gave a less compact appearance.
That it wes contemporary with the wall was proved by the
fact that it continued unbroken over the offsete and,asccord-
ingly, there can be no hesitation in dating the stone defences
by the pottery from the rampart backing. As was to be
expected a certain nunber of the sherds were of Flavian
type but there were two dishes which cannot be dated
earlier than the third century (Plate XLIII, nos. 13 and
16). In this connection it will be observed that the
"stepping" of the inner face of the fort wall is attested
at Caerwent, not before the late second century, and, what
is more important, at Lanchester under Gordian.(l)

Over the later rampart backing was a tiled oven set
in clay heavily fired,and here three unstratified finds
were made - & coin of Constantius II (Appendix II.D, no.
5) and two fragments of decorated Samian (Plate XiXwH,
nos. 4 and 6). As the Roman ground level within the

fort proved to be no less than 12 feet below the existing

(1) see pp./95-6.
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turf line it was quite impracticab-le to ascertain either
the width of the original clay rampart, or of the composite
third century defences.

It will be noted that there was no trace in this section of
any masonry, footings, or rampart backing of any period
intermediste between the two already described. The con-
clusions to be inferred from this negative evidence will

be considered elsewhere.

The Perimeter of the Fort.

In order to deterzine, if possible, the perimeter
of the fort it was decided to follow the line of the
south-east rampart southwards from the last visible noint
by a series of sections (Plate VII, T. 3 - T. 8). The
results of each section will be summarised in order from
north to south.
T S

80 feet south of the presumed centre of the gateway
in this rampart (cf. Yinovia, Plate 2). The fort wall
was found within 1 foot & inches of the turf, the ocuter
Tace standing two courses high,built of well-dressed
sendstone blocks and the lower course offset 31 inches.
Footing flags projec?ed 13 inches in front of the wsall and
were bedded on a cobble foundation, the depth of which
was not ascertained. The width of the well, excluding
the offset, was only 5 feet 65 inches,and the fact that
the inner face was not dressed might have suggested a

reduction due to stone robbing but for the fact that it
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was clearly abutted by a rampart backing of yellow
sandjclay which merged into the grey clay of the
first century rampart 4 feet 2 inches below the humus.
The inner 1lip of the ditch was discovered 19 feet
from the outer face of the stone wall at a depth of 5

feet 6 inches below the existing ground line.

Tl 4.
73 feet south of T. 3. The core of the wall still
renained on footing flags 6 feet 10 inches wide, but

none of the unper facing stones survived.

T. 5.

63 feet south of T. 4. Here the wall core had been
completely removed but the inner and outer footing flags
on the cobble foundation were yet in situ (Fig. 7) measur-
ing exactly 8 feet in width. As in T. 1 and T. 2, the
cobbles had evidently been bonded by & mortar spread.

Continuing the trench north-westwards into the fort
the first century clay rampart was found to extend 292 feet

from the inner face of the stone wall, at which noint

the cobbles of the intravallum roadway were encountered.

From the body of the rampart, still standing to a height
of three feet, came several sherds of coarse pottery
(Plate XLIII, nos. 1-6) and two coins of Vespasian
(Appendix II.D,nos. 1 and 2), while parts of two Canian
vessels F., 29 were found lying on the Roman turf below

XXXV
the base of the clay rampart (Plate X%, nos. 1 and 2).
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A third fragment of South Gaulish were of later date,
from the unstratified material over the clay rampart,

xXxxvil
has been figured (Plate ¥*¥¥, no. 3).

T. 6-
17 feet south of T. 5. Only the inner face of the
wall was tested. The footing flags and core were still

in evidence but none of the facing stones survived.

T. 7 and T. 8.

20 feet and 57 feet south of T. & respectively.
The wall and footings had been completely removed but the
early clay rampart was met with,in each case 2 feet 6 inches
from the surface. 4 third section cut on the same line
in the wood a2 few yards beyond the field fence attested
the presence of the clay rampart at thié point also.
To make reasonably sure that the fort wall had not turned
before reaching the edge of the plateau a section was cut
southwards from T. 5 inside the fort and parallel to the
line of the wall to within 60 feet of the boundary fence,
From this point, owing to shortage of time and labour, it
was continued By €rial pits, but nowhere was any suggestion

of the fort wall encountered.

To summarise the results of the foregoing sections,
it is clear that, as on the north-east side, the south-
east defences of both the first century fort and the
later stone-wall forts coincide. The fact that the

existing walls in T. 2 and T, 3 differ in width and
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construction need not disturb us unduly,for, as !7r. Richmond
found at High Rochester, it is not uncommon for intermediate
periods of masonry to be lacking in different sections on
the periqeters of Roman fort sites.(l) The south-east
rampart, contrary to accepted opinion, has undoubtedly
extended to the edge of the plateau and has equally certainly
been broken away at that point, while the north-west ramp-
art must have suffered even more severely. How are we
then to determine the size of the fort? Formal proof,
of course, is now impossible,but by allowing the south
east defences to have continued a mere 40 feet beyond the

field fence we produce a square fort, just over 9 acres

in extent within the ramparts, and with the via princinalis

dividing the fort in the ratio of 41.5 : 100. The parallel

with [falton is sufficiently complete to be entirely con-

2

vinecing.

iss D, Sylvester, Lecturer in the Department of
Geography at Durhém University, kindly visited the site
and, after en examination of the local geological and
topographical features, expressed confidence in the view
that a major landslip, due to river action, had actually
occurred. Furthermore, if added confirmation be needed,

the recent discovery, during pipe-laying, of tumbled

(1) AA.; 4, X311, Dp. 174 1.

(2) There the area of the first century fort, occupied
significantly "almost without alteration until the
end of the fourth century" was 8.4 acres and the
fort Tas divided in the ratio of 40.8 : 100 (Malton,
- P Ep———
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walling stones and Roman pottery, 14 feet below the surface,

at the foot of the plateau and on the west side of the
modern road, is conclusive.

Since the above excavation took place, the existence
of a Roman cemet%}y in the Bishop's Park, suggested by
(1)

discoveries in 1757, has been confirmed by further finds
of burial urns (Plate XLIV, nos. 1-3). The site lies

a short distance east of the bridge crossing the Gaunless
within the park and not only pottery but masonry, appearing
to the writer to be the rim of a circular stone tomb, was
encountered hereabouts at a depth of 7 feet in & trench

cut for sewage purpose. Further excavation, however, 1is

needed before this point can be definitely establiched.

The Pottery (Plate XLIV).

1. Beaker of coarse grey ware, height 5% in., dian.
25 in. The vessel is technically a "waster".
cf. Ospringe. Arch. Cantiana, XXXVII, Pl. XI,
nos. 88-9.

& Jar, pinkish-buff, hard egritty fabric. Diam. 4% 1”2,

S. Pedestal beaker, Castor type, chocolate slip, and
cream fracture. Pentice-moulding below the neck
and body decorated with roulette-hatching. Height

65 in; diam. 2] in. This vessel contained burnt
bones. cf Ospringe, pl. XLVIII, no. 636 and p. 94.
Circa A.D. 300.

Conclusions,

While leaving points of historical detail for the
final chapter it will be as well to summarise here the body
of evidence for the Roman occupation of Binchester.

The earliest fort, of the Flavian period, had =a
rampart of grey silty elay, over 30 feet wide, and at least

%8 P. 99 Sfeoltrnole .
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one aiten immedlately in front cf 1it. Including tne ramparis

tue extent of tuls fort appears 10 zave peen 3 acres.
Sinmultaneously with tue origiamal military cccupzticn

of tue plateau, < civil settlement grew up =2longslide tue maln

road OJzéiue tne scutn-eastern aeferces.

Supsequently, a stone «#all wis aidel 10 tae clay

ramparu
leaving tne area of tue fort uncuan ed. On wvue nortn-ezst
side tnis wall is of tulrd century izte and, walle furtuer
werg is neediea vefore we can be sure that tuere wag no
reorgaanisatlion of lue ldefences uwnaer Trajun or uairian, iuae
section in 7.2 revealeld 1o irace of an ilnternealate coasirudci-

ional perioa.

Ia tne tnlra ceuavudry tne ala Vettondm was li ~arrlson

f
at Bilncnester, possibly reinforced by a cuneus of Frisii,‘1)

but evidence for tne internal arrangements of tne fori i

ihis time is 1o seex. Tane nypcecaust of tae praetorium

containing tae tlile-stiamps of a numerus may date 1o tals,
?ﬁ\’
3 3 o . i A B
or Lo tLune succeedlrng puase 1a Luae nistory of tue eslte.
Coustantian activity 1is only, sugcsestea, =g yet, by
Ltue fourtin ceaiury poltery from Lue ooiltom of Ltue ditcu. BUut
suosequentvly tue diivcu was deliberavely fille2 in 1o permit

geettlement witnin tue snalow of ine r-aparis.

)- Clu., 42? (11)-

Y. If, as suggestei, Lue tlles were mnaie al Cunester-le-sStrsel
( Appenaix I, ao. 14), it musi be noteld tuut numeri
appear Lo .ave garrisonea iual sive botu in itne iuird
and fourin centuries ( ef. Cuapter IX).
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In the vicus, stone buildings, probably repnlacing
timber hutments of the earliest settlement, were rebuilt
from time to time and vigorous occupation of the site in
the fourth century is manifest.

No evidence of domestic or military occupation of
the plateau in the pre-Roman period is yet to hand. In
view, however, of the great depth of soil accumulation over
the Roman turf level, and the small area so far excavated

ot

to subsoil, one would hardly claim to have exhausted the

possibility of such a discovery.
APPENDIX

Reports on turf samples, both from beneath the first

century clay rampert in T. 5, by A. Raistrick, M.Sc., Ph.D.

I A normal turf soil layer, with rather peaty residue
of grass and sedges and (?) fern stems. The naterial

is very unresponsive to treatment but gives pollen of

oak with abundant grass and some fern speres - suggestive,
if anything, of moderately open scrub.

2. Very sandy top soil with grass roots and a very few
£rass spores. Exactly like much of the turf from the

Wall,
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COARSE POTTERY FROM THE 1937 EXCAVATTION

Plate XLIII).

Nos, 1-6, From the clay rampart, T. 5.

1. Mortarium, buff colour, sparse grey and white grit
aounting on to the rim. Diam. 11} in. cf.
Newstead, fig. 34, no. 5. Flavian; Casticshaw,
Pl. 39, no. 29.

2e Mortarium, buff colour, small white grit general on
the rim. Diam. uncertain. A typical Flavian
section. Cf. Ebchester, P1. XLVII, no. 4, where
parallels are cited.

3. Mlortarium, dark-grey to black, no grit visible.
Diem. uncertain. Cf. Malton, fig. 15, no. 8.
Flavian.

4, Carinated bowl with reeded rim (2 grooves), pink
fabric, blue fracture. Diam. 95 in. Standard
type with vertical side and horizontzl rim.
Flavian.

S. Carinated bowl, light grey ware, double groove below
the rim and single groove on carination. Diam.
7% in. I have not been able to find an exact
parallel but the general profile resembles Richborough
(3), P1. XXXVIII, no. 290, dated A4A.D. 80-120,

6. Rim of jar, hard sandy-crey ware. Diam. ¢. 8 1in.
Cf. Brough (1936), no. 43.

Nos. 7 and 8. From the ditch bottom, T. 1.

T Reeded rim bowl, hard coarse bright-red clay,
upturned rim. Diam. 8% in. Cf. Ebchester,
Pls ZNIL, Bo. Ts Late first-early second century.

8. Hammer-head mortarium, white clay. Cf. Ebchester,
Pl. XLVII, no. 29 and numerous parallels. Iate
third-fourth century.
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Nos. 9-12. Clay rampart, T. 2.

9. Jar, coarse derk-grey gritty febriec, twin frooves
below rim. Diam. 6 in. Cf. Newstead, fig. 25,
noe ‘3 Flavian.

10, !outh of screw-netk flagon, smooth buff fabric.

A4 cozmon Flavian type. Cf. Newstead, fig. 33,
nos.l-4; Brecon, C. 34; I Tlalton, fig. 15, no. 25;
Corbridre, 1911, Pl1. XI, nos. 1l-2.

1ll. Jar, coarse dark-grey ware. Cf. no. 9.

12. Fragnent of bese of Samien cup form 27, excellent
glaze, South Gaulish manufacture. The groove on
the footstand is said to be & pre-Flavian feature

Oswald and Pryce, p. 187 and Pl. XLIX nos.
1-10, 13).

Nos. 13-16. From the backing of the stone resmpart wall, T. 2

13. Dish, fumed ware, acute-angled lattice decoration
on side. Diam, 91 in. The broad lattice pattern
and absence of carination, suggest a third century
date.

1l4. Rim of bowl, ochre clay, smoothed. An imitation
of samian F. 29.

15. Fragment, light-grey cleay, smoothed externally.

I have not been able to find a parallel.

16. Dish with roll-rim, fumed ware, decorated with burn-
ished lines. Diam. 9 in. Cf. Chapel House M/c.,

no. 40. Third century.

Nos. 17 and 18. From the filling of the circular tank, T, 1.

17,

18,

Nos

Neck of large Jjar, bright red clay, burnished.
75, R. 24,

Diam. 5% in. Cf. llanchester, Pl.

Rim of cooking-pot, Huntcliff type.
Plate XLVII, no. 24. Late fourth

Cf. Ebchester,

century.

19-232, From the cobble floor over the ditch -

19.

20.

filling, 7.

;I

Lid of cooking-pot, hard blue-grey ware. Dia
8% in. Cf. Corbridege, 1911, no. 87.

Rim of cooking-pot, Huntcliff type.

Cf. no.

m.

19.
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21. Hammer-head mortarium, pipeclay fabric. Cf. Birdoswald,
nos. 11 and 12. Late third-fourth century.

22, Flanged bowl, dark metallic slip, cream fracture.
Cf. Signal Stations, fig. 1, no. 1. Late fourth
century.

DECORATED SAMIAN WARE

FROM THE EXCAVATIONE OF 1937
XXX Vil,
(Plate Ao, nos. 1-6).

Nos. 1 and 2. From beneath the c¢lay rampart, T. 5.

: 1S F. 29. South Gaul. The festoon enclosing cuneiform
leaf, bordered by bead rows, is not an infrequent
motif employed in the upper frieze in the Flavian
period. Cf. Pompeii, Pl. XI, no. 57. Good flaze
and execution. Period: Vespasian.

24 F, 29. South Gaul. Upper frieze: panels divided
by triple wavy lines, animals (indeterminate) and
rows of imbricated pinnate leaves (0.P.
LXXVII, no. 39).

Lower frieze: (i) in medallion - lion, as used by
COELIVS, L COSI, MASCLV3, MO 710, PASSENVI, RVFINVS
and SASIIONOS; (ii) cruciform device with triple
pomegranate stalk, trefoil leaf-tip and rosette
terminal, all used by COELIVS. Glaze excellent.
Period: Vespasian.

Nos. 3=6, Unstratified.

Se Fe 37 South Gaul. Ovolo with trifid tongue-terminal.
In panel, boar as used by PASSENYZ, RYFINVI, SATIONOS
and others. Poor glaze and execution. Period:
Domitian-Tra jan.

4, r, 37. Lezoux. Fragment.
Se F. 37. South Gaul. Ovolo with trifid tongue-terminal.
6. F. 37. Lezoux. Compound stalk scroll as used by

Cinnamus and his group of potters. Poor workman-
ship. Period: Antonine.
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RCMAIT  FORT AT LANCHEST ER

"Tt still ... exhibits one of the most conspicuous
remeins of & Roman cemp, now to be seen in South Britein."”

(Hodgson. Poems, 1807, p. 7%).

The fort &t lLanchester stands on the line of Dere
Street(ll 12 miles 3 furlongs from Binchester, and 6 miles
4 furlongs from Lbchester by the Homen road. At an elevation
of 500 feet, the station commands the crossing of the River
Browney, half-a-mile to the south, the valley of the Stockerley
burn to the east, and the low foothills of the Pennines to
the north, but from the west rampart thé ground rises steadily
to the rock outcrop of Humber Hill (850 ft. 0.D.), & ventege-
peint for the surrounding country.(z)

With brief intermission, the site has been owned, since
1633, by the Greenwell femily residing at Ford,(z} and it is
largely due to this ownership thet the fort remeins to-day
in & comparetively unique state of preservation. While
the plough has levelled the area within the ramparts, end

stone-robbing has destroyed the greater part of the outer

(1) The exact course of the rogd in the neighbourhood of the
fort is not yet certain. ctf. pp-183-4.

(2) Plate XV. B.

(3) surtees. Durham, 1I, p. 317.
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facing of the wells, these are distinetly traceeable on 211
four sides,and, unencumbered by modern buildings, the ground
wes practicelly undisturbed by previous excevation until 1937.

Happy, indeed, in its possessors, the site has been
equally fortunete in its friends, and to these we owe the
fact that not only the bibliography of Lanchester, but &lso
the epigrephic materials, are more complete then for e&ny
other fort in the county, providing ell that the student
could wish for as & working basis for excsvation.

As an introduction to the Romen fort at Lanchestsr, collect-
ing and assessing ell previous sccounts, and summarising the
structurael, numismatic end epigraphic evidence hes already
been publishe;:)&aé*%he~eeﬂeéue}eﬁﬂ~set—fnrt.ti%h Here
we may note only thet the fort is rectanguler in shape, the
ramparts roughly facing the cardinel points, and the east-
to-west axis a little less then an eighth larger than the
corresponding north-to-south axis. The ares within the
walls (5% acres) is larger than that required for 2 7uin-
genary regiment, but affords good accommodation for a
milliary cohort.(z)

MacLauchlen observed traces of a ditech round the fort,(g)

although the width he gave - 60 feet - can only be accepted

if we allow it to have been &n ovegﬁll measurement of the

(1) TDNS., VII, pp. 200-215. By the present writer. The
paper (henceforth referred to &s Lanchester) is
included with this thesis.

(2) Housesteads, another milliery cohort fort is barely
5 acres in size.

(3) Memoir, p. 14.
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double ditch visible on the western, and more vulnerable,
side of the fort. The rempart waes of stone. Oripginally
over 12 feet in height, with intervel towers, it measured
8 feet et -the base, and was stepped internally, te-ewidth-of
somethinr—like 3 feet et the—top. Buildings which have been
identified within the fort include the principia, the

praetorium, and traces of barrack-buildings; while notice of

other structures includes & number of hearths, and & drain
which ran from the centre of the fort, out through the south-
east angle. Without the ramparts, the aqueducts, the
bath-house, and certein structures suggestive of & vicus
neaer the north-east angle end on the eastern hill-slopes,
seem to have been the most important discoveries.(l)
Three branch roads have been suggested: to Chester-
le-Street (R. VI), to South Shields (MacLeuchlen. Map),
end to the west (R. VIII), but while there is & certain
amount of presumptive evidence for the former route, direct
archaeological confirmetion is, in each case, to seek.
As regards the occupational history of the site,
prior to the excavations of 1937 we had only the epigrephic
evidence for the presence of the first cohort of Vardulli
at Lanchester c. 175 A.D., &and for re-occupation of the fort
in the reign of Gordian by the first cohort of Lingones and

8 regiment of Suebian cavalry. The coin list including

iroluding. four Imperial coins earlier than Claudius, and

(1) Lanchester, passim.
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a coin of Julien, seemed to extend both the upper and lower
limits of occupation, but beyond this point speculation was

unprofitable.

THZ EXCAVATIONS OF 1937

Under the auspices of the Durhem University and North
of 3ingland ixcavation Committees, and by kind permission
of Col. W. B. Greenwell, the owner of the site, the writer
undertook a three weeks excavation at Lanchester in May,
1937. The number of men employed varied from three to
four, and to Messrs. J. Graham, W. Hutchinson, and A. Johnson,
much credit is due for their energy and enthusiasm.

It was decided to concentrate operations on:

(i) A rampart section.
ii) An internal building.
ii) The determination of the orientation

of the fort by the fixing of the
south gatewsay.

(
(1

As events turned out, however, the fact that the
original rampart section encountered an intervel turret,
enebled the work on points (i) & (ii) to proceed simul-

taneously.

The Ramparts.

The core of the wall is visible on all four sides of
the perimeter, but a complete examination of the defences
on the north and west sides is prejudiced by the presence
of field wells and land drainage. Accordingly, it was

decided to commence wark on the east defences, 100 feet
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from the south-east angle, at a point where the wall core,
and the indications of a ditch ere equally clear. An
additional advantage here was the possibility of extending
the section to test the line of Dere Street, shown on the

25 inch 0.5. mep 60 feet east of the fort well.

Section I. (Plates X & XI1).
Only a single ditch existed on this side of the fort,
15 ft. 3 in. wide end 5 ft. deep, cut into the natural
sandy subsoil. In profile it was V-shPged with a flat
bottom 1 ft. 9 in. wide, and traces of rough stone
revetting were observed on either lip. The width of the
cobbled berm was 13 ft.
From the homoge%?us filling of the ditch came & group
of sherds (Plate XILVI, nos. 48-57) of third and early
fourth century date. If the ditch was part of the defences
of the original fort, as seems most likely, subsequent
cleaning-out had removed all the first period dating evidence.
Eastwards from the outer lip of the ditch the section
was continued to a point 72 ft. from the fort wall. Slight
traces of foundetions and considerable pottery came to
light but although the excavation was carried down to subsoil
(hereabouts from 4 to 6 ft. below the turf) no trace of
road metelling was anywhere observed. Mr. R. P Wright
kiddly took over the search for Dere Street at this stage,
and I am indebted to him for the following note on the

results of his sctivities:
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"The ditch section described above was continued as &
series of short trenches, with intervals of only six feet
left unexcavated between them, reaching to a point 85 yards
east of the fort wall. Here and there rough building-
foundations &and unstratified pottery were found. There
was nothing that resembled a roed, either in width,
material, or structure, still less a Roman trunk-route
like Dere Street. The trench thus disproved the line laid
down on the Ordnance Survey map end also the suggestion of
MacLauchlen'l) that it ren within about 75 yards of the
fort on the east. Bast of this point the ground falls away
sharply, which mekes it seem very improbable that the road-
builders took this less favourable course; &nd probing, for
what it is worth, geve no indication of any solid road
structure beyond the end of ths trench."

With this negative evidence we must, at present, be
content. In view of the orientation of the Hadriarmc
fort it would be naturel to suppose that the main road ran
on the east side, but a course to the west must not be
overlooked in the light of Hutchinson's sketch—plan,(g)
and a tradition to that effect.(s)

When excavated, the fort wall was found to be standing
to a2 height of 7 ft. 6 in. As the difference df ground
level inside and outside the ramparts is as much as 6 ft.,

8 considerable depth of digging was regquired to expose the

(1) Memoir, p. 13. (2) burham, II, p. 358.
(3) aa., 1, iv, p. 292.
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inner face of the defences, compared with the slight clear-
ing involved in uncovering the external foundations. There
was compensation, however, in the discovery that the esccumu-
letion of soil within the fort had served as & deterrent to
stone-robbing.

Two periods of masonry were involved (Plete X1).

ar Mhe baie
The originel fort wall wes 8 ft. 73 in. widesend bedded on
footings of blue clay 1 ft. 3 in. deep. A1l that remained
of its facing stones was & fine messive chamfered plinth
course (Fig. 11) on which the mesons' line for the upper
masonry was plainly evident. set beck 2 in. from the edge
of the chamfer, and three courses of the inner face, the lower
of these being offset 6 in. (Fig. 13).(1) Roughly trimmed
blocks everaging 9 in. high and varying in length from
1l ft. 3 in. to 2 ft. 2 in. had been employed.

Subsequent rebuilding was attested by the distinective
masonry of the upper eight courses of the inner face of the
wall (Fig. 13). The stonework was now composed of well-
dressed ashlar biecks ¢ in. by 12 in., and & striking
feature of this second period work wes the reduction of the
wall by e 5%-6 in. offset at every third course giving the

impression of a "stepped" rampart. Krom—¥& i RSP,

observﬁtiaﬁLal’Thﬁ%#thisfﬂsteppingﬂ_wesf ] the

(1) From the photograph it appears that the footing course
and the three upper courses are uniform, but close
exuminetion showed that the second offset course
abutted the third century mesonry of the turret wall,
with which it must, t-erefore, be contemporary.

(2&’Kﬁ\ﬁxcusstcn,xcﬂtha/LakesT“EttT}_l?Qﬁfﬂpyrﬁie”iff;
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width of ;ﬂ; wall fvas 3 ftf (it cennot, for praCtical
reasons’ have been much 1ess , 1t hes been possible to recon-
struc; the rampart to a height” of 23 Tt includlng the
timmber palisade/TPlate 1Y)

Behind the well, the cley rampert-backing was stending
6 ft. 1 in. high and, as &t York,(l) appeared to have been
cobbled (Fig. 14). Agein two periods were to be distin-
guished in the side of the section, corresponding to the
two periods of masonry. The earliest rampart backing of
stiff blue cley, remeined only 4% in. high, hsving been cut
down for the rebuilding of the well; it was based not
immediately on the Romen turf line but on & thin band of
masons/chippings and occupestion debris which produced only
a single sherd (Plete XIVI, no. 38). A second occupation
deposit overlay the first period backing to a depth of
S in., end above this the upper cley rampesrt backing extended
to within a foot of the top of the wall, "het pottery there
was from the upper meterisl is illustrated on Plate XIVI,
nos. 44-47, end Plate XXXVIII, nos. 1-3. llone of the
coarse sherds asre closely deteable, but their affinities eare
with bhe~thdpdocaentury wathcer than the second cealery.

Owing to the depth of excavetion required it was not
found practicable to investigste the width of either period
rampart backing, but as the guestion is structural rather

than historical it could be deferred with good conscience.

(1) JRs., xv, 1925, p. 180.
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Section 11 (Plates X & XIV).

A second section, cut on the south side of the fort
betwéen the gateway and the south-west angle, concentrated
on the ditch system and was not continued within the rempert.
As eppeered from surface indicetions,the south side of the
fort is defended by double ditches: (i) an inner ditch
13 ft. wide and 4 ft. 6 in. deep, similar in sectiorn to thut
on the east side, and having a berm 17 ft. wide; and (ii)
en outer ditch 15 ft. wide eand 4 ft. 6 in. deep, more irregular
in profile than the first, from which it is separated by a
counterscarp 7 ft. wide

No dating evidence was found in either ditch and it is

not possible to say, therefore, whether they are ccntemporary.

The Interval Turret. (Plates X & XOI).

Section I heppily encountered the south vwell of an
intervel turret placed midway between the east gateway and
the south-east angle of the fort. The excellent state of
preservation of this structure invited complete excavation,
for it was hoped thet the second part of the programme
viz., the investigation of sealed deposits in an internal
building, might be completed without further search. The
following report shows thet these hopes were not without
foundation.

As in the case of the fort wall in this section two

periods of mesonry were evident:
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Period 1. The original turret was represented only by the
footings, two courses high on the north, east, and south
sides, and one course high on the west side (Plate XI).

The turret appesred to have been recessed slightly into the
first-period fort well with which it was evidently contem-
porary for the base course of the latter wes continued
through the turret as en 8 in. offset foocting course.
Moreover, the clay bed supporting the ss&epes masonry of both
wall end turret cleerly indicated & single planning (Fig. 13).
The side walls of the turret sppeared to have been set back
a little wey from the footings (Fig. 12), end must heve been
about 4 ft. thick, allowing the maximum internasl size of the
building to heve been 7 ft. by 6 ft.

As in the leter period the entrance would seem to have
been at the junction of the north and west walls.(1)

No trace of the flooring of the original turret remained,
the second-period floor sezling only a mixture of occupation
debris and sand infilling. From this debris, however, were
recovered two coins, & denarius of Vespasien end an &s of
Trajen (Appendix I1. £, nos. 8 & 1l2), and & single cooking-
pot rim (Plate XILVI, no. 39).

Period II.

The turret had subsejuently been rebuilt upon the

(1) Considerable wearing was visible on the footings et

this point. Ia—thescoond-periodithosewers
oPsoTRed
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earlier footings but with nerrower walls (av. 3 ft. 3 1n.;.(l}

The internel dimensions were further enlerged to 8 ft. 9 in.
by 7 ft. 2 in. by reducing the thickness of the fort well to
5 rt. 10 ih. by meens of & further offset course, but
although the second periods of both wall and turret were

(2)

evidently contemporary, no attempt was made to preserve
the "stepping"™ of fne rampart within the turret itself.
The doorway was 3 ft. 4 in. wide (Plate XI), and the
height of the walls above the first period mesonry varied
from 5 ft. 9 in. (on the east side) to 3 ft. 3 in. (on the
west side).

Associated with this reconstruction was a well-built
flagged floor overlying the late offset course of the east
wall, and bedded on a thick spread of mason's chippings.(z}
The slight occupation meterial over the floor wes sealed,
somewhat imperfectly, by the floor of period III, and the
shallow depth of the occupation debris (Plete XI, Section

A-A), which conteined only the sherds illustrated on

(1) The levelled core of the first period turrst walls is
clearly visible on Fig. 12 projecting from beneath the
later masonry.

(2) The north and south walls of the turret were keyed into
the fort wall (Fig. 13, uppermost course), and the
masonry was ldentical.

(3) Fig. 15. The large rectanguler flag in the centre of
the turret represents this floor. The flag in the
doorway is period III.
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Plate XLV, nos. 27-30 and Plate XXXVIII, no. 7,suggested
that the turret had been constantly swept out in the second
period. This was confirmed by excavation outside the
west wall,.where a cobble road of period III sealed &n
extensive deposit of pottery (Plate XLVI, nos. 31-37) con-
taining the rim of a coarse red-brick bowl, fragments of
which had already been found on the second-period floor
(Plate XLV, no. 30). As ;ﬁ Birdoswald(ll we mey suggest

a window. here,of which no structural remains have survived.

Period 11I.

No masonry of this period could be detected; if
reconstruction had taken place it must have besn at a higher
level than is represented by the existing remeins, and this
factor gives comparative evidence fcr the extent of the
destruction at the end of periods 1 & II respectively.

The latest floor, as already noted, was raised less
than 1 ft. ebove that of period II, and consisted of no more
than tumbled masonry and loose cobbles (Fig. 15) levelled,
doubtless, with a soil spread which could not be distin-
guished from the occupation debris above it. To this
period we must ascribe the single irreguler flag found in
the doorway (Fig. 15), and the cobbled road outside the
western wall (Plate XI, Section B-B) from whose surface a
few sherds (Plate XILV1, nos. 40-43, and XXXVIII, nos. 4, 5,
and 8) and & coin of Constantinép (Appendix II. E, mno. 57)

were recovered.

(1) cw., 2, xxx, p. 176.



/9]

No attempt had been made in this period to prevent
the gradual raising of the floor level so that the accumu-
lation was found to be as high as 2 ft. 6 in., extending to
within 1 ft. 3 in. of the uppermost course of the fort well.
From this deposit came two coins, & pleted denarius of Severus,
and an £ 3 of Constens (Appendix II. E, nos. 23 & 61), and
a fine series of pottery types (Plate XLV, nos. 1-26), all
characteristic of the first half of the fourth century.

Reversing the chronology,it is now possible to date
the three periods described ebove, and to apply these periods
to the excavetions at the south gateway. Period III
undoubtedly represents a Constantien occupation of Lanchester,
but it would be unwise to deny & Theodosien occupetion of
the site in view of the fact that the later levels in the
wall turret may easily have been peeled away. Period 1II,
represented by the reconstruction of the interval turret,
and the "stepped™ fort wall, and dated by the pottery from
without the western wall of the turret, may safely be
ascribed to the third century, and would seem, therefore, to
reflect the re-occupation under Gordian, attested by
independent evidence.(l) Period I, the original construc-
tion of the stone fort wall and interval turret, must fall
within the second century, and from the coin evidencgéi;d
and structural analogies on the Wall, can hardly be/other-

Wise than to the reign of Hadrian.

(1) cIL., 446 (35) and 445 (36).

(2) Appendix II. E, nos. 8 and 12.
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The South Gateway.

Hutchinson's account of the fort &t Lanchester mentions
that "en access esppears in the centre of each side,"(l)

(2)

and both Hoﬁgson and MacLauchlan(B) declared the east
and west getes to be visible thus situated. In the middle
of the nineteenth century, however, the north and south
gates were "so obscured by rubbish,"” that it was found
impossible to tell exactly where the entrances were.(4]
Assuming thet in the case of a rectangular fort such
as Lanchester the gafes in the longer axis would not be
centrally placed, search was directed towzsrds & point on
the south rempert 200 ft. west of the south-east angle,
where the core of the fort well was not apparent.
A little digging soon uncovered the central spina
of the gateway, and a further week's work sufficed, to clear
the remains of the eestern guard-chamber. As was to be
expected, the gateway proved to have been much more severely
robbed then the intervel turret, but et least three periods

of buildings could be detected.

(1) Excursion to the Lakes, p. 317.

(2) Poems, p. 91.
(3) Memoir, p. 13.
(4) ibid.
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Period 1. The Hadrianic Gateway.

The gateway measured 62 ft. oveﬁhll, and comprised
two roadways, each 9 ft. 6 in. to 10 ft. wide, flanked
by two recténgular guard-chambers built flush with the
front of the fort wall, and projecting some 12 ft. behind
it. The plen thus compares with the more or less‘standar—
dised type of double gateweys found in the Hedrianic vall
(1)

forts. The T-shaped end of the spinea which supported
the twin arches of either portal, still remeinsd in situ,
one course high, set on a massive base course 1l in. deep
and offset 9 in. which no doubt served inecidentzlly to
protect the pier from damage by wheeled vehicles. The
upper masonry consisted of four grit blocks, 1 ft. 5 in.
deep, tied with elaborate dove-teiled cramps, the bonding
material of which, whether lead or timber, was lacking
(Fig. 17). The two rear blocks were rebated, reducing
the width of the spina from 4 ft. 4 in. to 2 ft. 3 in. and
in addition to the cramp-holes, a dowel-hole had besn
chiselled in either stone. The foundations continued
into the fort but were not traced for their full extent.
1t was clear, however, thet the spina had been discarded
in the Roman period, for one of the blocks of the upper
masonry was found to be re-used in the east guard-chamber

(Fig. 16) Finely cut, end measuring 2 ft. 3 in. by

1 ft. 11 in., and 1 ft. 6 in. deep, it was provided with

(1) cf. Birdoswald. AA., 1, iv, pl. f. p. 74: Rudchester.
ibid., 4, i, pls. 11 & IV; Housesteads. ibid., 2,

—

xxv, pl. XIX; Halton Chesters. ibid., 4, xiv, fig. 5.
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a drafted margin and = suakfzsﬁzz:::i_;ftgﬁgé;.so that it
could be keyed to a stone similarly dressed with & clean
joint a)‘/‘-zl_.’e, todgeds —a £deral ccaliag dfm}-/&./- UI.)ZJ-/Z._

Most unusually,no pivot-hole vwes to be observed in
the normel position on the west side of the spina, and
the inference thet the blocking of this portel dates to the
oriﬁginal construction of the gateway is unlikely.(l)

The corresponding site of the pivot-hole for the western
door of the east portel was obscured by &€ late blocking
wall (Plate X1I1).

The east guard-chamber was s=t on e& hollow rectangu-
lar stone platform(z) 19 ft. by 21 ft., built of massive.
roughly dressed sendstone blocks bedded on cley footings
1l f£t. 6 in. deep. On the south side,the width of the foot-
ings corresponded with that of the fort well, indicating
contemporaneity of lay-out, but the fact that the east and
west foundetions of the guard-chamber were not set siuarely
on their footings (Plate LIII)g suggests & slight devietion
from the original plan. Extensive disturbsnce had taken
place and only six stones of the superstructure survived,
three et the internal junction of the fort wall and the
guard tower, and another group of three buried beneath the
masonry of a later period (Fig. 18). From these, however,

it appeared that the widthpf the east, west, and south

(1) See p. 797

(2) As, seemingly, at Birdosweald. AA., 1l,iv, pl. f. p. 141,
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walls of the tower was in every case 4 ft., and,accordingly,
the internal dimensions of the building would be some

13 ft. by 11 ft.(l}

While the side walls had been composed
of neat ashlar bloeks (av. 1 ft. 3 in. by 1 ft.), there was
a suggestion that the front wall hed been more eleborately
treated, for the mortar-line of the wall core was pleinly
to be seen, set back 1 ft. 10 in. from the edge of the
platform, allowing for at least one more course of large
masonry . Further evidence of this must, however, be sought
elsewhere on the perimeter.

Amongst other architectural features to be observed
was the foundation of the outer impost, recessed 4 ft.
6 in. from the front of the tower, and projecting 1 ft.

wae J-a-.’,-e_.oa

3 in. into the roadway. The reer impost foundation keéd—been
Sy a Slght prose Sima %_m’.c 3&’ e voadilime §locds

removed, The junetion of the guasrd-chamber and the fort
wall (here 8 ft. 9% in. wide, end stending three courses

high on the inner face), was accomplished by & straight-
joint, a well known festure in Romen construction, safe-
guarding against the unequeal settlement of adjacent masses.[z)
No evidence for the site of the entrance to the tower weas

forthcoming, and no stratification was to be observed at

any point (see below).

Period II. The Gordianie Reconstruction.

The only evidence for this period was the widening of

(1) The first figure is only an estimste for the entire
foundations of the north well hed been torn out.
iven so the Lanchester guard- towerais gilghtly larger
than corresponding structures st Housesteads and
Birdoswald.

(2) ef. Brecon, p. 35.
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the front wall of the tower by the construction of a new
inner face set back 7 ft. 3 in. from the edge of the plat-
form, and resting on an independent footing course of
re-used Hadrianic blocks, offset 1%—2 in. The upper
masonry, five courses high at the western end (Fig. 16),
was identical with the period I1I masonry of the interval
turret and fort wall, and may, therefore, be ascribed to
the third century rebuild. As already noted the core of
this wall overlay three stones of the east wall of the
Hadrienic tower,and, at its western extremity, the five
upper courses of the wall were straight-jointed showing
thaet here it had been built ageinst the massive masonry
of the pier. Fig. 16 shows traces of wall-plaster still
adhering to the stonework.

Within the guard-chamber was an unsealed accumulation
of debris, particularly wall-plaster, lying on the natural
sandy subsoil, without any trace of flooring or of strati-
fication. The material was carefully searched but failed

to yield any coins'l)

or sherds worthy of record, and
consequently only structural anslogies can be cited to

date the various periods represented.

Blocking-Walls.

Both portals proved to have been blocked up. The
blocking-wall of the east portal, only traced eastwards
for a distance of 2 ft. from the spina (Fig. 17), weas

l ft. 6 in. wide and set on an offset footing course.

(1) A denarius of Zlagabalus (Appendix II, &, no. 33) was
found on the surface hereabouts.
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The masonry wes seemingly re-used and the construction was
poor, maeking it hardly ceredible that the portal had been
closed before ever the gateway was in use.

The blocking-wall of the east portal was entirely
unoovered. Three courses high and 9 ft. 6 in. in length
it over-rode the foundations both of the spina and of the
impost, and, as the eastern extremity terminated in a
straight face (Fig. 19), we may presume that here it abutted
the masonry of the jamb. With this blocking up would
seem to be associated the flagged drain shown on Fig. 19,
whose significance is not yet clear. No doubt it is to
be explained by the conversion of the gateway into living
quarters, a transformetion common on Wall sites,(l} but
further work is required before this can be assured.

porlals i85 A comamon phenomencn o swes Roman fork

The complete walling up of one or both,in Zngland
and Wales. The process goes back to the time of Hadrien
and&?lready noted, on several of the Wall forts,6 appears
to have taken place simultaneously with the building of
the gateway or, at least, before the sill-stones and
pivot-holes were worn in any degree. As Collingwood
has pointed out,(2) we are not entitled to infer any
decline in morale but should see rather a development in
military strategy. From the time of Hadrian the poliecy
of narrowing and blocking gateways continued until the

final phase of the Roman occupation,‘z) and Dr. Wheeler

(1) eg. Rudchester. 1loc. cit., p. 94; Housesteads.
Guide, p. 12. etec.

(2) JRS., xiii, 1923, pp. 69-81. (3) Malton, p. 68,
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has gone even further with the suggestion that the walling-
up of the south and east gates at Brecon may have taken place
in the sub-Roman period.(l)

Until further work has been done, therefore, all that
we are entitled to say is that typologically both blocking
walls at Lanchester would seem to be of late construction,
and, in view of the Gordianic re-building of the east-guard
chamber, may well prove not to be earlier than the fourth
century.

Completing the plan of the stone defences the east
gateway and a second interval tower were located. The
former was placed centrally in the rampart and measuring
62 ft. overall, would seem to be of the same type as the
south gateway with double entrances, flanking a central
spina. The interval tower was proved in the south rampart
midway between the gateway and the south-west engle and
standing to within 6 in. of the humus, gave every promise

of being in a fine state of preservation.

Coneclusion.

Summarising briefly the results of the excavation of
1937 we note, first of all, an entire absence of evidence
for a first century occupation of the site. In view of
the limited extent of the work done this may, of course,
be purely accidental, but at present the historical
starting-point must be with the first period stone fort,

rectangular in shape, some 53 acres in extent,snd facing

(1) Brecon, p. 12.
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aastwards.(l) The general lay-out of this early fort,
notably the situation of the well turrets and gateways, and
the typology of the latter, leaves no doubt that Lanchester
was included within the Hadrianic re-organisation of the
frontier system.

Sharing in the g2neral destruction which befell the
northern forts et the close of the second century, Lan-
chester was not apparently re-occupied until the reign of
Gordian, a consideration which gives added import to the
stratified pottery of this period anmd to such structural
peculiarities as the internal "stepping" of the rebuilt
rampart.

In the first half of the fourth century vigorous
occupatidn of the site is attested, and although evidence
for reconstruction of the ramparts is still to seek, it is
possible that the ditches were cleaned out or re-cut at
this period;

The latest dateable pottery consists of two Hunteliff-
type cooking-pot rims found in surface soil over the remains

of the south gateway (Plate XLVI, nos. 58-9),

(1) This accords with the éupposition that the hypocaust
(Plate X) is associated with the commandant's house.
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SAMI AN WARE
from the

ZXCAVATIONS OF 1937
(Plate XXXVIIL,

By J. A. Stanfield,

F. 37. Lezoux. Larze, neat ovolo over & fine wevy

line. The design was a large scroll but only
parts of the upper end lower tendrils remein.
Period: Hadrian - Antonine.

F. 37. Lezoux. The single medellion, the female

bust (D. 665), the series of free rings arched
over the medallion, the large eight-lobed rosette
sparated from the lowest ring by an estragelus

are all exesctly as occurring on & bowl by AVENTINVS
found at Corstopitum (K. 909-1911) stamped
(AVAN]TINI.M, as y2t unpublished. The only
difference is thet on the Corstopitum bowl, a free
ring occurs below the medellion instead of the
astragalus of the Lanchester fragment, which
accordingly may be confidently ascribed to
Aventinus. Period: Antonine.

F., 37. Lezoux. Upper part of smsll mele figure

and the ornament D. 1116 used by many potters,
more frequently during the reigns of Trajan &nd
Hadrien than later. Period: Hadrian.

F. 37. Llezoux. The ovolo is 2 common one and

slight variations of it were used by many potters.
Seroll design with teil of & bird (Probably
D. 1009). Period: Antonine.
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6. F. 30, stamped COBN(ZRTVS-F). The drawing has been
accidentaelly inverted on the plate, and should be
loocked at the other way up, when it will be seen
that the neme-stemp is not the retrograde one also
used by this potter. The complete design is
illustrated by Knorr (Blickweiler, etc., Textbild
31, Form 30, Regensburg) and No. 6 preserves the
following parts of it, viz., & cruciform ornament,
a double festoon, conteining part of the teil
and hind-quarters of a squatting lion, a ring
over the name-stamp and part of the latter, so
that No. 6 is clearly from the same mould as the
Regensburg example. Period: Hedrian.

7. F. 37. Lezoux. Serell design with leaf as_used __
by CINNAMVS (Form 37. Carlisle, stamped CINNAMI-OF).
Period: Antonine.

