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I vould lihe to thonll ilre. Felobitcocor and tho
octeff of the Jecord Uffice nt Chichester for their

aclp ard attontion inm colloctiny cuch of the

and encenragement at all tinec.

Jith repgard to the acsceobling of the matorial
I vould like to thank {irs. i .J:Beard for roeding the
original azcripnt. And lastly, idee Med.Nowuall, [T.l.
of 5%. Osyth's Trainine Collegeg Cloetonr vhoce

proie""- oncl assictance hos been izvaluoble in the
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THE SOURCES :- PART I

BOOKS & SINGLE ARTICLES.




. ued Tiboento tranclation vith edidtions oand
iroveoents of Sandentc Britannia was publichod dm 105
Sasden relcotoo the hiciory or the congyuest of Lzitails

by the nomans in groot dedoii. [lo cayo thde abound

Vacpasdian, "vho bedmy cade an offiecony in thip ver in Dritadn

Ve
2

oy Glondieo; partly ander Cloudiusc bicoelf, and portly

> the conduct 69 Ploutius, fourht the encuy 6 ceas,
cubducd tue of their pect jotent nationc, tool above 20
touas cod songuercd the Isle of Ndpht.®

Later he ocayo, "Oomo cities core, aftor the odd Jouch
vonncr, clven to Rimz Cogpidupue, thot Hisgo (heroolvweo
of he bo their toolo te cnclave othors.®

firecdy in Conden we have o coanection bBotweor (ho
Britich Siondia mufine of Iiotlal wund tho womom rontionod
2 Lte Maul, 6 it 4o pet wuepricimg: thot chen an
ipcepiption vos found Becrin, the anme Fedentlmus and on

ualzpoun wose endin:, 4n - coc thut como chould arcuro the

{'\?

nooa S0 bo Pudenc and commect i3 <igh the ludenn of (e
danl and tue otber wtopy of Clandiu fmfivca,.
In 2ic intreduction o &he coction of Dritoin inbobited

by tho Lommi Curden cayo thad they, Pcallod by Htsoleay

‘s

ijvy‘Vnz, inhoblioed thoeco ceountico ve 00w call . BrPoy o
goeing At Che cea const of lorpohirze.” Coundon doco

nol incliine to tho view LRl thoy vere sallied Fegnd becouwno

Lhoy were adegnun or NAn dou,” boccune tho nokons | ronted 4%
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the priviloge of comtimming under Ringly govarnoont. Ter
ao Tacitus $eilo co, Cogldunus Kimi of tho Lritdins hod
ecxdoln citios put avnder iz juricdiction, ceceordin; to an
apsicot custen of the Rocapny vith no othor design than
that thoy oicke hRove kimgp tucir tooldo ond claves.”

do pocunes Toodeoto ¢o havo beon the Deddtleonogus of
Ptolemy ond &he ﬂoviémagam of Amtenifius..

Iz the ceoction on &usscé, Gondon hoo notibdn: to ooy

abouwt the Reouno in Chichentor, Hovewvewr in Gibocon'c Additiong

ce see YBard by Chichector, towards the woot, there

=
£2
(6]
154
o
[
£33
A
b
8]
1)
L]
%)
a®
g
(]
L]
)
4
(5]
]
i
Q
:
0
wJ
(1]
&)
et
jd
Q
=5
o
i
o
[
9
[#)
S
e
]
.
v
°
&

craff; and in ouch o jylase oo rendors i¢ sroboble enmough
to have boen that of Vecpaciens after his laﬂdingéﬂ
shire to bave been
Hepaan, "o toun of fae degepi, contioned by Antonimua, as
ve nay bolieove beth frem the fourse of the Itinorary, es.™
Althoush there do vory little detalled hictory of.
the vomooo in Dritaln, and no menties of Homon Shichouter
at ail, the iopestamce of Canden'o oort lico im the foot
that be acs presontod o thorough hictory of “pdtaia,
nethodically eapsiod out county by counly, and O
chronoliigically as possible bearin;: im ied the licdtoticns
of hmovledse undor which he hud %o vorits As wWill be ocon,

rost of the subeoguont bhictorieos vhother tioy concern the
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vhole country oF cerely the County of Gucmom follew the
sate epdorly pottern. dIp thio Coamden lsd the uay, ondé cet

the ctyle.