8. F. 37. Rheinzabern. Concentric rings in place of
ovolo. These rings are Ludowici's type R. 120
and, together with @ plain ridge (not & bead-row)
immediately underneath, were used by RAGINVS.
Period: Antonine.

POTTZRS' STAMPS ON TERRA SIGILLATA
(A1l unstratified)

1. ARICI M F. 33. ARICVS of Lezoux and Lubieg.
Period: EHadrian - Antonine.

2. ATTILLI M F. 38. ATTILILVS of Lezoux.
Period: Domitien - Hadrian.

3. COB(NZRTVS:F) F. 30. cf. no. 6 above.
4. [MasCII]LLIO  F. 33. MASCELLIO of Lezoux.
Period: Hadrien - Antonine.

POTTERS' STAMP ON MORTARIUM
(Unstratified)

1. [SA]R-RI (Plate XLIX, no. 12). TFor this and
variant forms of the stamps of SARRVS cf. liewstead,
fig. 35, no. 28; Aldborough, Pl. 33; Birrens, p. 186;
Rough Castle, p. 492: Bar Hill, p. 472; Balmuildy,
Pr. XL, B: 3l Fourteen exemples, four of the
Lanchester type, have been found et Corbridge.
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COARSE POTTERY
from the

1937 EXCAVATIONS
(Plates XLV & XLVI)

Nos. 1-26. Interval Turret, floor 3. Constantian

deposit. cf. coin of Constans
(Appendix II. E, No. 61)

Folded beaker, Castor type, dull brown metallic slip
coating, pick frecture, slight groove on the bease
and three bands of rouletting on the body. Diam.
28 in. Ht. 6§ in. For the shape cf. Ospringe,
Pl. XLI, No. 498. Similer unpublished examples of
this type have occurred at Piercebridge and Houses-
teads in early fourth century deposits.

. Large cooking-pot, light blue-grey fabric, light

fracture, obtuse-angled lattice decoration. The
rim and shoulder, down to the zone of decoration,
are burnished. Diam. 8 in. The wide outbent rim,

and the type of lattice decoration, are characteristic

of fourth century cooking-pots. cf. Birdoswald,
no. 19; Segontium, fig. 78, nos. 54-6; Silchester,
p. 160,type 197, etc.

. Cooking-pot, fumed black ware, obtuse-angled lattice

decoration. Diam. 53 in. e¢f. general remarks
on no. 2.

Cooking-pot, as no. 3. Diam. 4% in.

. Beaker, Castor type, silver-blue mica-dusted surface,

buff fracture, slight groove below the rim. Orna-
mented with three pick rouletted bands. cf. Tullie

house, no. 116; Broufh (1936), no. 93; Niederbieber,
Taf. 11, type 31; Silchester, Pl. XLII B, No. 8.

The type is derived from Dragendorff form 55, but the
differencesof fabric and date (190-260 A.D.) of
Niederbieber examfle may indicate a more local
provenance for thls particular vessel.
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6. Face Urn. A large jar, the neck of which is modelled
to represent a lady's face. The base, and several
fragments of the side of this vessel were recovered,
but not sufficient to enable a complete section to
be drawn.

Buff fabric, red fracture, painted. The hair, includ-
ing the bun at the back of the head, is dark brown,
the lips red, and the belly of the jar is ornamented,
near the shoulder, with three dull reddish-brown
bands. Maximum girth 94 in. Base 4% in. Ht. c.

15 in. Dr. W. E. Collinge has recently published
a classification of similar Mask, or Face Vases,
in the Yorkshire Museum, at York, (Proc. Yorks.
Philos. Soc., 1936 (1937)), and on the basis of
that work the present vessel falls into type C.

For parallels cf. York (op. cit.) Pl. VI; Binchester
(Vinovia, p. 48, and Pl. XL, no. 19 in this theis);
Richborough (2), Pl. XXXIII, no. 184, and p. 104;
Carrawburgh, Coventina's Well, (now in the Chesters
Museum , Pl. XLI, no. 51 in this thesis): Colchester
Catalogue, LXXXVII, Graves 95-97; 1bid., i1l,
no. 301; ibid., Text, fig. 4 (three examples).

The 1934 excavations at Piercebridge produced frag-
ments of a vessel of this type (Piercebridge Museum).

Painted Face Vases are fairly widely distributed in
Germany, Britain, and the north of France, and the
continental examples have been assigned to the third
and fourth centuries (Dechelette, vol. II, p. 324,
and P1. VIII, fig. 3). One of the principal centres
of manufacture was at Worms from the mid-third to
the early fourth century, (cf. Behn, Rom. Keramik,

p. 115, no. 798; ibid., p. 199, nos. 1328-1330;

ivid., p. 251, nos. 1700-1703) and another at Trier
(ibid., p. 198, no. 1323, and Pl. VI, nos. 3-6).

Of the British examples quoted above, that from Lan-
chester certainly dates to the early fourth century,
and the Piercebridge fragments would seem to fall
within the same period. We have, there}evidence
for the importation of pottery into Britain from
the continent during the Gonstantian epoch.

7. Neck of a tall, bulbous beaker, Castor type, dark
greenish-black metallic fabric, red fracture. Orna-
mented with eldouble row of rouletting on the shoulder
above a zone of floral decoration en barbotine.

Diam, 3 in. cf. Silchester, Pl. XLI, 2.
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8. Folded beaker, Castor type, silver-blue, buff fracture.
Decorated with scale pattern. Diam. 3 in. The
shape of this handsome vessel recalls Birdoswald, No.3C
(datea to first half of fourth century), but the fabric
is different, and I have not been sble to find an
exact parallel.

9. Foldea beaker, Castor type, very thin ware, dark-creen
lustre glaze, red fracture, three rcws of rouletting
on tne boay. Diam. 2%in. The extremely fine texture
cf this type of vessel, which surely represents the
nighest perfection of the potter's art, has aprarently
discouresgea attempte to reconstruct and draw it, and
consequently published psrallels sre few. f., however,
Tullie House, No.1ll9b, trcm Bewcastle (not illustrated).
A fourth century unpublished deposit from Corbridge
has recently produced fragments of & similzsr vessel.

10. Cooking-pot, fumed black ware. Diam. ¢c.9 in.

11. Cooking=-pot, hard blue-grey ware, coarse texture, cecoreted
with crude burnicshed lattice pattern. Diam. in.

1l2. Cooking-pot, fumed black wzre, obtuse-angled lattice
decoration. Diam 63F in.

15. As No.l2. Diem 63 in.
4. As No.l2. Diam. 52 in.
15. Cooking=-pot, hard blue-zrey wzre, smoothed. Diegm. 5 in.
lo. As No.12. Diam. 6% in. )
For the categble features of Nos. 10-1lo, cf. general

remarks on No.2.

17. Neck of jar (probably with single handle), hard lizht-
grey were, smoothed. Diam. 5 in. cf. Throlam, No.95.

18. Hemmer-head mortzsrium, whitish-buff colour, black grit,
two grooves on rim. Diam. ¢.l1l1l in. c¢f. Birdoswald,
No.1ll; Malton, fig.5, No.3; DTroltross Burn, Fl. V,
NOE- 1-4, and Pa4‘52.

A characteristic late thira. and early fourtn century
wype.

<7+ Platter, cosrse brick-red fabric, orange rim. Diam. ¢c.12 in.
I have not been able to find perallels.

<0, Carinated bowl, hard dark-grey were, burnished externally.
Diam. 3% in. 2f. Rudston (4), No.l3 (early fourth
century deposit), where parallels are given.

<41+ Flanged bowl, fumed ware, broad acute-sngled lattice
decoration on the side. Diam. ¢.8 in. Cf. BRirdoswald,no. 9.
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22. As no. 21. Diam.1ll} in

23. As no. 21; decorated with intersecting arcs. Diam.
10% 1in.

24. As no. 23. Diam. 10 in.
25. Dish, fumed were, side and base decorateé with burnished

intersecting arcs. Diam. 93 in. cf. Birdoswald,
no, 84; Brough (1936), no. 150. Early fourth century

26. As no., 25; decoreted with intersecting wavy lines.
Diem. 9 in.

Nos., 27-37. Third century deposit.

Fos. 27-30 were found over floor 2, and beneath
floor 3, in the Interval Turret; nos. 31-37
outside the turret, sealed beneath a fourth
century roadway, and representing the sweeping-
up of floor 2 (e¢f. no. 30).

27. Jar, hard coarse black ware, with particles of fine
crystalline grit on the rim. Diam. 53 in.

28.* Jar, hard light-grey ware, internal groove on the rim,
and, on the outside, a slight cordon at the juaction of
the rim and the shoulder. Diem. 5% in.

29. Shallow dish, iron-hard blue-grey ware, smoothed, very
slight carination at the base. Diem. S5z in. cf.
Malton, fig. 14, no. 29, for a third century dish
with the same carination, but in a different fabric.

30 Bowl, coarse brick-red gritty fabric, not a mortarium.
Diem. 10 in. For the shape cf. Malton, fig. 7,
no. 27. Fragments of this vessel were found both on
floor 2 of the Interval Turret, and under the late
roadway outside the turret, demonstrating the
homogeneous nature of the two deposits.

3l. Bowl, coarse orange-red fabric, no grit. Stamped with
fern-frond. Diem. ¢. 12 in. This seems to be a rather
larger example of no. 30.

32. Cooking-pot, fumed ware, decorated with acute-angled
lattice pattern. Diam. 5% in.

33. Cooking-pot, iron-hard blue-grey fabric, light core.
Diam. 5 in.

34. As no. 32. Diam. 63 in. 4 typical third century
section. cf. Denton Hall, no. 15,

r
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36.

37 .

38.

39.

40,

4]1.
42,

43,

44,

45,
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Jar, dark-grey coarse ware, light core. Diam. 6% in.
Mortarium, light buff colour,

Rough-cast beaker, dull yellowish-brown paste, twin
grooves on shoulder. Diam. c. 4 in. This type of
vessel is common on the Rhine, and as far south as
Switzerland in the late first and early second centuries.
For early examples in Britain e¢f. Richborough (3), nos.
298 - 301. It occurs on the Wall in Period I
(Birdoswald, no. 27) and also in the second century
at Brough (Brough (1936)),, coarser than either of these,
and may well be a later/ﬁ%velopment of the type.

bt IAe lanchesler example .5 larger and

No. 38. From the Hadrienic rampart-backing

Cooking-pot, fumed black ware, with ascute-angled lattice
decoration. Diam. 5 in. The short, squat rim, and
external profile are reminiscent of Birdoswasld, no. 18
(second century).

No. 39. Interval Turret, below floor 2.

Cooking-pot, fumed ware, scute-angled lattice decorst ion
Diem. 5 in. Third century rebuilding had destroyed all
trace of the Hadriamnic floor inside the turret, so that
this sherd was not stratified, although sealed, with
coins of Vespasian and Trajan, below floor Z.

Nos. 40-43. On the roadway outside the Interval

Turret, communicating with floor 3. Nos. 41
and 43 give a fourth century date.

Mortarium, buff-coloured, grit large snd sparsely dis-
tributed, illegible stamp.

Dish, fumed ware, decoration as no. 25.

lMortarium, light-brown, fine black grit. The bead
projects well above the rim.

Cooking-pot, fumed ware, obtuse-angled lettice decorat ion.
Diem. 7 in. cf. no. 2.

Nos. 44-47. From the third century rampart backing,

Beaker, dark-grey, light core, smoothed externsl ly on neck
and rim, but internally on rim only. Traces of lattice
decoration.

Cooking-pot, fumed ware, acute-sngled lettice decorsat ion.
Diam. 5% in.
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46. As no. 45. Diam. 5z in.

47. Flanged bowl, blue-grey, smoothed, acute-angled lattice
decoratian.

Nos. 48-57. From the ditch filling, T.l.

48, Small mortar-shaped bowl, yellowish-white fsbric, rim
ornamented with dark red peinted beads in painted orange
circles, slight foot-ring. Diam. 53 in. The same
type of vessel occurs at Corbridge amongst the pre-War
pottery (c¢f. nos. 60-66), at Binchester (Hooppell
Collection, Durham University Museum, figured Pl. XLI
nos. 45 and 46), and at South Shields (South Shields
Museum) . Two subdivisions of the type seem to exist:

(a) in which the bead is level with the flange,
(cf. no. 48 above; Corbridge, nos. 60 and
66; Binchester, Pl. XLI no. 46).

(b) in which the bead rises above the flange,
(cf. Corbridge, nos. 61-65; Binchester,
Pl. XII no. 45).

The flange, while invariably down-turned, differs in
section from a pronounced hoosk (Corbridge no. €4) to

a gentle curve (Binchester, Pl. XLI no. 45), and the
termination may be either rounded or pointed (compare
nos. 48. and 61). The decoration, occurring only on
the rim, is painted in dark red or orange, and a
variety of design is employed, the pear-shaped motif
being most commonly used (cf. nos. 61-64). The fabric
is uniformly yellowish-white and, of the exam.les
quoted, the maximum and minimum rim diemeters are 9;
in. and 5% in., respectively.

The colour of both fabric and decoration is typical
of fourth century painted Crambeck ware (cf. antiqguaries
Journal, XVII (1937), p. 403), and it is significant that
three vessels of this form were found on the Crambeck
pottery site (Crambeck, nos. 74-67), although the type
is not distinguished in Mr. Corder's recent analysis of
Crambeck ¥¥pee.wwe(Antiquaries Journal, loc. cit.,

Pp. 392-413). -

49. Mortarium, pspeclay fabric, dasrk-green grit. The rim
section is intermediate between the bead and curved rim,
and the hammer-head type. ef. Wroxeter, 1912, no 114,
“probably not earlier than the latter part of the second
contury.™ The fabric suggests a late third or early
fomrth century date. c¢f. Birdoswald, no. 10.




54.

56,
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Mortarium, light-brown, trace of buff slip, dark-blue
core. .

Jar, hard dark-grey coarse gritty fabric, Diam. 7 in.

Cooking-pot, fabric as no. S5Sl. Diam. 7 in. ct.
Ebchester, Pl. ZLVII no. 20, for a third century exazple
of this type in lifsht-grey ware.

Holl-rim bowl, fumecd ware, slisht chaml'er at the base and
acute-an~led latticedecoration. Diam. ¢. 11 in.

4 comron type on the Scottish Vall, cf. Balmuilay,
Pl. XLVII, nos. 1ll1l-12. Un Haarian's Wwall it
pre.ominates in the third century. 65 g
Birdoswald, nos. 73 and 80C.

wall-sided platter, red with buff slip-coating, badly
worn. Diam. 8 in. Similar vessels wergmuae at
Crambeck, Pl. 11I, no. 54.

Cooking-pot, iron-hard blue-grey ware. Diam. 55 in.

otraight-siaed daish, hard coarse srey ware, faint chanmnfer
at the base and external groove below the rim. A
similar dish without the chamfer was ma_e at Crambeck
probably in the fourth century (antiquaries Journal,
loc, cit., Type 2s. and p. 4C3); cf. Poltross Burn,
rl. V, no. 22 (fourth century).

rresumably the Lanchester sherd is a rather earlier
example of the type,which is "too com: on anada too
lacking in dutezble features"™ to admitclose catiug
(Antiquaries Journmal, loc. cit., p 409).

57. Bowl, lirht-grev, smoothed,decorated with external wavy

line.

While there is every reason to suppose that the ditech
was an integral part of the Hadrianic det'ences of thae
fort,no stratification wis to be observed in the
section, and the sherds recovered from the ditvon
filling are predominantly third and fourth ceutury,
suggesting that the ditech was cleaned out at least
once or, more probably, twice during re-occupation
of the site.

Striking evidence of similar cleaning of the ditch
system has recently been observed at Hinchester
{ef. P /60 ).
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59.

60.
61.

62.
63.

64.

65.

66.
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Nos. 58=59. Unstratified.

Two cooking-pot rims, HFunteliff type, with charscteristic
wheel-made rim and internal groove. cf. Birdoswald,

no. 20 (fourth century); Huntcliff, nos. 17-29 (late
fourth century).
Nos. 60-66. Small paeinted mortar-shaped bowls
from Corbridge. (Now in the Corbridge Museum).
cf. no, 48.
Diem. 6 1in. Orange paint.
Diam, 6 1in. Orange paint.
Diem, 7 1in. Dark-red paint.
Diam. 6% in. Orange paint.
Diem. 63 in. Oraenge paint.
Diam. 9% in. Dark-red vaint.
Diam., 7 in. Crange paint.
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VII

THE AQUEDUCTS AT LANCHESTER

Introduction

The existence of an aqueduct at Lanchester seems to
have been first noticed by Dr. Hunter, but it is reasonable
to suppose, in the light of StuKeley's passing reference,(l)
that there was at that time no realisation of the extent
of the aqueduct system, and that the north catchment
remained undiscovered.

This is not surprising, for in the first half of the
eighteenth century the land for many miles west of the
fort was waste ground, "covered with ling, fern, broom
and, bad grass, and rushes in the wet places,"(g) and
considered so barren that upon its enclosure by Act of
Parliament in 1773, when the commissioners appointed to
carry the act into execution were empowered to sell various
parcels of the land, Thomas White obtained 227 acres, t ithe

free, for no more than £260. Another 300 acres were dis-

rosed of to the same purchaser for a perpetual rent-charge

(1) Iter Boreale (Itin. Sept.), p. 72.

(2) PSAN., 3, vii, p. 219; cf. also Hodgson, Poems,
"Woodlands,™ pp. 3-64.
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of 2/- per acre. (1)

Established in his newly built house at Woodlands,
White immediatély undertook a systematic improvement of
his estates by extensive afforestation, in the course of
which the western extension of the Roman aqueduct was
discovered; part of the north channel, -indeed, was
diverted to carry water to the "fishponds"™ at Woodlands
Ha1l. (2)

Thus it came about that the Rev. John Hodgson, curate
at Lanchester from 1804-6, and a personal friend of Thomas
White(s) was able to publish in the first volume of

Archseologia Aeliana (1822), an invaluable first-hand

account of the entire agqueduct system, illustrated by a
plan copied from a survey made by White and a Mr. Fenwick
of Dipton.(4)

At that time the two main branches of the agueduct
were, in many places, "as visible as in the day they were

(5)

made." The northern channel, originating in the high
ground some three miles north-west of the fort, could be
traced from the catchment, across Dyke Nook fell and, on
the east side of Knitsley lane, in the grounds of Wood-
lands Hall. From there its course was conjectural for
about half a mile, but it could be picked up again on the

north side of Humber Hill and followed, between Upper

(1) PSAN., 3, vii, p. 218. (2) AA., 1, i, p. 119.
(3) ef. the dedication of his Poems. (4) Plate XV A.

(5) AA., loc. cit.
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Houses and Hollingside, to a point on the south side of
the Newcastle-ﬂolsingham road where it effected a junction
with the south channel. The latter was fed, seemingly,
by a rill near Rippon burn, two and a half miles west of
the fort, and less than half a mile from the northern
branch. Its course was visible to within a guarter of
a mile of Humberhill lane, and again on the west side of
the Newcastle-Wolsingham road, crossing the latter at
Fines House and running on the south side of the modern
highway past Colepike Hall (where its embankments were
9 ft. high) to join the north aqueduct about half a mile
from the station. From that point a single channel fed
the reservoir outside the south-west angle of the fort.
While afforestation in the VWoodlands area protected
the remains, elsewhere cultivation rapidly levelled the
channel and its slight embankments, so that, less than
thirty years after the publication of Hodgson's paper,
MacLauchlan could see no signs of the watercourse "within
half a mile of the station, or the reservoir to which it
1ed."(1) To-day the only definite traces of the north
aqueduct lie on the open fells in the catchment area, and
in the grounds of Woodlands Hall, where the protective
timber has recently been cut down; the south aqueduct is
still evident in Saw Mill wood, and on the south side of
the road opposite Colepike Hall, where the embankments
are still well preserved but nothing like the height

(1) Memoir, p. 14.
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(1)

recorded by Hodgson. Elsewhere it has been obliterated.
The opportunity to investigate the aqueduct system

came in May 1937, when the excavations at the fort had

been concluded. By kind permission of the Consett Iron

Company, Colonel Sprott and the tenant of Woodlands, and

Mr. S. H. Armstrong of Dyke Nook Farm, we were able to

take sections of both the north and south channels,and, by

examining the structure of the remains, to throw some light

on the practical organisation of the water supply of an

auxiliary fort— a department of military engineering

which has received far less attention than it deserves.

THE EXCAVATIONS

West of the fort at Lanchester,a tongue of high
ground juts out between the valleys of the Browney and
Smallhope burns to the stone outcrop at Humber Hill.

From this point the contours fall gradually to the bed of
the Stockerley beck.

The Lanchester-Wolsingham road skirts Humber Hill on
the south side, but at the Five Lane Ends at Browneybank a
road named Longedge Lane strikes off in a north-westerly

direction to the highest point of the spur,and, keeping

(1) The visible remains are shown on the following 0.S.
6 in. maps: XVIII, N.E.; 1ibid., s.w; 1ibid., N.w.
Slight corrections are shown on Plate XV. B.
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for a space to the high ground, leads first to the Wood-
lands cross-roads and ultimately to Castleside.(l) On
the north side of this road, west of Woodlands, a number
of small nameless springs issue from the fell-side and
flow northwards to the Dykenook Burn. Here, to quote
Hodgson "the earth embankment at the head of the channel
of this branch (i.e. the north aqueduct), where two small
rivulets fall into one, partly remains; 1t has been
rudely faced with stone, and ralsed to the height of thirty
feet, in order to obtain level for throwing the water
into the channel of the aqueduct."(z) The sketch-plan
(Plate XVI) shows how the dam, some 110 yards long,has
been built on the curve to intercept each of the two
springs at right-angles, and the water has been forced
into the aqueduct at the south end of the embankment.

The latter, at the present time, shows extensive denuda-
tion, and in several places has been completely worn down

by spring sction.

The Catchment. Section I (Plates XVI & XVII).

A trench 3 ft. wide cut at the point marked on the
sketch-plan (Plate XVI), indicated that the width of the
embankment had originally been 17 ft. 9 in. As Hodgson
had observed, it was roughly faced with freestone boulders,

quarried no doubt in the immediate vicinity. A line of

(1) Plate XV. B.
(2) AA., 1,1, p. 119,
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these stones,one course high,is still visible on the west
side, while a similar revetment, two courses high, on the
outer face of the dam is obscured by a wash down of sand
consequent uron the disuse and decay of the catchment.

The foundations consisted of a spread of stiff blue
clay,1l ft. - 1 ft. 6 in. thick, laid immediately over the
daerk peaty vegetation of the bed of the criginal water-
course. Above this was a band of silty yellow clay,
only 9 in. high at the face of the dem but rising at the
back to a height of 2 ft. 6 in. The two rear blocks were
toothed into the clay, but the inner fecing stone, while
externally bedded on clay, was otherwise slotied into the
clean sand deposit forming the upper part of the mound.

As we must postulate a batter of each face of the embank-
ment it would seem that this stone had tilted forward from
its originel inclined position at a time when the upper
masonry had broken away. Behind the dam, for a distance
of 8 ft., was a leyer of mixed clay and silt, aversging

1l ft. in depth, and representing the wash down of the core.
Like the yellow clay of the embankment this was covered by
an unstratified deposit of clean sand.

It seems clear that the barrier was a ccmposite one
some 18 ft. wide built of clay with an inner and outer
facing of masonry. Hodgson's "earth embankment” is,
therefore, quite incorrect, though understandsble in view

of the silt spread covering the remsins. His second

point, that the height of the dem was 30 ft. was
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contradicted by the levelling instrument which showed that

the charnel of the aqueduct was no more thamn 10.8% ft.
above the existing stone of the inner revetment. (1) put
further levelling was required before we could epproximate

more closely to the original size of the barrier.(z)

The North Agueduct

On Fodgson's plan(3)the north aqueduct divides into two
branches soon after leaving the catchment, and these branches,
never more than 100 yerds apart, unite agein before Initsley
lane is reeached. The 0.S. 6 in. map (XVII, N.W.) marks
the line of the north branch as visible, and that of the
south branch conjectural, but this is in error, for both
channels are evident for some distance, the north charnnel
being the less prominent of the two. Three sectiong of
the aqueduct were cut on the fell, two of the main south
brigch (Flate XVIII, Sections A % B), and a single section

of the subsidiary northern charnel (ibid., Sectiomn D).

Section A
Fifty yards east of the castchment (Plate XV. B). 7Asw proved /s be
@ V-shaped cut into the sandy subsoil, 4 ft. wide andll ft.
6 in. to 2 ft. deep, clear of the natural rock by a few
inches, and subsequently filled by a sand accumulation.

There was no trace of stone-work, or of piping.

(1) Plate XV. B.
(2) see p. 220 .

(3) Plate XV. 4.
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Section B.
Two hundred yards east of the catchment (Plate XV. B).
Similar to section A, except that the channel had been cut
rather more squarely, and it was possible to detect slight

upcast on the north mound (Fig. 20).

Section D.
Seventy yards from the catchment (Plate XV. B).
The channel here was of small proportions 12 ft. by 1 ft.
6 in.), and round in section. At the bottom was a thin
band of clay 2 in. deep, quite insufficient to carry water,

but suggestively serviceable as a bedding for pipes.

Section C. Woodlands.

A further section of the north aqueduct was cut on the
Woodlands estate 550 yards west of the field path from
Iongedge lLane to the Hall, where the depression in the
ground is clearly visible (0.S. 6 in. XVIII, N.E.). Here
the construction,was in complete agreement with Hodgson's
observation,(l) consist?%g of a puddled clay and stone
channel 20 in. wide and 16 in. deep, perfectly watertight
and laid immediately over the natural rock sandstone
(Fig. 21). No trace of covering flags remaeined, and the
probabillty is that the watercourse was entirely open.

East of Woodlands the north aqueduct is no longer to
be traced on the ground and it was quite impossible, there-

fore, to obtain corroborative evidence for the construction

(1) AA., loc oit., p. 119.
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revealed by section C, between that section and the fort.
Plotting Hodgson's course on the 0.S. 6 in. map, however,
(Plate XV. B), we note a remarkable correspondence with

the 700 ft. contour line until the lower contours are
attained on the north side of Humber Hill. Although f ormal
proof cannot now be secured, there seems to be no doubt that
a gradual fall was maintained between Woodlands and the
reservoir, and for this an open channel would suffice.(l)

On the other hand it is impossible to suppose that the
same method of construction was used for some distance east
of the actual catchment. Sections A, B, and D showed no
trace of a rubble channel and the size of the cut into the
sand is, in each case, too small to allow the suggestion
of subsequent demolition. Moreover, while the eye is an
untrustworthy guide in such matters, the contours of the
ground seemed to forbid a gravitational flow in an open
channel. At this stage it was essential that levels
should be taken, and for the readings given on Plate X‘v.".BW"L
I am indebted to Mr. M. Hayton, who kindly undertook charge
of the work, and to Messrs. Cordingley &and McIntyre, who

put their instruments at our disposal.

(1) And would be preferred for economic reasons, just as a
stone channel is used to-dey in the Croton Aqueduct
supplying New York City. (Banister Fletcher.
History of Architecture on the Comparative Method,
P. iB9).

(8+—These resdings supersede—sn emrlier—series—given-on
2eale Vi,
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At the point where the main branch of the aqueduct leaves
the catchment (7) it is 10.89 rt.(1) above the level of
the single inner revetting stone at the base of the dam.
From here the channel rises 1.25 ft. to section A (:),
falls .07 feet at point (:) between sections A & B, rises
again 1.65 ft. at section B (gﬁj and, where it is crossed
by the field wall bordering the fell (11), is 14.28 ft.
above the base of the dam, having risen 3.39 ft. in just
over half-a-mile. On the far side of the field wall,(iyere
the remains are still visible in a small patch of scrub, the
channel proved to have risen a further 3.55 ft., or a total
of 6. 94 ft. from point (7).

Only one other reading was taken, on the west side of
Knitsley Lane(&b;ﬁere there was not only a fall of 11.37 .
ft. from the last resding (EE), but the level was 4.43 ft.
below that at the mouth of the catchment (7).

The subsidiary channel , at a lower elevation of c.

8 ft., showed a rise of 2.07 ft. from the point where it is
first visible to the boundary wall of the fell, beyond which
all trace of it has been eradicated.

The fact that both loops of the north aqueduct rise

(1) This end the following resdings were necessarily taken
from the existing turf line and not from the bottom
of the channel, but as the depth of filling is com-
paratively uniform the conclusions are not prejudiced.
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steadily from the catchment is thus conclusively proved.(l)
How far this rise wes maintained cannot now be determined,
but from reasons which will appear it might be suggested
that the highest point was coincident with the junction

of the two branches (Plate XV. B). At all events we must
now accept the archaeological evidence from sections A, B,
& D, that from the catchment to some point between a mile
and a mile and a half to the east,a siphon system was
employed,(a) the water being conveyed in pipes until the
high ground was overcome, and then debouching into the
open chennel in which it was conveyed to the reservoir.
From this conclusion two deductions may be made. The
first is that the height of the dam cannot be less than
15.83 ft.(s) for, as the Roman engineers did not employ
the pressure system, the head of water in the dam must
have remained constantly above the highest point in the
siphon. Allowing for the fact that the level of this
point is undiscovered we may suggest an approxXximate

height of 20 ft. Secondly, the fact thet two branches

(1) For an open channel Vitruvius specifies a minimum
fall of .5% (De Architectura, viii, 6); Dbetween
points (7) & (12) the north channel rises .4%

(2) There must be no confusion between a pressure siphon,
and a non-pressure siphon depending on the principle
that water rises to its own level. The Roman
engineers only used the latter. (Ashby. The
Aqueducts of Ancient Rome, pp. 35-6)

(3)i.e. the difference between levelg (12) and the
revetting stone, deducting 2 ft. for the depth
of accumulation within the channel.
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of the aqueduct are found only where the siphon was neces-

(1)

sary can hardly-be:coincidence. In view of our common

agreement that the subsidisry duct was not fed from the

main channel (as Hodgson Pl. V), but entered the reservoir

independently at a lower elevation,(z) Mr. Hayton suggested

that two sluices were used according to the height of

water in the dam, but this pre-supposes that the subsidiary

duct always maintained a lower elevation than the south

channel. The only satisfactory explanation occurring to

the writer is that owing to the low tensile strength of

the material employed, a sufficient volume of water could

not be secured except by running two pipes in series.

Such practice has been observed on the Palatine siphon of

Eero(s} but, as far as 1 am aware, ii-unique in this country.
No actusl traces of piping were found, and, indeed,

the evidence may well hasve been removed in Roman times.

d,(ﬁ) earthetnware,(ﬁ)

Vitruvius(é) specifies pipes of lesa
and leather, and to these we may add wooden pipes with iron

collars as found at Silchester,(v) and Kastell Bendorf

(1) Hodgson's thesis that the subsidiary duct served to
"save the leakage of the original™ (AA., 1, i, Pl. V)
requires no comment.

(2) This is clear on the grournd. (3) Ashby. op. eit.,
p. 35; see ibid., note 5, for a modern parallel.

(4) op. eit., viii, 6; vi, 8. (5) As found at London
iLetE3by. ILondinium: Architecture and the Crafts,
p' 32 -

(6) Terra-cotta pipes have been found at Lincoln. Gough's
Camden's Britannia, II, p. 366.

(7) Archeeologia, LV, 1897, p. 422.
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on the German limes.(l] Anyvdiscrimination as far as the

lanchester aqueducts are concerned would be purely arbitrary.

The South Aqueduct.

On the south side of lLongedge lane, between Browneybank
and the cross-roads at Woodlands, the ground fells away
rapidly to the bed of the Rippon burn, a stream fed by
numerous small springs rising in the higher slopes on
either side of the valley. From one of these springs, a
gushing torrent in summer and winter alike, the south
aqueduct has taken its water. Hodgson noted that the
remains of the catchment had long since been obliterated,(a)
but the track of the watercourse is still very clear to
the point where it leaves Saw Mill Wood and enters an open
pasture field (Plate XV. B). A single section was taken
127 yards east of the catchment (Plate XVIII, section E),
and showed similar features to that of the main aqueduct
on Dyke Nook fell (section B), though here the V-shaped
flat bottomed cut into the sandy subsoil was 8 ft. wide
and 3 ft. deep, and the upcast had been thrown on to the
lower, or south side. In the absence of evidence it was
impossible to say whether the water hed been piped or led
away in an open channel. levelling, however, confirmed
the impression given by the contours thst a steady fall
was maintained, and, in this case, an open duct would have

sufficed, The only point at which difficulty might have

(1) ORL., no. 2, 1937, p. 9, Abb. 1.

(2) loec. eit., p. 120
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been experienced would be near Colepike Hall, and here, as
Mr. Penman suggested to me, the embankments once 9 ft.
high may well have represented the upcast from excavation

necessary to preserve a gravitational flow.

Conclusions.

The aqueducts in Italian cities, so Vitruvius tells
us,(l) were reqpired first for public fountains, secondly
for the public baths, and thirdly, where the supply sllowed,
for private consumption. In an auxiliasry fort the primary
need to be served was that of bath-house, the secondary,
that of the latrine building.(al As Hodgson observed{ﬁ)
there is an adequate supply of spring-water within easy
reach of the fort at Lanchester to be tapped by wells for
ordinary consumption purposes, but for a constant supply
of runrning water, in an age when the high-;ressure system
was not understood, it was necessary to seerch the higher
ground west of the fort for suitable springs.

The Lanchester aqueduct is remarkable, in the first
instance, for the scale upon which it is pleanned, though
this is not considerable in relation to the aqueducts of
the Italian cities. The closest parallel in Britain for
size and general construction seems to be the watercourse

at Aesica, originating in Saughy-Rig Wash Pool and

(1) op. eit., wiil, &, 1,& 4.
(2) er. Piercebridge. TDNS., VII, p. 261, where it is

suggested that a single duct fulfilled this double
purpose.

(3) op. eit., p. 120
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pursuing & tortuous path for a distance of six miles along
the slopes of the moderately elevated hillsglj Apart
from one or two instances the Ttable of levels shows a

gradual fall from the cetchment to the station,(g)

while
the sectionmns given(s} exhibit precisely similar features
to that of the channel of the Lanchester north aqueduct in
Woodlands FPark.

We have already observed that the preservation of the
catchment at Lanchester and the proof that piping wsas
employed for a considerable distance are, at present,
unique features as far as the aqueducts of auxiliary forts
in Britain are concerned. In the historical aspect,
however, there is less satisfaction, for the site has not
yet provided the necessary epigraphic meterial to enable
us to appreciate the date of the origimnal construction of
the water-supply, or to determine whether the two major
channels represent the work of different periods.{4)

Until such evidence comes to light we must be content with
a record of the structural remains, useful if only for the

fact thet the march of progress seems likely to erase these

at any time without warning.

(1) Bruce. Wall (2), pp. 225-8.
(2) ibid., p. 226. (3) ivbid., pl. f. p. 225.

(4) ef. however Inscription no. 52 (Appendix I).
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VIII

THE ROMAN TFORT AT EBCHESTER

"Ebchester ... is inferior to no place I

have mentioned for antiquitys."
(John Warburton writing to Roger
Gale, November, 1717).

From Lanchester, Dere Street strikes a due north-
westerly course, striding boldly across the Pennine spurs
which thrust eastwards between the waters of the Browney and
the Derwent. Avoiding, on the one hand, the heights of
Pontop Pike and,on the other, the difficult scarps of
Shotley and Black Hill, the route chosen for the descent
to the Derwent is that of the present Ebchester road, where
the fall of the ground though steep, is not so precipitous
as to east and west, while between the 250 and 300 ft.
contours there is a break in the escarpment in the shape
of a narrow terrace sloping gently northwesd&-westwards.

On this terrace, 200 yards east of the line of Dere Street,

stands the Roman fort of Vindomora.(l}

(1) Plate XIX.
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To-day the fort is trsversed by the highway from
Newcastle to Shotley Bridge which, it would seem, incor-

porates not only the line of its via principalis but also

the Roman rosd linking the porta principslis sinistrs

(1)

with Dere Street.
The station itself is & little under 4 acres in extent, -
measuring some 400 ft. square across the stone defences.
Although dominated by the heights of lMedomsley the site is
protected on the south and west sides by the wooded ravine
of the noisy Ebchester burn, and on the north by the rapid
fall of the ground for 100 ft. to the bed of the Derwent.
Pre-eminently Vindomora is a bridge-hesd fort, as accessible
as the ground allows to the crossing thus guarded.
The village of Ebchester has grown up on :g: around
the Roman site, and owing to the levelling of the ramparts
involved in stone robbing for church end farm building(z)
Vindomore redmined undiscovered until the early eighteenth

(3)

century. "Here not many years since,™ writes Gibson,
"
was observed a Roman station about 200 yards square (sic)

with large suberbs.”(4)

(1) p.237 .

(2) Several sculptured fragments, no doubt from Ebchester,
are preserved in the neighbouring church at Medomlsey.

(3) ef. Hunter. Philos. Trans., no. 278. 1702, where an
uninscribed altar, a sculptured stone, srd the inscrip-
tion CIL., 470 (65) ere recorded.

(4) Cibson's Camden's Britasnnia, (1722), col. 940,
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To Horsley's practised eye, however, the ramparts were

(1)

"very visible," while careful examination of the stone-

work in cottages and field walls near the site brought to

light one complete 1nscr1ption,(2)

(3)

and a number of frag-

ments. Moré;bver,the distances from Corbridge and

Binchester respectively‘4) left no doubt that Ebchester

S
was to be equated. with Vindomora of the Antonine Ttinerary.( )

The next account comes from the pen of the local

historiaen William Rutchinson.(o) Three further imscriptioms,

(7)

an altar to Mars and two building stones are recorded,
and the dedication to Minerva,(B) wrongly attributed by
Horsley to Carvoran,is, on Hunter's authority, correctly
referred to Ebchester. Important notes appended from

Hunter's MSS. include the observance of a signal-tower

on Dere Street a mile and a half south of the fort, the

(1) op. ecit., p. 398. (2) CIL., 460 (56).
(3) cIL., 465 (60), 467 (62), 469 (64).

(4) Iter I. of the Antonine Itinerary places Vindomora nine
Roman miles from Corstopitum, and nineteen miles from
Vinovia. Ebchester is ten miles from Corbridge, and
eighteen miles seven furlongs from Binchester by
Dere Street.

(5) op. eit., p. 398. (6) Durhem, II, pp. 429-434.
(7) CcIL., 457 (53), 461 (57), 462 (58).
(8) CIL., 458 (54).
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discovery of a stone channel at the south-west angle in
1727 (possibly an agueduct conveying water from the Lbches-
ter burn), and of the ploughing out of a stone cist burial
with grave furniture in the following year.(l) Hutchinson
found the square of the fort to be "about a hundred and sixty
peces. .fta]

Surtees(glves a brief, but more detailed,sketch of the
condition of the ramparts in the early nineteenth century,
which may be quoted because it is substantially the picture
presented to-day. "The vallum and agger™ he writes, "are
most perfect on the Iorth, where they stretch along the
very edge of the hill towards the river for a hundred and
sixty paces. The North-West angle is perfect, arnd part of
the Western agger, though cut through by roads and footpaths.
On the South side, also, the vallum is extremely distin-
guishable, just within the Southern wall of the Church-yard,
part of which at least seems built out of the ruins of the
Roman ramparts, and the moss-grown crumbling walls of some
neighbouring eottages on the West betray a similar origin."

MaoL&uchlan(4) estimated the area to be about 4 sacres
and made the reasonable suggestion that the highway from
Newcastle to Shotley Bridge overlies both east and west

gateways. Moreover, from "faint traces of a ditch running

to the westward" he conjectured that there had once been

(1) Durham, II, note p. 434; cf. p.é7, nole 7.
(2) ibid., pp. 431-2. (3) Durhem, II, p. 299,

(4) Memoir, p. 16.
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"an outwork on that side, as a procestrium, advancing to the

edge over the brook, where the present road ... reaches to."
In 1882 the whole of the evidence realting to the fort
was reviewed by the Rev. R. E. Hooppell in a contributory

paper to Neasham's little known History and Biography of
(1)

West Durham. The introductory pages of this paper refute

the tradition of the establishment of a monastery at Ebches-
ter by Ebba the first Christian princess of Horthumbria,(a)
from which connection the name of the village is held to be
derived.(s) "At the Ebchester with which we are concerned"
writes Hooppell, "not the slightest remains of monastic
buildings are to be found st the present day, or have ever

nw(4)

been found within the memory of man, while late mediaeval

biographers would seem to have been led astray by the masonry
(5)

of the Roman fort.

The problem does not warrant further discussion here,

(1) Durham, 1882, pp. 113-134.

(2) "Sancta Ebba construxit monasterium feminarum apud
Ebchestre juxta ripam Derventionis fluminis, eique
exnomine suo vocabulum indidit ex dono fratris sui
Oswini.™ Vita S. Ebbe, Cotton. Julius 2.

(3) EXwall. Dictionary of knglish Place Nemes, s.vV.

(4) Neasham, p. 119.

(5) e.g. capgrave: m"it (the monastery) plainly shows now,
by its ruins of what kind it was, and how great it
was in itself formerly when it was standing.”
(Senctilogium, London, 1516).
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and more pertinent to the Roman student is the suggested
derivation of Ebchester from Ptolemy's Epiacon.(l)
Etymological considerations apart, the placing of LEpiacon
in Durham county involves the dangerous assumption that
Ptolemy's latitude and longitude are as much in error as in

the case of Iinnaxium,(z)
is silent.

while the archeelogical evidence

The second part of the paper, illustrated by a useful
sketch-plants) prepared by J. W. Taylor, Hocppell's drsughts-
men at Vinovia, lists the imscriptions, sculptures,and
miscellaneous structures found within or sround the fort.
0f the latter,two discoveries made by the Rev. H. Linth-
waite in 1876 attract asttention. The first of these was
a line of channelled stones running at right angles to the
south rampart and extending from the rampart for at least
14 yards into the interior of the fort.(4) As Hooppell
suggested ,this must have been the drsin on the west side of
the north to south road within the station, and thus the

positions of the narth and south gateweys are fixed cen-

trally in their respective ram/parts. From analogy with

(1) surtees. Durhsm, II, p. 300 note i.

(2) ef. the claim of Blackrod, in lancashire (TDNS., viii,
1937, p. 41). -

(3) Plate XX.
(4) ibid., A.
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the lay-out of other square forts(l) we are entitled to
carry the argument a stage further and to ascsume that the

east-to-west road at Ebchester was the via principalis,

for this is never centrally placed owing to the extended

accommodation needed in the retentura for the praetorium,

f ¥
gincipia, and horrea. As alreeady noted,(a)

it is

reasonable to suppose that the line of the via principalis

is substantially that of the Newcastle-Shotley Bridge
highway at the present day and, accordingly, the fort will
have faced north-westwards.

The second discovery made by Linthwaite consisted of
two cubical stones and a line of draining tiles, unearthed
at the junction of the main road and Shaw Lane.(s)
Hooppell supposed this to have been the entrance to an
important building, but we rather incline to believe that the
stones were pillar-bases supporting the roof of the west

(4)

portico of the forecourt of the principia, from which
the gutter may well have taken the eaves-drip. Added
support is thus given to the orientation of the fort

suggested above.

(1) e.g. Caerhun, Slack,end Templeborough.
(2) p.22¢€. (3) Plate XX B-B, S-S.

(4) As at Housesteads. AA., 2, xxv, f. p. 210.
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The north-west gateway is said to have been uncovered

(1)

in 1886 but no plan would seem to have been made. In

fact,while incidental finds continued to be recorded in the
late nineteenth centuryazl no serious excavation was under-
taken at Ebchester until 1936, and historically our know-
ledge of the site was no more than that afforded by the-

slender epigraphic materials.

THE EXCAVATIONS OF 19356.