In 1723 $he Chichostor ?hilosophieal Socicty publiched
Re-or Gale's cccount of the diccovory of the loptune and
[Minorvo dmseription, tesethor with his rgoterotions of the
text. (Philosophical Trarcosticnp No.379).

e bogine, "7Fhic inscription, Go curicus oo any thot
boao vot been disceverod in Deitain, vas found tho bogioning
of icot Noril ot Chiehecter, fu digping o coller gmder the
cognor aoume of dt. lartints Lape, on the moréh oide ao it

comns into Horth Ltrcet.® He ¢hon oays 4€ muo about four

i
feot undc 'g%ux Gy foce upwvards, broblion inte four pi\ﬁen ard
defuced By the lobevrers' offorto te roloe i%, and o port
ctill left behind uader the cdjsimian bouce. (oic thipls
that tae ingeription is cavved upon grey Suoepex narblc.

dalc thon doceribos the wagy in which he and Dy,
Stumoley aucortained the recuding which Shey publichod, ond
“Ey that renss founnd thoee dn the £i2th line Yo have Doom o
ve have ezprecxed then above; awd not oo fn other copics
shat heveo boeor banded wbout of this “43.'i@ﬁ$0ﬂq“

Gole oo on to exnluin hilo resteoratienc of the texmt.

Iive 1+ ornly I nocded.

Eine 2. Tenﬁlua 15 coli-sxylanatory, clthough it

oo cere woual o Yeupress the domstion by the word sacrun

oniy."?



Line 3. The phrase "Domus Divina" ceused Gale some
apprehension, as he did not know with any certainty of its
being used before the reign of Antoninus Pius. However,
a-phrase "in henoren dogus.ﬁiviaae". as vwell as these words
ocours in several inascripticns in Gruter, so Gale infers
that its use here is valid, dospite the fact that zeny of these
inscriptions in Gruter were of uncertsin date.

Lines 4 and 5. Gale guotes Tacitus: Agricola c,.lb
in support of the titles and nzmes of Cogidubnus, although
Tacitus calls hinm Cogid%?us.

He supplies & (aucteritate) TIB {Claudius) in
line 4, and COgidubni in line S.

Gale goes on, "It is 5o well known to have been the
custom of the Reman liberti and clientes, to take the nnmes
of their patrons and benefectors, that it would be wasting
of time to prove the constant usage of that practice.”

Ke says Cogidubnus was "ipn all probability' a prince
of that part of the Dobuni which had submitted (o Claudius,
and that the Emperor had given him a part of the igland
to rule, thus he took the names of the Emperor tc whom
he was indebted for his kingdom. GCale supposes Cogidubnus
tb have been 2 prince of the Dobuni, because g part of the
Boduni {or Dobuni), who were subject to the Catuellani,
submitted to the Romans, on the rout of C#@é}atacus and

'TOgodumnus, sons of Cunobelin., (Dio Cassius Ek. LX).



Se )
o wofints out thot 4% io 4ifflewit %o defino the outont of
hﬁo_teféieawiac but soye that the Fegmi were the poople of
Surrey aod Succon arnd thot in odditiom to that arco Phe
richt hove that part of the Dobuni which hod cubmitted to
the Romano, and scers %o have boem hio oun princsdpolitye
together with %ha Amealites, Dibroecl cmd Gogonticei, uboue
countriceo loy botweom the Dotuni und the Regri, Lectovod
ugpon him."

" Gale noags that it de important oof o confuce
Dopodurnua ond Cegidubouc, oc Tepodumnus vec o con of
Cunebelin, King of the Trincbantcs, killed in battle by
fulus Plowdinc. tHe geéﬁ on to oay thot thoe titlcs 'YRex!
ond 'Iecatuc Aﬁgmaﬁi in Britancia’! wvers eonforred ujom
Cogidubnus by Cioudiws, but their of Eéc%ivc powoar ruot hkave
been Yenly over thoso péa@le thot he had given him the
govesnront ofY, ac Aulus Ploutiucy aud Bic cuccecsors hod
ths suprome comooad and Ueré Tlogati fugusti dic Droitaneia’,.