As in Surtees' day, traces of all four ramparts are

(3)

visible p

and the omission of the southern half of the

fort from the Ordnance Survey maps is unaccountsble (25 in.
D. XI. 2., N. CVIII. 2.). Commencing at the west angle,
still the most perfect (Fig. 22), the south-west agger can

be traced to a field wall bordering the Demesne Farm

estates, from which point to the modern road the grournd has

(1) consett Guardian, May 16, 1913.

(2) PSAN., 2, iii, p.55 (EE., VII, 1ll22a (71)).
ibid., p. 387. Pottery.
ibid., iv, p. 186. Mortarium stemped EXON.
ivid., viii, p. 269. Brooch - 4th century from
the description.

(3) Plate XXI has been prepared by the writer from an
independent survey. Although it wss not possible
to> ascertain the exact perimeter of the stone
rampart no ms jor discrepancy is anticipated in
view of the pronounced surface indications.
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been levelled by the plough. South of the road, however,
the line is roughiy that of the Rectory garden wall, and
the curve of the south angle is well pronounced within the
angle of the churchyard wall. The south-east ditch and
rampart, though cut through by Shaw lane,are evident both
in the churchyerd and in the orchard of the Mains Farm, °
while the north-east rampart is very plain in & nearby
stack-yard on the south side of the Newcastle-Shotley
Bridege road. Lastly, the north-west rampart is still well-
developed and rendered even bolder by its position on the
brow of the escarpment facing the Derwent.

Permission to excavate was readily given by the
Sherburn Hospital Trust, the owners of the land, through
the good offices of their agent Major H. k. Cradock, and
by the tenant of the Mains Farm, Mr. J. Dixon. With the
exception of two trial pits in the allotment gardens to the

east, the whole of the three weeks work in June 1936 was

concentrated at the west angle.(l)
The Defences.
Rampsrt Section T. 1. (Plates XXII & XXIII).

The first section (T.1l) taken across the south-west
defences 85 ft. from the west angle of the fort,revesled the
inner 1ip of the ditch 2 ft. 6 in. below the present turf

line, Further examination of the ditch system, however,

(1) Two paid men, Messrs. #. Marsh, and i. Graham, were
employed throughout this period.
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was made impracticable by the presence of weter within a

few feet of the surface, a factor which handicapped work
generally in this eresa. No vestige remained of the facing
stones or core of the wall but two lines of cobble stones

8 ft. 6 in. apart and set in blue clay, murked its footing
kerbs. Abutting against the inner kerb,the rampart backing
of yellow clay wes clearly to be distinguished standing to

a height of 3 ft., and the vertical face of the rempart, set
back, one must imagine, from the stone wall,indicated thatu
the latter was a secondary work. Corroborative evidence
was supplied by the narrow width of the berm which was no

more then 3 ft. 3 in., and fhe discovery of a frazment of

XXX I X
the csrination of a samian bowl F. 29 (FPlate, XE&FIE, no.4) m i
body of /e exislence of

4x0f the rampart conclusively established a first century
fort at Ebchester.
The width of the clay rampart was 36 ft. which is quite
exceptional for the size of the fort.{l) The Flavian
fort at Malton, for example, with an area of 8.4 acres, had
a rampart no more than 30 ft. wide,(z) while the rampart of
Newstead II, four times the size of Ebchester, was only

2 ft, wider.ts) Although there is,in general,a vuristion

(1) The first century ramparts of 4 acre forts are usually
¢. 20 ft, in width. cf. Caerhun (AC., lxxxiv, 1929,
plan f. p. 60).

(2) Malton, p. 23.

(3) Newstead, p. 33.
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in width aocording‘to areasl) we note that the little
fort of Cappuck, barely en acre in extent, had a rampart
24 ft. wide on the east, the weakest side, and 8 ft.
elsewherega) Until, however, further work has been done

we are not justified in assuming any anualogy exists between

the latter site and Ebchester.

The Ovens.

Set into the base of the rampart, 4 ft. from the heel,
was an oven floor 2 ft., 6 in. below the surface, This
was 4 ft. in diameter and constructed of flags from 3-4 in.
thick. The oven walls were 1 ft. 4 in. high,and the flue
was indicasted by the continuation of the flagging to the
heel of the rampart, the clay of which showed signs of heavy
firing hereabouts. The oven had been twice re-built, a
second floor standing 7 in., and a third 12 in. concen-
trically over floor 1. In each case the filling between
the floors consisted of stiff brown clay. No evidence
for dating the original oven was recovered, but sealed
between floors 1 and 2 were pieces of two samian dishes
F. 18/31, and a decorated fragment F. 37 (Plate ££¥;é243
no, 8) dateable to the Antonine period. Over floor 3 was
the neck of a coarse grey jar (Plate XLVII, no. 25), sesringly

also of second century date.

(1) Collingwood. Archaeology of Roman Britain, p. 36.

(2) Psas., xlvi, p. 453.
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Behind the rampart the ground had been seriously
disturbed and although traces of road metalling were observed
at three different levels there was a complete absence of
stratification. All that can be said is that the earliest
raod was apparently contemporery with floor 1 of the oven,
but its eastward extension had been destroyed in digging the
foundations for the wall of a barrack building,set back
9 ft. 8 in from the heel of the rampart,and still standing
two courses high. Associated with this wall was a stone-
built culvert consisting of two rows of roughly dressed
blocks 10 in. apart with a bedding of puddled clay and
cobbles. At the time when this culvert was in use the

intravallum road must have been less than 7 ft. wide,

demonstrating in a striking manner how the abnormal width

of the rampart was met by economy of spacing within the fort.

Section T. 2. (Plate XXII).

The objecet of this section, cut 34 ft. 6 in north of
T.l,was merely to check the line of the defences. The
outer edge of the footings was found 3 ft. 3 in. below the
surface, but as the fort wall had again been completely
robbed away no attemYp was made to enlarge the trench into a

full rampart section.

Section T.3. (Plate XXII).

A third trench was cut into the north-west rampart to

investigate the condition of the defences on this side.
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Here, not only the fort wall,but the footings also,had been
removed, although the vertical face of the clay rampart

banking was clearly visible as in T.l.

Structural Remsins.

The Barracks (Plate XXII).

Since little was to be gained, seemingly, by further
investigation of the ramparts, operations were transferred
to the barrack-buildirng in T.1. From the latter point
the west wall was followed southwards to the boundary wall
of the Demesne Farm, and northwards with & short break,
for a distance of 28 ft. 6 in. The west corner of the
building hed been entirely uprooted but sufficient of the
north and east walls remained to allow reconstruction
of the ground plan within the limits of the excavation.
Owing to the irregular lay-out,the width of the building
varied sl ightly, but averaged 36 ft., while from the

supposed line of the via principalis the length would be

c. 125 ft. A partition wall allowed a room 18 ft. by

33 ft. at the northern end. At Caerhun(l) the barralgs
meesured approximately 32 ft. by 170 ft. but asgain the
greater width of the ramparts at Ebchester would account
for the reduced srea of the internal buildings. With the
above dimensions before us,we may postulate six blocks of

barracks in the prsetentura, three on either side of the

via presetoria. -

(1) 1oc. eit.
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Architecturally, the chief characteristic of the
building was its poorness of construction. The walls,
which nowhere survived more tham one course high above the
footings, were irregularily laid and the materials employed -
large roughly dressed blocks with occasional re-used stone -
were badly coursed,and rarely showed a straight facing.
The foundations varied from ome to two courses,while the
offset course,at some points as much as 8 in., elsewhere
receded to the barest margin. The construction had evidently
been undertaken by unskilled workmen at a2 time when it was
no> longer possible to requisition the services of legionary
masons. On structural evidence alone we could hardly
place the existing barrack-building before the fourth
century.(l)

It is significant that at no point did the walling
uncovered overlie that of an earlier period, but whether
this 1s because the latter had been entirely rased to the
ground,or lies on a differentarientation,we cannot say at
the present state of knowledge. In this connection,
however, it is instructive to note the relative closeness
between early and late levels at all points on the site
where stratification was preserved.

On the east side of the barrack-building a second stone

drain was discovered, 14 in. wide, of neater construction

(1) ef. Richmond's observations on the Constantian masonry
of the barracks at Birdoswald (CW., 2, xxx, p. 171).
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than that without the west wall and, seemingly, disused at
a later period,for the gulley was choked with clay and
broken covering flags.(l) From this filling a large number
of coarse pottery rims were secured, uniformly of third
century type (Plate XLVII, nos. 9-21).

A trial pit, sunk in the room at the northern end of
the building,showed traces of a rough floor 1l in. below the
surface over which an unstratified group of farth century
sherds, mostly mortaria, were found (Plate XLVII, nos. 26-31).
Beneath this floor a fragment of a flanged bowl (Plate XLVII,
no, 32) of third century affinity,was recovered from a patch
of stone flagging suggestive of an earlier occupation level,
but agsin disturbance was genersal. At a depth of 3 ft.
3 in. from the humus, however, was a stone built sump
(Fig. 23) consisting of a single flag 3 ft. by 2 ft. surrounded
by dwarf walls,and drained by a channel 8 in. wide which
presumably made its way out through the north-west angle of
the fort. The floor of the sump and the mouth of the drain
contained several sherds, both samian and coarse types,

XXX/%

uniformly late first - early second century (Plate XXXVIRE,

nos. 5 & 6; Plate XLVII, nos. 5-8).
»

The West Angle Turret (Plate XXII).

A section cut across the apex of the curve of the west

angle revealed the back wall of an angle turret whose

(1) ef. caerhun, loc. cit., p. 72; Brecon, p. 55.
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internal dimensions. proved to be 7 ft. by 1o ft. The

south-west wall was the most perfect,standing eight courses

high at the east end where there was a doorway 1 ft. 10 in.

wide through which a stone drain entered level with the foot-

ing course to debouch without the fort. The north-east

wall survived to a height of four courses at the east angle,

but between that point and the site of the fort wall it had

been robbed down to the flagged levelling course, bedded

on a clay foundation (Fig. 25). The back wall was 2 ft.

5 in. thick, the side walls 2 ft. only,and the masonry,

composed of small well-dressed ashlar, contrasted strikingly

with thet of the barrack-building in the good quality of

its workmanship. Unfortunately, stone-robbing and calf-

burials had destroyed all stratification down to the

original floor level, represented at the west corner by a

heavy flagstone 7 in. deep set in chocolate-brown clay.

Historic ally,all that one can say is that of the considerable

quantity of pottery foundin the course of excavating the

turret(l) only a single piece (Plate gg;;;;{, no. 7), which

had washed into the drein, could be ascribed to the second
Yhe bk of *he malerral hkad 'Xird cenlury

century.,affinities (Plate XLVII, nos. 22-24 & 335-40), while

a8 fragment of a Crambeck pAinted platter (Plate XLVII, no. 23;

type 10) is noteworthy in thst it carries the occupation of

the site into the last quarter of the fourth century.

(1) A1l the rim-sections have been figured.
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Two sections were cut through the rampart in continua-
tion of the north-east and south-west walls of the turret.
Again stone robbers had done their work effectively, removing
all trace of the fort wall except for a few loose discarded
facing stones lying on the wall footings. The latter in
both cases were composed of a bed of cobbles set in Dblue
clay (Fig. 24), in marked contrast to the footings in T.1
end T.2 where cobbles has merely been utilised for the kerbs.
This anomsly can no doubt be explained by the need for more
solid foundations at this point owing to the added stress
imposed by the angle turret, and the rapid fall away of the

ground below the rampart.

The latrines (Plate XXII).

Between the barrack-block and the angle-turret the
corner of a latrine building was exposed, exhibiting two
structural periods. The earliest walls were 2 ft. 3 in.
thick, buiﬂl of the same neat ashlar as had been employed
in the angle-turret,and cleuarly representing contemporary
workmanship. The north-west wall was standing 2 ft. high}l)
the north-east wall sodmwhat less owing to reé¢omnstruction in
the second period, while the floor wes composed of clay

with a stone facing (Fig. 26). A tiled gulley ran round the .

edge of the platform and presumably drainage was conducted

(1) Measurement could not be strictly accurate since the
entire foundations were waterlogged (Fig. 27).
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through the west corner of the fort by way of the channel
already observed in the angle-turret,

The gulley, however, had subsequently been filled with
clay to provide a foundation for = thi;kening of the north-
east wall, and the building had been crossed by a roughly
built flagged drain, apparently the continuation of the
drain obscrved in T.1. While this entered the turret over
the surviving three courses of the back wall, general dis-
turbances within the buiiding %ﬁd removed all trace of its

outlet from the fort.

The Garden Pit (Plate XXI).

Prior to the excavations already described,Mr. J. Charlton,

tenant of one of the four allotment gardens in the praetentura

of the fort, kindly allowed the writer to dig a trial pit
4 ft., 6 in, by 8 ft. to seek evidence for the earliest
occupation of the site. 18 in. below the surface a heavy
flooring was met with, consisting of large, roughly dressed
blocks,bedded on 8 clay spread 21 in. thick and incorporating
much re-used materisl including several fragments of Qquern-
stones, For a depth of 2 ft. below this was an unstratified
filling of clay and occupstion debris,overlying the slight
remains of a cobble floor resting on the naturel subsoil.
From this filling came a number of sherds includigg first
X¥%X/7X,

century samien forms 15/17, 18, 27,end 37 (Plate XRORLII, nos.

1-2), pre-Hadrianic coarse types (Plate XLVII, nos.
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1, 2,and 4), second century samian forms 18/31 and 38 (stamped
QVINTI M), and a single third century grey beaker (Plate
XIVIT, no. 3). As it was not possible to extend the excava-
tion the nature of the building must be conjectural, but it
is reasonable to suppose from the suggested lay-out of the

fort(l)

that it was a barrack-block fronting on to the via
praetoria. The absence of intermediaste floors between those
of the early and late periods is noteworthy, but no explana-
tion can be advanced until further work has been undertaken
hereabouts.

Fermission was also granted by ¥r. R. Vasey, tenant of
the ad jecent garden to the east,to test for the roadway
on the line of the central axis of the fort. On either
side of the axis the metalling of the rosd was found within
2 ft. of the surface establishing the central position of the
north-west and south-east gateways, and confirming the
impression that the station faced north-westwsrds.

Three c¢oins, denarii of Faustina I and Severus, and a

sestertius of Antoninus Fius, all unstratified, were found

during the course of the excavation (Appendix II. F. nos.
5-7), while stamps of the potters GuNITOR and VICTORINVS were

included smongst the surface findsof JS@mian wire.

Conclusions.

The excavations of 1936 were hampered by the general

disturbance of the structural remains down to the earliest

(1) see p. 237 .
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levels, and by the waterlogged

nature of the ground.

Stratified deposits were practically non-existent and, con-

sequently,the occupstional history of the site is by no

means certain even in gemersl outline. The most useful

result of the work is the discovery of & Flavian fort as

anticipated on general grounds by Bosanquet in 1927,

(1)

while the upper limit of occupstion has been carried into

the last quarter of the fourth

(2)

century. For the inter-

mediate periods, particulsrly the date of the remodelling

of
of the fort by the substitujtion £o stone for clay defences,

the evidence is far less satisfactory. All one can say is

that from the relative scarcity of Hadrianic pottery com-

pared with the emsarevus quantity of third century types

(cf. the angle-turret), it may
of the ramparts into stone did
reorganisation of the fromtier
and that in the second century
drawn or materially reduced.

raises wider issues which must
until it is possible to review

(4)

county as a whole

well be that the comversion
not take plasce urtil the

by Severus and his successors,
the garrison was either gith-
Such a hypothesis, however,

be deferred for consideration

the Roman occupation of the

(1) PSAN., 4, i, p. 100.
(2) ef. Crembeck and Huntcliff
(3) cIL., 458 (54).

(4) see Chapter XII.

types (Flate XLVII, nos. 22-4),

(3

)
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DECORATED SAMIAN WARE
from the

EXCAVATIOE OF 1936.
(Plate XORXVWIITE).

X xx /X

37. South Gaul. 1 am indebted to Dr. T. Davies
Pryce, F.S.A., for the following note:

"for the ovolo with the large rosette, well-
prolonged below the egz-elements, compare Atkinson,
Fompeii, JRS., IV, figs. 39-53. 'The potter of the
large rosette.’

Upper zone: the seated figure appears to be in
a garland-festoon rather then in a medallion. 1T so,
this decoration is in imitation of & pre-Flavian
motif which wses used by many early potters (c¢f. Knorr,
1919, 6A, AMANDVS; 30B, DARIBITVS) and in the ear ly
work of Nero-Flavian potters (ef. 2p, cit. 17B,
CALVVS; 37 GERMANVS; 43B, IVCVIDVS). It is rare
in the Domitianic period. The bird perched on the
top of the wgvy diasgonal line of the cruciform
ornament is al3s a copy of an early decorative arrange-
ment (e¢f. qQp. cit. 41 G.H). Birds in a similar
position occur on & bowl by MEMOR, et Pompeii (Atkinson
op. cit. YIV, 74). See also Richborough, Rep. III,
XXIV. 8.

lower zone: The two-lesf scroll has the low
curvature not uncommon in early work. The decaration
is well-spaced - evidently the designer did not sufter
from the horror vacui. The many-lobed leaf is an
imitation of an early type, frequently occurring in
the work of pre-Flaviasn potters, such as SEIECIO,
when the terminal lobe is more pointed then in later
examples such as the Ebchester bowl. For somewhat
close 'appdrximates' see Knorr, 1319, 0506, MilVS, and
Ritterling, Hofheim I, XXVII, 14; but there are
differences, particularly in the number of lobes.
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This leaf is rarely found on Domitienic sigillata. The
serrated leaf is also an early type and has many
"approximates' in the pre-Flavian period (c¢f. Knorr,

op, cit., 66E, CF PRIMI from Hofheim). late variants,
typical of the Flavian period are heavier and cosrser
(cf. Xnorr, op. cit., 234, OF COELI).

The decoration of this bowl displays many features
of pre-Flasvian work. Typologically it must be assigned
to the principate of Vespasian and, a&s far as my recol-
lection goes, it is certainly earlier than any t hing,
as yet, found in Sc¢otland.”

Dr. Felix 0Oswald, F.S5.a., informs me that,as far as he is
aware, the only other instance of the seated figure occurs,
together with the same ovolo, on a F. 37 from Margidunum
(too incomplete to be included within his Index of Figure-

2.

types). He would confidently ascribe the Ebchester bowl

to FROXNTINVS.

FC

F.

37. South Gaul. Ovolo with trifid tongue-terminal
bent left. Fair glaze and execution. reriod:
mid-Flavian.

29 or 30. ; lezoux. BAid within plain medasllion;
bead row to right. The fabric recalls the South Gaulish
rather than the lezoux kilns, but the bead row points
unmistakably to the latter.

29, South Gaul. Fragment of centrel zone showing
straight wreath as used by L CO0SI (¥Xnorr,1919, Taf.
25, 2), between beed-rows. Tendril and leaf below.
Worn. Feriod: mid-Flavian.

37. South Gaul. Rinceau decoration. The stalkqbf
the scroll terminaste in large pointed leaves with
serrated edges. as used by BIRACILLVS (Knorr, 1319,
Taf. 16), COELIVS (ivid., 23), and M CRESTIO

(iWd., Text, fig. 30). In the lower concavities of
the scroll sre (i) snimals; a boar (D. 837) used by
the Flavian pstters COSIVS RVFVS, PRINMVS, GERIANVS,
SASMONO0S, PASSEEVS, and CRVCVRO (Brecon, S. 46), and
a panther. (ii) triple row of arrow-heads demarcated
by wavy lines. Basal wreath of chevrons. Glaze
good, fair execution. PYeriod: mnid-Flavian.

37. South Gaul. Tendril terminatirg in & debased
cordate-bud, a common Flavian motif (cf. Knorr, 1913,
Text. 10) Rolls on either side. Period: Domitian.
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7. F. 3. Rheinzabern. Free style. The dog is
Ludowici's type T. 201, used by CCBNERTVS, CERIALIS,
FIRMVS, VICTOR, PRIMITIVS, COMITIALIS and IVLIVS.
Period: Antonine.

8. F. 3. Lezoux, in the style of CINNAMVS, both the

ovolo and the sitting deer (D. 847) having been much
used by him, Period: Antonine.

Potters Stamps on Terras Sigillata.

l. QVIETI K F. 38. QVIHNTVS of lezoux. Period:
Hadrien - Antonine.

2. GERITOR F. 18/31%1. GENITOR of LezouxX. Period:
Domitian - Trajan.

3. VICTOR[INVS] F. 18/31. VICTORINVS of Rheinzabern.
Period: Hadrian - lLate Antonine.
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COARSE POTTERY
from the
EXCAVATIONS OF 1936

(Plate XLVII).

Nos. 1-4. Trisl P(t in the Garden, level 2.

1. Carinated bowl with reeded rim, iron-hard coarse light-
grey ware, two grooves immediately below the rim.

Diam. 6% in.

A standard Flavian-Trajanic type which persists,
in a debased form, until the time of Hadrian. cf.

Newstead, p. 250, fig. 26; Gellygeer, Pl. X, nos. l-4;
Corbridege, 1911, fig. 5, nos. 4-6; Poltross Burn,
Pl. III, nos. 1-3, etc. The neat well-made appearance

of the Ebchester sherd suggest a Flavian or early
Trajanic date.

2. Cooking-pot, fabric as no. 1, bead rim and two girth-
grooves on the shoulder. Diam. 43 in. cf.
Corbridge. 1911, fig. 7, no. 34 (Flavian).

3. Beaker, hard blue-grey fabric, light core, well-marked
shoulder decorated with burnished lattice pattern,
Diem. 3% in. ecf. Poltross Burn, Pl. IV, no. 30, and
p. 451 tsingle-handled beaker, as this may well have

been) . Third century.

4. Mortarium, buff colour, grey and white grit which rises
on to the rim. Diam. 12% in. A typically Flavian

profile, c¢f. Corbridge, 1911, Pl. 11, no. 12;
Newstead, fig. 26; Brecon, fig. 94, C. 5; Malton,

fig. 16, no. 7.

Nos. 5-8. Early Sump below the Barrack Building.

S. Jar, hard grey ware, light core, slight offset at_the
Junction of the rim and the shoulder. Diem. 5% in.
The offset is not in itself a dateable feature (cf.
Melton, fig. 5, no. 14, late third or fourth century).
The closest parallel would seem to be Haltwhistle

Burpn, rfig. V, no. 15 (Trajanic).
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6. Cooking- pot hard thin buff ware, two girth-grooves.
Diem. 4% in. Flavian type.

6a. (not illustrated). Fragments of 'rustic' jar.

7. Carinated bowl with reeded rim slightly up-turned. Hard
coarse grey ware, two horizontal grooves above the
carination. Diam. 8 in. The up-turned rim is said
to be a late feature of this type of vessel (Colling-
wood, Arch. Roman Brit., fig. 52, no. 20), and occurs
after 100 A.D. at Brecon fig. 94 no. 1, and Halt-
whistle Burn, Pl. V, no. 1.

The relative coarseness of this vessel suggests
a date later than no. 1. Probably Trajanic.

8. Jar, fumed ware. I have not been able to find an exact
pareallel.

Nos. 9-21. Alley of Barrack Building.

9. Cooking- pot light sandy colour, micaceous grit general.
Diam. 5% 1n The rectangular rim section is a charac-
teristic feature of the Knapton cooking pots (cf. Langton,
fig. 30, and pp. 97-99), but the fabric is different.
cf. Brough (1934), fig. 6, D. 1. where the same type
of ware is ascribed 'probably' to the third century.

10, Cookin -pot, hard dark-grey ware, light core. Diam.
c. 10, A typical third century profile. ef.
Denton Hall, no. 15.

11. Cooking-pot, hard smooth light-grey fabric. Diam. 5% in.
Fabric end rim section are third century, c¢f. no. 10.

12. Cooking-pot, fabric as no. 9. Diam. 5% in. Two more
rims of this type occurred in the deposit.

13. Cooking-pot, fabric as no. 9. Diam. 54 in. A good
third century profile, cf. no. 1l0.

14. Bowl, iron-hard, light grey febric, burnished externally.
Diam. c¢c. 8 in. The fabric and absence of lattice
decoration suggest a third century date.

15. Dish with roll-rim, fumed ware. Six more exemples of
this type occurred, varying from black fumed, to hard
light-grey fabric. cf. Birdoswald, nos. 79 and 80;
Malton, fig. 6, no. 28, (all third century).

16, Flanged bowl, coarse light-grey ware. cf. Malton, fig.
14, no. 23. (late second - early third century).
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18.

19.

20.

2l.

22.

23.

24,

33.

34,

35.

36.
37.

38.
39,

40,

4],
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Dish with roll-rim, fumed ware,slight carination at the
base. Diam. 8% in. TFor an exact parallel cf. Malton,
fig. 6, no. 28. Third century.

Dish with roll-rim, fumed ware. cf. no. 15.

Flanged bowl, dark-grey, smoothed, light core. Diam.
c. 10 in.

Jar with double roll-rim, hard light-grey fabric with
fine crystalline grit. Diem. 7 in. cf. Corbridge,
1911, fig. 9, no. 111, dated to the second half of
the second century.

Pedestal beaker, chocolate slip, white core. Diam. 2} in.
A standard post-Antonine Castor type.

Nos. 22-24, and 33-40. Angle Turret. Unstratified

Cooking-pot, calcite-gritted ware, Huntcliff type, without
internal groove. cf. Huntelirf, P1. II, no. 11, and
p. 243. Last half of fourth century.

Platter, cream colour, rim ornamented with red painted
chevron decoration. Diam. 74 in. Crambeck. Ant.
J., xvii, type 10.

Cooking-pot, as no. 22 but with internal groove.

Bowl, hard light-grey ware, girth-groove on the shoulder.
Diem. 10 in. cf. Throlam, no. 42.

Castor type beaker, orange-brown, smooth fabric. Dieam.
3%t in.
Dish with roll-rim, hard light-grey. ¢f. no, 15.

Jar, fabric as no. 9.

Cooking-pot, very hard grey ware, smoothed. Diam. 6 in.
Profile and fabric third century.

Cooking-pot, fabric as no 9. Diem. 6 in.

Cooking-pot, fabric as no. 9. A good third century
profile, c¢f. no. 10.

Jar with double roll-rim, fabric as no. 9. For the
type cf. no. 20.

Flanged bowl, coarse dark-grey ware, burnished.
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26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

42.

25/.

No. 25. Oven TIT .

Neck of jar, very hard coarse dark-grey ware, gritted,
groove on shoulder. Diam. 3 in. cf. Willowford,
fig. 11, no. 44 (second century).

Nos. 26-31. Barrack Building, floor 3.

Mortarium, pipeclay fabric, oblique rim slightly curved,
but tending towards the hammer-head type. Two grooves
on the rim. cf. Poltross Burn, Pl. V, no. 2.

Fourth century.

Morterium, bead and roll-rim type, fabric as no. 26.
For the dating of mortaria, fabric would seem to be
more reliable than rim section( cf. Birdoswald, no.
10). In this case fabric, and association with defin-
itely late types (nos. 28 and 29), justify a date
c. 300 A.D.

Hammer-head mortarium, pipeclay fabric, fine red grit.

Diam. ¢. 12 in. An unusual profile.

Hammer-head mortarium, fabric and grit as no. 28, three
grooves on the rim and thumb-depression spout. Late
third-fourth century. cf. Malton, fig. 7, no. 36;
Birdoswald, nos. 11l and 12. ‘

Cooking-pot, hard coarse grey ware. The oblique outbent
rim is atypical fourth century feature. cf. Birdoswald,
no. 19.

Cocking-pot, hard coarse grey gritty fabric. cf. Chester-
holm, AA. 4, viii, p. 199, fig. 3, no. 1; Poltross
Burn, Pl. V, nos. 16 and 17 (all fourth century);
Brough (1936), nos. 143-7 (third century).

No. 32. Barrack Building, floor 2.

Flanged bowl, coarse grey ware, not Crambeck fabric.
The profile is reminiscent of Denton Hall, Pl. LI,
no. 21, an unstratified sherd,possibly thirdcentury.

No. 42. Churchyard, 1936. Unstratified.

Mortarium, pipeclay fabric, red grit. Diam. c¢. 123 in.
Stamped IVNIV (Pl. XLIX no. 13).
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THE ROUMAN FORT AT CHESTER-1e-STREET

"In tracing out an obscure militery way, I have
sometimes found it of service to consider the towns that
go by the name of Ctretton, or somewhat equivalent to
it ... Thus the name of Chester on the street, between
Newecastle and Durham, does not a2 little confirm the opin-
ion that there has been & Roman settlement there of some
kind or other, and that a military way has pacssed fron
Newcastle to it.™

(John Horsley. Britannia Romana, 1732, p. 391)

The Roman fort at Chester-le-Ztreet is situated on
a low glacial gravel plateau =sloping gently eastwards to
the junction of the river "'ear and the Cong burn. In
former times the burn swept the foot of the plateau within
& stone's throw of the north-east angle of the station, but
subsequently its course has shifted slightly northwards,
leaving a flap expanse of alluvial deposit between the
original bed, and the present watersmcet.(l)
In its immediate aspect a bridge-head position
fuarding the road-crossing at the Cong burn, Chester-le-Street, -
like Binchester, is a key-site to the occupation of the
lorth-east area,for it controls not only the narrow passare
between the valleys of the “ear and Tean,of vital importance
to the Hadrianic Limes, but also the routes #nland from

‘'earmouth to Lanchester and the west. No doubt all these

Toutes were in use in Romen times. Certain contact has,

—

(1) Plate XXIV.
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indeed, been established with the forts at Newoastle !

and South Shields, | while the road from Chester-le-T"treet
to Binchester can hardly be doubted in the light of recent
discovery. %) On the other hand, suggestions for a
continuation of the south road to the Tees crossing at
Pountey's Bridge,(é) and for branches to Lanchester(5)

and Sunderland, © while based on reasonably food presump-

tive evidence, still await archaeological confirmation.

THE BIBLIOGRAPﬁY OF THE SITE

o

Although the name of the place, and its proved connect-
ion with a Roman roadisuggested the existence of a castellun
at Chester-le-Street, none of the eighteenth century writers
could locate the site. "No inscriptions or other Roman
remains have been discovered here", writes Hutchinson,

"and the name of Chester-on-the-Ctreet derived from its
situation on the Roman way, has hitherto been all that
has led the antiquaries to conceive it was of Roman
origin."(7) Some, indeed, would have fixed the fort

(8)

at Walridge, a mile west of the town.

(1Y} Re IT(2)s
(2) R, III.
(3) R. Iv.
(4) R. IT (1),
(5) R, VII.

(6) /4 id.

(7) Durham, II, p. 399. But coins had been found in the
Cong burn (Gough's Camden's Britannia, iii, p. 369,
quoting Gibson).

(8) a4., 1, iv, p. 289.
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In the early nineteenth century an aureus of Galba

came to light,(l)

but it was not until the middle of the
century that the exact situation of the Roman fort was
deternmined. The first notice of the ramparts is given
by Bruce,(z) but the materials are acknowledged to have
been supplied by the Revd. V. Featherstonhaugh whose
excellent paper on the site appeared in Archaeoloria

. (3)
Leliana in 1855.

Heal
A& Featherstonhaugh observed, the parish church stood

within the north-east angle of the fort, whose rampart and
ditch could be traced on the east and south csides. The
west rampart was practically obscured by buildings;but
from surface indicationéf%he north-west angle it appeared
to run parallel to, and within a few yards of,the Durham-
lewcastle turnpike road. 4

It was thus possible to calculate that the fort wes
almost square in shape (the north-to-south axis being
slightly the longer of the two) and contained an area of
about six acres. Two modern streets, the Church Chare
and the Middle Chare,seemed to represent the lines of

roads within the station, while, we may quote Featherstonhaugh:

"In an open space to the west of the church, in the centre

(1) Surtees. Durham, II, p. 136.
(2) Wall (2), pp. 296-8.

(3) 1, iv, pp. 289-295: “Chester-le-Street: On the
Evidences of its Occupation by the Romans; with
an Account of the Discoveries made, and an Attempt
to determine the Site and Roman llame of the Station.

(4) Plate XXV.
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of the area, were discovered the foundations of a house,
with the rexmains of its contrivances for waraing; viz.,
three hypocaust pillars of rough freestone; & stone
trench, two yards long by one foot broad; some slabs of
tufa; part of a pipe tile, stamped with letters; and
several small hearths, containing cinders."(l)

On the sloping ground between the north rampart and
the Cong burn the discovery of coins, pottery, and & group
of three small altars (probatly the furniture of a house-
hold shrine](g) suggested the existence of a vicus, while
it is interesting, in the light of ovresent knowledge, to
note Featherstonhaugh's conjecture that Chester-le-Street
was "in all probability a cavalry as well as an infantry
(3)

station". The coins recorded at this time range from

lladrian to Cretian.

In 1856 the foundations of a hypocausted building,
interpreted as a "vill", were discovered immediately out-
side the south rampa;t of the fort "and running parasllel
with it". Excavation hereabouts produced roofing tiles,

4)

(
8 building stone of the second legion’, ' and a mass of
iron weighing 2} cwt. The latter had "apparently been
formed by the agency of charcoal, and seemed as if it

had come from the puddling furnace". INo coins were

(1) op. cit. p. 291. cf. Plate XXV.
(2) CIL., 452-4 (73-5).

(8) op. eit., p. 291.
(4) cIL., 455 (78).
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and
found, "but small fragments of Samian and other pottery

1
ware".( ) Unhappily the plan of the remsins prepared

by the owner of the field, Ir. T. Murry,secems to have been
lost, but from the evidence of a conduit near at hand
"intended probably to bring water from a neighbouring
spring"‘ﬁ) it is probable that this was once the fort
bath-house, later,perhaps,converted as at Binchester,
for industrial purposes.

No further structures came to light in the nineteenth
century, the only recorded discoveries of imnortance being
two pieces of chain armour, presented to the Black Cate

‘luseun, Newcestle,by the Revd. 7alker Featherstonhaugh;(s)

=
the two altars found north of the fort in 1886;( ) and

the fragment of a building inscription from the vicinity
of the church in 1888.(5)

In 1912 sherds sald to have been found at
Chester-le-Street were exhibited at a meeting of the
ewcastle Zociety of Antiguaries and notice was given of
the discovery of an aureus of Vespesian.(ﬁ)

Seven years later & more important group of pottery,
consisting of five stamped bases of plain samnian forms,

three decorated pieces, a samian mortar F. 45, and a

fragment of a "smith's vase™, were exhibited before the

(1) Psan., 1, i, pp. 121-2.

(2) Bruce. Wall (3), p. 312.

(3) pPsaN., 1, i, 5. 169.

(4) EE,, VII, 984 (78) and 985 (79).
(5) ibid., 986 (80).

(6) PSAN., 3, v, p. 223.
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same society by Lt.-Col. G. R. B. Spain.(l) Froa the
historical standpoint,the outstanding piece in this group

is & cup F. 27 stamped by the potter II0ILI0 of South Gaul,
which, if found at Chester-le-Street, would practically
determine a Flavian occupation of the site. Unfortunately,
while there is very strong probability that the cup was
discovered there, certain contact cannot now be established.(zl

Between 1920 and 1923 a number of coins, ranging fronm
Domitian to Julian, were found in the bed of the Cong
during the rebuilding of the bridge at the northern end
of Front Street. These were identified by the Keeper
of Coins and Medals at the British !fuseum, and published
by the Revd. A. D. E. Titcombe.[z)

Subseguent observations sre due to the interest and
activities of Canon F. H. Jackson, rector of Chester-le-Ztreet,
from 1919-1935, who has kindly furnished the writer with
a 1list of coins and potters' stamps in his possession.(é)
The following structural discoveries noted by Canon Jackson,
will, it is hoped, receive independent publication in the

nesr future.

(1) ivid., x, pp. 18-21. (2) The collection, which had
éin for some time in a school nuseun at Chester-le-"treet, was
lent to Lt.-Col. Cpain by the Revd. 4. D. E. Titcombe. It was
"Ubposed that the pieces had been found from time to time in the
“”Veyard north of the church and, on the evidence of one piece
Jreviously figured in PSAN., 2, ii, p. 287, this would seem to be
Le most likely origin.

(3 POAN., 3, ix, pp. 273-4; ivid., x, pp. 41 and 112;
1bid., &, '3y Pa 11 ¢f. appendix II. G.

-8t of Canon Jackson's collection has been deposited on loan with the
€rlang fuseun. Of intrinsic interest iq the light- gre¥ c1ncrary.urn
Jlnged hangles (Plate XLVIII, no. 1), 75 in high and 53 in. in diam.
ﬂﬂ@ziggg 1911; p. 1Bl, Tig. 110; Poltross Burn, Pl. III, no. 27.
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In 1929 and 1933 the foundations of the east wall
were located at the north-east zngle of the fort.(l)

The southward extension of the rampart underlies the
Secondary “chool, and it is recorded that the removal of
stone foundations added greatly to the difficulty and
cost of construction of this building in 1912.

In 1933 the west wall was secemingly uncovered at =
depth of & feet on the south side of the Middle Chare
20 yards from the junction with Front Ctreet. In the
core of the masonry were found two sestertii of Trajan.
Neither the north nor south walls have been exnosed, as
yet, but surface indications, particularly at the north-
east and south-eact angles corroborate Featherstonhauch's
line for these ramparts.

Within the fort,foundations were cbserved on the
north side of the ''iddle Chare in 1931 in the course of
excavation for telephone cables. This would apnear to
be the hypocausted building marked on the »lan of 185 .[2)
Cutside the south-east corner of the rampart an
apsidal or circular structure,(s) having rubble wells
Taced with brick was located in 1927. This may well be
part of the bath-house found in the same field in 18586,

although it would be unwise, at the present state of know-

ledge, to interpret it as & round sugdatorium of the type

(1) Plate XXVI (W.1l).
(2) Plate XXV.

(3) Thus described in JRS., xvi, 1926, p. 219, but the
evidence was by no means conclusive.



found at Binchester.

4 short distance east of these foundstions the cobbled
surface eand kerbstones of & road running in a II.N.E.
direction were uncovered st the same neriod. The slender
evidence, however, does not allow us to estimate the
general trzjectory or ourpose of the road.

In 1930-31 the crossing of the Cong wes more exactly
determined by the discovery of large blocks of masonry with
craap and lewis-holes on the south bank of the stream in
line with the western rampart (Plate XVI). The main
north-to-south highway, therefore, would seem to have
passed the fort on this side, while the site of the bridge
suggests ,also,that its course north of the Cong may well
heve been by Picktree and Portobello rather than by the
line of the present Great lorth Road.(l)

Numerous finds of pottery and coins, and occasional
burials outside the north, east, and south ramparts,testify
to an extensive vicus at Chester-le-Ttreet, and possibly
the remains of culverts observed at widely different points
indicate a regular and systematic town-plenning such as
appears to have been the case at Binchester. “ince no
stratified deposits appear to have been observed, however,
it is impossible to estimate the date of the originsl

civil settlement.

(1) ef. R. II (2).
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Surface finds ﬁf pottery, chiefly from without the
fort ineclude the following plain samian forms: 15/17,

27, 18/31, 31, 36, 40, 45, 46, 79,and 80, Of decorated
samian, no form 29 has yet been discovered,or any forms

30 or 37 attributable to the South Caulish kilns, though

the products of the Central and East Caulish potters are
well reprecsented. Amongst the potters' stamps no. 27

JUR on F. 27 is the only stamp in Canon Jackson's collection
to be ascribed to the first century.

The coarse wares in the Sunderland ‘fuseum cover the
second, third and fourth centuries; Crambeck and Hunteliff
types carrying the occupation of the site into the Signal

tation period. No Flavian types seem to be reprecented
here,or amongst the drawings I have seen of coarse sherds
still retained by Canon Jackson.

Amongst the more recent discoveries at Chester-le-Street
may be noted a gold solidus of Valens,(l] and a sculptured
head of Romano-British workmanship (Fig. 28) found in
april 1937 on the left bank of the '"'ear,about 150 yards
downstream from the junction with the Cong burn. I
inspected the site of this discovery and found that it lay
below the flood-level of the river, so that the head has
no doubt been washed down from the vicus on the north side

of the fort.

(1) Psan., 4, vi, p. 352.
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SULLIARY.

The fort at Chester-le-Ctreet stands at a river junction
and at a focal point for routes from all guarters of the
county. Though defensible by nature on two sides, the
cite is overlooked by steadily risins ground to the south
and west, and is, therefore, technically a bridge-head
nosition rather than an outpost-fort.

In the absence of excavation the occupational history
of the place is largely dependent upon inference from
neighbouring sites where archaeological investigation has
mede more headway, but it will be convenient at this stage
to appreciate the slight independent evidence at our
disposal.

&£ of Vespasian end Titus, and samian forms 15/17
and 27 suggest original Ttoman occupation in the Flavian
period, and,in view of the strategical importance of the
site and the proved cormunication with the first century
castellum at Binchester, it is highly probable that this
occupation was of a military character. If, as seens
likely, a militery post'was established ;§’30uth Shields
Tomwe. in the Flavien period,{l) this conclusion is strength-

IRirCy rmiles $elween Brachesler ard lhe
ened, for the Lawe demands an intermediate castellum and

brotection of the Gong crossing.

(1) cf. Chapter X.



262

Of only secondéry importance, however, to the stastions
on Dere Street in the Agricolan epoch, the crystallisation
of the frontier under Trajan and his successor would bring
the Chester-le-Street site into full prominence, and it
is probable that the stone defences were erected at this
time. 1) The perimeter of the stone fort has not been
exactly determined but surface indications su:gest over-all
aeasurements of ¢ 180 yards from north-to-south, and 170
yards from east-to-west, giving an srea of 6.2 =acres. From
the position of the Church Chare, it aight be inferred that
the fort faced westwards on to the mein higchway. The
grea is larger than any of the als forts on Hadrian's 7all,
but approximates to that of Brecon Caer which also housed
a cavalry regiment.(g) Potters' staemps and coins witness
active occupation of the site in the second century, but
it must be remembered thet the majority of these have been
found without the fort in circumstances which make them

of doubtful historical value.

(1) "Recent evidence, coins found in the bese of the wall
~when uncovered in lfiddle Chare in 1933, would show

\that the stone fortress was of the vperiod of Hadrian”
(Jackson. Cuide to Chester-le-Ctreet, p. 24). The
coins are presumably the two gestertii of Trajian
already referred to, so that the dating of the cstone
defences to Hadrian is not assured.

(2) One notes that at Brecon and Binches ster, for exXample,
the size of the stone fort is dependent on the ﬂerlneter
of the clay defences which it supersedes, but cne
cannot, oNthese grounds, postulate a first century
occupation of Chester-le-Street, for the size of the
Hadrianic milliary cohort fort at Lanchester is
similarly larger than any of the all forts.
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In the year 216 A.D. we find the garrison of the fort,
a cavalry regiment whose name has not survived on the
inscription, commemorating the construction of an aqueduct.(l)
This indicates that the defences had already been repaired
following the catastrophe at the end of the second century,
and suggests that the re-occupation of Checter-le-"treet
followed swiftly upon the recovery of the province.

Neither structural nor epigraphic evidence of nmilitary
occupation in the third Wall period, the Constantian epoch,
has yet appesred, but if the identification of the site

(2)

with Concangium of the Notitie is correct the fourth

(3)

century garrison would be the numerus vigilunm,

A
Coins (the latest an ag of Theodosius) and pottery
carry the occupation into the third quarter of the fourth

century .

The Roman Name of Chester-le-Street

The early forms of the name vary between Cuncaceastre,

Cuncacestre and Cunceceastre - the stem showing evident

etymological affinity with the name of the burn, the Cong.

(1) Tz., VII, 986 (80). (2) see below.

(3) The term numerus, previously indicating regiments with
specialised duties (e.gc. exploratores) is, in the
fourth century, applied generally to all regiments.
Thus the numerus ¥%igilum "the troop on the alert”
has no correspondence with the vigiles of Rone.
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1 = A
Ekwall( suggests a connection on the assumption that

Cunuc ,or the like, was the old name of the massié@fof hills

"

from which the Cong took its source, Cunce-ceastre being

the genitive case, and with this evidence before us we may

surely identify Chester-le-T"treet with the Concancsium of

(2)

Notitis Dignitatum.

This identification is attractive not only on
etymological grounds, but because the sector of the Notitia

in which Concangios occurs has evident reference to the

sites in or on the fringe of Durham county, while attention

has sdreadssr been drawn to the pocscsibility of reading
ensium (3)
numerus Concangl,on the Binchester hypocaust tiles.

(1) English River iNames, p. 92.

(2) Oce. XL, 24. Probably the same as Cogances in the
Ravenna List.

(S)Appendru Ly v 14
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THE ROMAN FORT AT SOUTH SHIELDS

mIonachi Tinenses dicunt, civitatem fuisse in ulteriore
ripa ostii Tinae flu(minis): Caerurfe nomine, ubi natus
erat rex Oswi."”
(John Lelsnd. Collectanea, ii, 1715 editn., p.290)

Tynemouth has always been a natural gateway into
Britain from the east. Bronze Age seafarers from the
Rhineland, sailing northwards beyond the zone of major
continental contacts, found convenient entry by way of
the brosad, slow-moving, river Tyne. In leter times,
Roman convoy end trading vessels, Caxon fleet, and Danish
marauding bands frecuently navigated the ecstuary and sought
shelter in the extensive harbourage of Jarrow Slake.

Until the last century the mouth of the river, choked
by a ber, was dangerous to shipping, but as late as
mediaeval times an slternative passage was afforded by
& salt water channel known as the Cut, which isolated
South Shields Lawe at high tide.'l) ~ Hence the importance
of the Roman fort crowning the limestone nromontery, as
a sea-port garrison and a base for convoy-services supply-

ing the needs of the eastern flank of the Hadrianic frontier.

(1) Cf. map of the time of Henry VIII in the Cottonian
uss. (Aa., 2, xix, f. p. 68). In the seventeenth
and eighteenth centuries the eastern end of the
Gut gradually silted up and in 1816 the Newcastle
Corporation undertook the filling-in of the 1ill
Dam valley, thus permanently incorporating the Lawe
within the mainlsand. I'he timbers of a vessel were
found in the channel (now Ocean Road) c. 1850,

| "embedded in sea sand mixed with shells". (Hodgson.
,_kSouth Shields, p. 2).
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BIBLIOGRAPHY OF THE CSITE.

The earliest written notice of the fort zt Couth

Shields occurs in Leland's Collectanea, wherein he reports

the tradition,¢leaned from the monks at Tynemnouth Priory,
L~
that Oswip, king of Deira, was born in a civitas czlled

(1)

Caerurfe on the south side of the river. This tradition
is repeated in two subseguent pacssages, in which the nanme
of the place "cuius fundanenta pro parte manent™" is variously
¢given as Urfa and Burgh.(g) The significance of the
etymological evidence 1s considered elsewhere; here we
nay note one further sentence by the sasme author in which
the course of Riknild street is traced "per "igornian,
per Wicombe, per Brimingham, Lichefeld, Darbe, Chesterfeld,
Eboracum usque ad ostium Tinsae flu:"(s) As Hodgson
sucgested, the termination of the rosd at ZTouth Thields
had obviously the authority of the xnown caucewesy of
the "rekendike.

From Saxon times onwards the Lawe was ecclesiastical

rroperty, and the fort, conveniently situsted for sea-

transport, apparently served as a cuarry for churches as

(1) Collectanea, ii, p. 290. Oswi is evidently an abbrev-
iation for Oswinus (patron saint of the Priory), and
has no reference to Uswy, king of liorthuabria, the
instigator of Oswin's murder. ef. (2)

(2) "E.regione Tinemuthae fuit urbs vastata a Danis Urfa
nomine ubi natus erat Oswinus rex*(ibid., iii, p. 43)
“Ferunt quidem regem Oswinum natum in gquodam castro Burgh
antiquitus nuncipata, cuius fundamenta pro parte
manent ex australi parte aquee de Tina prope Southe
sheles in territorio gquod nunc est Prioris Dunelni”
(ibid., ii, pp. 396-7).

(3) ibig., ii, p. 370.
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2)
-

far afield as Jarrow(l] and 0ld Seaham. Thus,while
Lister published an inscription from the site towards the
close of the seventeenth century,(3) and Horsley added a
fragmentary tombstoneté) and en uninscribed altar, the

latter noted that the visible remains of the station were

"but slender", and concluded that it had been abandoned

(5)
(6)

Hunter's Roman wharf is suspect, but in 1791 =

before the end of the Roman period.

hypocaust was discovered ne=r the Lawe House on the esast
cide of the fort.(vj hotes on this and other foundations
uncovered about the same period have been preserved on =2
rouch sketch-plan drawn by llicholas Fairles,(a) but tell
us little apart fron the fact that settlement existed

without the fort. The coins in Fairles's rossecsion are

i

said to have included an aureus of ''arcus aurelius, an
& W ; . - (
gg or antoniniani ranging from Claudlius Gothwas to Valentinian.

These brief records practically exhaust the materiale
for the Roman site prior to the excavations of 1875-7.
The size of the fort was dndetrternined, presumably owing
to the depth of accumulation over the remains and the
havoe wrought by Caxon stone-robbers, while no structure

within the ramparts seems to have been recorded.

(1) cIL., 498 a-b (108). (6) Surtees Soc., LXXVI, 1883,
p. 139.
(2) ef. p. 3ol

(7) Sykes. Local Records, i,

(3) cIL., 496 (84). p. 139.
(4) cIL., 497 (8%). (8) PSAN., 2, ix, p. 215.

(5) Horsley, p. 450. (9) Hodgson. oc. cit., p. 12.

9)
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dating
Historically, the only evidence forgoccupation was nrovided

by Fairles' coin-list, and by the altar set up, as Bruce
first conjectured, in the early third century for the
welfare of the emperors Caracalla gnd Cetsa.

The story of how Roman Zouth Chields was rediscovered
under the threat of municipal extension hes often been told,
and deserves to be remembered with pride since it led the
way to similar "rescue work" under pressure on other
csites. nslthough the excavations were continued by "relays
of pilots in the evenings after the ordinary workmen

ad left“,(z} the townsfolk were fortunate in securing
the help of the Revd. Dr. R. E. Hooppell, whose abilities
contributed largely to the success of the work. "Very
rarely" writes Richmond, "do early excavations boast

guch careful recordsjts]

and, indeed, the written aczounts,
plans, and photogranhs of the work accomnlished, together
with the ceramic, epigraphic, and numnismatic by-products
now secure in the Zouth Shields and Black Cate “Tuseums,
provide a wealth of material for an archaeoclogical study
of the site.

Three contemporary pepers on the excavaetions were

written, the best by HOOppell,(4) and the other two by

(1) The best account is given by Hodgson. op. cit., n. 14.

(2) ibia. &

|

W™

» 44 X1, p. 84,
(4) NHT., VII, pp. 3-44.

(1)
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(1)

Bruce. Naturally, the structural problems which
presented themselves were too intricate to be successfully
solved by the excavators, but as these have recently been

(2)

admirably interpreted by Richmond in the light of:

modern knowledge, only & brief summary is required here.

) I Pre-Hadrianic work is possibly attested by re-used
material employed in the hypocaust below building V;(B)

the hypocaust itself being appearently contemporary with

the Hadrianic principia and perhaps a relic of the
commandant's house of this period. "'e must add, however, the
coin and pottery evidence considered below.

2. The first stone defences nust have been raised under Hadrian
- the forecourt of the principia being of late-Trajanic or
early-Hadrianic type,and dated to the upper 1limit by a
building stone of the sixth legion found in the wall of

the cross—hall.(4) othing is known of the size of the

fort in this period, but it evidently faced south-eastwards.
3. In the Severan period the fort was laid out anew,

the structural remains of the fort wall and the internal
buildings noted by the excavators principally to be assigned
to the third century. The north-to-south and east-to-west

ramparts measured over-all 622 feet and 361 feet respectively,

enclosing an area of a little over 5 acres, the normal size

(1) Archaeologia, x1lvi, pp. 163-170; AA., 2, X, ppn. 223-318,

=~

(2) 44., 4, xi, pp. 83-102.
(3) Plate XXVIII.

(4) EE., vII, 1005 (100).
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for the milliary-cohort forts on the Vall. "hile the

via principalis was now placed behind the principnia, the

latter still fronted south-eastwards and could only be

approached by the via praetorisa. This suggests that the

east and west gateways of the Hadrianic fort are yet to
seek, while of the known gateways only that in the west
rampart can be typologically assigned to the third
century. Evident reconstruction of the east gateway
indicates that this is later still. The nrincioia(l)

at this time was provided with a magnificent strong roon,
while the whole of the central ares was packed with oblong
buttressed buildings of the granary type, =2t least twelve
of which were revealed by the excavstors. The space
required by these storehouses, numerically far in excess
of those in an ordinary fort, explains the abnormal size
of South Ehields in relation to the strength of the garrison

of this period - the cohors guinta Gallorum.(g) No third

century barrack-buildings were recovered unlecss the frag-

mentary walling in the praetentura is to be interpreted

as such; the retentura was not examined.

4, Constantian reconstruction is to be detected at the
east gate( whose known guard-chambers so closely resenble
those of the Constantian age at Chesterholm),and in several
of the storehouses, particularly building VIII, %) wnicn

were transformed into dwellings in the early-fourth century.

(1) Plate XXIX.

(2) EE., IX, 1140 (10%5). The cohort was of quingenary type.
(3) Plate xXX.
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Evidently the activity which had brought about the conversion
of the fort into a storage-base in Severan times had now
lost impetus, and raust be regarded as an isolated evoch
in the history of the site.
5. A Tinal reconstruction in the Romen period, organised,
it would seem, by Count Theodosius, has slight authority
from the recorded structural remains, but cannot be doubted
in the light of fifth century coins snd "Signsl Station”
pottery. This brings us to a2 consideration of the avail-
able ceramic and numismatic evidence for the genersl

occupetional history of the site.

Attention was first drawn to a small group of “outh

Caulish samian ware in the museum at South Shields by

1
Bushe-Fox in 1913.( ) By kind permission of the Librarian,

Ar. E, Bailey, I have been able to draw these,end an

(2
edditional fragment of F. 374yomitted from Bushe-Fox's list. )

The earliest bowl, F. 37 (three pieces),(s) could hardly

be dated before the end of the principate of Vespasian; the
other three pieces(4] typologically must be assigned to
the pefiod Domitien-Trajan.

Amongst the earlier coins(5) the gurei of Claudius,
Nero, Domitian, and Trajan, and the denarii of Nero,

Galba, Vespasien, Titus, Domitian, Nerva, and Trajan,might

(1) Archaeologia, LXIV, 1912-13, p. 305, and Pl. XXIV, nos.
37-9.
Xxxvil,
(2) Plate Am&i%, nos. 7-10.

(3) ibid., no. 7.

(4) ivid., nos. 8-10, (5) Appendix II. H.
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conceivably have appeared on a site not occupied until
the second century,but the fact that brass of Vespasian
and Domitian have been found, if not conclusive, at least
sugeests a Tirst century occupation of the Lawe. The
excavators, it is true, did not observe any structural
remains of a Flavian settlement, but it is highly improbable
that they established contact with the earliest levels,
Alternatively, it may be that the sites of the Flavian
and Hadrianic forts do not coincide,for three brass coins,
one of Vespaslan,and another of Domitian,were found torether
on clay at a depth of eight feet "near Thornton Street
and a little to east of road lezmding to Tyne DOCk“.(l)
Further excavation directed towards the elucidation of this
nroblem is urgently reguired.

Lists of potters' stamps on sanmian ware from South Thields
have been published b¥ botﬁ?.ruce{BJ and Hoofpell.(s)
As these differ in many cases and contain pastent misreadings
it has been thought advisable to prepare an independent
list, omitting fragmentary stamps which could not be
assigned with certainty to a particular potter.(4) The
total number of vessels covered by the list is 61. of

these only two (nos. 14 and 56), are those of potters

whose activity Dr. Oswald would assign to a pre-Hadrianic

(1) 4A., 2, x, pp. 276-277.

(2) ivid, pp. 273-4.

(3) NHT., VII, pp. 27-32 and 44.
(4) pp.283-+.
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period, while we are prepared to accept 2 later dete in
each case. The potters' stamps, therefore, give no

(1)

support to a first century occupation.
Forg;one, or approximately 75 per-cent of the total
stemps are on products of the Central Caulish kilns, and
all but six of these are of potters whose activity is
represented in the Index as extending into the Antonine
period. The remaining 25 per-cent are of East Caulish
and trans-Rhenish origin, and include stamps of Capitolinus,
Commius or Comus, Graca, Iulienus, Iulius, Lugetus, “‘atina,
Parentinus, Venerandus and Victor - rare or, in several
instances, unrecorded in Britain. The high proportion
of these later types at Touth Shields, compared with the
proportion of Rheinzabern pottery on other sites in the
north of England, can only indicate direct trade between
the mouth of the Rhine and the Lawe fort in the reign of
Jarcus,(z) and we might infer from analycis of the other
potters' stamps that the shipping of samian to the Tyne
began at least as early as the antonine period, and
continued into the third century. As lMiller hes con-
cluded that Rhenish ware was not shipped to the Firth of
Forthtsl it may be that South Thields was the depot not
ouly for the Hadrianic limes but also for the forts to
the north.

—

“uce#lves the stamp OF ATICI which, if correctly read, should be that
°f the South Geulish potter Attlcus. This, however, is onmitted fronm
ooupell's list, and I have been unable to trace it.

en the
output .
Be

%’ pa 75.

Rheinzabern potteries seem to have attained their maxinmum
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From the third century onwards coins and pottery
bear out the successive occupational periods sufgested by
the structural remains, “Signal Station" and Crambeck
sherds(l] contradicting Horsley's hypothesis that the
site was abandoned before the Roman evacuation of the
province. Coins of Arcadius and Honorius, indeed, chow
that settlement continued on the Lawe "after the with-

drawel of troops from the "all, under fagnus Taxinus,

2

—

until the finsl burning in the ifth century”.

In addition to coins, pottery, inscribed end sculp-
tured stones,and an interesting series of leesd seals,
the excavations of 1875-7 produced = wealth of small
objects which it is impossible to catalogue here. While
the bulk of these, prinecipally personal ornaments, are

such as might be found on any Roman site, mention =ight

3)
(

[ - ey .
penannular broaches of so-celled "''elsh"™ type, an

(5)

be made of a number of fine Belgic enanels, wo

> of

)

6
an f-brcoch,(

(7) (8)

& bronze lamp, end & bone weaving-frame, ~° all of

inscribed enamelled bronze fragment,

which have the added interest attached to rare objects.
The occurrence of so many unusual and beautiful bronzes

noints to an active and thriving sea-port.

(1) Plate XLVIII, nos. 18-21. (6) PSL., xxii, 1907-9, p. 82.
(2) Richmond. loc. eit., p. 101.(7) ibid., xxi, 1906-7, p. 135.
(3) AA., 4, xi, pp. 193-205. (6) PSAN., 3, viii, pn. 146-7.

(4) ivpia.

(5) ibid., xii, pp. 325 f.
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While the excavations were in progress, trenching
for building purposes discovered s Roman cenetery 200-300
yards south of the fort znd severzl acres in extent,
covering the ground between Roman Road and Jenmes !father
Street to the eest and west, and Julian Street and Bath
Street to the north and south. Four tombstones(1) came
from this area from 1876 to 1885, those of Regina and
Victor being remarkable for the artistic skill displayecd
in the treatment of the funeral relief. The two dateable
memorials are third century, but earlier burials are
suggested by the discovery of a grave-urn in Bath Ttreet
containing a coin of Domitian.(z) It is possible that we
have here a clue to the course taken by the ""rekendike
between the fort and the crossing of the Cut,for it was
comnon, tho' not universalg practice in Roman times for
the cemetery to flank the main highway.(s) 'e note also
that at South Shields the alters are not concentrated in
one area, as in the case of the tombstones, and lie much

(4)

nearer to the ramparts of the station, sucgesting an

Observance of the regulation that the dead should be

buried outside the boundary of the settlement.
(5)

Further discoveries on the Lawe, coins of Valens
(6) . N
g well within the principilsa, and an

(8)

and Constans,

urn of coarse weare, invite little comment. Apert

(1) ZE., IV, 678 (90); ibid., 718= (92); ibid., VII,
1001a (96); ibid., 1002a (97).

n

Plale «xVil,
(2) Aa., 2, x, p. 277. (#) #la

£3) As at the Saalburg,and at Carrawburgh and Chesterholm.
-+ (5) PSAN., 4, vi, p. 352.7 (6) ibid., 3, i, p. 118.
: (8) ibid., 4, vi, p. 200. (7) BSAN, +, vi, p-276.
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(1)

from two bronze skillets, a votive bowl inscribed to

Apollo Anextlomarus,(BJ and a coin of Faustina,(ﬁ) the

discoveries on Herd Sands which lie below the fort apnear

to be due largely to the dredgings from the Tyne in the
(4)

vicinity of pons Leliws deposited after 1903, and these

will be more fittingly considered elsewhere.

A minor discovery was made in the early months of
1937 during repairs to the sea-wall opposite the Pilot
Office, Creen's Place. Come 25 feet below the modern
street level,the workmen uncovered two drains formed of
tiles 2 inches thick, which would seem to have emanated
from the north angle of the fort and to have discharged

5
into the river.( )

SUTIARY,

Although the evidence is fer less than could be
desired, there seems reason to believe that the originsl
Roman occupation of the Lawe took nlace in the first
century. 0f the nature of this occupation nothing can
be ésserted with confidence, but it is probable that in
the Flavian period a military outpost was esteblished on

the promonteory to maintain contact with east coast shipping.

(1) 44., 4, xiii, p. 139.
(2) EE., VII, 1162 (108).
(3) PSAN., 2, iv, p. 11.

(4) NCH., x1ii, p. 514.

(5) I owe this information to lMr. F. M. VWillers.
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Linked with the hinterland by a road to-day known as
the Wrekendike, the fort at South Shields is the natural
termination of the branch road leaving Dere Street three
miles north of Binchester, while between these two first
century sites we have the suggested Flavian castellum &t
Chester-le-Ctreet.

With the definition of the frontier under Hadrian,
South Shields attained considereble importance as the
seaport for the eastern flank of the Limes. If the
timbering réported from Herd Cands represented, as
Bosanquet thought, the remains of Roman jetty—building,(l
we may picture vessels discharging their cargoes at the
atouth of the Gut for transfer to river-craft in Jarrow
Slake.(z} "Whether the additional troops brought to Britain
in Hadrien's reign were transported direct to the Tyne we
are not in a position to say, but this is not unlikely
in view of the discovery of a slab commemorating the
arrival of a vexillation from Cermany under Pius.(a)
In the latter connection the wealth of IZast Caulish pottery
from the site shows that the advance into Zcotland in the
sntonine period did not diminish the trade between Scuth
Shields and the Continent.

The size and garrison of the second-century fort

on the Lawe are alike unknown. In the early third century,

—

(1) &a., 4; x111, p. 140,

(2) For coins discovered hereabouts cf. Hodeson. op, cit.,
pp . 29 -30 .

(3) EE., IX, 1163.
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however, the defences were laid out anew to accoamodate
the fifth sedepeparnx cohort of Gauls and an unusual numaber
of storehouses. The historical evidence connects these
arrangements with Severus' Scottish campaien of 209-211
A.D., and epigraphy allows the suggestion that at the
conclusion of this expedition Caracalla and Ceta "emabarked
their army for Caul &t or near South ?hields“.(l) ""hen
this activity was over the garrison provided a new water
sunply under Severus Alexander. ol

With the final withdrewal from Zcotland and the return
to the Hadrianic frontier limit, the commercial iaportance
of South Shields received a new impetus. The civil settle-
ment, seeningly already in existence in the first century,
extended in size and prosperity, becoming a metropolis
of trade for the north-ecast coast whose wealth and cosiop-
olitan character may be judged from the tombstones of
Kegina and Victor.(S} Communication inland was maint-
ained by the Wrekendike, snd other roads reported to have

(4

been discovered on the Lawe ) may be no zore than the
street-ways of an ordered town-plan. The supposed highway
southwards to Hylton Ford and thence along the coast on

the line of the Calters' Track, still aswaits confirmation.

To balance the undoubted import of pottery, coins and

€énamels, various exports - corn, cattle, wool, iron and

(1) 4A., 2, xx, p. 628. cf. CIL., 496 (84).

(2) EE., Ix, 1140 (105). (3) LE., IV, 718a (92);

VII, 1002a (97).
(4) Hodgson. op. cit., p. 29.
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lead - have been suggested(l) but this is going rather
beyond the limits imposed by the available evidence.

The fourth century is a turning-point in the history
of the site. Prior to this, danger from sea-borneinvasion
was practically negligible,and the duties of the gasrrison
would seem to have consisted principally of harbour super-
vision and the provision of convoys. In the Constantien
age, however, east coast defences against Saxon raids
were beginning to be required, and the rebuilding of the
east-gate at South Shields has been tentatively connected
with the general reorganisation of the frontier at this
period.(z) Here, too, the medieval name of the site
comes into prominence. While the element caer is commonly
known to suggest a fortification of Romeno-British date,
Ir. Richmond has suggested to me that there is an etymo-
logical connection between Urfa and Arbeia, the latter a
station in the NLotitia list.(3) If this is so, the

fourth century garrison at South Shields would be the

numnerus barcariorum Tigrisiensium, whose presence elsewhere

; (4) ;

in the north is epigraphically attested, end in supvort
of the identification it might be said that, with previous
experience on the Lune, no corps could be better qualified

for navigating the dangerous rocks and shoals of Tynemouth.

(1) ibid., p. 30.

(2) AA., 4, xi, p. 100,

(3) oc.xvL. 22.

(4) At Lancaster. CIL., 285.
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Following the devastation of the north at the time
of the Picts "ar, colins and pottery indicate re-occupation
under Theodosius lasting until the final catastrophe in
the fifth century. The nature of this occupation is
obscure owing to the slender evidence provided by struct-
ural remains, but settlement on the Lawe must have been
insecure, under the constant nen%ﬁbe of piratical raids.
With the decline in trade, sctivity in the harbour nust
have been practically limited to the naval manoeuvres of
Count Theodosius' fleet, while in addition to protecting
the river-entry,and access thereby to the forts in county

"2y have been
Durhem,the garrison wesula-be occupied in nmaintaining the
sifFnal-station systen whkieh seems—toHReve—extended along

the Durham coast.(l)

This basic change in rurpoce reflects
the transformation of the entire northern frontier in its
final phase from a policy of consolidation to a losing

struggle for existence.

(1) pp 327-330.
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SATIAN V.REE TFROM SOUTH SHIELDS

37.

57

37.

37 .

XXX VI,

(Plazte A% nos. 7-10).

South Gaul. Trifid tongue-terminal bent

left between wavy lines. Foliage scroll
(Knor?”, Rottweil, P1. VI, fig. 4) employing
early polygonal leaf (ef. 3recon, S. 36).
Running animals in concavities of scroll.
Period: Domitian. cf. Archaeologia, LX1v,
1912-13, P1. XXIV no. 37, and p. 305.

South Gaul. Ovolo with trifid tongue-terminal.

Decoration in panels bordered by wavy lines.
Bird as used by L COSIVZ VIKILIZ (Knorr, 1919,
Taf. 27, 6) and MASCVLVS (ibid., Tef. 53,9).
Poor g¢laze and workmenship, Period:
Domitian-Trajan.

South Gaul. Oveolo with trifid tongue-terminal.

Upper frieze: running lion over grass
tufts, fan-shaped plant, tendril ending
in pointed leef and part of the obligue
wavy line decoration. Lower frieze:
festoons and tassel. Period: Donitian-
Tra jen. cf. Archaeologia, loec. cit,, no.
38, and p. 305.

Couth Caul. Lower frieze showing running

animal over grass tufts and fan-shaped
plant. Period: Domitian-Trajan.

ef. archaeologia, loc, cit., no. 39,
and p. 305.
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s ADVCCIS & F.33, ALVOCIBVS of Lezoux and Luble.
Pericd: naarian-Antcnine.

2s AlIsivI P.18/31.  AGSTIVVS of Lezoux. Period:
nairifan-Antonlae.

5.b., AMMI ".t”/‘l. ANIVS or AMKIVS of Lezoux.
1Jerlta.... Hadrizia-Antonine.

4, BANVL (retro)F.37. BANVVS of Lezoux a4i Lubis.
Perica: daarian~Antonine.

5. BELINICCIL ¥ F.33. BaLLINICTVS of LezouXx. Periocd:

. _ Anieonine.

5. BiLSVS FJ F.18/31. BuldSVS of Hellizeunberg and
Aelazaoceria. Peripi: haarian-Antonine.

Te EAéﬁTCuIJVS F.T79. CAPITICLIIVG of Rneluzabern.
Perioca: Antoaine.

8.  cARVSEA] F.13/31. CARVSSA of Lezoux. Period:
Domiti=n-Antoniae.

9. [ATVLLI M F.33. CAlVLLVS of Lezoux. TFPerioi:
daarian-Antounlie.

10. CELSIV P e Cz2LE8VE of Lezoux. Ceswald

laentifies tue same stamp a2t Yorx witn
tie Soutn Gaullisu potter CELSVS, .uery-
iug waneiner ituae laitter worged at Lezoux.
I'ne rubric of tnis suerd sugsests eitner
Ltual tnls nypoluesls musy pe accepted,

or tual tanere were twe CZLSI at La
Graufesenque a:a Lezcux respectively.
Perioa: daarian.

11. CINNAMI (retro)F.37. CLNUAMVS of Lezoux and ;uoiét
- Perioa: Trajan-Antonine.
12.b. CLSMaNTI F.18/31. CLLUENS of Ruelazabern aad
westerudacryt. Perlica: nadriaan-Antonlae.
13. COMVS {(retiro) F.33. CCiIIVS or COVVS of ©ast Gaul.
Perioa: Auucniue.
14. DAGONAR F P I /31. DAGOMAKVS of LezouxX. Usually

datea Domitvian-Trajan, bui als stamp
uaeg been r'ound ca vnls form at Bira-
oswala (blirdoswali, fig.12, nc.7).

15. [Divix[ F.37. DIVIXIVS of Lezoux. Perioa:
i Trajan-Antonine.
15.b. DPVIICOVs F.33. , DOECCVS or DCVZICCVS of Lezoux 2ad

Lubie. Perioca: aadrian-Antoains (cf.
PSAN., 3, 1, p-113).

uiote. Stamps pre-fixed by tue letter b. are to be found ia
Liue Black Gate Museum, Newcasule. Tie remainder nre iz
Lae Public Library aud lidsgeum, Soutu Sulelas
swald's dallug uazs generally been HCueBue*.
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17. [bliccvs (retro) F.37.  ibid.

18, aVHITVS F F.31. SVaIlVo of Ruaeinzabern.
Perioca: Aldtonlue.

13. GEME.AI-M F.33. Go B VS of LezocuxX. Teriocd:
Antvoulue.

20.  GoAILOR F F. 18/31« GEBHITOR of Lezcux.
Perlod: Uomnliian-Aatonine.

21. GRACA F P33 GRACA of ?Headernneinm.
Perioa: nadrian-Antonine.

22.  IANVAREs«FH] F.13/31. IANVARIS of Lezoux.

Per'qa: Ucmitlian-idadirian.

23. ILLIANI-H F. ILLIANVS cof - .

24. IVLIAGVS (retro) F. 3? IVLIANVS of HAneinzabern and
Yesternidorf. Period: Late Antonine,

25. IVLIVS P33T IVLIVS c¢f RKneinzabern and
Jebsneim. Pericd: Late Antonine-
iarly Tuaira Ceatury.

26. wstl F.37. IVSTVS of Lezoux. Period:
dadrian-Aatonine.

27.b. LVGIITVS Fa335. LVaaIVs of dast Gaul.

i Perlod: Hdudrian-Antcnine.
28. MACxeIA°lI F F.12/31.  MACRIALVS of Lezoux.

Perlod: lra;aﬂ‘AALcaine.

29.  MACRINI[Y] F.33.  MACRI.VS cf Lezoux. Period:
dzdrisa-Antoaine.

30. MACRINI F.18/31. ibiz.

o1

. MAILNACHI F.18/31. MALNACNVS of Lubie.

Perioua: Aatonlie.

32.b. YAIORIS F.33. MALOx of Lezoux. Perlioi:
Trajaa-Antouine.

5% MARCELLIUWI F F.33. MARCELLILVS of Lezcux.
Pericia: Haarian-Commcius.

'34.b. MARCL M {retrc) F.38. MARCVS of Lezoux. Perioca:
Hairian-antcuaine.

35¢p. MARCIC F.33. 1bia.

J0.b. MAXCIeN FeZ%3%. ibia.

3Tbs MARTI-M T T MARTIVS or VARKTICU of Lezocux.

Perioa: LUomiivian-Ailtecaine.
38.b. MARTII*O F.3%. ibid.
39.b. DIARTIVS F.33. 1bid.
4Q. MARTIO M F.79. ibii.

41. NMART IeM F.?33. ibid.

42.b. MASCIILLIC F.18/31. MASCELLIC of Lezoux.

, Perica: nadriaa-Antonine.

43.b. MATINA Fa31. MATIJA or MATINVS of HXnel:u-
zaberii. Perica: Late Antoal.e.
Hot reccried from Britaia in tae
Iniex.

4. MAXMIY F: 53 MAY"IGVS of Lezoux. Perioi:

ITrajaa-dadrian.



45. Nkwﬂgig.l M Fe18/31, GAMILIANVS of Lezoux.
Perlioi: Antocalae.

46. PARENT L.IVE] F.%1. PARENTI.VS of Trives
Pericd: LAate Antoniae.

47 . PATERCLINI i o PATSRCLINVS of LeZou¥x.
Pe:-lo;:. + naariau-Antoniine.

43, AL:AH[?: (retrc) F.3 PaliiuVo of Lezoux.

bc:xoa: Urajan-Antciaine.,

44, POLTACL s . PLITACVS of Lezoux.
Parioa: aduvoiline.

50, PCILACI Fi33. iviz.

% I8 JVADRAT 1 Felse <Va-RATVS of Lezoux.
Perici; Trajan-%?dsarian.

52.b. QVINGI-M F.31. QVINIVS of Lezoux.
Perioa: mairiau-antonine.

53 RUGVLI*M F.31. ~Z3VLVE of LezouX.
Perioa: Irajgan-zairi=n.

54, SACRILLI FPi35%. DACRILLVS of Lezoux.
Perioa: anuvouine.

55.0. ScopLfl ] F.13/31. SCCPLVS of Lezoux.

(1) Period: amaria.-Aatoanine. .

56.b. SECVHDINI Fe3%s SACVHOINVS of Lezoux.
Perica:?Antvonine.

&7 SENILA F.3% 83lla cof Lezoux.
Periga: Anicaiue.

5C. S;IVllklﬂjﬂE Fj a9 w SZVARIANVE of Rneinzeberi.
Perioi: Aunvonine.

Q. TITIV P.2%s TITIIVS of Lezocux.
Per.oci: Domitizan-Antcnine.

<0, VjugnﬁLﬂJ F.79. VZERANLVS of Toulon-sir-
Aliler. Perilcei: Antonine.

ST N VICIOx F F.71. VICIUn ¢f Blickweller, Rheiu-
zabern, aia Trdves. Pericd:

In addition, Br

(Hl’_i_‘l_‘. L VII!
1

pP.27-31

uave nol beern able
62. OF ATICI
53- ATTICL
94. CadAEIug}
65. CASVRI MA (2M)
CO. CELSIA M CZ
6T CIRRVS F C

LVPI

i

cf. Macdcuala.

ATTLICVE of

ATTICVS of Lezocux.
CARATLILIVDS

Probnbly

naarian-Late Antoanine.

uce{AA., 2, X, pp.273-4) auld hooppell
) record vue followlig stampes wuica
1o trace:

La Graufesengyuc, Period;:
Wero-Domivian.

Ferioca: auatoaine.
Perioa: Aatonine.
Perica:

cf Lezoux.

CASVRLIVS of Lubid,
Aaarian-Antoaiue.

LSIANVE of _ezcux.
Antoiline.

I<<0 or CIRAVS cf _ezoux.

Perici: Trajan-anivcalue.

LVPVE of Ruaeiazabern ratuer

uu®¢fas Oswinid) tue poiier of toe

Perici: HAarian-

same aame Wordliay at L Graufeseayue.
Homan Wall iu Scotlana, nucte p.+HY.
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NCHi U NGV, Aot recordea ln Britain.
SABLLLVS SABERLIVE or SABLLLIVe of La faielelne.
Derloa' Tra an~-daariai.

TAVIRIALL TAV=AI404VS of Lezoux.

:\LI J.u-..m . il «..4.-‘.4. e g .{A«LU A&..L:;d .

POY'IERY FRO1 SOUTH Saisils ( Plate XIVIII nos.11-21).

1.

flortarium, pipeelay Tfabr'ie, spurse Jrit. nalciel
sLamg. Tne profile resemvles Iligley, Pl. YXIX,
19.

Mortarium, red fabriec, ecresm slip, large sparse grit.
Stamped VIATOR (Plate ¥LIX, no.16). Tue s4ne

slamp cccurs 4u Templedorougu (Templeborodsza, Pl.

‘-{‘(‘t‘v‘&&i' (ICE . 1? a—f} ’ '..;GI"-;i....‘_e { J-L_JLJ J.LJ-VL'&-—-A‘ »
Colcaester (luseums, 149, p.19, ac.11 aud p.=7),
and Jdilderspool (iila=sr

[ ..:._L, _L).\_,‘r}.
ortasriam, buff fabrie, sparse grit. Variaaot of
wroxeier, 1912, fig. 19, 3C. Seconi ceatury.
Hortarium, red witu cream slip. otamped AlA
(Plate XLIX; no«17)s
lortarium, oricd-rea fabrie, paff eslip. Stamped
Lﬂuanf
Jortarlium, J4ilriy-walie fabric, blacs zritv. EL.;QE
witn double oaaa "of ualcuiuag. cf. iWroxeier, 1912,
r'ig.19, no.46. Second ceatury.
Hammer-acad moriarium, uari plpeclay fabrie, heavily
cuarged wivn fine blaca griv. Diam. 11 ia.
cf. Lancaester, Plate YLV, no.i1Z. Late tniri to
fourta century.
Painted wallside mortvarium. Lrange-reld cunevron

iecoration. Crambecg Type 7.
Platter, yellowlisn-wniie ware, rc<i-pa
on tue rlm. Dia=n. 105 1in. Crambe
c. 370-395 A.D.
hemispuer cal flaanged bowl, waite fabdbric, ornamented
with hook-patiera in rei paiat. Diam. 8 in.
Crambecz Type 5.b. c.370-325 A.D.
Platter, wuitisn fabric, red-palntei caevron pattern.
Diam. 6% in. Crambecx Type 10. ¢.370-395 A.D.

inved aecoratlon
cg Type 10.




MORTARIA STAMPS.

Ix

e

2. [Qnanid (Plate YLVIIL, no.15; AA., loc.clt., no.14),
J. ]Zi".TﬂT (Ad., loc.cit., nc.15).
| ‘-’_‘ - o " p
4. ANANVS (Plate XLIX, no.15; AA., loc.cit., no.16).
c¢f. Blacresier, Plave YLII, noc.2.
Bl [«;UIMfJS] (AA., loG. €it., N0 1T). ef.no.2.
6. 1vf ”
vael (AA.; lec.eits, no.18).

cvaol
vicoovl

= —~
Je AN

LVE] (AA

y LOG.CiLe, 00.19).

» loceclit., 16:20). ef.Plate YLVIII,
- 14 s Hlld PJ‘.'iLe q{._l_‘\{, n0.1 ?c
, loc.git., No«21). efenio.4

1C. REGALIS (retro) (Al., loec.cit., nc.?2).
11 VIATOR (AA., loc.ecit., nc.23). c¢f.Plate YLVII
no0.12 and Plate ¥YL1Y, »io. lu.
12.  FeLiciof (AA., loc.cit., no.24). cf. Beawell, 1926,
fig.6.8; Anblesiae, 1914, fig.26. Tne
Sane stalp ans alsc been founli at
Cuaesters naa Ceorbriace.
13.  [ibccI-PR {rewro) (AA., loc.cit., u0.25). ef. Bincu-
egLuer, Plate XLiY, no.il.
14. XAD cef. Newstleal, 115.33,_ac.*; Cunesters,
PL.P‘XQ- . ?' Vi, I‘n p‘ 1 + . Ff':‘l-.’;d evr‘.v"'lnh
cf liue svamp tave been tecund 4t Cor briige.
ATPHORAE STAYPS.
: 10 (AA.,; loc.eit., 10.20)}.

—
2. QPPHRYXI Plate YLIX, no.13. (AA., loc.cii., R0.27),
cf. Wilderspool, p.23.
3 CIIiB (AA., loc.cit., uc.2%2).
4. M Plate XLIX, 210.20.

2., E IVNI

=27

SLISS ]

.‘i‘ LIBE]

cf.Piercebriige,
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GHRAFFITI. ,

.:&i

On Terra Sigillata.

¥XIl
REMVLI (2., 11I, 203 ¢}
b ¢

1

2

> X

4. NPy

5.. LINDITI/AV (ZE., III, 20
6. Vv

T LVC

e L or V.

g YW (2., IIi, 203 L).
10. PN

11. B

12 ri

13. Vi

4. PIIYM (55., iT1; 265 1),
1E. RVFI (AJ., xxxviii, p.2¢
Es O Ampaorae.

15, BELSIM (EE., III, 14C a)
17. ««M VLES (ibid., 140 D).

0
-

Ca Tiles.

YT

J.:J\Jt_l-q (lbl-ll'

»

CALVI/FILIA ¥ (1lpia
11

VALERIANVS (ibia.,

On_Coarse Ware.

lVl—l" .
--I.:ﬁla.:h (2:_.]_-. lCC-ClLO‘J-

Ci Glass.
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"IISCELLANEOUS EARTHORLE AND SETTLEIENT SITES

Barnard Castle,

At Barnard Castle, on the north bank of the Tees,

(1
(2)

found in the churchyard in 1824, and 3ailey states that

a Roman fort has been postulated A coin of Trajan was
nmany other coins were found in Bridge-rate, but pacssed
into private ownership and could not be traced. He adds
a fragment of pottery discovered when the Roman rosd was
excavated at the gas works in 1886, Nomnan broached stones
in the walls of the Norman castle, and "several small
imaggs, apparently household gods, together with severcsl
sculptured stones bearing a boar, significant of the

20th Legion".(s)

Although some occupation of the bridge-hezd position
is not unlikely, the available evidence is, es yet, in-
sufficient to admit & permenent settleaent at Barnard
vastle, Isolated coins and pottery may represent no more

than traffic along the road from Bowes to Binchester.

(1) Bailey. "Barnard Castle: a Roman “tation™. Teesdale
fercury, 1911. A revislon of hils article in the same
paper printed “eptember, 1897.

(2) Lewis. Topographical Dictiocnary of England, Sth ed.
1845, s. v.

\3) loc, eit. Since the boar was the badge of Richard,
duke of Gloucester, who did building at Barnard
Castle, the attribution of these stones to the
Roman period will not do (AA., 4, xiv, note p. 197).
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Durham: l!laiden Castle.

i
Notices of this earthwork are given by Ztukeley,(*)

(2) (3) (4)

Cade, Hutchinson and Surtees, and in the Victoriea

(5)

County History. Cade records the discovery of Roman

coins "some of the lower eapire” in and around the site,
and adds that the "ground-plot and ramparts of the watch
tower which served for signals to this station, are visible
and glmost entire st the entrance of GCilligate Toor".(S)
Surtees notes that during the excavation of the rampart
in the early nineteenth century "several squared cstones
were found, and one which could scarcely be taken for
anything else than 2 rude and defaced Roman altar".(7)
Typologically,the nlan of faiden Castle suggests
affinity with the earthworks at Eston lab and RBoltby
Scar in Yorkshire, originally supposed to represent Roman
workmanship, but dated by Elgee to the Bronze nFe.(S]
Excavation is urgently required on this promising site;

neanwhile in spite of Cade and Surtees, there seems no

reason to claim a Roman origin.

(1) Iter Boreale (Itin. Curiosum), p. 70.

(2) Archaeologia, VII, pp. 77-8 and Pl. VI.

(3) Durham, II, pp. 308-310.
(4) Durham, IV, pp. 89-90.
(5) I, p. 348.

(6) An aureus of Nero is reported to have been found
on this moor. Longstaffe, p. 67.

(7) op. eit., p. 90.

(8) Early Man in North-East Yorkshire, np. 154-7.
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Fulwell.
In 1759 the excavation of a "znound" 25 yards long
and 1% yards high (? a barrow) in‘'a quarry at Fulwell,
a nile north of “earmouth, disclosed 2 skeleton interred

(1)

in a cist formed of four large flat slabs. Bronze

Age burials are not uncommuon in this areaEgJ and the above
discovery would hardly merit attention here but for the
fact that two Roman coins are said to have been found

on the south side of the skeleton, near the right hand.

At Halsham in Holderness a "tumulus” opened in the early
nineteenth century produced urns and a nuuber of cooner
coins,(s) while at Vetwang, near Driffield, potsherds

and a coin of Constantius,were recovered by lMortimer from
the centre of a mound called 1ill Hill.[Q) There seens,
therefore, to be a suggestion of the continuation of barrow
interments into the Roman period, but the problem is not
one which can be satisfactorily discussed within the limits

of this chapter.

(1) ¢M., Oct. 1763, p. 492,

(2) Surtees. Durham, Sunderland and District “ection,

1908, p. 76. qave
The late Ir. G. Bennett Cibbs sest me information of

the discovery of a stone cist containing & skeleton
and two vessels, one an "encrusted" cinerary urn,
during the construction of Atkinson Road in 19827,
Full particulaers of this discovery were sent to
Mr. 0. G. S. Crawford. The stone forming the
grave-cover is said to have been inscribed, but as
no reading was obteined, this must remain dubious.

(3) Clarke. GCazetteer of Roman Remains in East Yorks,
S.v; cf. also Fimber, s. V.

(4) Mortimer. Forty Years' Researches in British and “axon
Burial Mounds of E. Yorks., pp. 205-6.




ey

In 1820 "immediately above the excavation of the

Limestone at Carley Hill Quarry, which is situated about

a guarter of a nile "est of Fulwell Hill ... z2nd about

200 yards 'est of Hill House" a bronze figure was found

in association with skeletal remains and limpet shells,

and presented to the Newcastle Toclety of antiguaries'

luseua by Dr. Clanney.

(1)

The figure, 3% inches high,

is that of a male, clad in & tunic which covers the left

shoulder only, the right being bare, and resches almost

to the knees. The face is bearded, and the head covered

by a peaked bonnet. The legs are bare, but the feet and

enkles booted, while the hands have been nierced to carry

implenents now detached snd lost. Petch says that "there

does not seem to be much resson for attributing to this

> ]

Fulwell figure a Roman origin",(“] but ,on the contrary, the

bronze can hardly be anything else than a representation

of the Syrian god, Jupiter Dolichenus.(s) The cap, short

tunic, and ankle-boots all distinguish the dress of this

deity on a plaque of silvered bronze from Komldd in Hungary,

(4)

end if we add a double axe to the right hand, and a thunder-

bolt to the left hand of the Fulwell figure, the parallel

is practically complete. Dedications to Dolichenus, whose

cult seems to be restricted to the military districts of

AA., 1, 1, Donations to the Society, p. 13.
Petch, p. 28,
AS labelled in the 'luseum.

cf, lacdonald's valuable paper in PCAZS., xlvi, pp. 268-276.
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(1)

Britain, cease altogether before 300 A.D., but from
the nature of the find it is not possible to apprly this
evidence for dsting occupstion at Fulwell.

In 1891 six antoniniani, five of Victorinus, and

(2)

one of Claudius Gothicus were found at Fulwell.