ing $s Cole soyu thero con be me doubt thot the
lost lettorw are GOLIdigiun

Gale.sugs that Teollegla' were very ancicent
Sinstitnﬁi@nﬁ a% nooo, and that oy cere cctoblichod in
overy part of the Ucpire as it oproad. ile goco en to cay
thot corveral serts of vorkcen wore imeluded under the nono
of "fobri', c.g."fobri navdles® as woll oo othero. Theno
“may hove boen the cuthors of fedicating this touple to

leptuno, heving: 2o near a zelatlon te the ooa, froo vhich
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the city of Chichester iz at so0 szall a diatancé, that
perhaps that .arm of it vhich still cormes up within two
miles of its walls, might formerly have.wéshéd them."

It is possible, Gale continues, that the rest of the fraternity
might very well pay the same devotion to Hinerwva, “the

Coddess of 2ll arts and sciences, and patroness of the
Daedalian profession.”

Line 7. Frobably six 1étters missing. Gale
admite that he was uncertain what to put in‘here. He
offers three alternatives, the most likely-beiﬁg the
first two.

(i) A. SACR. S, = a sacris sunt,

honorati sunt.

(ii) HOHOR. 5.

(iii) SACER. S, sacerdotcs sunt.

Thece 'collegia' had'sacerdotes', and also those who
had passed through the chicf offices of thea had the title
*honorat? conferred upon them, sé any of these readings
could be given without destroying the sence.

Line &, Cale thinks a letter or twvo of the praenomen
must have been at the beginning, unless the inscription
vas shorter at that end of the last line as well as at the
other,

He go2s or,y "Chichesterxr, by this inscription found
at ity must have been a tovrn of erminence very soon after

the Romans had settled here, and in process of time scens



(£
to hove boen much frequented, by the hozan roods, otild
vicible, that torninate here from Portonouth, lddhurct ond
Aruadel, though, v:aat ls very strunge, we have no Ponan

noce now for it.¥ Gale zayo thot at first ho thought

it misht hovo been fanderida, but rejects thic om tho groumda

that the Samoens so utterly dectroyed fmderida thot i wos

otill decolote in the weign of Henry II. The rowoval of the

G\

bishopric fron Solsey to Chicheuter 3m 10676 io cited by
Gole oo proof that Ghiﬂﬁcster was a ploce of nole.

Oale comeluden his ardicle by saying that vhes Eba.
incerintion wac dug up,“there wore «loco tuvo ualls of stone
diacmverca“_memrhg, onc -ronming Eaot, thoe cther Uorth, of
thres foet in thiegaeﬂs, vhich joired "in an angle cees
chich, in all ﬁgcﬁability, were part of the foundabisng

of the torple centioned cn tho worble.w

n 1752 John Horclcy publiohed his *Britcnnia xezanat,

a ocholordly vori, which oven @nday is nocecpary for thooe
wanting to study Romon Britodn. lHospley vag a (feab
antigqusry agﬂ e vorthy fellover in tho tredition of
I2lond and Coanzdon,

o caye that uader fulus Ploutiud zné @zdorivc
focasuln “thoe anecrest purts of Dritein vere reduced into
the form of a provineo, o colony of vmtakamm'wma settled,
ond sooo vioces given to Riny Cozldubous, whe continusd

Faithful ¢o tho Romoms.” In o noto at tho foot of the pege
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Horsloy uritop, %It no cherc cortainly agpears 6ver what
noople Cogidbsus wasg king. Caiden ocpeaks of hin on Ring
of the Hegni, Dr. Gale, oo Hipg of tho fegontinei. It 4o
#ioin in the gemeral that he reigneé oomavhers in the nect
southoern parpto of Britaip.®

Horoley in an essay or the Antoniag Itinerary, hom
a lepg soction oz Hognuae, He is oritiang about the sevonth
route frog Chichootozr to London, Ueneuood”™ he caye "hos
been genorally cupposed to be Sogmun, the terminus of this
itor." e thinks “aeoaing affinity of nars® heg boen the
chigf coune Zor this. TRirguweod signifles gt most bhobt a wood
arenz the Regri; and therefore doco not srove ths toun ..
to befthe Regnun of the Itimerary; though it ooy be an
evidence of its bolng in the country of the Rogri.m™ He
.pointc out that thore is mo militory vay or recoins; no
coino or ony other ovidence of itc being Romas or a otadtion,
and that Hr. Stuleley could cale little or no fWwnan
diccovaries thero.