The exact provenance is not recorded.
Further discoveries have been made within recent
years during the working of the limestone guarries wecst
Me v:‘lla:"e.
of Fotweli In 1927 & nunber of sherds were brought to
light in the Southwick quarry at a depth of 1 foot below
the surface, and near a V-shaped pit containing niscellaneous
3
refuse including limpet—shells.( ) By courtesy of
ifr. H. Sewell, I have been able to handle these sherds,
now kept in the lanor O0ffice, 3Bridge Ttreet, Sunderland,
and to make drawings of the significant pieces (Plate
ALVIII, nos. 5, 6, 7, 9 and 10).
S, Cooking-pot, calcite-gritted ware with wheel-made
rim and internal groove of Iuntcliff type. Diam.
13% in. cf. Huntcliff, fig. 40, nos. 19-21.
Late fourth century.

6. Cooking-pot, similar fabric. cf. Hunteliff, fig. 40,
no. 16. Late fourth century.

7. Base of cooking-pot, diam. 3 3/10 in. Hard grey
ware, light core.

9. Flanged bowl, hard pipeclay fabric, originsl slip
burnt away. Diam, 9 in.

10.  Cooking-pot, calcite-gritted ware. Huntcliff type,
lacking internal groove. Diam. 10 in. Huntecliff,
fig. 40, no. 22.

—

(1) Caerleon Catalogue, p. 18.

(2) pPsaN,, 2, v, p. 76.

(3) JRS., xvii, p. 189.
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In addition,two querns and an amphora-handle stamped
AT were found. For the latter, illustrated on Plate XLIX,
no. 18, I have to acknowledge a note supnlied by "!iss
1, Vo Taylor to Ir. G. Bennett Gibbs.

"The stamp has been found at !lonte Testaccio ...
and is described in the Corpus Inscr. lLat. xv, 2, Lo. 2
and it seems to be the same stzmp as T A M (CIL., xv, 2
llo. 2653, b) also from ‘onte Testaccio, in one example
of which the year 16C A.D. and "Cordubae™ is painted,
showing that the amphora wes made in Cordova about that
date".

The interpretation of the inscription is uncertain.
It is either (11. A ( s T} ), or Matt ( ) -
in any case & name".

In July 1933 a few more fragmentary sherds including
the rim of & flanged bowl is hard grey ware (Plate XLVIII,
no. 8), and a spindle-whorl, were found in the Southwick
quarry. This later discovery does not seem to have been

previously recorded.

Gateshead.
(1)

¥

Although Camden
e exrslence of

ulated,a Roman station on the south bank of the Tyne

and later antigquaries,kewe post-

opposite Pons Aelii, the only recorded discovery of the

period, apart from "Roman stones” and "hand-mills" referred

to by Stukeley,'?) is a coin hoard found in Church Street

(3)

in 1790; as Petch has said, this "may just as well be

(1) Britannia, p. 606.

(2) Iter Boreale, (Itin. Curiosum), pp. 69-70.

(3) Longstaffe, p. 63. The exact content of this hoerd is
unknown, but several of the coins are said to have been
of Hadrian.

Mr. G, H. Askew informs me that the 12 Roman coins
presented to the Black Gate Tuseum by Mr. H. F. Orwin
of Gateshead in 1924 (PSAN., 4, i, p. 306) are not local.
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evidence of a purely civil settlement at the bridgeheqd".(l
Regarding the date of the Tyne crossing, Tfaverfield

writes: "it is doubtful if there was any permanent bridge

here before Hadrian?‘ while "coins from the river-bed at

hewcastle point to traffic near the site of the bridee at

least as early as Trajen's time, ... they may be evidence

merely of the passage of boats to and fro; a ferry, or

a pontoon bridge such =s Roman engineers were accustoned

r 2
(2) The coins under

4
to build, would meet tenporsry needs,
consideretion come from the Tyne in, or nesr, the remsins

of the Homen bridge, and from dredgings deposited off

Herd CTands and Trow Rocks from 1903 onwards. Aanalysis

of the latter(3] gives the following figures:

=
1 Republican den; ? Augustus: 1 sg; Nero: 2 den;

. ) _ . Az Sk
Vitellius: 1 den; Vespaslan: S den., 2 g¢; Domitlan:

A - . . '
4 den., 1 3¢; [Derva: l den; Trajan: 1 aur., S5 den.,
A - : 5 e i B4 B 3
3 $£; Hadrian: 4 den., 5 a¢; antoninus Pilus: 2 den.,

A=
1l den; 1. Asurelius: 4 den., o 55

L2
. . E‘ 1 2 3
reustina II: 2 den., 4 ELH Cordian: 1 ant; Valerian:

5 g%; Faustina

1 den; Victorinus: 3 ant; Tetricus (sic): 1 ant.
Haverfield's list, which omits denominations, gives

8 false impression as far as the proportion of coins depos-

ited in the first century is concerned, for the early denarii

are just as likely to represent second century votive offerings

(1) Peteh, p. 21.
2) NCH., xiii, p. 507.
(3) ¢f. PSAN., 3, i, pp. 94, 102, 118, 273-4; ii, p. 189;

131, pe 198¢ 1¥, Pp. 11, B3, 124, 228, 2BB: v, PP« O,
161, 188:. wil. vpp. 6. BH. 217
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pg of Vespasien and Donitian, however, certalnly suggest

the existence of a crossing before the time of Hadrian.

Gatechezsd Tell.

An earthwork, from which fragments of querns were
recovered, is recorded on Catechead Fell. "The place
was situated in a parcel of ground allotted to "ir. Henderson,
at the time of the enclosure of Gateshead TFell. The
west side of the entrenched ground neasured 220 yards,
the north end 66 ysrds, and the brezdth of the area fron
east to west at the south end, and froam the N. E. to the
3. E. corner 33 yards. ~n oblong entrenched srea, 30
yards long and 14 broad, was aslso formed on the east side

of it; at its south end there was a2 circular enclosure,

| S

14 feet in diameter, formed with stones, each 3 feet long,

B

and set on edge; and at 21 yards from the west side a

(g

entrenched line led to a spring opnosite the north-wes
corner."(l) Nothing further is known about this earthwork,
but the Jesersplion J'u.f_ge:/? a opalice velllemeanl

"f Me | esel/ - bnown Lwe Clse C;,-e , 2Ze Ja ller o;e.e.,w;rc(

~

WS, & ﬂana_en;.?,nc. hu:;d. : .

Horden.
A mile to the north of Castle Lden Dene mouth, and
inmediately south of the beck called the RBlackhills Gill,

Jr. Trechmann excavated a neolithic chipping site in 1913.

—

(1) 44., 1, i, Donations to the Society p. 4.
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"Several objects traceable to Roman and later €imes were
found on the bare ground, some fraguents of RRoman nortaria
.. The rest of the pottery, all in small fragments, are
part of the rims of ordinary black were, and fragments of
a Vvery rough hand-made pottery in which the clay has been

(1)

mixed with gquartz before burning.”

Jarrow,

At Jarrow "an oblong sguare of about 3 acres” writes

(2)

liodgson, "overlooking the estuary of Jarrow Slake

and Tinmouth harbour, and fronting on the south the bank

of the navigable stream called the Don, is on good grounds,
suznosed to have been the site of a station or fortified
town of the Homans". The "good grounds”™ consist of =
denarius of Vitellius, found in the core of a wall in 1812,
and various foundations and pavenents catagorically assigcned
to the Roman period. Surtees, while noting that the two
inscribed fragments once built into the Taxon church at

(3)

Jarrow might have found their way from South Thields,

(4)

accepted the existence of the fort,

(5)

as did the Ordnance
Jurveyors.
In 1935 the Durham University Excavation Committee

conducted a local excevation near the Parish church of

(1) NHT., IV, Pt., 1, 1914, p. 79.

(2) Hist. of Northumb., III, pt. II, p. 230.

(3) CIL., 498 a-b (106).
(4) Durham, II, p. 68.

(5) 0. S. Map of Roman Rritain.
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SS. Peter and Paul, on the site of Hodgson's supposed
station. Trenches were cut to the south of the church
outside the boundary wall of the school playeround, but
no occupation earlier than the 13th century was revealed.(l)

Doubt nmust be cast, therefore, on the existence of a
fortification at Jarrow. Hodgson's ramparts cannot now
be detected, and it is not unlikely that Sexon foundations

have been mistakenly sttributed to the Roman period. A

coin of liero found near the site of Bede's llonastery in

2

1924, end &n oil-lamp from the ballast of a railway

3
embankment at East Jarrow{,] need suggest no more than
casual visitation of the site, or the activities of Roman

shipping in the Slake.

Legs Cross.

Slight entrenchments were detected by llaclauchlan
on the elevated ground at Legs Cross 4 miles north of
Piercebridge.(4) Their nature and dete has not been
established. Wooler believed that the stone at the base
of the cross, which stands on the west side of Dere Ctreet,

5
bore Roman tobl-m&rking,[ ) but corroborative evidence is

lacking.

(1) JRS., 'larch 1936, p. 343.

(2) PSiN., 4, i, p. 286.

(3) ibid., iv, p. 47; JRS., xix, p. 186.
(4) Yemoir, p. 2.

(5) PSAN., 3, 1ii, p. 71.



larsden.

In 1883 the Rev, Thomas Stephens reported the discovery
of Roman pottery, etc., in a cutting on the road from
‘farsden to Harton, then under constructicn.(l From the
stetement that the roed east of the cutting intersected
an old qguarry, the site would appear to have lain in
the neighbourhood of !farsden IHall, from whence a comzanding
view of the coast from Souter Point to Tynemouth can be
obtained. Occupation was zttested ,for, in addition to
"pieces of the red lustrous, or what is com~only termed
“amian ware", animal bones, shells, =2nd part of a bronze

niil were unearthed.

Rowley.

The three comnspicuous earthworke at Rowley, near
Ish, are described in detail by faclauchlan,and the suggest-
ion is put forward that they represent a Roman signal poyt(g)
communicating with Dere Street, whose course on the oonnhosite
side of the Hedleyhope burn is visible for sone distance
from this point. One of the earthwerks encloses the
ruins of a small chapel and the appearance of all three
Suggests a mediaeval date. No doubt Rowley was originally

part of the lanor of Esh.(s)

(1) ivid., 2, 1, pp. 954,

(2) Memoir, pp. 10-12. Cf. also Hutchinson. Durham, TI,
P. 445; Surtees. Durham, II, p. 342; YCE., I,
pp. 351=-2,

(8) “teclauchlen. emoir, p. 11.



Ryg&hope.
Roman coins are reported to have been found nesr
i (1)
Ry¢hope Bridge in 1927.
Two years lster three sherds were found at a depth
of 6 feet in a sand guerry about a guarter -f a mile south
of Ry¢hope. By kind permiscion of the late owner of the
guarry, Ir. H. Nelson, I have been able to examine &nd
draw these vessels (Plate XLVIII, nos. 2-4).
2. fTortar-shaped bowl, buff colour (the nainted slio
hss been burnt off), with twin grooves on the rin.
Diam. 8 in. Cf. Hunteliff, fig. 40, nos. 1-5.
Iete fourth century.

@ P A T .
3. Similar, diam. 7% in.

4, Base of cooking-pot in calcite-gritted ware. Hunteliff
type. Late fourth century.

4ll three sherds are to be attributed to the "fignal-
Station™ period. Nos. 2 and 3 are coaplete, confirming
the evidence of associated animal bones for an occupation
site in the vieinity. No structures were found with

these remasins.

‘adberge.
2
Teylor's supposed Roman camp at Zadberge is not

born out by any visible remains and I can find no record
Of Roman finds in the vicinity of the place. “loreover,

archaeological evidence of the conjectured Roman road

through Sadberge is still to Stek(S)-

—

(1) JRS., xvii, p. 189. The coins are in the possession of
Mr. H. Bell, but I have not been able to obtain leave
to examine them.

l

o

) Taylor. History of Sadberge, p. 13 ff.

(3]

CL. 'R, II.
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Seahemn.

Pottery, including fregments of “amian ware,
is said to have been found at “eaham in the mid-nineteenth
century,(l] but the exact locality of the discovery is
not recordea. A coin of Severus and one of Constantine
were found during excavation for houses in 1907,(2) but
it is doubtful whether the guern and ancient road revealed
in the course of extensions to the Seahem Harbour cemetery
in 1900(5) are of the Roman period.

It has long been realiscd, however, that the Taxon
Church of S. Mary at Seaham contains Koman worked stones.
Ir. Richmond, who had previously examined the masonry
with the Rev. T. Romans, has pointed out to me that two
Saxon periods of building are to be distinguished in the
north and south walls of the nave. This_distinction is
clearly marked by a herring-bone course on the outer face
of the north wall (Fig. 29). The first neriod walling,
below the herring-bone course, is composed of small,
roughly-dressed blocks typical of £1gnal-£%ati0n nasonry.(s)

lany of the stones have been burnt, and the irregular

distribution of these on the inner fece of the north wall

(1) psan., 2, x, p. 19.

(2) Newcastle Chronicle, 6 : 3 : 07.

(3) PSaAN., 2, x, p. 19.

(4) ivbid., viii, p. 56. Cf. Alrd's observations on the
masonry revealed when the plaster was removed from
the inner north wall of the nave, 1909-1914 (Proc.
Sund. Antiqu. Soc., XV, pp. 7-19).

(5) e.g. Hunteliff, fig. 37; Goldsborough. AJ., LXXXIX, Pl.
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sugegests that this burning was prior to the re-use of
the masonry in the Zaxon structure.

Above the herring-bone course the character of the
masonry changes, large magnecian limestone blocks beins
frequently emnloyed. On several of these - noticeably
in the case of the splays of the west windows in the wells
of*' the nave - Roman broaching can be detected, and ''r.
Richmond has suggested that the fort on South Shields
Lawe has formed the quarry for the Zaxon builders in the
second period. The fact that the Lawe was then Iccles-
iastical property, and the convenient facilities for
sea-transport,enhance the attractiveneses of this
hypothesis.

To-day the church staﬁds within 2 guarter of = nile
Of the sea, elevated 100 feet above sea-level, To the
west the ground rises gradually and,as there is a wide
area from which a commanding view of the coast can be
abtained,it is doubtful whether the site of the signal-
station can be determined except by chance dircovery.(l)
The existence of such a site in the locality, however, can

hardly be quectioned.

Seaton Carew.

Near Carr House, mid-way between “eaton Carew

—

(1) The signal station at Goldsborough lies half-a-nile
inlend.
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and Hartlepool, evidence of Roman occupation led Haverfield
to suggest the existence of a signal Ftation.(l) Execav-
ations.conducted by &. 1. MMiddleton in 1883, following a
series of casual discoveries below the loose sand on the
2

littoral between Carr Fouse and Cliff House,(u) revealed
an occupation deposit extending some 80 yards north and
sauth.(s) Ilo structural reunains were encountered, the
deposit beling epparently a refuse-dump from & habitation
site not located by the excavators, The by-o»roducts of
the excavation were considerable, 2nd hzve been listed
by Tiddleton.(4] Pottery, bone ornaments and utensils,
purnt animal bones, e fibula, a shale spindle-whord, and
a small crucible, place a locel settlement beyond juestion.

The date of this settlemnent depends on the evidence
of the pottery, and on a list of coins found in the vicinity,
appended to !liddleton's paper. Unfortunately, only ocone
slgnificant sherd, the base of a sanian nlatter F. 31
stamped IVLIVS F, appesars to be preserved at the present
time, and nothing can be made of the vague descrintion of

Other pieces.

(1) JrRS., ii, p. 2086.

(2) 1, Samian ware, tile and animal bones in 1816 (AA., 1, ii,
p. 110).
ii. Pottery, iron spear head, brass coin of Donitian, and
fibula in 1822 (Surtees. Durham, III, p. 402).
i1ii. Bones, pottery and trumpet fibula with acanthus moulding
(now in the 3lack Cate 'useun) in 1881 (4A., 2, x,
pp. 104-5).,

(:j) ﬂc, 2, X, pp- 105'—114.

(4) 4 number of the finds are preserved in the Black Cate
UMuseun, Newcestle.
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The distribution of the coins,(l) 42 or 43 in number,
ie as follows: first century 5; second century 1l; third
century 10; fourth century 26. Late fourth century
coins prove occupation in the firnal Station period but
as far ss the exicstence of s fort is concerned one can
only quote Haverfield: "it is §difficult to believe that
anyone, e€xcept a soldier, cared to live on the coast of
Durham in the latter helf of the fourth century; but
if there was a fort here, it nust heve been pnlaced on
low ground, or else have stood scme little way from these
(2)
remains",

On the other hand, if the identification of the
earlier coins is correct, the place would seem to have been
inhabited from Tlevian times onwards. P“robably native
Tisher-folk dwelling like their ancestors on the limestone
bluffs of the coast, echeived partial Romanization, but
otherwise pursued their hereditary livelihood under the
aegrls of the conqueror. If the labourers of East Yorkshire
did not forsake their farms in the latter part of the fourth
century there seems to be no reason why their neighbours
on the Durham coast should yield to threat of ‘nvasion.

The Ceaton Carew signal station is not proven.

chackerton Hill, near Redworth.

laclauchlan suggested that the earthworkx on Thackerton
(3)

111 was a Roman signal-post, from "its proximity to

(4)

Dere Street.
;?ﬁ? L, 7, (2) JES., ii, p. 208. (4) Yemoir, p. 3.
enzie and Ross. Durham, II, p. 169; VCH., I, p. 349,
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o evidence has appeared to support this view, the only
recorded discovery being a flint "stone" found in the

1
vicinity of the earthwork in 1908.( )

Snows GCreen: CShotley PBridge.

At Snows Creen farm, two miles south of Ibchester,

an inscribed stone was claimed to have been discovered in
2

-

1841. "On the same fara", writes Hooppell, "not far
from where the stone was so long in use as a gate-post,
there is a manifest Roman canp".[sl The dimensions of
this camp, "rectanguler with rounded engles", are given
as 142 by 122 yards, and Hooppell adde not only that
Eraces of buildings are to be observed within the rempart,
but 2lso that the field in which the site lies was formerly
called the "Chesters".

Snows Green farm staends on a narrow platesu, elevated
400 feet above the bed of the Derwent, and overlooked by
the heights of BlackHill to the east. The suppnosed south
ramnpart of the station adjoins the stack-yard, and the area
of the "camp" is now enélosed within two fields, marked on
2 nineteenth century estate map as "Chester™ and "Little
Chesters™ respectivelyfﬂ No obvious remparts are visible
but the southern halves of the fields mentioned enclose

& rectangular area curiously elevated above the surrounding

€round and roughly of the size and shape indicated by Hooppell.

———

(1) PSAN., 3, iii, p. 318.

(0

2) EE., IX, p. 572 (116).

~ (3) Neasham, pp. 131-2; PSAN., 2, iii, p. 55. Cf. Plate.X/X.
ldebteq to Major J. H. Priestman for permission to consult this map.
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Permission to conduct a trial excavation was readily
granted by the owner of the land, llajor J. H. Priestman,
and in June 1937 a section was cut through the suggested
north reampart. No diteh or artificial mound was encountered,
the difference of two feet in ground level at this point,
inside and outside the "camp", representing merely a
difference in depth of humus., The re=zson for this is
not clear; the explanation that in the course of plough-
ing soil has accumnulated against an old field boundary
is not satisfactory in view of the general accuunulation
over the whole site comvared with sdjacent fields. The
existence of an esrthwork, however, can be discounted.
although it was not possible to search for the foundations
recorded by IHooppell as that part of the site was in
meadow, & trial pit in the centre of the arees produced
ne trace of occupation; the inscribed stone has been
rejected by Haverfield; and no artefacts of prehistoric
or Roman period have, as far as I am aware, been discovered

nereabouts.

“tanley.
Hunter recordedthe discovery of Roman coins within
% "square fortification" at “tanley, and concluded that

the continuation of “rekendike westwards fronm IHigh Eighton

(2) (3) (4)

terninated at that point. and Bruce repeat

—

Surtees

(1) While there was only & few inches of humus over the
natural sandstone outside the "camp", the humus within
the "camp" was 29 inches in depth.

(2) Letter to Gale, 1735. Surtees Soc. Publications, LXXVI,p.140
(3) Durham, Gateshead Section 1909, p. 117. (4) Wall (2), p. 298.
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Hunter, but there is no evidence that either of them
saw the earthwork. The site is not marked on the Ordnance
Survey maps and enguiries in Ttanley have failed to loczte
it.

The elevated situation of Ctanley and the possibility
of & Roman road in the vicinity might currest a signal-nost

) » _—
(-now destroyed by coal worﬁlngsl.

ardley.
The earthwork at “ardley, attributed by Hodgson to the

(1) (2)

Zonan period, scems to be medisevel.

“eariaouth.

A group of small finds of Roman date round the mouth
of the "ear, Ptolemy's Vedra, is as follows:
(1) found at the south end of Villiers ~“treet, Sunderland,
in 1820, coins of the emperor Constantine I;(S)
(1i) found near Sunderland, a broken silver spcon inscribed
(BE)NE VIVAS;(4)
(1ii)in a brickyard near Sunderland in 1861, an £ 1 of
hero;(s)
(iv) on the north side of the river a coin "of the Constantian
period" (Constantinopolis Issue) found during the restoration
of the church of S. Peter, Honhweurnouth;(e}

(7)

(v) & denarius of 'M. Aurelius found in Ring Road in 1927;

(1) 44., 1, 1, p. 112. (2) Bruce. “all (2), p. 296;
. ml, I, Up. 358-9-
(3) gu., xei, p. 367. (4) FE., VII, 1159 (115).

(5) aa., 2, vii, p. 89. (6) PsaN., 2, viii, p. 110.

(7) Information from the Rev. T. Romans.



17y 4

(vi) a group of samian fragments in the British ‘luseun
& labelled from "near Southwick, (? Durham)"(l)
(vii)built ipto the church of Z. Peter at Monkwearmouth —
ape several stones bearing the broached markings char-
acteristic of Roman tookiug.(a)
The Rev., T. Romans believes these stones to have
come from the Lawe fort at South Shields, but the possibility
of a more local provenance cannot be overlooked.
although Cummers suggecsted the existence Hf a2 fort
guarding the mouth of the "ear, lack of evidence forced
him to the conclusion that the remains hsd been washed

(3)

away by sea-encroachment. The finds, indeed, scattered

on either bank of the river, indicate no more than shipping
activity in the harbour. l Communication inland seems to
be suggecsted by the milestone alscovered =t Kylton Tord

set up in the reign of Gordian.(4) |

whitburn.
In the mid-seventeenth century "about a peckful™

of Roman coins (&) in nint condition, is said to have

been found in a ca&nd-hill on the coast at Thitburn.(s)

& of the Constantine femily, Ilaxentius, Licinius and

flaximianus are recorded from the same glace,(s) and in

(1) Information from 'r. J. D. Cowen.

(2) The supposed Romen stone in Bishopwearmouth Tithe Barn
(PSAN., 3, i, p. 98) is modern. cf. EE., IX, 1364 (118).

(3) History of Cunderland, p. 9. (4) Cf. R. VII.

(5) Diary of Abraham de la Prynne. (3urtees Soc. Trans., Liv, 0.1l

]
-
T 95, col. 784. Petch equates this with the previous
ﬁ%ﬁrw P 2% , buf as the latter co? were "about the bicness of 3
: leline to believe that two discoveries are referred to.

3



by o8

1889 two g= of Trejan and Hadrian were recovered fron
gravel tafe! from the harbour quarry(l)

-

These finds are interpreted by the Ordnance surveyors
as an indication of permanent settlement in the vicinity,(g)
and there seems no reason to guestion this conclusion.
sbsence of structural remains, however, obscures the nsture

of this settlement, while the coin-list does not necessarily

point to occupation later than the Constantian pneriod.

“thitton.
Surtees refers to "evident remains of entrenchments in
a field betwixt Thrippe and ""hitton, about half s nile to

the South-west of Thorpe" and add

1]
ct

hat a coin of "everus

lexander was found "sone yeers afo ... on the right bank

(3)

of the brook". Nothing further is known of this

supposed earthwork.

Yoden.

The earthworks at Yoden, between ILden and Horden,

(4)

which IIiddleton suggested might be of the Roman period,

(5)

are nediaeval.

(1) PSilN., 2, iv, p. 114.

(2) 0. S. “lap of Roman Britain.
(3) Durham, III, p. 84, note.
(4) AA., 2, x, p. 113.

(5) ivid., pp. 186-7.
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8. COIN HOARD3 NOT ASSOCIATED WITH TFORT SITET.

1l

Darlington.

(i) In 1790 Cade wrote to Gough: '"a most valuable collection
of Roman silver coins has, this year, been taken up out
of the bed of the river Tees, near Darlington”.
Coins of Trajan, Iadrian, Antoninus Pius, Severus and
Zarausius ere said to have been includeé in this collection
(? hoard).
(ii) Longstaffe records the discovery of a "vast quantity”
of A=, all of the Constantien family including Helens,
Faus te, Constantine I, Constantine II, snd Crispus, in

the Cockerbeck, betwecen 'lowden bridee and Darlington,

(2)

A

and in Beydslebeck, nesr the saze kridrce.

digh Force.

( 3
A hoerd of 12 fourth century A&, found in 1844, " )

Jeaton: Ceaham parish,

4 hoard of antoniniani, chiefly of Claudius Cothicus,

Tetricus, 'and Victorinus, found in the early nineteenth
(4)

century.

~estegte-in-eardale.
7

A hoard of deparii, 81-161 ..D., found in 1870, ')

\1) Longstaffe. History of Darlington, p. 187.
(2) ivid.

(3) Jrs., xix, p. 186.
(4) Surtees. Durham, III, note p. 402.

5

(5) PsaN., 3, iv, p. 283.
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Whickham.
Ir., llcKenna, a member of the staff of the Public
Library and Iuseum, South Shields, informs me that in
1927 a friend showed him 10 rediate coins said to ?gve been
Ao

dug up near the Seven Sisters, "hickham. I have been

wmable to trzce these colins.
C. ISOLATED PINDT KOT ASZOCIATED WITH SETTLEIENT SITES

Barnard Castle.

Two gold penannular rings (diams. 1 6/10 in. and
1 7/10 in.) probably Homan, found near Barnard Castle,and

(1)

now in the British “Tuseun,

3rierton, near "est Hartlepool.

No confirmatory evidence is forthcoming for the

(2)

supposed Roman paving found here in 1925,

3rockley "Whins.

A deer-horn knife handle, said to possess ™ a very

: 3 ) . . 4
Zoman look“.( ) Petch rightly casts doubt on this ob;ect.( )
Sassog.

A bronze brosch of Backworth type, now in the British
5 o
'useum.( )
(1) Information from ‘Ir. J. D. Cowen.

xvi,
) JRS., »v, p. 219.

(
(

(4) op. eit., p. 33.

(5) Information from !Ir. J. D. Cowen.

o

(€N

) PSAN,., 2, viii, p. 18.
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Coniscliffe.

an £ 3 of Constantine I, probably from the neigh-
(1)

bouring fourt at Piercebridge.

Cornforth.

o ) (2)
A "Homan coin".

Darlineton.

(3
(i) An A= 3 of 7Juintillus, found in Cobden “treet in 1908. )

(ii) Sestertius of Faustina I, found in a field south of

4
the Cleveland Bridgce Co.'s works in 1933.( )

Lestrate-in-""eardale.

(5)

Roman altar.

Lldon.

6)

A "Roman coin".

Lscombe.

(7

)
Sestertius of II. Aurelius found in 1929. Probably

from the neighbouring fort at Binchester.

Creat “tainton.

(8)
An 5; of Constantine II found in 1901.

debburn-on-Tyne.

(9)
Half-centionalis of Gratian found c. 1929,

—

(1) PSAN., 3, iv, p. 30. (2) Longstaffe, P1. . p. 41.
(3) PoaN., 3, iii, p. 238. (4) ibid., x, p. 348.

(5) cIL., 450 (111). (8] Totgatatle; p. BS.

(7) JRS., xix, p. 186. (B8) PSAN., 8, %X, D« 111,

(9) 1b1a., 4, 111, p. 10.



aid 3,9

Houghton-le-Spring.

1)

A "Roman coin" from the "hill above Foughton".

Hurworth.

(2)
an g 3 of Constantine I found in 1909.

lfiddleton Zt. Ceorge.

Two Roman lamps, of third or fourth century date,
stamped ANNISER. Found in 1924 during excavation for the
cellars of a house called the "Friary™ situated in Pountey's

(3)

Lane.

Newton netton.

A coin of Ceverus. "Roman coins have been found
here and elsewhere on the line of éatkill Lonning“.(é)
Yooler claimed to possess a coin of Augustus found in the
Lonning in 1903.(5)

An £ 2 of Constans.(s)

Sacriston.

7
An & 2 of Galerius found in 1922. J
Shotton.
(8)
(1) Roman alter (from Carvoran).
(1) Longstaffe, p. 61. (2) PSaN., 3, iv, p. 18.

(2) ivid., 4, i, pp. 198-9. (4) AA., 2, vii, p. 90.

o
4°]

SAN., 3, i, p. 90. (6) PSAN., 2, iii, p. 186.

(7) ivid., 3, x, p. 111. (8) CIL., 764-(121).
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(1i) A gold armlet, said by Iranks to be of Roman workmanship.

Stanhope.

I i} (2)
(1) Roman altar.

(3)
(1i) Three denarii, two of Trajan, one of Domitian.

“toecxton.

A coln of llero found in the late eifghteenth century near

(4)

the junction of the Castle wall and the river. another

(5)

Roman coin is said to have been found in Finkle street.

“treatlam.

4 gestertius of Titus, 4.D. 86-8l, found in the

vicinity of Streatlam.(o)

“‘esardale.

A bronze amphora-shaped vessel "apparently of Ronan

(7)

date", found in the neighbourhood of “tanhope in 1918.
In 1913 two bronze skillets inscribed with the

neker's name and a bronze ladle were found in a pest-bog

(8)

in Upper “eardale.

(1) 4A., 2, x, pp. 189-190.
(2) cIL., 451 (112).

(3) Lapidarium Septentrionale, p. 358.

(4) Brewster. History of “tockton, pp. 5 end 150.

(5) Surtees. Durhem, III, p. 402.
(6) Bowes fuseum, Barnard Castle, no. 230.
(7) Psan., 3, viii, pp. 167-8.

(8) ibid., vii, pp. 9-11; cf. 4ppendix I, nos. 113 a-b,

(1

)
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THE KOMAN OCCUPATION OF COUNTY DURHAL

In the preceding chapters the evidence for the Roman
occupation of County Durham has been treated objectively,
and only in the case of individual sites have historical
inferences been cuggecsted. It remains, now, to glance
back over the mass of materiels at our disposal, and to
see how far the fragments can be pierced together to fora
a coherent story.

At the outset it must be freely admitted that the
archaeological data is, as yet, insufficient to pernit
any but tentative conclusions. Until 1934 only two
of the helf-a-dozen forts in County Durhesm, Binchester and
South Shields, hed received any serious attention from the
archaeologist, and in neither case could excavation be said
to be saisfactory froam a modern standpoint. “Within the
last few years 'r. Richmond's reconsideration of the
structural remains at Zouth Chields has clarified the
historical occupation of that site, and smell scale excav-
ation has been undertaken at Rinchester, Lbchester, Lanchester,
and Piercebridge, but,valuable as the results of these
excavations may be, it would be idle to claim that they
represent more than an introduction to the study of Durham
In the Roman period. Further investigation, most needed at
Chester-le-Ctreet, cannot fail to extend the horizon of our
Present knowledge.

We must note also that whereas, in post-""ar years,

v
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evidence has been steadily accumulating from the Tall,
nzglect of sites in the hinterland of the frontier is
Lot exclusive to Durhan. The majority of the forts west
of the Pennines 1in "estmorland, Lancashire, and Cumberland
south of the 'Jall, are only known to us from casual discov-
ery; none of the important chain of stations on Stainmore
has ever been scientifically examnined; while the unexplored
fort of Catterick in Yorkshire no doubt holds solutions
to many of the outstending oroblems of the Roman occupation
of the north-east area. Realising the many difficulties
facing ective research work one cannot be impnatient at
this neglect; equally one cannot feil to acknowledgee
the restrictions which it inposes.

The present chapter is divided into two main sections:
(a) the 1ilitary Occupation (b) the Civil Occupation, includ-
ing both that of the Vicus and the Romanized native settle-
ment . In conclusion a brief note is apnended on the

evidence for Roman mining in 7eardale.

(a) THE HMILIT,LRY OCCUPATION.

It has generally been assumed that County Durham was

(1)

Included within the territory of the Brigcantes.
Ptoleny, the most helpful authority on this matter, tells
that the {ribe reached "from sea to sea",(g) and since
we nust allow the Parisi to have occupled the greater

P:irt of the Yorkshire coast-line, the statement can only

—

(1) Thus Haverfield, VOH. Derbyshire, I, p. 200.

(2) Geogr., Bk. II, c. III.
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be literally exact if we grant the Brigantes an ezstern
sea-frontier in County Durhan, The fact that the same
writer enumerates Vinnovium (Binchester) amongst the list
of Brigantian 0nnids(l} seexns to establish the noint beyond
cavil.

Archaeology, however, has certain gualifications to
nake. The review of the prehistoric materisls has shown
that the type of culture existing in the county at the time
of the Roman conquest had affinity not with the developed
Iron sge civilization of ""est Yorkshire, the heart of
Brigantia proper, but rather with the backward cultures
of the north-west, in which Neolithic elements survived
to a large extent. Such a region would be incapable of’
spontaneously fostering town-life,and the nosition of the
Brigantian oppidum at Binchester internreted as a pre-Roman
city is, therefore snomalous. It is necessary to seek
some other interpretation.

First we may note that Ptolemy, despite the work which
bears his name, was not primarily a geographer but &n

astronomer, and that the immediate nuropose of the Ceorranhisa

was to provide an index of fixed points from which astron-
01ic calculations could be mzde. Accordingly, there is

N0 reason to suppose that more than & selection of Brigantian
Sppida, far enough apart to fulfil the object of the work,
has been included. “econdly the character of these oppida

Séems to vary strangely. For Rigodunui, Camulodunua, and

Zpiacum, a native origin, on etymological grounds, is

(1) ibig.
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reasonably certain. Catterick (Caturactonium) on the other

hand has produced evidence of both native and Romen settle-
ment, while York, sldborough, and Binchester, on precent
kxnowledge, would appear not to have been occupied before
the Roman period. adnittecly,excavation in each case ic
defective, but if, as IIr. Richmond has sufgested to me,

Ptolemy was using two sources, a list of native sites,

o
)
(oM

an early ltinerary of HRoman settlements ectablished in t

(1)

first century, our chief difficulty is renoved.

jm g
[44]

Vinnovium would then be no more than an onpidum in Brigantian
territory, selected by Ptolemy not for any historical
peculiarity distinguishing it from Roman sites in the sane
neighbourhood, but rather on account of its apposite position
for an astronomic guide.

To sua up, while there is good authority to believe
that the Brigantian confines included County Durham, the
tie which bound the folk between the Tyne and the Tees
with the dominant peoples in ""est Yorkehire wes politiesl
only; racially and culturally they were divided by =&
broad gulf. "hether the Brigantian overlordshin was
real or nominal we cannot say, but it is certain that
once the power of the aristocratic nucleus had been broken

the subordinate tribes would be incapable of offering any

(1)

Occupation at Aldborough in the first century is attested
by ceramic evidence, but no Flavian fort has been dis-
covered. Zettlement outside the ramparts at Rinchester
in the first century is proved by the pottery from the
pits.
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real resistance to the Roman armies. The significance of

ct
a3

is 1s apparent when we turn to consider the esrly stares
of the Ronan penetration of the north-east area.

In & celebrated passare Tacitus tells us that the
conguest of Brigantia was initiated by Petilius Cerealis.{
wo details of these campaligns are given but the result is
patent: "megnem ... Brigantun partem aut victoris amplexus
est aut bello™. For obvious reasons this cannot be
en understetenent of the cease. In & work devoted to the
glorification of Agricolas, the achievenents of his nred-
ecessors are not likely to be over-emphasised and, as
Haverfield observed, the remarxable nprogress of Agricola's
coriquests can only be explained on the assunaption that
the ground had already been prevared by Cerialis -and
i 2)

Frontinus.

Some archaeological evidence of Cerealis' operations
in Brigantia has come to light in recent years., Excavation
at York has made it seem probable that the original military
occupation of that site took place circa 71 J.D.,GB) while
Ir. Corder's researches at ‘lalton led him to believe that
"an early permanent cemp, possibly legionary™ wes established
there at the same period. 4 Elsewhere, the precsence of

Cerimlis at Carlisle has been deduced from the pottery

(5)

€vidence, but this conclusion has not won universal
(1) Agricola, 17, 2. (5) Bushe-Fox. Archaeologia,

LXIV, pp. 299-301.
(2) ivid., p. 1iv.

(3) JRrS., xv, p. 184.

(4) falton, p. 64.
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acceptance. Until the doubts recently cast on the value

(2)
of samian ware for dating purpocses have been effectively

dispelled, the problem is best left sub judice. The

possibility, however, that Cerizlis may have reached

Carlisle demands a discussion of the evidence from County
Durhan. From the base at York at least three possible

routes across the Pennines sould be availeble: westwards

by the valley of the “harfe, northwards by the nass of
“tainmore or by the Tyne Cap. Localisation of RBrigantian
strongholds in "est Yorkshire suggests that Cerialis must

have operated in that area and that,on stretegicel grounds,
the former route of penetration is the most likely, but the
evidence from Ilkley and Elslack adds no authority to

this supposition. Topographically the second route, vie

Dere Street and Stainmore, would be the most direct, but

"ur lack of knowledge of the history of the “tainmore forts
lakes conjecture unprofitable. For the sites along the

third route we have fortunately more evidence,and 'r. Birley's
tentative claim for pre-iAgricolan occupation at GDrbridge(S)
and Chesterholm, implies that the original penetration of
County Durham was accomplished by Cerislis. All that can

be said is that, as yet, the available materials from the

firet century forte at Binchester, Ebchester, Chester-le-Street,

and Couth Shields give little support to such & conclusion.

—

(1) cr. cw., 2, xvii, pp. 236-250.

(2) JRS., xxv, pp. 187 ff.

(3) 44., 4, xv (in press).
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Ebchester, it is true, has produced part of a decorated
samian bowl which Dr, Davies Fryce believes to be earlier
than anything found in Zcotland (Plate ZXXIX, no. 1), but
the bulk of the comparable material is not sufficient
to ellow the rejection of the possibility of "survival".
From this stormof uncertainties we emerge into more
navigable waters with the governorship of .gricola, A.D.
77-85. The fort at Binchester appears from the pottery
and coin evidence recovered in 1937 to have been built
in this period, possibly in the course of Agricola's third
campaign (i.D. 79). To the same age, no doubt, belong
the clay ramparts of the fort at Lbchester, while the branch
road from Dere Ztreet north of Binchester to the mouth of
the Tyne, establishing a vital contact with east coast
shipping, can hardly be much later in date. Under the
Flavian emperors, therefore, the ailitary organisation of
thie north-east region was slready becoming crystallised.(l)
'Attention might be drawn at this point to the close
correspondence in size and lay-out between the forts at
Binchester and Malton. The nurpose of these unususlly
large asgricolan castella is obscure. On the one hand,they
may have housed regiments above the strength of the single
ala and milliary cohort standerds. On the other,we might

Suggest that with garrisons of normal strength each site

—

(1) while it is reasonably certain that Lanchester was not
occupied in the first century, the discovery of a
Flavian fort at Piercebridge is not beyond the
bounds of probability.
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sccommodated also a group of buildings for specific nurpose
after the fashion of the internzsl arrangeaents at “outh Thields
fort in the third century. It can hardly be a coincidence
that both llzlton and Binchester are nodal »oints for their
respective regions and adalrably placed for administrative
work, but until excavation has ventured within the ramparts
and recovered the lay-out of the Agricolen buildings we
can do no more than suggest the alternatives.

The withdrawal of the Romen Troops from Scotland c.
100 A.D. was followed by the organisation of the Ttanegate
frontier, but it is not yet certain how fer this affected
the garrisons in the north-east sresa. Ilsewhere many
euxiliasry forts, Brecon, Caernarvon, 2and Caerhun for
instance, and the legionary fortresses gt Caerleon and York,
were undergoing radical revision, stone replacing earth and
timber in the construction of defences and internal buildings.
O structural alterations of the kind, however, have been
dated to Trajan's reign on sites in County Durham. South
Shields, although it masy well have been the port and base
for supplies at the eastern end of the Trajenic limes,
Nas so far produced no evidence of reconstruction before
the time of Hadrian, while, as far as the evidence of recent
€xcavations goes, the stone defences at Binchester and
Ebchester do not appear to have been erected before the
third century. This might suggest that already under —
Trajan the garrisons of these forts were being moved to new
quarters, While coarse pottery of Trajanic type, however,
has been found at Ibchester, lack of sufficient archaeoclogical

date does not allow the statement of a case.
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In contrast, the effect of the re-ecstablishment of the
frontier by Hadrian on the nmilitary orgenisation of the
north-east hinterland is reasonably sure. Cn Zouth Chields

Lawe a new fort was built(l)

to supervise the lncreased
shipping sctivity in the river mouth. ©iailerly the
construction of & permanent bridge over the Tyne at Lewcastl]le

ust have given a new impetus to traffic passing through

Chester-le-Street whose stone defences nay date to th

n

|

i
2
period. Cn the other hand, as Haverfield observed,
the ﬁ;icy of entrenchment would seemn to have diminished the
importance of Dere “treet in its relation to the frontier
organisation as a whole, and the archaeological evidence
lends countenance to this assumption. /8 far back as

1912 the possibility of the sbandonment of Corstopitum in

(3)
the early second century was under discussion, and subsequent

excavations have failed to discover any trace of ailitary
occupation of the site in the Hadrianic period. At
Lbchester the evidence is incomplete,but the amount of "
Hadrianic pottery of both samian and coarece types recovered

in 1936 was negligible in comparison with pottery of

the first and third centuries.(4) Similarly,at Binchester,
the rampart sections of 1937 revealed no trace of any
modification.of the defences between the Agricolan saaxik
foundation and the third century stone wall. T"hile the

evidence is by no means complete we have,at any rate a

(1) Or an existing fort replaced. Cf. Chapter X.
(2) NCH., x. p. 460.

(3) A4., 2, viii, p. 258.

(4) JRS., xxvii, p. 229.
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presumption that at three forts on Dere “treet,betwecen the
Tees and Portgate,garrisons were withdrawn or materially
reduced. This is not an isolated phenomenon. Further
south ,the excavaters- at “lack favoured the view that the
fort had been ebandoned about 125 n.D.,(l} and FHaverfield
inclined to accept this date =s the upper limit for the
evacuation of Castleshaw. 2) In “ales, moreover, there

is a welght of evidence to show that the general withdrawal
under Pius was only the logical outcome of the systematic
reduction of garrisons instituted by Hadrian or his pre-
&ecessor.(s) The reason is not far to seek. The heavy
demands of the northern frontier could only be net by

strict economy in personnel south of the limes, for the exactin
Continental campaigns of the period denied Britain accessions

of troops necessary to eguip the frontier, and to meintain

the status guo to the south. It seems probeble, moreover,

that the sacrifice of troops in the hinterland of the all
was far greater on the east then on the west side of the
Pennines. The discovery that a chain of fortifications
extended down the Cumberland coast from Bowness »ossibly

(4)

a8 far south as St. Bees Head, is ample proof that the
danger of an outflanking movement initiated by the Tribes
across the Solway was fully appreciated, and it is difficult
to believe that the threat thus constituted would allow

naterial reduction of the garrisons posted in Cumberland end

—

(1) ¥aJ., xxvi, p. 85.

(2) ibid., xxiii, p. 396.

(3) cf. Segontium, pp. 42-46; Brecon, p. 75.
(4) cw., 2, xxix, pp. 138-165.
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Westmorland. In contrast, the even line of the east coast
and the scanty harbourage afforded by the limestone c¢liffs
of Durham would, in themselves, deter ses-borne invasion,
4t all events no system of fortification south of the Lawe
scems to have been regquired until the fourth century.

The suggested absence of garrisons at Corbridge,
Lbchester, and Binchester, in the Hadrianic period receives
confirmation fromf another quarter. The excav=t’'ons at
Lanchester in 1937 denonstrated thzt there an elaborate

stone fort, 5% acres in extent, was ennstructed under

Hadrian on a site which has so far yieldec no trace of
earlier occupation. If Ebchester and 3inchester were

still held it is difficult to see what purpos

m
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been secured by the esteblishment of an ‘ntcrmediate station,
for the scattered and nomadic folk in ™eerdsle can hardly
have constituted 2 menace to law and order. On the other
hand we may imagine the evacuation of both these sites
could be safely undertaken by the transference of the
duties of patrodling Dere Ctreet in this region to a
single ailiary garrison housed at Lanchester.

With the advance into Scotland under “ius, Binchester
and Ebchester,presunably,remeined abaendoned,or held only
on a "care and maintenance" basis, while there is sonme
evidence that the first cohort of Vardulli, or a detachuent
of tha€ regiment, was drafted from Lanchester for rervice
in Tcotlund.(l) South Shields appears to have retained
its importance both as a treding port, and as a point of

dedbarcation for troops transported from the Continent to

———

(1) cIL., 1096.
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serve in the new campaigns,but elsewhere in Durhan inscripnt-
ions and stratified pottery of the period await discovery.

The succeeding phase in the history of the northern
frontier, opening with the dispatech of Virius Lupnus to
Britain in 197/8 4.D. to repair the dasmage wrought by the
laeetae in the absence of Albinus,hss abundant testimony
in the structural and epirraphic evidence from Durhem sites.
Couth Shields would eppesr to have been re-occupied almost
imnecdiately, for the fort was laid out on a new snd unusual
plan to accomiodate storehouses for Teverus' expedition
into Ccotlend of 209-11, while fifty per cent of the lead
seals discovered on the site can be dated to the years

1 u
198-209 A.D.( ) By 217 A.D. the fourth cohort of Brgﬂbi

was in occupation at Lbchester,(g) while a yeesr earlier the
carrison et Chester-le-"treet had sufficiently advanced

the repair of the defences and buildings of the station to
be able to attend to eu:lenities.(:jJ That this work of
restoration was part of a gener=zl schemne,bssed on a return
to the frontier policy of Hadrian, is attested by nunerous

inscriptions, but new forces prevented an exact reversal

to the Hadrianic status guo. The partial re-inforcement

of the Welsh frontier had to be undertsken. and,in Durhan,
wWhile Ebchester wes seceningly provided with stone defences
for the first time, Lanchester was not included within the
range of Lupus' asctivities. The latter site, indeed,

Presents something of & problem. Inscriptions leave no

—

(1) AA., 4, xi, p. 99.
(2) c1L., 458 (54).
(3) EE., vII, 986 (80).
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doubt thet the restorest.on of the fort in the third century
wae delayed until the reign of Gordian,{l} while, as far

as the records go, it ies an isolated instance of re-occupation
under that emperor. “'e have surrested that the decisive
factor in this re-occupetion mey have been economic rather
than political, based on the necessity of supervising

an industry of growing importaence in “eerdzle, but the
explanation cennot be advanced at the orecsent state of
knowledge, with complete confidence. Finally we turn to
3inchester, Lpigraphy supplies the name of the third

century garrison, the ala Vettonun, and since & prefect of

this ala is known to have supervised work at the neighbour-

£

]

ing fort at Bowes under Virius Lupus, re-occupation of

the site would seem to have followed swiftly on the recovery

of the province. It must be noted, however, that the

stepping of the internal stone rampart, a festure of the

Cordianic re-building at Lanchester ic repeated in the

third century fort wall et Binchester and not elsewhere

in the north as far as our knowledge goes. The possibility,

therefore, that the Vettones were not ectabliched at Binchester

before Gordian, slight though it mey be, deserves consideration
The next age of reconstruction in northern Britain is

that of Constantius I, whose work has been detected at York,

Chesterholm, High Rochester, Birdoswald,and !alton. To

this period we must ascribe the conversion of the third

—

(1) cIL., 445 (39), 446 (38).
(2) c1L., 273.
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century storehouses at South Thields into dwellings, and
the re-building of the east gateway in style sinilar to

contemporary work at Chesterholm and at the Texon Chore

(1)

forts. "ithin the ramparts at Ebchester and Lanchester -

(whose fourth century garrison would scen to have been

2)

. 2 .
the numerus Longov1cgnorun),( pottery of Constantian
N

type has been recovered, while the broad ditech at Binchester
appears to have been re-cut st this period, But until

the structursl reuaeins inside the defences have been thoroughly
exemined, the nature and extent of the Constantian restoration
on these sites cannot be estimsated. “vidence from Plercebridge,
however, confirms lIr., Richmond's thesis that the eaperor was

not satisfied with a mere petchwork. Here,recent excavations
have shown that the imprecssive 10 acre fort, whose stout

rampart may till be inspected a2t the north-esst angle,

dates to the period of Constantien activity. Turther

researches will no doubt explain the purpose of this massive

k3

fortification; speculation at tliis stare of the work would
be idle.

In the following years events crowd unon one-another
with dramatic suddenness foreshadowing the tragedy of the
€sroch, Literature and archaeology together,oroduce =
vivid story of increasing precsure on all frontiers and s
corresponding weakening of the Conctantien defences. The
1ain outlines of the story are clear; here we may concern

ourselves only with small chepter about which the archaeology

—

(1) 44., 4, xi, p. 100.
(2) Notitie Dipnitatum, Oc. XL, 30.
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of the north-east region might be expected to heve something
to say - the coartel cignel-staetion syctem.

The menace of Teutonic ettscks on the eertern and
wcutkern coasts first becsame troublesome at the end of the
third century. Here, along the so-called Taxon Chore,

a series of forts, remains of ten of which are known,

were built either under Diocletian or one of his immedicste

'

or a s

successors, to cope with the inveders.

=
ot

s

(-t

ort time th

wae sufficient, but there is evidence thst about 350 A.D

il U

piratical raids were no longer limited to the Continentsl
coast but were extending at least es far north ss Teesaouth.
llence there arose in the last thirty or forty years of the

century a chain of signal ststions, on the

4

orkshire cliffs,
of a type familiar to us from the execavations carried out
at Hunteliff, Goldsborough, Filey, and “carborourh. The
problem is to decide whether, as Haverfield believed ixcly,{l)
this system wes prolonged north of the Tees. The archae-
0logical evidence may be briefly S'nmari:ed:(EJ
(). Traces of occupation of the Romen period have been

found between “larsden snd Harton. The site of the discovery
is unrecorded but it apparently lasy near &n "old guarry"

some three-guarters of a nile inland. "hile & commanding
view of the coast from Tynemouth to Souter Point 1s to be

Obtained hereabouts, the settlement, from the samien evidence,

“ould seem to have existed before the fourth century,

(1) Jrs., i1, p. 206.

(2) For details cf. Chapter XI.
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possibly in connection with quarrying operations.
(b). A number of coins have been found at Whitburn fronm
time to time, the latest of Licinius. Absence of structural
and ceramic evidence does not sllow ues to estimate the
nature of the settlement implied.
(c). Occupetion of the high ground wect of Fulwell ic attested
by pottery and other "kitchen” debris. The =ite is one
and a half miles from the coast, but comands a clear view
of Tearzouth, while the bulk of the pottery so far recorded
is of late fourth century date.
(d). On the coast at Rye¢hope late fourth century pottery
has appeared in association with other evidence of occupation.
o structurel remains heve been recorded, but & mile and =
half to the south the Zaxon church of £, !lary at Seahan
enbodies masonry chera-teristic of that used in the signal
stations on the Yorkshire coast.
(e). At Horden, on the cliffs east of Easington, Roman
pottery, possibly including Hunteliff-type ware, has been
found.
(f). Excavation on the littorasl near “eaton Carew in
1883 revealed a kitchen-midden of the Romen period.
Haverfield inclined to believe that late fourth century
coins indicated the existence of a signal-station here-

abouts, but the original settlement must be earlier in

date.

The evidence is conclusive neither way. Although
the masonry in Seaham church strongly suggests that a fort

“ay well be found in the locality, the case is not comnlete
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until the structural remsins come to light. Elsewhere,

it is impossible to bulld foundations on EHuntecliff and
Creambeck sherds,and the contention that no-one but a
soldier would care to inhabit the Durham coacst in the late
AF any role,
fourth century, is unhistorical.’A the possibility that
coastal erosion hss destroyed a chain of forts from the
Tees to Tynenouth is unlikely. From the records of the
Tyne Commissioners and the reports of coastguards,it
appears that little erosion hses taken rlace within the
present era, but more authoritaetive for our purpose are
the Tardenoisian flint sites stretching, in unbroken line,

from “outh Thields to the Hartlepools.

(b) NON=IILITARY SETTLEIENTS OF THE ROMAN PIRIQD,

These may be divided into two clzsses: (i) Romanised
civil settleaents growing up around ailitary sites, and
(ii) native settlements. 4 discussion of the development
and organisation of the former group in the north of England
has been presented elsewhere?)and the slirght evidence fronm
Durham, structurally or epigraphically, addes little to
ur knowledge. The vicus at Binchester was certainly in
existence as early as the Flavian period and subsequent
ribbon-development slong the main highwey approaching the
fort from the south-east was characterised by neat and
well-planned stone buildings, rectangular in chape, and
set back only a few feet from the rozdway. The historical
evidence of the pottery from the pits and of rcuccersive
structural restorations noted by Hooppell suggests that

the vicus, in contrast to the fort, may have been occupied

Practically without interruption throughout the Romen period.
(1) AAy &) xii, pp. 204-—226.
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Such a discovery, easily checked by excavation, would be
welcome as supporting the evidence alreasdy obtained fronz

Carlisle and Corbridee, thaet civil life in the frontier

o

region could be econouically self-sufficient. The vici

at Lenchester and Lbchester are unknown quantities, but at
South Zhields, Chester-le-Ctreet, and Piercebridge settle-
ment without the remcarts seems to cover a wider srea than
can be accounted for by ribbon-deveiop-ent, and the possibility
of "town-planning" must be considered. A clue to the
econonic life of the vicus is provided by the discovery of a
little bronze figure of a plourhuen a2t the latter =ite,
(1)

referred to elsewhere, though different oo~ortunities

provided by local marx<ets and trade routes would introduce

(4]

variations in standards of living from one place to another.
attention has already been drawn to the connection between
the wealth and cosmopolitanism of the settlement on the
Lawe, and the economic importance cof the site.

From the localised civil cettlements we turn to the
regions where Romanisation can only have progrecsed by
infiltration. On the coast-line there are feverazl scattered
sites, Whitburn, Horden, Harton, znd
the discovery of Roman sherds and coins suggests contact
between the native and the congueror,. The nunber of
cites is neither more nor less than we should expect fronm
the prehistoric survey, end there is no reason to believe
that the Roman occupation made any material difference to

the 1lives and fortunes of people who inhabited themn.

—

(1) p. £5-
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In the west the situation is rather different. Apart
from two coin hoards,not & single Romen cbject has been found
in the Durham Pennines west of Dere Street which could not
be interpreted nerely acs the nark of = hunting expedition
from one or other of the garrisons stationed in the couinty.
o enclosed villages of the Crosby Ravensworth type,(l) or
hut groups have been observed, end it is difficult to imagine
how, if they exist, they could have escaped detection.

This negative evidence, moreover, is completely in sccord
with the apparent scantiness of occupation in the Durham
rFennines in the prehistoric period and, as far as thst

county is concerned, the eswesome picture of the Roman
garrisons at Ebchester, Lanchester, and Binchester grappling
with "a thousand miles of difficult hill-country ...
inhabited by tribes of doubtful loyalty”(z} must be re-drawn,
The Roman frontier may have been under constant threat of
risings north of the Tyne or south of the Tees but while
conmunications had to be guarded by forts posted between

these two rivers the denger from more local insurrection

must have been negligible.

(e) {INING IN WEARDALE.

A note may be appended »n the guestion of =ining
in "eardale in Roman times, not beczuse any colution of the
Problem can be offered at this stage, but rather for
historical completeness. IHodgson first drew attention
to the heaps of iron scoriase which sbound in the Lanchester
district, and concluded that the “eardale ores had been

Worked from the fort at Lanchester.where the discovery of

(1) cw., 2, xxxiii, pp. 201 ff. (2) PSAN., 4, iii, p. 100
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"hearths, cinders, and slaking trough™ in the eighteenth

century persuaded local people thet the Homens had been

X
a "fribe of sniths“.( ; The possibility is not unlikely,

for iron smelting is known to have been carried out on

(2)

several military sites in the north, notably at Housesteads,
posbridgs, > sia mardkss, 'Y b 15 18 doubtrul wheEhew
the industry would be more than & local one. Pliny tells
us that iron ore was recogniseé to be widely distributed
throughout the empire, =znd nearer and better supplies
would herdly maeke iron-mining in Britain a2 commercial
proposition.

Another suggestion that the evidence from Lanchester

nay indicate the working not of the iron but of the lead

(5)

veins in Veardale lacks the necessary confirmation from
lead pigs or from dateable finds associated with ancient
workings. No evidence of official Romen mining has been

6)

found north of Swaledale in Yorkshire.

(1)_A4., 1, i, pp. 120-1.
(2} ibld., B, Xxv, P. 341.
(8) ivid., viii, pp.207 ff,
(4) cw., 2, xxviii, p. 327.
(3) YaJ., xxviii, pp. 93-100.

(6) Newcomen Transactions, xii, n. 83.
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APPENDIX I.

Piercebrliice.

1. Lost. (CIL., 419; LS 727). Fragneat 9in. ualgh, 5 1n.

wlde, goola lettering.
MeD«C+/ M+P<C*C"

Cade. Arcuaaeclo.ia, IX, 178¢, »

-y 2y

2

(W
O

; Scartun. JAaA.,

XLITI; 1887.; p«131:
Tne readin. is qulte uncertai.
2. Lost. (CIL., 420; LS., 725). Aliar.
D(eo) M{arti)/ CONDATI/ ATTOUNIVS/ «VINTIANVS/

MEN(sor) £X CC{3duceunario) IMP(eratoris) / 3iX

iy

IVsSSC L{ibens) L{aetus) M(erito)

" Dedicated to Mars Condatis by Attoalus quintianus,

BUPVEYOY .esssssasas
Gibson's Camden's Britanniz, 16
Tanniaram, p.5

5, col.782; Gale.
Antonini Iter Britanniarum, C; Ho

rsley, p.295.

N
.o .

Tane inscription is said to nave been foundi at Coniscliffe
Ul it must be remembered tnat thue Coniscliffe parisu
boundary extenis as far westwaras as tne Toft's fleld.

Dedications tc Mars Condatis uave elsewuere only
been found at Cuester-le-Streei (&Zd2.,VII, 984), and at
Bowes in Yorzshire (JRS., xxvii, p.246), so taat, at

Pfresent, the incldence of tue cult is bounded by iue
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basline of tie rivers Tyne and Tees. Ine eiymology of

tne epituet ccadatis,signifying 'waiersmeet) uas been

fully 3iscussed py xicamond (YAJ., xxxiii, 18537,

ke
n
o
[9))
—

Wao draws atientica Lo Lue appareal acaloysy velween tue
cult of Mars Condatis ana taat of Belatucadirus.
Tue mensor ia an auxiliary conori occupied tue

ocst of surveyor (c¢f. CIL., xiii, 6538), ani tue ingenious

m
o

:estion nas been maie iluat tue preseutl dedlicatlou may

commemorate an officlal decisioci of qulntlianus affectiag
tne bouadary of tune local suriane {(Xicamcad, loc.cit.).

Apart from uie 1aitial turee leiviers, line o
wouli seem to be corrupt, for it ie 1iapcsceible Lo mage

gsense of tue accepted reailng

L

mensor ex duceaario imperataris

Collingwood suggests a tulrd century inte for

tne inscription. (YAJ., loc.cit.).

3. At Cliffe Hall on tne souil bangk of tue Tees opposite
Pilercebridge. (CIL., 421; LS., p.377; EE., IX, 1132).
Tombstone, tne left naud side is brogea off anld tae
existing portioa 1s 3 ft. 4 1in. alga, and 2 ft. 11 1in.
wile; double mculdings, gooa letteriling.

[D(1s) M(anibus) / aVik(elic) ACILIC / PRIINATO
[GERMAN(1ae) SVPER!loris) /E;s*fiP(e.-ui&] XX1I1
AVRELIA EFA@HLLA CON/EVQH FACIE.D/VM CV1AVIT
" Set up by Aurelia Faiilla ia memory of ner nusbani
Aurelius Acilio, centurioa from Upoer Germany wio

served for twenty-two years."
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3306

Tue stone was aiscoverea ii 1844 on tme line of

Jere Sireet soutn of tue Tees, al tue poclnu wiere a

’ ~ )
£

modern road braacnes cff tc Cliffe mall (GIf., xxii, 1244,

pe24),

More of tuae levrterins survives iuan Haverfield

aliowed, notably tne O at tne end of line 2, and tane IA
al ine end of line 5. lue oaly ducerialnl; in tue
reading, apart from tue laiy's wuame, lies ia liae 5 wuere
i LiS
former wouli be more reasoaable 1f we cculi postulate
al least one otaer X before tue jears given, bui tue
spacliug will act allos tuis. it is pesl, tluerefore, to
ndopt HDaverfieli's reaiing and tc assume Lual Lne numerals
raffer
refep‘Lo tne lengtu of service tunan U6 Lwe &age of tae
leceased.

Crilnatue is a well-attested ilalri ceatury term

for tne centurion of a couort (Domaszewsikl. Zansordnuns,

P«5T7), but tane use of tue iverm appears in tue second
century at Birreas (CIL.,1078 witu =2., IX, p.oil).
Tune inscriptlion is lmpeortant as lnalcating ihe
vreseace of a vicug at Plercebriige.
Dean ani Cnapter Library, Duraam. (CIL., 422; LS., 728;
EB., IX, 1131 DC Cat., 1). Altar cut into a semi-
circular capital to fit tne Early zZnglisa pler of the
chancel arcn of the churcn at Galaford, wnere 1t was
discovered during restoration in 1864. On tue rignt

nani siie is an eagle. neigant 2 ft. 8 in.
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[}(oviﬂ O(ptino) M(aximo)/ DOYCarfid/ AVL(1ius)
VALENTIIVEY ORD(inatus) GeR(maaia) sSVJeriori)/
EX IV3SV IPSIVS/ [JOSVIT PRO Sz 2/ SVIS L(ibens)
L(aetus) [M(erito))/ [PHAESENTE <T IXTRICHIO [II
cO(n)sS(ulibus)

" Dedicated on peunalf of uimself and uls family to
Jupiter Dolicunenus by Iualius Valentiuus, ceaturion
from Upper Germany, in ine consulsulp of Praesens
and Extricatus."

Bruce's wcodcut is faulty in several respects,
tne ligatured ET belng missed at . tne end of line 6,
while mucn more of tue laist line is legible ianan
would gppear from tanat illiustration.

The inscription 1s aatea to a.D. 217, and is
rnnotewortuy as meantiocuing yet anctner centurion from
Upper Germany - though tne significance of tais is
not clear.

A useful note on ine cult of Dolicaenus is given

by Nasn-wWwilliams (Caerleon Cat., pp.17-18). As at

Cnesters, Benwell, Greatcnesters, and Carvoran we may

infer the presence of a Dollicuenun a4t Plercebriige.
Dean ani Chapter Library, Durham. (CIL., 1344a; LS., 7?3}
DC Cat., 2). Bullding stone, 1 ft. 2 in. by 9 in,
LiG(10)-VI-V(ictrix)-
" Thne sixta legion built tuis."

Found in 1864 duriag restoration of the cuurcn at Galaford

(PSAN.,3, 11, p.344).
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6. Tae Black Gale fuseum, Wewcustle. (CIL., 4%0; LS., 726;

I¥, p.56¢; BG Cat., 151). Xectangular stone

=)

Y
4

BZLLINVS
Hardly a reference 10 tue worsialp of Baal (AA., 2,

"

pre 37-8); ratmer " 1ily cuit " by a perscn of iaat

namne (BG Cat., p. 94).

Note. A small altar, 1 ft. % ian. by 9 in., was founa
during tne excavations of 1934 (TDNS., VIl p.255),
ani 1ls now in tne Plercebriige Museum. Can tne left
side 1is tae ilununaerpbolt, on tue rigat iLue patera.
Tne lnscription, possibly four lines ia lengtu, aas
beeil almnost obliterated but I faancied tumat I could

read V S L M for uvue last line.

Bincnester.

7. Dean and Cnapter Library, Duruam. (CIL., +23; LS., T15;
DC Cat., 4). Altar 30 in. uizn, 12 1in. wize; left

side praefericulum, rigut patera.

EDRTVHAEf SANCTAL/ MeVAL(erius)/ FVLVIALVEY
PRASF(ectus) Eq¢fuitum)/ V{oium).S{olvit)«L{ibens).
L(aetus)«M{erito)

M. Valerius Fulviaius, coummaaaer ol lLue cavalr,

regiment (at Bliucueever), vays nls vow to Fortune."
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In taue elgunteenth century tails altar was o1e of a sroip
of inscribed and sculptured stones preserved at Binchnester
Hall. Wnen tne collection was broken up c. 1233 it was
rescued by Canon Ralne ani presented by nim to tne Dean

and Chapter Library (Raine. History of Auckland Castle,

— = T—

p-4, note 1).

An ala was normally command.d by a pracfectus

(Cneesnan. Auxilia, p.30). For otuer epigrapnic eviience
of a cavalry garriscn at Bilncuester g¢f. nos. 13 ani 1£.
Tne style of lettering, ani tune abbreviation of ine nomeu
gugzest a date in tue tulrd cenuury.
8. Lost. (CIL., 424; LS., T16). Altar.
~ ~ = PR TR Reny . . -S|
DEAB(us)/ MATRIB(us)/ OL[Lbrqﬁus CL(audlus) QVINTIANVS
T :
B(ene)F(iciarius) CcC(n)s(ularis)/ V(otum) S(olvit)
L(ibens) M(erito)
" Clwudius Quiatianus, consular beneficiary, pays a
L]
vow 10 tne Ollototian Moiner-goddesses."

Camien. Britannia, 1600, p.565; Gale. op.cit., p.11;
Horsley,p.295 and p.1¢2, N.58, xxvili.

Tane difficulty of reading tue ligatured letters
at tne end of tue second, and beglaning of tne third
lines was solved, as Hooppell first pointed out, by tne
discovery of EZ., IX, 1133(18).
Haverfield ani Hibner concurred in tue attribution
of tne Jdedicatlion to tae Olloté&am Motners (AdJ., XLIX,
p.197; PSAN., 2,v,p.131; ipia., p.143; JAA., XLVII,

p.271).
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For tne cult,cf. no. 12. A useful aote on the

duties of tne beneficiarius consularis is given by

Birley (AA., 4, xii, p.222).
c. Lost. (CIL., 425; LS., 718; =ZE., IX, p.570). Altar.
perarelag) OLOTHEN weveesadvsnas s ol v s ss sl vossns
"

" To tne Ollototlan Motaer-goiiesses. coeeesee

1607, p.603);

Seen and transcribed by Camden (Britanuia
lost 1in Horsley's day (Horsley, p.2

AN
o
— -

Tne Corpus g£ives readings by Sibbala, Camien, and
Cotton, but Haverfieli has polated out tnit thne reailng
Hubner assigns to Sibbala is really tnat of Camden;
tnat ascribed to Camden being no more tnan a guess (ZE.,
loc.cit). In view of tue confusion, anl Camien's
aimission tnat tne stone was narily legiple, it would
be uawise to accept any lide otaer itaan tue first.
1c. Lost. (CIL., 426; Ls., Ti7). Altar.
MAT(ribus)+/ SAC(rum)./ GEMSLLVS / V{otum) S{olvit)
L(ibens) M(erito)
" Gemellus pays n vow tc tne 'loiuer-goideseges.”
Horsley, p.192, N.58, xxix, ani p.296.

Tne cognomen Gemellus is relatively common 1in the
western provinces of the Zmpire (tne recipient of tne
diploma for 122 A.D. was so named. cf. JRS.,xx].

The f.ct tnat nere tne cognomen alone is glven,

logetner witn tne absence of regimeat, mlgut suggest tuat

tne Jdedicator was a civilian.



Lost. (CIL., 427; LS., 720). Altar 15 in. niga, 9 in.

cevee. .. BUANDVEY 2X C{uneo) FRIS{iorum)/
VINCGVI=Z(nsium)/ V(otum) S(olvit) L(ibens) M(erito)
" Dedicated to «...... by Amandius, soliler in thne

regiment of Frisii stationed at Binciester."

Lysons. Religulae Romano-Britaauicae, I,p.4, tab.3,

£18:5.
Tue inscripticn is of great laportzace for it

not only confirms tne eviieunce of ine Antconine Iviner .ry

for tne name of uvne fort, but gives us tne name of
anciaer garrison.

The term cuneus, signifying a cavalry regiment
raised on 14 tribal b=asis, and corresponding witn tine
infantry numerus, ap.arently originated in the tnird
century (p-W, cols.1756-7). ln Britain, local recruiting
2t tnis period wouli seen L0 have beea supplemented
Principally by German trcoops; tuaus we find a cuneus of
Frisii at Papcastle in tne tuird century (££., III, 85),

wnile at Housesteads tue cives Tuinantli cunel Frisiorun

set up an altar to Mars and tne Alalsiagae uander Severus
Alexander (Eg,, VII, 1041).

The cuneus Frisiorum may, tnerefore, uave been 1in

garrison at Binchester witn tne Vettones, 1n tne same way

that we find two regiments, tue conors I Liugonum and tae

vexillatlo Sueborum, occupyling tne fort at Lancuester

under Gordian. We cannot, nowever, exclude tue possibility

/
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of a cuneus at Bincnester in tne fourtu century.

2. Lost. (CIL., 422). Altar, illesible but for tue last line.
o 0 voifwomnsmfovmasfseonad Viotum) S(olwit) L{ibens)
Y{erito)

Horsley, p.192, N.58, xxx, ani p.26¢°.
13. Lost. (CIL., 429; LS., 722). Tombstone, 4 ft. long,
19 in. niga. Inscription in an ansate panel.
D(iis) M(aanibus) S(acrum)/ Jzaionius) MONTANVS
DEC(urio)+/ VIXIT ANN{is)eXL-NEM{oaius)/ SANCTVS

—

FR(aLer)-iT'COAERR(eJes)/ EX THSTAMSNTC FECER(un)T
" To tue memory of lemonius Moutanus, descurioca, foruy
years of age, tnis sione was erecied accordiiug to wuls will
by Nemonius Sanctus, uils brotuer, ani thue fellow-ueirs."
Observea in 1219, forming part of a raised focuiway
ailjolning a oriigé over tue Bell Burn. (Ad., 1, 1,p.142).
A quingenary ala was subdividea into sixteen units
called turmae, eacn turma being unier tne comma:nd of a lecurio.
Thne fact tuat tne leceasel poscesseld a pgomen, and tne
rigat to make a will, proves tuat ue uad recelvea Roman

citizensnlp, wiulle tae aboreviation of tue ncmen is sugsestive

e

of tnird century aate. Moatanus' regiment is,taerefore

’

lizely to nave been tne ala Vettonum.{ cf. no. 15).

N

4. Durnam University Museum; Blicuester in sitd. (ClL.,

1234 a-b; LS., 721). Tiles.
noasn

" "

Numerde COils e -,

Discoverei " on tue bric<s of tue syuare iy pocaust
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beneatn ivne praetorium, anl .....o0n bricLs stec., 1ia

otuer paris of tue station." (Vincvia, p.34).
nubiier gives two disiinci svampe:
{a) § CCID
(b) ncCu
out (a) is an iaccrrect reaiiag of a drawing by MacLaucula.
(Memoir, p.7), wnile (b) is placea upside aown, as by
Bruce (fall, 2,p.320).

Actuzlly only tue one stamp N CON (retro) exists,
but in two different eizes. Tne lettering of tae larger
.tamp measures 4> in. across; taat of the smailler 3 in.
across, wnile, as Mr.J.Mclntyre nas pointedi out to me,
bota wocden and metal stamps appear 1Lc aave beei
enployeui.

Tne exact reailing has not yet been aeiermined.
Althougn no paralliel can be quoted for tune bar over tae
tne letter, tne initial N would seem 10 be tl:ue abbreviation
for numerus(:)ani CON snculi accoriingly represent eituer
tne first part of tne name of tue tribe from wualca tue
regiment was drafted, or of tue siite al wanich it was

(2)

stationed. Many suggestions nave been made, but none

(1) ef. CIL., 1030, 1037.

(2) e.g. Hooppell. AA., 2, ix, p.199; Iam (P-¥., iv, col,
859) reais N(umerus) COND{rusorum), but the D does
not exist.
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convincing. Remnemberinyg, nowever, tnat lt les by rno means
necessary to suppose tnat tne tlles were made at Blncuester,

or tnat tne regiment specified on tne stamp wie 1n garrison

()
at tnat fort, one mignt supyly a furiner reaiinz - n{umerus)
€nsiwrm
Cou(caugigd. In tuis connectlion tue flourisning brick ani

tile 1industry in tuae nelgubouraooa of Cnester-le-5Street
al Lne present 2aay ls nou wituout esigaificance.

15. Lost. (CIL., 1344 b; LS., Ti19). Altar.
SVLP VIC/ VEIT/ CANN/ V(owum) S{olvit) L{ibens)
M(erito)

Hecordeli 1a corresponaence beuween a Mr. Farrar

( nmaster at Wittoan-le-Wear ¢. 1760 ) ana tue Rev. J.xaniall

of Wnitwortu. Tune text would seem Lo be corrupt but tuae
second and tniri lines suggest tnat tune dedicator was a

member of a German tribe, tne Cannenefati, serving in the

ala Vettoaum.

16. Durnam Universiuy Museum. (£2., VII, 97¢). Altar of sofu
sritstoune, 23 in. nign, 16 in. wilde. Part of tne lefu
nani side has been broken off. Cn Lie rigut is tue
fi.sure of Aesculapius, a robe covering nis left suculier,
wnlle the rigat snoulder and btreasiu are bare. His left

nand rests cn a tree-slump rouna wialca a serpent coils),

(1) Tiles estamped by tne counors 1 Flavia Canatuenorun,
for example, uave becn found at kEining, X6scaing,
Pforing, Regensburg, aad Siraubing (Stein. Die
Kalgserlichen Beamtean und Truppenzdrper, =tc., pp.

18¢-1).




Jys
wauilst wita vie rigat e seems LG clasp Lue avna cf
Salus, wnose aeal ani lefi suoulaer uave 2loue survivea.
(Vinovia, f.p.22).
[azs@viaP1os [E9) saivil/ [PrO SALYTH ALA=eVEI/frowvid
C(iviumdeR(omaaorum) s MeAVKE/LIVE ABA4OCU AS.1Z/PICVS.
V(otum)de 3(olvit))eLlivens) s M(erito)
Dediicatea Lo Aesculapius aau Salus,cn beualf of tae

ala Vetiounum, by ife Aurelius Abroco:as, regimentzl

Found au Blucuestler ia 137y ia Lae vielnlyy of tae
praetcerium (Viaovia, pp.272-31; AA., 2, viii, pp.247-
255; Ad., xxxvii, pp.12¢ & 140 ff).

Tne culu of Aesculapius, Greex gjod of uealing, is
representeld oal; by a aaudful of inscripiiocius in Eritain,
for tLne nuanper of Grees, or Greesi-speafing peoples in
tue proviace was comparativel; snall. Cnester nas

producei an altar 1o Aesculaplus and Salus {CIL., 154),

wrlle dedlcatlons Lo itue god alsae wave been fouud at

"

Lancaester ( bi-lingsual, no. 24), !faryport (Greek, LS.,

(Bé]
W

78), ani Soutun Salelis {ac. S3).

Tne streagiun of tane cult apeears Lo uave lain with
tiae meldical professioun, many of wiuose members were Greexs
(cf. CIL., p.48; Dessau, 2602 - a close parallel to tne

Blacnester stone).

The presence in Britaln of tne ala Vettonum Hisp-

anorum civium Romanorum, is attesteld by the diplomas of

A.D. 103 ani 122. Otner records of tne ala nave been

founi at Brecon (EE., IV, 670), Batn (CIL., 52), ani
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Bowes (CIL., 273), ani since at thne latter site we find
iius prefect in cnarge of rebullding by tue conors I
Taracum, uazer Virius Lupus - Severus' first governor of

Britala - we may suppose tnat tue ala Vettoaum was in

garrison at Binchester in tne tanir. ceatury ( cf. Birley.
AC., Xeil, pp.60=1).
17. Duraam University iuseum. (2E., VII, $8C). Altar, 15 in.
algn, 9 in. wiide. ine rigut uand slde nas brogen
away,; on tuae left 1ls tue patera.

MALeses/ Reoosof Besossfaoaans

Found within tne fort ian 187¢ (Vianovia, p.33; AA., 2,

The Jdeaicatlon would seem to uave been tvc tae Matres,
out Hooppell's restoration of ine following lines is
imaginative.

18. Black Gate Museum, Newcastle. (2x., IX, 1133; BG Cat.,

29). Altar of grituiy freesione, 51 in. nigu, 14 in. wiie.

On tne rignt side are tne paters aal Qraefericulum, on

tne left tne cultur and securls.
I{ovi) O(ptimo) ¥M(aximo)/ LT MATRIB/VS CLLCTO/TI§
SIVE TRA/NSMARINIS/ PO..PONIVS/ DONATVS/ B(ene)F(iciarius)
cO(n)S(ularis) PRO/ SALVIE S5VA/ ET SVORVM/ V(otum)
S(olvit) L(ibens) A(nimo)

" Dedicated on benalf of nimself uni nis family to
Juplter, Best and Greatest, and to tne Ollototian or

Overseas Motner-goiiesses, by Pomponlus Dconatus, consular

beneficiary."
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Discoverei ian 1831, 20 yards scutu-east of iane forti
(Vinovia, p.5%; Ad., XLIX, po. 226-2; aAA., 2, xv,
p.225; PSAN., 2, v, pp. 36-40 ani 127-131).
The inscription is important for tne lignt

wiilen it tarows on tune interpretation of nos. 2 ani 9.

For tue Matreg, Haverfieli's admirable paper in

Arcunseologie Aeliana (2, xv, pp. 314-33C) snould be
consulted. fne namne Ollovoiae, of Celtic derivation,
pcints 10 a alstinction bpetween tae naturalised

Britisn Motuer-goazesses and Luose cverseis, and uatil

1831 1t seemed tual tue cult of tue Matres Ollototae

was local to Blncuester. In taat year, nowever, a
parallel dedication was founa at Heronbriage, near
Cuester (JRS., xxii, p.224).

19, Durnam Ualversiiy luseum. ({(£22,, VII, 1135). Flue-tile.

mP P

Found in tune rectangular aypccaust, 1872. (Vinovia
p.37 ani Pl.5).

Tne reading 1is uncertail.:..
20. Bullt into tne outer north wall of tne chuncel of the
Saxon caurcn at Escombe. (AJd., XXXVII, p.134).
Builiing stone 21 in. loag, 9 in. algan.
LEG(1o) VI
"

Tne sixtu legion built tais?

AA., 2, vii, p.54; ibid., vili, p.25%; Surtees.

21. Esconbe Cuurcu, nortn wall of tue uave. (Ad., X¥XVIII

p.228). Fragmeats.
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(a) nlll-'.l’/ ‘J.]-:-i
(D) / J_.l;.'iI
22. Escombe Cuurch, nortu wall of tue nave, (Yiaovia, p.3%).

Fragnent.
I
23. Dean ani Cuapter Llibrary, Duraam. (JxS., xxv, p.225).
Centurlial stone 2 ft. loag by 4 in. wize; an incn or
two lost by breagace on iae rigut.
IVLIVS VICTOXINVS PV..

Founia in a2 fieli-wall near tne fort.

Lancnester.
24. Dean aai Cnapter Library, Durnam. (CIL., 431; LS.,
687; DC Cat., 5). Altar, tne top is broken off ani
tne surviving portion measures 2C 1n. by 11 1in. A

Latin inscription on one face is repeated ian Greek on
tne opposlite face.
(AEZscvLA/PIC/ T(itus)-FL{avius)sTITIALVS./
TRIB(unus)/sV(otum) - S\olvit)s L(ibens)sL{actug)e
Y(erito)

LAckAnTliwi/ [TiTOC] $AAOY/L10C
TITIANO/[C) X[€EJINIAPLxI/OC

" 7. Flavius Titianus, trioune, erectea iuais aliar

"

to Aesculaplus.
Horsley, pref., p.xi, p.293, ani p.192, N.57, xXV.
Titianus was tribune of tne first conort of Variulli

in tue goveruorsulp of Adventus. cf. no.33.
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For t.ue worsalp of Aesculapius, cf. noc, 1€, wuere
explanation will be foun. for tue Grecs Lext; one

recalls tue bi-lingual foaume.tun Ancyra.dm at Aagora

recodnting tue "res gestae iivi Augusti”

Greek i.scripticus alcne uaave beeir fouand at Yorg

(CIL., p.62), Maryport (ibid., p.25), Aliboroush {ibii

n-

___,
p.231), Corbriige (ibia., p-97), Brousa~-unier-Stalamore

(Z€., VII, ¥52), aua elsewuere, bul lLue, are not ccocmmaon.

Dear an D A 1 ‘7 y Bl g Z0 1.o g
Leall Hild Cuarﬂue: Llorary, suaraan. VOdlde, +#02) LS., O

'
DC Cat., 10.:.6)s Coloug stene, 1C in. by 7 in., recesss

pOsclobly for a sivaiuetire.
GENIC PRABIORI/ Cu(audius) LPAPHRCDITVS/ CLAVDIANUVS/
TuIBV.WVE Clo)nC(ruis),/ I LILGuouum) V(otum) L{aetus)
P(osuit) Mierito)
"Claudlus Zpapuroailtus Clauaizuue, itrivuse of tue first
couort c¢f Lingouse, pays wuls vow Lo tne Genius of ilue

Praetorium?

Hunter. Pullcg. Triause., 22, 1700, pd57

y i ;s norsley,
p.2€¢0, ani p.1°22, N.56, xv.

Cn lnternal evliaeice - tue nlseing praenomen,

ana tue abureviatea yomean - oue would be iaclined to
place tnls lasceriptiou iun wne tulra ceauvury; actually tae
Lingones were in garrison ander Gerdlan {ucs.32 & 30),

As Lue reglment wag a quiagenary oae, 1t is

irregular to find it commandea by a tribune, ratuer taan

by a prefect. Tae only explaanatioa occurring to tae

writer is tuat,at sometime after ine reiga or Gerdian,
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tue comaanas cf tae Lwe regimenius Lnowi Lo aave
sarrison togeuner al woancuester 1id luae tLulrd cenvury -
tue first comcrt of Lingcues, and & vexillation cf Zuebi
(cf« no.47) - ma, nave beeu anal ved. In tuls cas
it would not be surprieiang to find tue single command
ranging as aiouly ae waat cf a nilliary coaort.
Tune genlus proeiori was tue preelidln: i:1ty of vae
commaniant's uouge.
. C"esaa ani Caapter Librar,, Durnam. (CIL., 433; LS., 684;
DC Cat., no.7). Aluvar,4C in. nign, 12 in. wide. Tiue

slies are plain,

FORTVNAE/ AVG(ustze)s SACR(um)/

ATTI/CVS

L(aetus/

FortuneV

Hunter. Panilos. Trans.,

nougn scoreld by

PRALF(ectus)/ V(otum)
M(erito)

Publius Aelius Atticus, prefect,

p.290, ani p.192, N.56, xiv.

Founi at

tne station '

Llle fOI‘L-

tne east end of

' (dorsley), not, as

tne plouga.

Leaf stops.

P(ublius)- AEZL(1ius)-

S(olvit) L(ibens)
pays nls vow to

naverfiela says,

22, 1700, p.657; Horsley,

tne syuzre rocm within

cutside

Probably it was set up la tne private suite

of batns in tne praetorium, for Fortune wias the presliiing

deity of tne bath (A4., 4, viil, p.271), tnougn not

necessarlily tne patroness. of tue regimeantal gambling club

( as Burn._Tne Romans in Britaln, p.145 ).

Tne nomen of tne aeaicator forbidies a pre-

Hadrianic date for tue inscriptlon, and it is lizely that

Atticus was praefeclus of tue conort cf Lingoues.
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Tane last line of Bruce's wocdcut is gquite unreliable,
ani an aiditional L may be detectea {cf. rubbiag)

27. Dean and Cnapter Library, Durnam. (CIL., 434; LS., 629;
DC Cat.; no:R). Small altar, 10 ia. by 6 in. On the
left sije 1ls a boar; tne rignt ls brogen. Tne inscrip-
tion 1s not lllegible but, apart from the first three
letters, quite unlatelligible.

DEC IN/ VCIVY/ VIRIOVI

" "

To tue GOdeceeeeaesneonns

doreley, p.292, ana p.lv2, N.oT, xxi.

23. Dean and Cunapter Library, Durnam. (CIL., 435; LS., 5F£0;
DEC Cal.; n0.9). Broken altar, +C in. by 1% in; plain
sides.

[1(ovi)] O(ptino) M(aximo)/[? ORDLAATI CCii(ortis)/
[ F(iiae)) VARDV[LOR(um)/ C(ivium) R{omanorum)
EQ(uitatae) 9 [(milliariase)/ V{otum) S(olverunt)
L(aeti) L\i:engi) Mierito)

" Tne ? ceanturions of itne first couort of Faitaful
Varaulli, Xoman citizens, 1000 strong, and witn a cavalry
detacnment, erect uihls altar tc Jupiter ian payment of a
vow."

Horsley, p.2%4, and p.152, WN.>7, xxvi.
I'ue cnly uncertialinily la ine reaailng lieg in the
first wori of tne secound line. daverfielia sugzgzested that
tne letter before ATI was possibly L but tue breazage of

tne stone forobids more tnan a ccanjectural rezioration.



IFR
Cn tne requiremeats of spaclag ORDINATI {cf. no.3) nas
been preferred.

Tue first amilliary coanort of Varaulll occurs o:
all tne Britisn iiplomas except taat for 103 A.D., and thne
walcot fragmernt. Anotner iascription from Lancuester
(no.33), snows it to uave been ia garrison tnere c¢c. 175
A.D., wnlle elsewuere it nas left recoris at Castlecary
(CIL., vii, 1096), at a site uear Jeiburgh { JRS., xi,
p.-238, and ( a detacameat only ) at milsczcstle 10 (AA.,

4, ix, p.205). 1Iu vae taoilrd century it was stationel at
Hizn Rocnester (CIu., 103C etc.).

Since botu Castlecary aad il _a Rochester are too
small to coatain a milliar, garrisoa, it may be unat, at
tue time of tue advaace into scotlani, and subsequently
in tue tnird century also, detacazments of tne regiment
were Lo be founa on airfereat sitves, as, in tne secona
‘century, we find a worging-pariy seat out from Lancnester
for service ou tne W#all.

Dean ani Chapter Library, Durnam. (CIL., 430; LS.,

Ch
"NJ
(02

DC Cat., no.1C¢). Tnin goli plate 2% in. by 1% in;
ansate ends., Tuare: noles at ilne top for attacanment.
Puncnei letters.

MARTI/ AVG(usto),/ AVFFIDI/VS AVFI/DIANVS

D(ono) D(at)

[

" Given to Mars by Auffidius Autilianus.”

- M

Discoverei in 1716 (Horsley, p-.291).

Hunter congjectureld tust 1t unald been fastened tc an



30.

31.

RERS)

altar, but it seeme more ligely tnzt tne gift referred

to wae comieciel wilu 2 statue of tae divianity staniine

ir ~ sarine witala itne fort. A similar 'ex voto' plate

w8 founa atiicrned 1o & loose armilla on une wrist of a

frazment ¢f a sllver statue ol Victory At Tuasuill in
1793 (dRS., xvi, pp.9-10).

In tone tulird cenvuary, iMars seems LC nave tadeln
tne pliace of Juplier ag pwiron of ivn: armye. For ilue
popularity of tue former cult at Laacuester cf. nos.30-32.

Dean ani Cnapter Library, Duruam. (CiL., 437; LS., 578;
DC Cat., ao0.11). Small altar, 13 in. by 6% in., sides
plain. Cnly tue first eigut letters are certain.

DEO M/ ARTTssissfsvsvavsnafsvaassses

" 1"

To tue god Marsg..cceeceonen.

I

First recoriei by Horsley (op.cit., p.293), tuls stone
seems (0 be Lne same as tue one noted hy Surtees at
Greencroft (Duriam, II, p.30¢). Neltuner Horsley,
Bruce, nor dlibuer, could proauce a satisfactory reailng
of tue last iwo lines.

Dean and Cnapter Library, Duruam. (CIL., 438; LS., 877;
DC Cat., no« 12). Altar, 12 la. by 6 in; impulur

en the rigant, patera on tune left.

DE0/ MAR(ti) CAV/......

Hunter. Puilos.Traas., 22,17C0,p.€57; Horsley, p.292,
ani p.192, N.56, xviii.

Thue rest of tue inscriptioan was illeglble even 1in

17C0.



32. Dean ana Cuapter Libr:iry, Dursnaa. (CIL., 4%79; LS., 679
DC Cut., ne.13%). Small sltar, 11 ia. by 7 ia: simpulum

o

rigat, pater= left.

1 - -
' To vane goa iars.

nunter, Palloc. ir.us., €Z, 170C, p.&57; morsley, p.2972,
alnd e 1\3'2 y =t Xxvii.
33. Tue Cueslers iuceua, Canollerford. (CIL., %40; L3., 6°8),

Altar, € fu. > in. b
Tae letvteriag is well execuiel, aalx Sctu plala aud
leaf'-siope are vaplcyel.
WWiE{ini)vAVGlusLl)e 2T/ GoudiioYeClaioriie) e I°F(1zae)e-
VARUVLLCRVY,/ C{ivium)*aiombucrda)e sgl uitatne)s OO
(milliarige) SVB AN/TISTIO ADVLN/TCLiG{ato)r2VG{ucti)e

Pix(o)eP{raetcre)/ F(lavius) [ITIA.V5 ZAIB(uaus)/

(Lie) s{ue) [Blan)]

" . = 5 .y y e - - . L iy R | .
mreclLed, al uls owi eXpease, L0 Lae Alviaily of

vle —npelcl’, a.d vue _‘_t-;l..i’c cf wae firsiy .'T;llll'll",

conort of Varaulll, oy Flavide i1itiadus, comnaaier of

- - S : p L o e o T, & . -y : T ] + 4 3 A5 . L '
Lie conort ia Lue SUVerlorsialp cf Aulistise Asventus.,”
Fouud witnia tae forv ia 173%.. nuitecainsou.

Duruamn,ll, p-3c4).

For ivue Verdulli, a:nid anotaer deldleation by

'y ~~ 2
“+ 8l &«

o

Titinaus cf. ncs.
Adveutus wag goveraocr of britalua g. 175 A.0.

(Rivterling. Fasti ces r. Deutscula.d, p.7+).

34. Tne Black Gate Museum, lewcastle., (CIL., ++1; L3., C&1;

BG Cat., 48). Peiestal, 22 in. by 10 in. Leaf stops.
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U0/ BILVALC/ #AxC(us/*DIDIVS/ PROVINCIALIS
Blene)F(iciariue)  CO(u)3(ularie)s/ Viotum)-3(clvit)-
Liibeas)* Liaetus/ M{erito)
" Marcus Diaius Proviacliallis, coasular beueficlary,
pays nis vow to tue god Silvanus."
Hodgzson. Poens, p.105.

35. Dean ani Chapter Library, Duranam. (CIL., 442; Ls., 638
DC Cat., no.14)., Small altar, 12 in. by 2 in., eides
plain.

DEOQ/ VITiiri)

" To Vitiris.

Hunter. Pnllos. Trans., 22, 17CC, p.557; Horsley, p.292
aud 9- lJa' N|5D, xixo

For. tue cult of Vitlris cf. naverfieli ian AA., 3,

Xv, p.22 ff., aad Colliagwood. Roman Britain etc., pp.

268“5.
36. Tne Britisn Museum. (CIL., 4+3; LS., €92). Small
altar, 16% in. oy 2 in. Tue 1lasi tLwo lines are

uncertain.

D(eae)/ VICTORIZ/ VOT(um)/eeeaves/oncosoo

n "

To tue golaess Vicloryje.eoe..
Hodgson. Poems, p.1Co.
Hubzer's restoration of liues 4 and 5
SVL(picius) ? M(eritc) 5(olvit) Liibens)
1s suspect.
37. The Black Gate Museum, Newcastle. (CIL., 444; LS., €91;
EE., IX, 113+; BG Cat., 58). Small altar, 16% in. by

7+ in. A flage unas remcved tue ends of all tue lines.

" =" =y



33.

356
Lises 1 and 2 are well cut; lines 3 and 4 are toc pocrly
cul Lo be legilible.
DEC/ VITIR(Y ..THAV../..POI..

" "

To tlie god Viviriseeooovove
Collingwoold's readii.y, <ivea above, 1s tc be preferrei
L0 previous readlngs, altuousa 1t is no more iatelligible

tauan toey after tune Jirst iwc liaes.
Dean and Cuapter Library, Durazno. {CIliey 465 T8, TOO:
DC Cat., no. 10). Alusate gritstoae slab, 34 ia. by

23 in. Tne letvverias is sligutly smaller tnan taat of

n0.39, but better preservel. Plain ani leaf-stops.
- 1 - - "
I/P(erator)* CAESAR *M\arcus) *ANTONIVS RDIANVS.
" o , . -~
Plius)eF(elix) «AVG(ustus)e+/ PRINCIPIAET ARVAMEL/
-

TARIA CONLAPSA ReoTIT IV/IT+PiR MASCILIVMFVSCV.
LoG(atum)+/ AVa(usti) Prio) *Pi(actore) CVRANTA-
Mlarco) AVR(elio) s/ VIKIIC *Pi(aefecto)eCOri{oriis).
I-L(ingonun).GOi(aianae/®
Tne =mperor Goralan restorel iae neai-guarters and
armouries (of tue fort) by ilune ageicy of Maecllius
Fuscus, governor of tue provliuce; Llne work wag super-
vised by M. Aurelius @uiriuaus, cona=zader of tune first
couort of Liugones, Goriian s Own.Y
Found witnin tne fort ia 1715.( Hunter. Pal

Trans., 30, 1717, p. 701; Gordon. Itin. 3Sept.,
Aiiitions pp.12-27; Horsley, p.2¢C, aadl p. 192, N.

Like no.39, this inscripticn reccrrds rebuilding at
Lancuester in tne reign of aordlan. foreover, the fact

tnat the calef buildings of tue fort, tae principia and



39.

5

balneum are specified as uaving been under repair at tals

perioi, suggesiLs lLnal Laere uad re€ell 4¢c previocus
re-occuration of tne site in Lue tnlrd century.

Tne first coucrt of Lingones appears o.. Lae
diplomas for 105 ani 122 A.D., and in the secondl century
¥ was In garrisca atl wuigu tocnester (ClL., 1041). Being
of quingenary type, lis preseuce in a fort previocusly
ueld oy a milliar; couwort(no.22) woula oe difficult to
account for, ulless we were 1LCc assume 2 reiuction in
tue slze of uvue fort, or te lafer taat tue Liagones
were o.ly a unit ol Lue garrisca. Tne latier inference
seems tLc be correct (cf. no.47).

Tnere 1s no otner recora cf Fuscus, ilue goveraor,
but Quiriaus' name occurs on LWo oluer inscripticns
{nos. 3¢ ani 111).

No doubt inis elab stoocd 14 tne priacipia itself
(compare tne building stone from Reouga Castle, 22., IY,

1241; Macdonald. Zoman wall in Scodtiand, p.412).

Tne armameataria were probably tune rcooms flangliiug

tne court-yard of itne ueald-yuarters bulliing.
Dean and Cnapter Library, Durnam. \CIL., 445; LS., €72;

DC Cat., no. 13). Ansate gritstone slab, 31 in. by

19 in.
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- -~ e P .
IvP(eratvor)e CAES(ar) M {arcus) Ail(onius)e GOROIA/ITVS

4 :-‘ / b ” "—-.'1 1 ¥ 11 =A -
Py 1US)'F(elix)‘:k'fﬁ\uﬁh.lﬁ)’_'_‘.-'"'1..4.11.- I1+CV r/ DASILICA A

T M- ar T ﬂ T vt > 2 T +*TT 5 Ty P - 1~
BQLO INSTRVXIT/ P2 £Gi(atium) LVCIL{JAnVi:LEG{atun)
- P = .ﬂ P— I
AVG(usti)/PR(0)* Pit(aetore ) CVRELIIZ M(arco) AVi(elic)/
-, i . . . . -

QVIRINC PR(a)EFi(ecto) COnlorvis)eI L({iugcnum) 3CR(dianae)

" Tue zmperer uoraliail erectea 4 datu-iouse ana basilica,
ltarougn the agency of cDgnatius Lucilianus, governor of tue
proviince; tane worL was supervised by M. Aurelius Quirirnus,

commanier of tuae first coaort of wi.cones, Goriians' Own."

il

Founa abouuv 100 yarae from tue fort, on the east
siie. (Huaver. Puilos.Truas., 22, 1700, p.€57; Horsley,
p-239, andp.192, N.25, xi).

fiils stcue previies a siguificant clue to tvne site of
tiue batn-ucuse, as yE€L uilexcavailed. fue pbasilic: appesars

Lo uave beei lLae entrance-uall in viae same building.
Lucilianue, tune legate, is mentioned on a tniri
century inscription from di,u nccuester (CIL., 1030), but
tiue chronology of aos.33 aund 39 is in doubpi. It is o
be expecield, uowever, lLuaal tue reccusiructicn or vue
principla would preceae bullding outslie tue [ort.

The conort nis vue suffix Gerdlzna in accoriance

witn talrd ceatury practice (cf. Cueesman. Auxilia, p.47).

40. Dean and Cnapter Library, Juraam. (CIL., 447; Ls., 703;
C Cat., rno.17). Large cruamenival slab, 54 in. by 2?4 in.,
brogen in ilue centre. A ceatral wreatn of oax leavesg,

conialulng Lne lascripiica,ana‘a voar( tue baize of ine
Lwentletu legiaa),is supgorved oy Lwo winged Vicuories,

each witn one foot on a glebe, ana ucliing tue palnm. Tne



desisn 1s xzooa, 2aa Lue execullon vigorcus. Leaf-stops.

LEG(10)/ XXeV{aleria)eViieirix)es/ Fac{it)

" Zrectea by wue uwentlietu leglon, called Valsria

Vietrix."™

aunter. Pa

1ilos.frans., 22, {700, p.b57; Horesley, p.2¢1
ains pe 1

N S vk e 1 .
2, H.56, xvi.

O

itie Laplelu proopably slLooi cver 3 «.uiweway, Oor 1li
one of tue priacipal pullilu.s of wvue fort, ani tue siyle

of tue lettering ls su_gestive c¢f secoald ceimtury date,

For a sizilar represenivatloin of wiangea Vietories, inferior

a

in execdtlod, compare a iistance slan from tuae Scot

ct
[
L&)
I
[

-'Irﬂll ; .'.TZ.CQO.l'}.lJ. GJGC}-‘U- 3 :Jlaue .vai, .’LO-?‘.

3 n Vnioy TNy g T B T - .
+1. eall 03 'uu':_r)'a..t:l‘ 121 OY ...IJ g ~dI'iille ;C_'._.. g HFCTH Linge g e3 ’
Yy - - = - ] o] - - 2 iy ~ X
JC Cats, [1G. 18).. CEaudI'lal EL0.c, I» in. Sy [ in.

due inscripoioa is compleie.

il b | T
Lhun, 0"t J i

1 . ‘ . Y - 1 "
Tane first couoscri ocuilt tuls.

7 , w - 73
4; J.&L':Eler’ AJ":;‘:‘\’

wn

1 -— - - 5 5 -~ P
Hunter. Puilos.Traue., 22, 1700, p.6

and p. 192, dN.50, xiii.

+3. Lost. (CIA..! ’ '++:‘; L. ' |"C“*) o Ceaturinl sio.e.
cd: vIII/D CPPI PROCVLL

" The century of Jppiae Prccuaius of tue elguta conor

c*

in.]-L LlLlSl'

Hibuer's reaaing : ﬁhl. VILII soes noct agree

witu tane woodcut ia Lwe Laplaaridm.

+3. Lost. (CIL., 118%; L5., 7Cl1). Liilestoas.

N 4

D{omino) Nyvostiro) /s ILiPleratori) i{arco) AuT cule)/



+4.

"+5.

40.

47.

LN At o . . |y 1 - - o, Ay * A opy 4 -
LZwrecLea o) S 1ord Lae LTpelrlr . A1V CI1US

Gorilaaus, tue Gocd Fortuuate."”

-
[
-
(4]
Lo

Seen first by Hatcailuson in 1783 oa iane roali-si
tue fort (Suraam, II1, p.363).

cf. a similar nilesitonie from rFord, anear Cuiderlani
(no.114). Cihers set up la Jordlan's reilgn aave
been foundi at Eltterne (2&., IX, p.633%), Port Talbot
(2., IX, p.634), ani Scalesceugu (Ci., 2, xvi, p.222).
Lost. (LS., 690; EE., IV, ©76). Fra.ment of 2an altar.
DEC oo
" To Lue godesess

Lost. (2E., IX, 1137)- Cenivurial stcne.

D I"l.....-

1" n

The century of Neeeeoooo,

Founi in 18¢7. {(PsAN., %, viii, p.18).

3Ty

Tne Black Gate useum, Newcastle. s2., IX, 1136; BG Cat.,

198). Fragmeut 10 ins. sguare.

Bisssnf I.1Bs e oo fCBL. voeef CANL,
daverfield's reaaing 1s rejected by Collingwood who
declares tue lettering to be unlatelligible.
Lanchuester Cuurcu. (££., IX, 1135). Altar, 53 in,
aign, 24 in. wiae, witn socketeld base 1Y in. deep.
Not only one of tue most lmpcriant, butl one of tne most
spleniii inscriped stones found 1la tae county. Tne
lettering ie large (22-3 in.) and well _reservei, and

besides the customary sacrificlal vessels on eltner

slde, there is a profusion of secmeirical ornament



J6 7/

(Fige. 34 and %5) in man, respecis similar to tnat on
tne Risingnim altar (LS., 606), ana on tne Bywell frag-

ment (PSAN., 2, x, p.15%)

DEAE GAR/UANGABRI/ T H(umini) GARDJ/ANT AVG(usti)
N{ostri) PR[Y SAL{ute)sVEX(illaviocals)s SVEBO/HVMe

LON(gzovicianorun): GOZ(dianorum)*VO/TVife SCLVIRVNT*

" Dedicated, 1a payment of a vow, Lo tne goidess
Garmaingabls and tue diviiity of tue Zmpercor Gordiian,
by a vexilliation of Suebi, Gordizn's Own, stationed
at Lancuester.
Discovered iua 10¥3, about 400 yards nortn of uhe
fort. Tae altar and base were fouid Logetner, s0 that
we may presume tue; stocd nere in Xoman times.{cf. AA.,
2, xvi, pp.313-327; AJ., L, p.-203).
Tnere nas been a ualf-ueariei atiempt tc erase
tne name cof tne emperor and, as oily one otier 1iuastance
of tue erasure of Gordian's uame is attestei (CIL., 1iii,
4644), Haverfield suggested taat tuls may have been ione
in error. One .1otes tnat uc atiempt nas been made to
Suffix
erase tue tiese Of Lue reglueut.
Tne Suebl, a uermail triope, were possibly recrulted

suortly before tue relgn of Gerdian (Zangemelister. leue

Heidelberger Jaarbucuer, 1ii, 1393, pp.1-16). Fronm

the tnird century onwards Luae term vexillatlo nas a new
slgnificance. Instead of represeating a purely

temporary detacament from one or more reglmenis, it may
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w
O

51,

362

rnow describe a permaneat cavalry regimeat levied,
drillei, aad armed on afpribal basls, and corresponiiag
to tne infaailry nuneruds.

Iu spite of aaverfiela's iuaeciesicn, it is

d1fficult aot to expand Lon 1o Longoviciazorum , and to

ascsume iLaat we ave asre corroborative evidence for

equating waacnester #iin tne Loiagovicium of wne Notitia

Dignitatum.

The Blacz Gate Museum, dewcastle. (CIL., 1344 c; LS.,
c75). Small altar, 12 in. by 7 in.
DEO M/.C.RSE
Tunis is Colliaswooi's readlag, improviag upon those
of tane Corpus,aud tne lLapiiarium. Tae meaning is
obscure.
Lost. (Hoagson. poems, p.118). Fragment of & tombstone.
v v ol 5 0 o $WEin o » oMo iifl s o BDRG . auHuns 5 0nn Iew o X
oo o IVI..
Founa in 1305. Tue reaslig canaol be restored.
Two builliing stoues, eacu 12 in. by € in., pointed out
to me in May. 1937, by Yr. n. Spards bullt up into a
fieldi wall con uvue aortu slie of Caager Bank just below
the fort.
(a) X (b) w
Sunderlandi Museum. (JR3., xxvil, p.24°). Antefix of
terra-cotta, © in. long, 5 ia. wide. It bears a nead
in relief, aud tue luscriptlioa:

SEVERI
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cf. Fig. 33, and PSAN., 4, vii,pp.255-6. Jo reference
to the emperor of tunatl name 1s 1mplied.

Ia 1821 aa altar was found on Dyx2 Hook Fell, some
three miles west cof Lancuaester, near tne catcnment of tue
nortuaern aqueiuct. I am indebted to Mr. 0.G.S.Crawfori,
F.5.A., for tue follcwlng uote on tne discovery frcm the
Ordnance Survey Recoris of 1295:

" Tne altar 1s about turee feet nign, aanl eiguteen
incnes by twelve lncues: tue ilascription, wualcu is on the
front, beling partly obliterated. B..E.Balleney, Esq.,
who 1s a menber of tne Arcaaeological Society of Durnam
and Nortnumberlandi, says tnat lue Presiient { tue xevi.
Dr. Greenwell, of Souta 3alley, Lurmam ) and otaer memvers
nave 1luspected tae altar ani acifuowledge it to be of
unioubtei antiquity.......... 1t 1ls now standiag on tne

0l

private grounis near tne resliaence of tne above (Z.W.Z.
Balleney), 'Little Greencroft. "

Tne altar is now lost, but Mr.G.Haughan, tne
present owner of Litile greencroft, believes itnat it is

built into one of tne garden walls and nldden by 1ivy.

Searcn 1s, ucwever, Lo be made luls sunner.

Notre.

In aidition ito the inscriped stones recorded above,
a number of sculptures and uninscrloed altars nave been
found at Lancnester from Lime to time. Many of tnese
were presented to the Blacg Gate Liuseun, Newcastle, by
Canon Wm. Greenwell in 1909 (AA., 3, vi, p.xviii), and
nave been describei in tne most recent catalogue of tuat
collection (AA., 4, ii, pp.104-120).



b1/
Ebchester,
53. The Rectory Garien, ibcuester. (CIL., 457; LS., $64).
Altar, 1 fi. by ¥ in.
DEO M/ARTE Ei N(uaini)/ AVG(usti) N{ostri)

To Mars ani tne divinity of our Emperor."

Misread by Hutcnlason, wno first records tne iascription
(Qurnam, II, p.433). Correctedi oy Bruce (Lap. Sep.) wao
rigutly dlsregarded tne final E {? leaf stop) shown on the
Vi C(_,'icut .

JARTE 1s rustic. The dedlicatlon 1s most ligely third

century (cf. no.29).

1

54. Dean and Cnapter Library, Duraam. (CIL., «+23; LS., 665;
£8., IX, psHT72; DC Cat., no.24). fne lower left-hand
corner of a deaicatvion slab, 12 ia. by 22 in.
DEAZ)/ shicTas MINEJVAE “IVL(ias) GREAECI/NVS .
ACTARIVS/ COH(ortis)e IILi-BiEveouviy anToninIifiorvy
V{otum) S(oivizﬂ Liibeus) s Linetus) ti{erito)
"

Dedicatea to tne noly goddess Mi.erva by Jullus

{ Graecinus, quarter-master of ine fourtua couort of

Breuci, callei Antoniniana."”
Removed from a barn wall 2t =bcaester 1la tue early
elganteenta century. Horsley mistakenly ascribes
it to Carvoran (Horsley, p.233).
An important lascriptlon aiviesti:ng tne
presence of tne fourtn couort of Breucl al zpcuester

between tue years 214-217 A.J. Tae llimits for the use

of tue title Antoninlana applied tLc Britlsn regiments

unier Caracalla nave been suggesied by Birley (AjA., <+, xi,

p.131), modifying Milier (Arcuaecloyla, LXXVIII, p.15C).

dai the inscription been set up uader slagabalus we sunould



5

-

5. Dean and Cnapter Library, Duruan. (CIL., 455; L3., 6o

365

nave expectea to find tae nonorary; title eracsei.

Tne fourtu qulngeanry ccuwori of Breucl 1s lucladea
in tune diploma for 122 A.D. Numercus tiles stamped by
tnis regimsat uave peen fouul at Slack, iu +orksuire
(Z2., VII, 1127 witu CIo., 12%1), waere iue excavators
conclulied tuat ine sive was apanioned " probably carly
in Haiarian's reigu, possivly as late as 14C a.D." (Slaex,
p+€5). Ligntu is turown ou tnils by aa iaseriptiocu from

Bowes (Clu., 275) sel up in tvwue reign of dadarian by a

fourtn conort wiocse rname (28 0L survivez Did;,fOil.'i Lue

initlal letter. Tils letter is glven as F, but as no
conors IIII F.... is recorded in Britala it is probable
Lnat tne Breuci are referred tc. For a furiuer woctice

of tue cohort at =bcuaester cf. nc.sc.

lne otmer prluclpal leatlures of lus luscriptlon,
notably tue raug of tuae adoudocr, and lue aeadlcztion to
Minerva, are parallellel o. an altar frca Gir“arvon, and
nave been so exuaustlively udlscussed py Dr. .aanezler s
(Segontium, pp.125-7) tuat no furtuer comment 1ls deemel

necessary.

W

O

DC Cat., no.2%5).  Small alvar, 16 in. by 7 in. Ca tue
siies are a biri {lefi), and a boar (rigut).
— -~ &
DEO/ VITIRI/ YAXIWV/S V(otum) S{olvit)
" Deilcated by Maximus to the ged Vitiris."
i
First recoriei, iuexactly, iu Gipson's Camaens

Britannia, 1722, col. ?55. norsleyQCOPPECLly real aad
interpreted tue stone (igcreley, p.238).
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The ruienese of tue ilusceripticua,

cf tue dedicator are uvypic:l feat

o vola.ries
Vitiris, wnose awiiars were nainl
::L‘_" 4’ }:J‘-i’ pl,‘ogtq"g“%}o

Lost. (CIL., 450). Centurial

COH(crs) V

fne Tiftn ccucrt buillt U

sixtu leglcocn wuose presernce aiu =
nos (1
(CIL., 461). Ceavurial stoue.

(a)

[b)

T

COH(orvis) V/ Veeoou 1
COf{oivis) V/ WAKIIAL
(a)

Huteninson is the au

y civilians (cf.

westeld,

a..d tue single aame

ures of tue cult

stone.

u.is - "

a cowort of tae

bcuestler is atltesile. vy

taoritvy for tnls stoue

L1

wnicu e saw in tne wall of aanctuer ucuse in
Sbenester {(Duruam, I1, p.+33). nlbner says tuat
dutetilason propceged tue readiug CLH V/ LiG.VILVIC ,
oul tuis is ot Lae case.

(b) Bruce {L3., o©71) uotes tuls iluscriptiou
" cver itue zcor of & peer-acuseé , aau redders 1u Conors
V _Centurla ?Martialis

Ver; probabl, Lue egale sicide lo relerred Lo. 1

l'e
iuave traced ia&a cotiage a littl

Rectory, at preceual occdpleld U,

is overgrown by creeper I uave U

reading.

2 tc tue wesi of vue

Mises putl as 1iuv

filiie,

eell uuaple Lo clecd Lue



58. Tae cadrcu porecn, Ebcnester. (CIL., 462-3; LS., 674).
Centuri-l stone, I ft. by 2 1in.

D VAR(¢siiius)

n '

Tae ceatury of TVarsidius built tuis.’
First recoraei by dutculiuson wiao glves Lae correct

reaiing (DJurasm, Il, p.433). Bruce reais D VAL (4all,2,

—

p.317), so tual Hubner woundereli vwaelner taere were not
two stones, bul tnere 1ig uc doubl tuat tue exisitiag

inscription is tue one egeen by Bruce (cf. nc.59).

~
st

Bullt intn tue wall of tne lycn-gate 2t sbcuester

w
\
.

Cuurcn. (CIL., 464; LS., 073). Centurial stone, 17
ia.lo UJ' ;_) ii-l.-
3 V:‘L;T.SI;)I .LU.Q- I

LA 1

ine ceuvury of Varsiaius Jusius built tuls.’
Formerly bullt up in aa Cut-uouse near wue Reclcry
(Bruce. #all, 2, p.317). It wiige removed wiiu ouuers
(incluiing no.53) by tne Revi. d. Liavuwalie 1a 1370,
anl placed in its present poslitloi.
60. Lost. {(CIL., 465). Centurial stone (?).

ISVC/ CHOD

\n

Horsley, p.279, ana p. 192, N.55, 1x.
Unintelllgible.
§1. Built up lato tane wall of uvue lycu-gate. (CIL., 4o0).
Fragment 8 in. by 3 1u.

1

dutcainson. Durnam, 1I, p.432.



\n

(0]

66.

¥itn no. 58. {(CIL., 467). - Fragmeant £ in. by 4} in.

idorsley, p: 2839, andi p. 192, N.55; X.
Caurcnyara wall, Zbcuesier. (CIL., 4c8). Builiing -

sLone.

dorsley, p.239, anid p. 192, WN.55, X.

Lost. {CIL., 469). Iunscribei fragmeut.

203 p.192, N.52, vii.

Horeley's diffiient readlsng uun(inibus) Cece(ani ob)

vit(am servatam) cannct be accepted.

Dean and Caapter Library, Duraam.. (CIL., %70; LS., ouy;
2C Cat., no.25%). Small stone, pernaps a fTiuial. 16 in

liign; on one siade

aAVso

" Farewell."

dunter, Pailos.lraas., 23, 1702, p.1129. Gibson
mistagenly atiributes it 1o Laucuaesier ( Britannia,
1722, col. S5% ).

K%

Lost. (CIL., 1229; L3., €70)« Tile.

(cod{ors) INIL Bif{eucorum)
" Tae fourtu coucrt of Bredci maae tuls.”
Hubner, follo.lnug Bruce, gives tue stamp [cQd I

BR, but tne restoraticn by Clchcrius 1s 1o pe preferrei

on tae evideince of nc.54.
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67. Tue churca porca, Ebcuesver. (zE., IV, o77; LS., 668
Altar, 19 ia. by 9 1ia.
DEO / VZIERI / 0SC
To the god Vitiris .... "
Founi in 1373 4uring aiditlons to Lae caurcuyari.
daverfield read DEOC VITIRI, bui tune ruboing
clearly sucows tue suime coifusicn witu tae aidjective

velus notel elsewnere 1.1 comaection witu tanis cult

( Collingwoci and ‘iyers, p.2638).

o8, Witn ao. 87. (££., VII, $31). Altar, 3¢ in. ulga;

eagle ani secutior on itue left slae, palera
Only tne first 2nd lasyu linee are legible.
Ilovi) Of ptiimo) Mlaxtmo)fs.icsssfosissssfisivas)f
cessees/ V(iotum) Svolvit) L(ibeias) M(erito)
"

To Jupiter, Best aud Greatetlesececes,

Discoverea auriig restoration of tuae caurcu iu 1

(§5)
-
(5]

(PSAN., 2, 111, p.55).

[eR
0

. With no. 67. (2E., VII, 922). Fragmeit of tune last
line of a deiication.
Bahim e & Wed [‘J\Gt.u;n) .;'»(olvlt.)] L{iveus) M(erito)

{0 ‘Wiun no. o7« (=2B., VII, 923). Fra:meut. Ine

reaiing gilven iu Lue zpueneris spl rapuica 1is

anintelligicle, ana tne lascription seems Lo De
practically illegible.

71. Cnestere Museum, Cuollerford. (=s., VII, 1122 a).
Tlie, 15 in. by © la.

L2G(10) VI vi{icirix)

S cn tue rigat.



044

Tue sixtu legion muae tuls."

1

-
]
.

In Lne possesesion of Mr.Laua-r, Sbeuaester. (JRS.,

xvii, pp.214-15). Fragment.
.o, ﬁTIboC .. ®

Note oa LS., %67.

fwo alvars, uow &t iasteracres, uear Suotley
Briize, are lncluiea ancagel Lue sbcuester sLones in tue
Lapiiarium Septentrinuale. nrooppell ligewise lists tuem
in nis account of Romaa Ebinester [lleasuam, pp.126-T7), but
Haverfield nas demonstiratel tnat boia aliars come fromn
dousegteads, anl tnet tae chcaestier traliitloun ls merely
tnat of uiae nearest Roman site (AJ., xviill, pp.144-8;
PsAll., 5, v, p.74C).

Cuester-le=-street.

73. Tue Blacgk Gute Museum, Newcastle. (ClL., 452; LS., S41;
BG Cat., 4). Upper pari of a saall altar, 9 in. by 2
in.

DEG APOLLLE )T LENIG. « o/ o sein woie

" "

To ApOCllOseccosvesvios,.ane

Fouud nortn of tue fort witu acs8.7+ anx 75 {Ad., 1, 1,

\O

p«292).

ITne reaiin. of line 2 is doubtful ani its meaalng quite

Al el

uncertain; LG II A{ug) has been reai, but seems
unjustified,” (Colliagwocd. 3G Cat.).

74. Tne Black Gate Museum, lNewcastle. (CIL., +53; LS.,
54%: BG Cat., ©7). Small altar, i@ ia. by © in.
. DEO DI/G +oeseGN/ BANNOAIL/wevvooen

" "

:J_.o tllle 501 ;:'i::‘;l.-li.l

Founi witn nc.73.



Collingwoocd's reailag aiffers in tue sscond aal tuira
lines frcm previous reaiings, and is to be preferred.
llo satiefaction can be obtaiaed from linee 2, 3, or 4.

5. <{ue Black Gate ‘fuseum, Newcastle. (CIL., 454; L3.,

-

542; BG Cat., 53). Small alvar, 14 1ia. by 7 in.
DiaB u)e/ VIT(iri)svs/ V1IAS/ VAUKI
" To tae Dege Vitires......."
Founa wita ac. 73.
Lnte inecripiiocn is remargaple ag magiag tue
deities femiulne. wine + gas beeil Liaou.ul LC coutalia a

reference uLc lie sear, bul no saivilsfaciory readlag of lae

last Lwo llnes aag been pat forwarad.

Lor!

76 Losts [(CIi., 4555 LO+; S44%)s Bullaiaz suone, 1 fu.

LiG II AV
" Tne secocnd legion, callea Augusta, oullt tais.

2]

Fodna in 1550 on vue eite cf

- . L .y . % IS | g - H
wiue ¢ oHuni-uiuCdse ouilLslae

PO e W3yt ~ - s Py P33 ’ j ; leke]
Lie SOULuL 1riep.drlt Gl Lue 1ol'b VESAn., 1, 1, :4.1_._).

ey

- - . . it " o O vy T F 11 Tl g .
T7T. Tane Parisa Cuwurcu, Cuesier-le-sSireet. (ClL., 4Ze; LS.,

45).  Altar, +5 ia. algu, 12 in. wide; tae luserlp-

-

\n

tion was re-aregsea cefore it (cualld De read.

eD(is) Mlanibus)/ SINM/ VIXIT/ ANWIS/* X
DIGIIss ] il

" In memory Of....ee. Wuo livel LG lue ace of 25.

Founi iun a field 300 yards soutu of Lu€ cudrcu

iv, p.2%1).



%

732. Tue Blacz Gate Museum, Hewcastle. (28., VII,

O
(8 9]
i

BG Cat., 35). Alvar, 21 ia. by 11 in. '
DZ0/ UARTI/ COUDATI Vialerius)/ (p)«CB(L)ivs HYO/
o0 -1\II' f ) el AYars -"'.‘-‘-‘.c“) X W3 4
54 4T gVIS V(otum/) Siolvit) Liibene) M(erito)

Jealcateld tvo Mars Conialls b; Valerlus Problaus ou

beaalf of almself ana ails famiiy."

Fcuni near tue Cong Lurn ia 1286 " aboutl 5C or

00 yards to tae west of tue streel wnicu passes tne

Rozaa 3t .viloa uuere, anl abocut 300 yards Lo tne nortua of

iv " (AA., 2, xii, p.2%%). Coliingwood (BG Cat.) azs

confusea tals wlitn ao. 79.

m c

I.ae lame of tun: L:3lcaior 1ls not quite certain,
for Lvue existluy letters are clear aunl vue spaciag aoes
not allow us Lo presume taat an, uave vaanlsuaed.

For .ars Conaatis cf. :0.2.

7S. 1ue Blacz Gale lMuseum, Hewcastle. (£2., 235; BG Cat.,
60). Altar, 23 in. ni.u, 7in. wiae.
D20/ VITI/RI D/VIn/H0 V{otua) S(olvit)
n

Duiano deaicates tuls to Vitiris."

Fouud ia 1386 in a well " outsiie of tue Roman statlion,
201 near 1lis nortn-west aagle " (AJ., xliv, p.121).

Tne single non-<oman nane of tue ijedicator,
indicative cf lew birta, agrees well witn our snowledge
of tne cult of Vitiris walcu seems 1o nave manie its appeal
to tne humdle folg lu Lue vicl ratuer iLuan Lo tuae
personnel of vne army.
80. Tune Parisu Churcl, Cuester-le-Street. (zZ£., VII, 9%).
Risnt=-nani slie of a bullilig lascriptlon, 2 L. algh

and 18 in. wide; tue letteri.y, except in liae 7, is



Sys
2 ia. nich, set witain a moulield borier flandei oy tue
pelta oraaament.
Eoovooe e dil/loeealllQNINIt/E seones .j:?;uxix{criu-'n}%{ae)/
G caqvan JOVXET/A « oo vesneBOLO STNVE v vorsosie D TANT®

uﬁu{aLikf[§V&{as;l)'PR{o)-PK(aezore\-dAﬁ;;{c)'fz'dl-

AJVLLI“{3)'C{ou)5\alipus)

EUJSJ aenr vae ?uurcn ia 1273 (Ad., xxxvii, p.153;
.'kixﬂt., e | x’ E}301?3-9 .

So mucn of tue iexl appears Lo uave peen lcst
(cf. line 7) twat it is imposelible t0 aadisriide a complete
realiag. Lue lasceriptiod, aowever, eviisently ccamenor.ies
tne coastructlion of an aqueluci by a cavalry; garrisoa,

{ numerue eguitum cn tae analogy of 8., III, 96). cecupyin

Ciiester-le-Sirretl in tae jsear 210 A.D. iue same of uue
reginent uag been lest, bui it apparentl; bore tne title
Antoniniaua wulici wag supseydenily erased from vue stone,
possibly owlny 1o Lue uipopularity of wmlagabulus,ia wuose
reigin tue title was retvalned.

As naverfield poinved out, tizre seens 1o be a

refereace to tne territorium cf tue garriscu. inls term,

not iafrequeatly usea as iefinin. tue limits of pasturage of
a legion, seems L0 be replaced by iue synouym prata in tue
case of an auxiliary unit (cf. AE., 1935, p.2, no.13), but
tnere is no reason wuy tue terns snouli 1oL de inver-
caangeable.

The legate's name 1is unxacwn.



e

1. Tne Black catve Mascun, lHewcastle.
Small altar, 9%} in. by T7: in.
pAsAEMYS VITIR/IBVS/ VITALIZ/ [V{otum) 3{olvit)
Liioens) Mierico)
" To tne Deae Vitlires, Vitalls pays a vow."
23, Tue Blacz Gate lNMuseum, Newcastle. (BG Cat., 143).
Stone resembling itne centurial zind; 132 in. by
la an ansate panel are tuae Tirst fcur letters of an
ilacompletle luscripiiou.
NaMI

23. Sunierlaai Museun. Tile suamp.

ABOACI
Found aear tue Secondary Scunool in 19231. Lae

readliug is unecerialn.

ooutil oSrilelis.

84, Asanolean Museum, Oxford. (CIiL., 4z0; LS., 537).
Altar of buff freesioue, 50 in. vy 25 ia. Patera aud

praefericulum cn tae rigat side, cultur aul securie on

toe left; oa tue Dack is A vase of crater suape.
CONSERVATO/RiB(us)+ PRO SALV{te)/ IMPleratoris)e.
C(aesaris) Miarci) AVigl(ii‘/ ANTONINI/ AVG{usti)
Brll(annici) Na7{inl)/[ET IuP(eratoris) C(aesaris)
P(ublii) F/[(ptimii) GEZTAE AVG(usti))/.ecee...

..RENS/ OB ReDITV(m)/ Viotum) 5(olvit)



4%7?7

"

Smperor Marcus Aurelius Antonlnus, Britanuicus faximus,

andl of tae Emperor Publius Septimlius Geta, by .....reus,

for tueir safe retura, i. fulfillmeni of a vow."

Lister. Pailcs.Trans., 1672, xiii, p.70, pl. 1.

Tfue above readiag, ioproviusg upcu those of tue

Corpus and Lapiiarium, is given by Collingwood in a paper

devoted to tuls luscriptiou( A4., 7, xx, pu.55-52).

It is polaied out tuat tane altar is a de:lcatica

tue welfare of Caracalla ani Geta oa tuelr retura voyuage

from Britain to Gaul; tuat it aust, taerefore, uave bpcell

setl up between 211 a1 212 A.D.; and tuut vue uname of

Geta uas been eraseld after uls deatu. Tae prcobavlity is,

moregver, taat tae twe emperors embargkeld from Souinr Suiel

a new point.... in tue alstory of Tyneslie salppling.
D5 Lost. (CIL., 497). Fragmeutu of a toabsicne.
[0(is)] 1{aaibus)

LL "

In memory of. cceceoe
Hersley, p.237, ana p.192, N.54, 1ii.
14 in. t, 8 1n.

JccvLvs PP

Founi ia 1876. Tuere geems Lo be nc founiation for

tne subsequent liane V S L M, sacwn Ciui Lue wocdcut

accompany ing Bruce's paper (AA., 2, x, p.2+3).

Deaicutei to the Preservers, for tue safet; of uine

| 9

"

86. Soutu Suields Museum. (ZE., II1, ©7). Sanistone slab,

.
.

7. Soutu Snleldis Museum. (EE., III, 98), Centurial stone,

14 in. by 7 in.
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1.

32.

e
"several tombe" (2., loc.cit.

3 /é

D VTisosssnas

" "

Tne ceavury of Veoooooos Dulll luls.

Founi iu 1875 (AA., 2, X, D.247).

Soutn Snlelae Museun. (£2., LII, 1

(%]

po.__o_()o ;j-LES.

(_
C
pa
CJ
pes
N
=t
el
-
[
(@]
]
=
i3
S

" Tas fiftn couwort of Gaule 1aie vule.

cf. ac. 105,

Soutft Salelis Museud. (E8., III, 122 b.). Fragmneatu,
5 1ua. by o in.
....J%ﬁ.....njc
da., 2, X, P47,
Soutn Sulelds Museum. (EZ., IV, 672). Upper part of a

Ltocmbstone, 29 in. by 1¥ in.

o

D(ie) tM{anibas)/ IVLI[

" "

In memory of Jullus.......

Founi tan 18/(C near tuae

P

na of Bata Streetl witn
). ¢f. ooppell. Nat. Hist.
Trains.N.ani D., vii, p.3%.

Soutn Shields Museum. (E=., IV, ¢79). Cn a fracmeat
of sanistone:
SEJILIS
AA., 2, x, p.248.
Souta Snielis Museum. (zx., IV, 713 a.). ‘omobstone,
4 ft. by 2 ft. © in. e leceases 1s representeld,

sitting on a wicger-word cunalr la a recess boraered on

eltner siie by sguare pillars, and €uyrncunted by an

arcn ani pediment foundeld on secoudiry cipitals. At



93.

37y

her feet are a caefLet wiltn lock ani crescent ornament,

and a work-box (Fig. 3C). 1lune lascripiiou is contalaed

in a rectaagualar panel at Lue pise of Lue stone.
D(is) M(anibus)e REGINA~ LIBERTA &1 COuLVGE /
BARATES « PALYYREUVS “uiAd LUNL o/ CATVALLAVIiA®
Below, in Hebrew: " Reglaa wife of Barateg, ala:i "
" In memory of Regina of tue Catuallmunian tribe, a
freei-woma., aal tue wife of baurates a Palmyrene. sue
lived uvalrwvy yeurs."
Feuni 1a 1372 a livtle to tue souia of Batn
Street, ana west of Bariay Streetu (AA., 2, X, p.239;
Ad., xxxvi, pn.1537-9).
ifune arvistic merlius of tue word waave bveen
discussed by naverrield (Jx3., 11, pu.144-7).

Barates is 21escrived as 2 vexilliarius on uis

tombstone founi 2t Corbriige in 1911 (AA., 3, viii, p.
138), and Haverfield interpreted tuls as 'staniarad
bearer', inferriag tuatl Barates uad been in active
gservice at Soutu Salelds and subsequently retirei to

Corbriige. It 1s now pointes out tual tue term 1s aot

a milivary one, but Jdescribes ratuer a 'dealer ia

ensigns' (AA., 4, xii, p.220).

Tue tombstcnes of bouli Barates and neglina are Lo
be ascribed Lo ine ialrd ceuvury.
Soutn Snields Museum. (££2., VII, 292). alvar, 27 ia.
by 14 in. Elementary rolls anld mouldlngs are sug.est-

el by ligut srooving 1 Lie slcueworxg; tue leiterlag 1s



.3/5"

. h . 3

is uneven tgough the spacing good.
D(eo/l*ESCVLAP(10)*/ P(ublius)eViZ0LLiVe / 32ZCV.LVS /
ARAM / D{ono)-l{ezit)

.

" Publiue Vibcleius S3ecuunzus set up tnls =liar 16

Found wiuvnia tne fort in 138 (P3All., 2,11,
p.llu).

For tue wersuly of Aesculaplus cf. no.io.

Tune omigsion of tue iniiial A is rustie, aud act

—

Uncommo:l. daverfield and dldbaer cconcurrei iu
assigiuing tue lascriptlicn to tne second ceutury.
S4. Tne Black Gate ‘useum, lewecazstle. (ZZ., VII, 29¢; BG

Cat. 34). Altar, 30 ian. by 12 in. On tue lefi siie

are tue patera and praefericuludn; tuae rigat is defaced.

~

MART (1) ALA(toriy)/ Claius) VINICIVS, CELSVI

PRO SE 21 [BVIY Viotua) s{olvit) Liibens) M(erito)
" To Mars Alator, Galus Vianiclus Celsus paye a vow

for nimself 'nd uis family."

Founi in Ccec4Lourii 3treei, a suacri llstance west

of tue fort in 1337 (psAid., 2, 1ii, 5.;1)
For uvane dedlcatioin ef. Cli., &5.
95. Tne Blaci Gate Museum, lewcasile. (2zZ., 1000 a; BG
Cat., TO). Part of = base or frieze, 29 in. by 14 in.
C JSANCIE E1 wVAISL 3/ JO0:ITIVS
EPICTEWS 7 JCOLMILITCHIBVS 4 2MPLVE 1

" To tne ncly goidess..... and tue deitles cf tue

Emperors, Domitius Eplcietus...... wita uis fellow-



77

golilers,built tuls temple."
Founa wituain tue fert in 1330 (AA., 2, X, pp.234-5).
ColllugWoci esug_ests Lual Lue emperors referrel Lo
may be Marcus aAureiius and Commoius " ac Lae letiering

Lo uie late second ceatury." (BG Cat.).

O

o Soutu Salelis useum. (\EzZ., VII, 1001 a). Ssepulcural

L

slab, 1 ftu. 1C ia. syuJare.
Diis)el(anibus)+S{acrum), AV[-----]Jovs/ VIX[T JicE]
VIEILI}ENSES VIIII/ L.ARKVHTIVS.SAL/VIALVS-FILIC/
B*PII310"

"

Lueclus Arruntiuvucs Salvianus 2rectei tiuls sivoue in

memory of uls autiful soa Au....lue, aged niue years

-3 x - "
nine monuus.

£
Founi 1in tue idcman cemeuvary, 20C0-300 yaras scuthl-wes

i

x' p.l‘.'..‘+—|‘]-

18]

of tue fort iua 12¢1 (AA.,
In tne last line PIISINO le clearly; preceled by thne
letter B aul a leaf stop. Bruce, rigutly peruaps,

r
I

restored b(ene) ml{ereati) piisimo, but tae M must, in

tals case, aave beeil omittel 1u error.

The spacing demznde & longer name for tuae adeceasea
than Augenius, sug.estel by Hibner.
97. South Snielis Museun. (ZZ., VII, 1022 a). Tombsbohe,
3 ft. 4 in. anigh, 1 fuv. 11 1n. wide. Tie aeceases ls
saown recliniing cu a2 coucn , beneatn wualcu are a diainutive
attendant aad & Lwe-muadleld vessel. duis ceairal panel-
employing tue well-guown fuaerazl baagueu sceie-is flanged
by square-snapea flutei coluans risliag ito a iriaaguiar

b 4 L ' gy w 3
pediment,in tue ceuire of wulcu ls a llous neud witn



J80
ringed moutua. Small mednllion busts, pepualar in Romaa
art, occuyy tue upper cornere, =ud. Lue couvedivlcaal floral
device peulnd vae reclliniug figure sioulla also Le noled
{ Plg.32), fue laseriptlon is sev witnla a reciaagdalar
panel al tue bage of tue sicue,
D(1s) Mlsnibus) VICLCRIS® AL ICHE ViV [Ji.CaVi.

TN LIBSAVS iV unlanl/ R(u) 1118 ALA{e)* I=ATVAVY

NIPIANLISoI 2 Psduvive-ct

4

n meaory of Victor, a.ei tweat,, a Loocr azi freed-
man of Jumerliauus, ivrcoper ilia tue firetv Asturi.a ala,

- e 4 ‘2.2 1 : v S T+ 2 AT s = ] n
wao allecuvlicantely 1[0Llowed Ul Lo Lue 1'ave-slie.

lue pedlinmeut wae founa in 1932 i.L Clevelani Street,

Walen Lravereses uae siive of vae Jfo3aau cemetary; iae

r2a8t 06 tue slone at tue ezst enad cf bLue sane street in
N - ! -~ 0

1".::} ‘..'i-'?&o, =, X, ‘-Jr}-?j‘ll-?'.l.?‘o

. i 5 O A T 1§ i T & L
Lie vext of vuae liuscr lpvaici, Lllde o.ial ol 10. ¥

b
embodies, several gramatical erraors, bdu tuwe reaiias-is

. =iey 3 . R s LT . I B - 3 1 - SR W e | .
bLl_J..z.;_uu_".L,; Will'le tae 2lida I Astdrua was statloued at

Benwell 1n iuae vulra ceaiury (Blrley. Ji3., xxii, p.oo).

Proseyuius €sl 1s uacoamou, bJdu dule ma, Couipll'e a

slailar use cf tue purase O a epltaga from Urbisaglia,
in Cc.;u‘.;.'.l. Italy (CIL., i, 1%22).
Scuta Sulelas Yuseum. (s:£., V11, 1003). Fra neui;
levters <+ in. ul:ue
cdi v Gall

Found wivula itae fert ln o0

>
7
-
-
0
-
P
-
T,
-
1%
+
C
—
-

cf. no.10%.
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101.

103.

38/

Souvn Suielas Museum. (£2., VII, 10C4). Bullaing
stolie.

SUILLV

o

Found witnin tue fori ia 1380 (AJ., xxxviil, p.23C

Tne reailng 1s uncertalin; Watzin susgested (a)emiliu(s).
Soutt: Salelds Museum. [(23., VII, 10C5). Builidinz
store € ft. square by 7 in. deep. On one eige, witain

an ansate panel,ls tane luscription:
LeGvio) VI

fue sixtn legion built tais."

Foual wituln tue cump in 1283 (AA., 2, x, p.248).
Soutn Salelis iuseum. (2&., VII, 100€). Fragmnent of

2 centurial stcone.
3 A

-I.olﬁ C(:‘,;.I.L-JI‘J’ Ull ihe s e s :lJlJ-L Lilis'”

South Suields Museum. . zs., VII, 1122 b)), Tile.
LE(gio)eVIsViictrix)

- 'Y "

" Tne eixtu lerlon maie tuie.
Found witnin tue fort in 12383 \Ad., x1i, p.176).
Souva Snielas Museum. (22., IX, 1133). Altar, 32 1in,
by 10 in.
DEAE *BRI/GAWNTIAZ »/ SACKV ¢/ COUGZNNG/LVS -
V(otum)® 3(olvit) Lilbeus)  lerivo)
"Deilcatedi 1o tue goadese Brigaatlia by Ccageunocus,
in payment of a vow".

Fouad in 1895 about 100 yaras scutu of tue scuti-westl

ansle of tue foriu \PSAl., <, Vii, YD ete=0) .



382

“lsewnere Jedications 10 origantia uave peen fcunl

-

at Greetland (CIL., 200), Longwocd (££., VII, ©20),

Woodnook, near Castlefora (=i., IX, #020), a.ud Adel, u=ar
(Cci., 103)
. 1 e uear uii irigantiau couniry n
Leeds, all in vae uenrt of Lue Briganli cuawvry, and

at Corbriige (=E., IX, 1133), Castlesteais (CIL., B75),

and Birrens (Cil., 1

]

62). Tne South Snields altar
belongs L0 tue Latier group, all of wualen occcur on or
near tue nadrianic frontier; it aas been sugsesited tuai
tanese represent tue aioption of tne native cult by tue
army in tae late esecond or early tulra century, but tue
dedication in tals ianstance would seem Lo uave been maae
by a elivilian.

Tuere 1is, ugwever, nc reason LG suppcse tuai any )
conreciica exisis pelweeil Lue disuvrioution of tunils class
of inscription and iue limite of Brigantian territory

\AA-. “.', Vii, p-}??’.

104. Souta dSulelds Museum. (ZE., 1X, 113¢). Jpper poriuion

-

of an altar, 23 in.by 15 in.
IVLIVS VZRAX O LiG(ionis) VI

"

Julius Verax centurion of tine sixtu legion..."

Founi in Vespasian Avenue ( soutn of tne fort ) ia 12¢7
\i_:i‘, ’;:’ Xix, E)-q?-ﬁ).

fdaverfield suggested tnat tue stone was & dedicition,
tue dedlcator's aname preceiing tuat of tae deity la tue
naaner of CIL., 36 ana 5:2.

105. South Saields Museum. (z22., 1X, 1140). Builliing

inscription, 4 ft. 8 in. by 3 ft. 2 1ia.



— — — —~
I"P{erator) CAES(ar) DIVI S5EV:RI/ HEPOS DIVI VAGNI
— -

ALTOLINI FIL(io)/ ¥{arcus) n.AJLf;'s‘ SSVIAVS

[ALEXAND:ZR]/ PIVS FiLIX AVG(ustus) POULIF(ex)

=

MAX(imus)/ TxIB(unicia) PCOT(estate) Plater) P(atriae)

— —~ -~
CO(nYs(ul) AQVAM/ VS1iBVS MiL{itum) CO:d(oruis) v
i — — — f'-"\
C:'AJ.;J.I\;':I‘.J.'H) Ili/l)‘f’r.].l C‘I--.Aa.i-_J L .I.C V \‘_JAA'_‘.J.:LL L» u-.‘.:{l'(:i‘lao}
2IVs Pit{o) Pi(aetore)
The Emperor larcus Aurelius peverue Alexdnaer, tLane Good,

tue Fortuaate, Son of tuae Divine Caracalla, Granison of

vue Divine 3everus, Pontifex laximus, rolaer of tue

r

Tribuniciaa Power, PFatuder of ule Country and Consul,
erected an aquediuct fcr tue use of tune fiftiu coanort of

Gauls, turcugu tae ageincy cf nis legate !arlus Valerianus."

Found witaln vne fort in 1893,

naverfield uas devoie. a. paper Lo tnis inscription
(AA., 2, xvi, pp.157-101), and it 1is cnl; necessary to
empuasise tue followiag polnts: (1) tue vablet ig Jatea
to 222 A.D. by tne titulature, as well as by tue name of
Lne goveraor wuo ls 4&nown tc uave been lu 3riuvaln from
221-222 A.D. (CIL., 585 ani 965); (2) tue erasure of
Alexander 1is parallellel elsewuere (Deseau, =+7%, 420, 434
etc.); (3) tue fifta conort of Gauls was 1in existvernce asg
early as thpaﬁzhk reign, but does not seen L0 uave come
to Britain until tne time of Hadriaa. It is mentioned in
tne diplomas for 122 ani 135 A.D., and apgears from 2n

inscription to nave been stationed at Cramond, near

Biinburga, probably uader Pilus (CIL., 1083). . For otaer



10

2

recoris of tue regimeau at Soutn 3Snielas ef. nos. 23,
AR, and 107 (4) +tae omission of iue name of aq, p
ect or ianfericr may imply tue immediate supervisicn o
governor.
6. (CIL., 4372 a-b; LS., 03i3=-y). iwo fragsments, proba

ref-

I tue

bly

parts of a sinzle siab: (a) 1 fi. 1} in by 1 ft. 9 in.,

is 1n tue pcsses:ilion of tue oociet; of Antviquariss of
Loadon; (bB) 1 fi. 11 in. square,is in tue Black Gate
fuseum, .ewcaslle.

(a) DIFFVSILC J/ Proviacf ]/ BxITAKNIA-

AD [ 3/ VIRVMQVE]L 1/ £2XaxCITVaL

{b) Cuiivi -rIb™ 3/ aADEARVS 1 2-
N2CESSITATE ¥ varis[ 1/ [Liwo nore

line S]

Botn fragnents were founi in 1792, bullv into vue
Saxcn Cuurcid at Jarrow (Braad. [Jewcastvle, II, pp.33, &

Tne text, in aarrative form, cau ouly be restore
in general outline (B3 Cat., p.77). It seems tc uave

recorded an address by d=2arian te Lae Lrcops on tue

J/

).

e 5

occasion of nis visit to Britaln in 122 A.D., praising

tneir loyaluiy, und referriung tc tue froutier barrier,

censtructeld a neces.itate ratael’ LiAad uiroded waat of

valour. As ricumond nas sy gested, tlue uatural site
for tuls tablet would pe on tue Lawe al bSoutn Salelas

(AA., 4, xi, p.Y¥Y).



107. Soutu Salelds fuseum,ana L.ae Blaci oaile (luseun,

-3 3

/4]

&

—
n

Newcastles. (#£., I1I, 202; IV, {C0). Leud
A lisu of ruese seals, Lulriy 1ln nuaber, n64s
been comgilea oy aicwaond (AA., 4, xi, pp.i1Ci-2). nalf
cf..tuen bLexr lLue ueauss of zeverus, Caracall=z, ans Geia,
and tue saperscriplbion AVEG, walle itue nzjerity of itue

rest aave tue lejead CVG or CVe, tue aboreviatlc. for

tLile couwors guinta gullcrum. For tae alstorical

impecrvance of tuese seals cf. Cuaapier .

108« Tue BlacK Gate lfuseum, .ewcastle. (2ZE., VII, tl1cZ;
BG Cat., 251). Broaze patera, 6 in. in alameter, witn
inscriplion eugraved rouul tne central coss.

APOLLIHI AREXTLOMAKG XM A SAB
" Marcus Ayrelias Sablaus { or some sdcu name ) ded-
lcaives tuls to Apolic Anextlomarus."

(

Found on reria 3auads (AA.,

o5 25 X

2, i1, p.174; ibilua., iv, op. 2?? 3

Ine seccnd name cf tue gcd ocecurs 0. an iunscripticn
from Poitlers (PSAd., v, pp.1326-T7).

109. Tne Blacs Gnte Museum, Newcastle. (=£., VIL, 1159;

BG Cat., 250). Iwo e:namelled prouze fragments of
uncertaln uce. Jacn is inscribed:

TERE FELIX
" Gcod luek to ine user."”
Found witunia tne fort 1n 1830 (A4., 2, X, pp.250-1).
For tue use of iuae puruse elsewunere cf. Ad., xxxvili
'lJ »

—_—

p-280. Tne calef interest of tuese fragmeuts 1is tnat
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t:e lettering uas been enamelled, a feature parasllelied

only on tane Ruige Cup (AA., =+, xii, pp.325-333).

110. Soutn 3anlelds Museum. (22., VII, 1176). Jet ring.
CPS

Jatg£in. Ad., xxxvi, p.157.

Jeardale,

111. At Horsley Hall, near Stanacpe. (CIL., 45C; LS., 632).
Altar of gritstone, + fi. « in. nigzu, 1 fu. 9 in. wiie.
On tae frent of tae capiival, beiween tue rolls, are LWwo
dolpnias. Tue sldes are plaln; Lae letvieria, oeaui-

ifully cut aad well-spacel. Leaf 8LOpSs.

L

D20/ SILVANC, AVRELIVS/ QVIKILVS/ PR(aefecius)-Flecit)e
To tue s,o0d S3Silvanus, Aurelius Quiriaus, prefect, erect-
ei tuls altar.”

-in-qerdale, tiree miles

Founi ia 1509 uear Eastgate
west of Stanancpe (LS., p.35°

—_J’I‘

Quiriaus wag prefect of tuae rirst ccucrt of
Lingoues staticned a1t Lancuesier unaer Goriian (ucs.
38 ani 39).

Set up, most probably, on a uuuling expc;ition,
tue deiication is fiutiagly mwde to Silvaaus {(cf. no.
112). Tue quality of tue letterlng 1ls exceptionally,

s gcod for tae tualra ceatary.

t—t
U
18]
A
-
.
=
’-\n—
ct
=
-

112. Tue Rectory, Stanaope. (CIL., 451

3 ft. nigh and 1 ft. 3 ia. wide.
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SILVALD I4VICIO SAC(rum}/ C YTXIIVS VsSTVALIVS

S a8

MICIA/NVS PRAE(fecius) ALAE SIBOSIA/NAS OB APAVH
EXIIAZ/ FORMAE CAPIVM Va8i/UVLTI ANTSCLS50/:438
! 1

ZIVE PRAzDARI/ WON PCIVERVIT V(oto) S(oluto)

L(ibeus) Plosuitv)

"

Dedicated to tue Uucoayuerea 3llvanus, by calus Teuiuas

Veturius 'ficianusg, prefect of tne ala Seboelana, in
ES ozt ]

payment of a vow for tae capture of a boar of itremenious

size wulca mauy of nis preaecesscrs ual auntel witucut

]

sJdccese.

Fouua ia 1747 uear 3tauaaope (Bircu. Pullcs. lraas.
+26, xlv, 1748, p.173; Gi., xix, i1{+y, p.449).

Apart from tue ianlriwsic iaterest attacuei tec inis
' Kadir Cup ' inscription, several polales are wortay of
attention. In tae first place it sncula be uaotex tusi
Ltue altar unas been re-useld aad tnal tue present iuscription
1s a pallnmpsest. A few letters cf tue origiusl text,
sucii a8 tue VM ai tue 10p rigut-aana coraer of tue stoue
\probably tue termiaation of SACRVM), and tue N at iue
eni of line 3, are still to be observed (cf. LS., wooacut
and rubbing).

Tne ala Sebosiana 1s meaticaned 14 twe diplomas

for 103 and 122 A.D. lue aane of tue reglment is abbrev-
latea cn leaz seals from Bowes (ss., IIL, p.144), aad
posslibly on simllar seals from Soutn Salelis (ibid., IV,
706), winile unaer Postumus it appears to unave been in

garrison at Lancaster (CIlL., 237). Tue present altar
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ca.mot be datex on internal evizence, but tuere 1ls no

need tc suppcse tuat tue dedicator nade itue journey

from Lancaster to Weardale. Cnester-le-Street, a

cavalry fort near at uaund, so far licks a garrison for

tile second ceuavdry.

113. Two bronze paterae in itus possgessicu of Mr.i.M.2gsle-
sicue. zacn bears tue stampy of tue mager oa vue aaindle.
’ ™ ~ T - T
{a) 2.CIPI POLI
{b) POIYRBI

On wae bottom of tue latier vessel, 1ia puuacaed letter-

= 3 T A TLTT a T -. . - Fe —_ 2 -
inz is tue word LICILIANI [ tuae propert;, of Liclilaulanus).

Found, togetuer wita an uanlnscribed laile, in
1913 in a peat bog in upper Wewraale (PSAN., 3, viil, pp.
2-11). Tne colleciiocn propably represents the zitcnen-
outflit of a nuatinz expealticua.

Paterae stamped by Publius Ciplus Polyblus nave

Ags
also beeu fouad at Castle doward, Yorsgsuire (Acveaacelogcia,
=Sl s ale

xli, p.325 f.), and at Dowalton Locu in #Wigtousnire

Sunierlani.

114. Lost. (CIL., 1134). Milestone.

[D(omino)] Niostro) IMP(eratori)/ M(arco) ANI(oaio)/
GORDIANO/ PIO FELICI/ AVG(usto)

Erected by our lord tae Empercr lfarcus Antonlus

Gordlanus, tue Good, tue Blessed.

Founa oua tue soutn pang of tue Wear at Ford, in the
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parisa of Bisuopwearmcutua.
Compare a eimilar milestoune from Laacaester (nc.43).
116. Lost. (£E., VII, 1159). Fragmeat of a silver
spoou wiiu tue iascription:
[BE}iz VIVAS

Geod lueczk.'

Founz esr Sunderlani (AJ., xxvi, p.(6).

- . , . 1 « . . s
In spite of liatsin s indecision (loc.cit), tue restor-
ation of tue luscripliocua cua Lue aualozy cf tue well-

LIlOW{l nGLto-beasers 1g cerialn.

Forgeries.

116, Lost. (EE., IX, p:572}). Iasciioed sione.

e
-

]

<

<
t}_)
rd
t
=
t

CC’l;

Saii tc uave peen fouad in 1542 at Suow's Green, uwo
miles soutu ©I sbcussier. dccppell {Neasuam, p.130
ana Haverfield agreea tual 1t was mast. probably a
forgery.

117. Usuaw College, near Durnim. (LS., 663). Altar,
2 Pl © 15 L'.'rJ | Fo. 1 30,

DEO/ VERHO/STCONO/COCID /¢ VIRILI/ CZRVSIC

Tue first notice ol tuls iuascripiicua, salld to uanve
been found on iue bangs of tue Uerweunl at =bcaester in
1784,1s gilven by Yr., M. Swiliburie, wrl ....dt uaier titope aom-

7 M
de-plume of Porcustus 1. tie Geatlenan's [Zi-uzine (1iv,

1784, p.s(4). In ivne miadle of tae niseleentn ceatury
it re-appeared iua tue Browiey buru, near Lancuaesier
(PSAN., 1, i, p.29), anas Petcu marss it tuus oua nis

map of Roman DdPAQﬂ (Ai., 4, 1, froatipiece).

L
daverfield aoubisd woneilaer 1t was geauline, walle
Hodgson Lnew tuae main wiac blalﬁd; to uave fadeas tike
leuterlnb ander Swiaburne's airection ( misiory of
Northumberlani, Part 2, 1ii, p.172 n.).
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Sald tc rave pecen dreaged from tue beld of Lae Wear
at Hyltoa in 1365 (Ad., xl, p.141).
naverflela merely sald tual tue reaain, was
aoubtful, oat tue fact iuat tue iisc was couvealeatly
recalled to =iand by tue supportiers of iLue Ronaa bridge
al ayLlton wonen tue inescription iuself naid perisned, —maxkes
orne wonder wnetuner it was not sp.iriocus.

Importatious

120. Tne Rlacx Gate Museum, lewcastle. (&=., IX, p.573).

Fragment of a Greex tompsicne in marble,

found
in a stone-mascn's yard at Souta Sulelds {(PSAV., 2,vi,
p.204). Probuibly brougut from vue !lledlterranean in
modern times (BG Cat., 18u).
121. The Black Gate Museun, uwewcastle. (CIL., 704; LS.,
¢+ BG Cat., &59). Small gltar, 9 iun. r O 1ll.
215; BG Cat., 59) all al : i by 3

DEO/ VITIk1/ ¥(a)ikI{us)/ DAZA/ V{otum) S{olvit)

L{ibens) !flerito!/

Fouuad at Carvoran,tals stceile was seen
tue Dean aani Caapier Library at Luruan
Tne clrcumstaances of its Jlisappeararnce
ccllection are uungkaown, odt 1. 1333 it
at Shotton, near Ca.tle Edien (PSAN., 2,

oy norsley 1ia
iorsley, p.233).

L ]
tiuis

1e re-iiscovered
Det)
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INZEX TO INSCRIPTIONS

~

l . __:.lk:‘::_ .;.‘l

imperatores.

Hadrianus 1CG.

SEverJds 107 .

Antonlnus Severli F. 34, 107.
Geta %4, 1C7%.

Severuas Alexauaer 1055
Gordianus 38, 29, 43, 1i14.

Nomina Privatorum.

~y

P.Aelius Atticus 25
Antistius Aave:iniuds
L.Arruntius Salviaiues GO

-
AL
i’ L.

Attonius ulavi=zaus 2.

Auffiaius Auflidimnus 29,
Aurelia [Fajlilia  Z.

Aurelius [7Aoxoconas 10.

furellius Acilio 7.

M.Aurelius guiriuus 2% 59, 110

M. Aureliusg) Sabfiaag 107,
I.:&.IOI.II. 10}0

P.Cipilus Polybiue 113.
Clauilus Epapnrodiius Claualanuds
Claudlus uiatianus T
M.D1ldius Proviacialis e
Domitiue Eplicieius 05
4xnatius Lucili caus 32.
T.Flavius Titianus 24, 33.
Julius Grffaecilius  54.
Julius Valentliaus “+.

Julius Verax 104.
Julius Vietoriagus Pu... 23.
JUliusdissaeas aQ.

aecilius Fuscus 33,
M{a)eni(us) Daia 121.

arius Valerianus 1C5.
Nem(onius) Montanus 13.
Nem(oniug) Sanctus 13,

Cppius Proculus 42,

Pompo:lus Donatus 12.

C.Tetius Veturius ficianus 112.

T.Valerius Fulvinnus 7.
V(alerius) /P)rob{idnus  72.
Varsidius Justus 59.
Var(sidius) 58.



Jf,g

P.Viboleius Securndus a3,
C.Viniclius Celsus 4.
Vocio oieianoe BT

Cosncmian.
EAbrlcomas  1¢.

Acilio B
Adventus 33,
Amandus 1%
Atticus 26.
AuTidiznue 22,
Al ssh6 s TUB 3C.
Baratves o2,
Bellinus 5.
Celsus 24,
Coiigennocus 103.
Daia 121.
Donatus t8.
Duiuno T3
Lpapurcditus 25,
iplcietus 85.
[fFadlilla 3.
Fulvianus 1.
Fuscus 28,
Zemellus 1C.
GrizaccPuus 4.
Licinianus 11%.

.wucilianus 33,
laximus 55.
fontanus 12.
dumerlianus 327.
Polyblus 113
(PYrob(idaus  72.
Proculus 42, 7206,
Provincialis A4,
Quli.tianus 2, &

Quirinus B 39, 11%s
Regina 92.

?Sabfinus)  108.
Salvianus JO.

Sanctus 1%5.

Secundue 93 .

Senilis 91.

Severus 51

Titianus 24, 33.
Valentinus “+.
Valerianus 1CE.
Verax 104,



Veturius Micianus 1182.
Victor 9T

Victorinus 23%.

Vitalis 1.

g & R o I 50

e eeeTCIS 5 15

o)

Aeiificia.

Armamentaria 3.
Balneum 29.

Basgilicu 59 .
Principlia 38,
Templam S5

Dii Deae.

Aesculapius 1€, 24, 9%.
Apcllo 73, 221 b.
Apollo Anextlomarus 103.

Brigantia 103.
Conservatores o4,
Deus Dig.... T4

DEUS-.. .. EFI * I+““+'
Fortuna 7, 26.
Garmansablis 47,

Genius Conortis I Fla.e Varaullorua o
Genius Praetcri 25.

Jupiter Optimus 'laximus 18, 28, 68.
Jupiter Optimus MMaximus Dolicneaus “+.
Mars 295 305 31, 525 B3

dars Alator 4.

Mars Condatis 25 T5.

Matres . 10, 17.

ilatres Cllototae 8, 2, 18,

Minerva 54,

veus M.... g

numen Augustl 3%, 47, 53, =5,

Salus 1G.

Silvanus 34, 111, 112,

Victoria 35

Vitiris 5, 37, 55, 67, %, 79; 81, 121.

Honores Publicl.

consules:
2.210. Sabinus 11 et Anullinus
2:.217. Praesens et wxtricatus II

legatus augustl prc pr.etore:
Antistlius Aaventus 33
Maecilius Fuecus 38.
Eguatius Luclilllanus 37.



larius Valerisius 165
---.-..i'—lili jOl

Militaria.

legiones:
I1 Augusta .
VI Vicirix 5y 20y 7

Tl =3
On

1,
YX Valerla Vietrix 4Q.

cernortes auxiligriae:

IV Breucorum 54, 6%,
V Gallorun 33, 93,
I Liagonum 25, 38,

I Filiae Variullorum
V Vardullorum (falsa)

alae:
I Asturun 7.
Sebosianng 112.
Veticrnum ?1‘_"-, 16 .
numeri:
a{umerus) Conleee..
[nuzerus]equitum  20.

cunei:
¢(uneus) Frisiorum

vexilliaticaes:
Sueborua 47.

exercitus:
106.

munersg militaria:

ACewAL'ludb ol

peneficiarius cousualaris

cenwurio 42, 45, 58
aecurio 12.

medicus 16,

melsor 2.

oriinatus 3, 4, 728
praiefectus 7, 26, 3
tribunus 24, 25, 3%

o . o
Prvinciae Civitvaves
5

[

W
|:~

o
|
e

Britaania 10¢.
?Caunenefaces 15.
Catuallauna iatione Qz.
Longovicium  4/7/.

Maurus natione Q7.
Palmyrenus nntlo  S2.
Vinovia, “ v

b’ | = o
ICE} ::?‘
33,
on z7
28, 33.

116,
4.
11.

8, 18, 34.

, 59, 87, 101, 104,
3, 32, 111.



COINS.
A. Plercebriije.
1. Julla Aucsusia: -
2. Nero: -
ks Cuno: den.
L, Titus: den. a.31.75=-9.
5 Jomitiarni -
B Tra jan: aur.
7'."3- 20. A1l
9. Hadrian: -
10. Anvoninus Pius: A .
*1. 10, aen. MS. 154,
f2. V.Aurelius: -
»13. ‘Faustina II: S€El.
®14. . Severus: desns(platea). a.a. 194-8.
#15. 10+ ien.
€. io. -
P17 Caracalla: den. C.424,
13-1Y. Geta: aen.
20. d0. -
21. Elasabalus: -
22, Julis Soaemias: -
23, Julia Mammaea:  aea.
24, Gordian Ili: ant.
5. nostilian: ant.
26. Valerian: .-
el Gallienus: =
*z3. io. ant. Ce 2.4.205.
29, Postunus: -
*30. Saloninus Caesar: ant. MS.11.
Note. Colns whose iaentification is certain are marged
Wiin an asterisk. Of tue rest, ounly tue emperor a:uu

senomination (if cuowa) are siven, tfor obveree and reverse
readings are eituer awanting or liaperfectly recorded.

) Tne following sources wave peeil used: Piercebriice,
pp.1385-7; PSAN., 3, i, pp.124-5; Gougu's Camaca's Britannia
III, p.359; 7TDNS., VII, pp.205-0, and p.277; AJ., xiv, p.73
Piercebriige Museum (unos. 11 aaa 30).




90

34-35, letricus Sur: -
*30. = 8 .l_u'-IiG
L, 4 Ciauaius II: Al e 3:3+270%
Q A
20 . -
39, wdaintlilluss =

+J, Aurelian: -
4. Carus: -
$ 42, Diocletian: foliis. s A-3+00.

""3. io. -
*og, Maxinianus I: tfollis.

45. Alleciug: -
K0, laxentius: -
+7 . Constanitliunus I: -
439, Crispue: -
*50. ?2Late fourtu ceatury. & 3.
In aidition, a acard of gireca 25C ccline ranging from
2654-372 . a.,4. wag plougned up near Plercebriige in 192
(JRS., xi, p.202).



et

B. Biacuester, tue icoppell Collectior.
1e Claullus: as. s.ol.
2-4. Vespasian: a8,
c. ic. {or Titue): %8 .
D 0. AUD. 1S 475 .
T Domitian: 28.
S ic. a8. MB.333:
3. do. dup.
1C. -iervas: iup.
il do. aup. C.c2, 6+, 2, or T4.
12, Trajan: deil. LS. 147.
5. d0. 4€1l. 5315
14-15. A6 deln.
12. 0. as.
1:-13. dc. sest.
1J. ? do. as.
20. ?7 do. sestl.
21. naadrian: ien.
22, io. as. MS.6G9.
2% io. SESL. MS.7T10.
24, s o A sesl. MS.T76C,
25. 10. sest. S, 524,
20. d0. S28Ll. 18.209.
2l=31s do. SEEL.
32-34. Aantoalaus Plus: dexn.
35. ;i-')- 5§S_I;'. L.’oi‘*“‘-
36-33. io. sesl.
39. Faustiaa I: oY) )
C. do. ddp.
+1. M.Aurelius: sest.
42. o. aup.
43, ? i0. A8.
G Faustina I1:  dup.
45. Commouus sest. MS.350.
46-43. Severus: Zern.
49. Julia Domna:  den.
50. Caracalla: S€8l.
51. Severus Alexander:  den.
ba. Jullia llammaez: den. or aunt.
23. Pnilippus Il: 21L.
E&. a0. sest.

Note. T'ne above list, preparel by Mr.W.Percy Hedley, F.S5.A.
supersedies tuat drawn up o5y Hooppell. sSome 150 colas froa
Lae Hooppell coliecilicn are nou reccoried rere as in most
cases the obverses are uJuaecipuerable. Mr. deliley tells

me tnat tuey are mostly Constans 2nd Censtantius II.
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.575’

Valeriain: gnt . C.32 var.

%0 A0Us
Gallienus: ant. MBS, 172 a & 267.

Saloilna: ant.
Victoriaus: 4T . Ol T

3'0' ﬂ;it.-
letricus Sar: 0L, C.103.

10 8L .«
Tetricus Jar: 2.0% «
I

Clau3ius ILEs 11l . S e 5% .
<0 200 _
Maximianusg dHderculius: follis. C.12C.
Liciniue I; follis. C. 163,
205 fcllis.
Licinius Jur: £ 3. C.5.
Coastaatimus I: & 3. C+24;, 53.B, 25
+37 {2), 521, 6
£30, 640.(2), %
10. s .
heliena: A 4.
B e

Tueoiora: A= 4. ’
Crigpus: A .22
Constantinue Li: A 7. Ce

io. B 4. TR
Coastans: /B 3. C.54, 65, 176, 123
Constantius Ii: A 3. C.57 (&), 33 (
100, 168, 29
io. e -. C.104%.
lagnentius: Az .
Valene : g .
Late Fourtu C=sutury: A .
Constantincpolls Issue: A +. C.22.
10, A 881

Jrbs Roma lssue: A . .
ic. £ 3. 5.0,
Barbarcus. Loecal nmint.

4 (3),
51, 63
90.
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C. Bincoester 188C-19%7.

1. Vespasiaa: dup. 1S5.47S. 2.4.71.
2. ?Flavian: aupe

3.{P.1). 2Urajan: S€8h.

4. maarians as.

D# Trajan or Hadria:n: Eesl.

BelPel)a ags. 1nieterminate.

s Aelius Caesur: den. Cet4. 2.3
8. Antouinus Plus: ien.

9. A6, den. US 2324 .,
10. 0. as. M5.686. 9,
11. ac. 48 . S 934, 2.
12. j.C. ﬁ,_:_‘:-

13.(P.1). a0. sest. M3.o4c.
14.{(P.1). PFaustina II: den. MS.6TE

15. d0. den. MS.c27
16:(P.1). dgs as.

T Julia Demaae aen.

17, Tetricus Snr: ant.

19. carus: gilied coln (PSAN., 4, vii,
20. Constantine I: centionalis. C.2025
21-25. ao. £ 3. C. ! 19

+37, 53¢,

2&. 1GC. x -
27, ? a0, =
o8, Tueoiora: - 4. Co A.d.324-6.
29, Conetuuclinus II; K - C.122,
3C-31. Constauiine family: E O
32. ? do. 4:_ e 1
374, Constaus: & +- C.172.
35=-6. dic. K
YT 30, £ - Barbarous mint.
%8s do. pecunia maiorina. C.13.
39. ? do. -
40. Consvaatius IIl: £ - C.10+.
41. ic. K s
42, ? AGe Kt
43. Ccnstaatliaopolis issue: £ 3
+4. Jrbs Roma lLssue: 3. G Vs
45

Barbarous. A 3., after Valeutialan family. .Loc

mint.

40. Coin mouli (AA., 4, x, p.35).
Note. P.tle.= Pit 1t. Tue remainder, all unstratifiex,

liave been found priucipally ocutsiie tue fort.

Nos. T, 17-19, 23-26, ani 42,
ion of Mr.H.Tnonpson of Bincuester Hall.
are in Mr.James YelIntyre's collection.

All tue cclins Gave been laeavified by

hel}.d.}-’, Ftt:c.‘!l'

are in

Lue pose
e

Tn

Ar.d.Percy
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Va4
(1)

Bincnester. From twe 1337 =Xcuivallions.

i

Vespislaag seel. UB.3

34 Ccr 443, a.di.7C-

(¥}
-
‘fJ

Cov. IMP.CAEZ.VESPASIAN.AVG.P.M.IXK.P.P.
s IL or III] Laireate uead rif;ﬁ,

Rev. ‘-';-:.v;z.;_]r:.c. pema stanaling left, unola
Victory oua lobe and spear. {(int:

Vesoasinil: 1d . 5.740. A.4T2-T3.

uby_ . lf‘ . b 1 ;.l:;"‘\.i "f,z ,? ‘1"|__.'xu . :'1..;‘_‘ . '.:..:uﬂ rI I ;. .'-]
-

Raiiate uead ILJ L.
..1'1\_’- E\‘.J\.er S Ce P f'..r"..'iil.iui et B
leing on aliar and ‘ml..ﬁ_‘-; caduceu
(ziint: Lugiua

-

g - lolia sxerecliilds
iat: Trevesdl.a.d. 350-3%3%

Constantinus

—~

CO.iE L1118 £ 3- L’_;-‘,ﬂ-.

Cousinutlius 11l: A - gloria sxercitus
(¥izt; yu.x..) Aed e« 530=333,
Coanstantincpclies Issue: minim. Mia~ or

fourunl C2llUry »

T t e - + va iy - 0 1 - 1 3 "y y
Illegible fragme.at, prcbably lale tLuira ce:

P,

l.a..,
o nv) "

late

iLary .

(v)

Kinaly ideatvified py Mr.W.Percy deiley



Langcuesier.

. {1)

v

AN 0

-

-

foi_ustus: 3s8. ¢ b.c.10-3.
In tne possesslion of ilr.d.iilson

ctT

i,uebec, county Duragzm, wnc assures me

tnat it was fouid At Lancnester
in 1¥0z. Mr.i.Percy Heiley ref

foru
Jces

to allow tnis, ia view of _tne date

9:11d practically mint condiition o
tue coin ( obut e¢f. nos.2-5).
i0.
ic.

A
A
Tiberius: &
K

[TV I S TR IRAS |
. =
")
-

Galus:

(2)

f

Tne soudrces are

} e

I+ 1337 Zxcavations. Iaen
by Ur.d.Percy lielley, F.

F. Fawcettu. Pgnd., 4, 11, p;

H. Hodzson. Poems, pr.106-C
corporating & coins
vae Jlewcastle Cuaronicle,
1727 and 19/iv/1728.

K. PSAN.; 4, vii, p.123.

S. Surtees. Duruam, II, p.30C

~

[4¥]

n

O\«
[E% I & T

Imperial colus earlier uunzan Clauiids are rare
Britain, and seem Lo be practically counfianeld to
Flavian slites. Juere Luey 30 occudr on later
Lue ferm a very small pr oporition of tue waole.

Taus at COVelulml s Well, at Carrawburga, tuere

only 8 sucn coias out of a total of about 15,00C

ani Mr.G.H.Askew, formerly Hon. Heeper of Coins

5
'...J‘
D
2

0
1)
-

in
/xii/

O D - -
I SIS RN B

note

in
pre-

sites

are
Lg -

to

tne Society of antiguaries of lewcaistle, can oaly

supply taree otuaers from tue ﬂall, or sites 2ij
tnereto ( Corbriige, AA., 3, v, 5T; ibid., v
p.263; iserd Sands, PSAN., 3, iv. ).2?°)

acent
i,

If, tuerefore, the LAancuacsier coliae are Lo be -
acceptei, tuey form cver a taird of tne lmperial

pre-Claudian coins discovered in tue Wall area,
it must be remempered tual tne Launcaesier ccia
totals 10 more tuan ©5. 1O atiemui uas been n
argue uistorically from tals doubtful evideice;
thnis stage it 1is sufficlent to recori.

and

list

naie to
2t

bl
-
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Veepasian:

[
|

N e
L]

o e

CfE Rath
)

Cbve. a.ud rev.

Titus: .
ITra jan: or dup.
dC.
ic. as. Gove. ani rev.
Hadriaas gesti.
i0. 2€il.
10. aei.
Antoniauus Pilu €Ll

m m

M ee
jm
jct

Fraustliua
raustiaa
M.Aureliu
io.
Pertiaax:
Severue: 12Vi.

0 ~~ b=
4]
-
Q
—
w ]
{43
Lo
-

m
M
"
e

8]
@
5

e

illegible,

l1llegible.

A8 aen.{plavea). MS.87, 105, or 116.
Y S (104
Caracalia: deii.
A0« a21le
Geta; T
40. :tg__.
Lwlagabrlus:  dern.
do. -
w0 aeile.
doc. den.
40 A€},
ao. «€1l. CeZ4C. €.220 a.d.
Severus Alexander: dei1ks
A4 a2l
a0. d€ile
“0- S
Julia Domua: seul.
Julia Maesa: A€ 11,
den.

Sallustia Crbia.a:

coralan: 2€10.
ulOI E .&'

alerian: 20t
Gallleaus: Gill .
40. ant .

Postumus : a
3.05% ant.

Victorinus: a1t .
30, ant.
1G. ant.

aulatillus:
do0.
d0.
Diocletlian:
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daxiniangs:
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Lbenester.

fa s

[ 0 - .\
s nuap‘gelL f..C'LLsL-’L:"‘-. pell+l.

1. Scribonla Fanlly: A€l
2.B. Hadria.i: BES U
Feme Aavoaliaus Pius: Y. =
“4ofla a0 A
5.E. 0. Bc SE. 140-144 a.3.
6.5 Fausvlauw I: el M8.576.
Tl Severus: d2i. {platei). Illegible.
-:E-Ao '\}Ol'-lj.-‘ih :J—.:: :.i:a_. ;
O.ri. Carauslus: Al . S.1C1.
Sourcess
A. Found 1. a3 =arael av Epcuecler and cnown
vc me oy Wr.G.Bellam 27/x,/37.
0, Founa in Luae H‘—’.l'l.:i.r;.. o1 wue Cuelnpeford uouel
i 193+, wow 1 e pogseesicn of Mr. R.
Bewley. )
Z. FPFrom cue cxcavatlicas of 19%¢c. Izentified
by Er.id.Percy nealey »
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1.J.
2.4A.
Blats
44C
5-6.d,
Ted
Bisd o
9.J.
C.B.
1.J.
2.0
Lol =
39, J
« B
-22 .8,
.é.
J
o
« B

- 8.

S

« B

+ B
{ <&,
8.F.

Margs Antony:

Galba:

Ctuo:

Vespaslan:
4Ca

(o} @

i H

Lt
s
|

L1 ot

= O
ct o

Lt

(&
o
3

i
0D e
frajan:

4 617

185
?Hadrian:
Hadrian:

i0.

do.

q28%

io.
Saktina:

1C.

L

e
Antorninus
i0.
J0%
do.

Pius:

.ie.'._i_-
rt-lr.

ASIle

:le ile

- -
geetl.
gestl.

A ﬁ'
ILJI

m .
e
-

(L

Surtees. Duruam, Il, p.1%0.
AA., 1, ¥, p.222. 1.w.292.
PSAN., 3, v, p.223.

ibid., ix, p.3C.
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Canon F.H.Jac<son's ccllection.
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88.E.
o. - COJI
31IRJ.

92 .J%
03, B.
94.Jd.
oK. B.
96-28.F.
9%-102.4J.
10%.8.
10+.J.
105.4d »
106.8B.
107-9.4J.
110.d.
1118
112.H.
113‘05-
114.J.
115.4J.
116€.8.
117 :B.
118.H.
119-21.J.
122.B.

Hof

AnlLGill.aus Pius: £ -
Faustina I: du

10. =
s& ¢

M.Aurelius:

A0 1
gds8tina I -
20, A1
Faustiaa I1: e 2.
A

w3 b
(]
[
]

Verus: :
Comnouus: den.

10- El

Caracalla: den.

7 A0 aen.
Geila: aup.
a0, i€,
wlagaoalus: aen.

410. A1l

Julla Paula: dA€nl.
Julis Scaemlias: A€Ile
oulls laesa: SL=It

:4.0- -':--:.,E_‘E-_-
Sevearue alexanaer: i€n.
e Mo den

o
o]
rn
ct .

3.:0'%
Julia Mamnaea: deil.
Maximins: deil.
Gorijan I11: L 2.
10« ged

20. 5_:{*:_'
Valerlian: ant?
Gallisnus: ESEL.
Poslunus ; Y. =
Victorinue: At

d0. ant .
Tetricus (sic): ant.

dD e f_l&‘u_o
Tetricus Sar: ant.
Tetricus Juar: ant.

Qulintillus: adt.
Proous: ant.
Carausius: ant.

10. aiL.
Allectus: ant.
Maximiaaus nerculius: follis
Maximian. -

Coastantius I: A D
10. -
foL

Maximin Daia: iis.

Constantinus 1I: A .
10. JE 4.
10. A 2.
do. A -

Crispus: A .
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poutrn Sulelde.

1. Claudius: aur.
2. dero: aJr.
Zwlte i0s el
£-6. Galba: 1€l
7-12. Vegpaslia.u: den.
12. 16 £ 2.
20.C 2.0 den.
oy P 5" 30, =
22-25. Titus: é?g.
2722, vomitian;: ndl o
25~35% 10. ien.
24=-37. 10. e <
22230, derva: den.
40-41. Trajau: 24r.
"I"Q-\;‘:'::o A0 . -.L_e_..-
€+-75. 1C. £esl.
76-82. 10. y.
8% ~-35, dadrian: SUT.
86.D. 106. qUr.
=108. AT 1€.1.
B 0 i 104 £eEL.
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20, E s
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o
ct
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ULnerwlse
X, pp.275
anil 200-3%

In aa
coins, tw
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