Heroloy Joet ong "The disctance of Ringuood from
Cloucentun dogs not anever wmell the precent muobers of the
Itivcerery (BX ciles). Haopshire io not reclicnod amsay the
Bognd, but the Belgne, by Condem. This seenc agreoable to
the pituation coeigaed to thooe peonle by Ptolenys VYenta
Belgarue, vhich i flimoheoter, and prebably the capital of

the Dolges, farthor confiros hic opinion. If any military



uoy had prococded from Southanpton o #npwood, it sust
have croucted the bread rivqra or fctchod a larger conpeos
for a narrever posongo; and the sdlitary uay and ostutions
froo Glrcheoter. to Sarun, rendara.a_aay to Ringuood, and a
ptation there leoo noccesarys 1If these thingo be concidered,
o now conjocture may be better clloweds T an then of
opinicn, thot Chiehestor ie Hognum, &he otatien frow vhemse
thip ider cotmonces.”

e continves, "This placs, I believe, will arewor 21
the dornands of the Itinerary relatiag to Regoun; ond I
thinkk the rogulerity oand good contrivaneo of the Nenan (ays. .
apd ctotions Uill e botlor cecurod upon thio hypothecia. . .
Chichentor 4o doubtloss situnted £n the country of the.
egni; und the name, togethar with the Ponman antiguitiso
found ot 1%, und coze othoer ovidences, hove abbtained the
universal cousent of antigquarieaq, ae to its having beon
c conciderohle Bowom atation cor fewe, zad itc epcient ond
precent otate do farther cénfirn it. Thic am@ ito belag
the utinost stotiea this way, rendered i€ probder to to a
toroinug of thic itor. fnd unicos thio be an Itinorary
stotion, we have no¢ ome cuch ip the vhole county of fuszex,
nor ngarcr te it than Lomance (Lime) on the ono oide, ond
Glanveentun (or @orﬁa@s,?inﬁ@ﬂis) on the othor.® e then
cukes this further point, “The aiidtory vays thot isoue out

froo Chicheoter arve a forther confiruckticn cof this conjectura,



L0
vhich ore Signe Stroet, ond one peinting tounrds Couthacpton.
A port of thig I thousht I obeoorved, vhen I wao in that

country: and Br. ﬁtukeiﬁy expronsly caye, e found come

of ¢he Rexnon Uoy upeon thic ridco, which I zuppose went
throush Farehao ond Havant, botween Trangantun and
Chichestor, with & vieinaol turﬁing cut to Portchentor, it
gess cobt ond west®. Fhis I conciido ¢6 be the military
vay, vhich muct guido ue im ﬁﬂe'begiﬂning of thio roule, and
icad $o Claucentud,"” ‘ ' '

‘dorcley describos the Heptune and Hiaazmmuimscrﬂpﬁien,
as o “wery curioung inseription indeod.," He goes on to
say thot "the learred and inconicus oEplication oF ig," -
by €ale in the Philozothical ?raﬁsactione (Voi.52 1i0.579)
"decerves to %e fully trokceribod, which I hove accordingly
doné." Alsb, VI chooe to toke it fron Ef? Btulteley that I
might oloco add the doetorts oun weooria.," After guoting
the vhole of Gole's zriicle he comcludes by guoting the
recaris of a Fr, Vard on the same inneription.

Ire Viard boginn, “[l're 'Golo’c account of.this
inserdiption in oo oecurote ar’ judigidus, thot one cannod
tut cich it vas attonded with no fiffivelsiics.® Uard ooy2:
he finds Svo coin Qifficuliies in Cole's reading.

Firogtly, the naoe "floudius, togothor uith the title
logatuc Aupusti, hero oald to bs pgiven to king Gogidﬁbnuéo"

[} .
¢ cuppeocd to hove toiten $he name Claudivo, upon his

fie

[T
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n
boing Remerized, an? sdopted inte the Cloandian femily.
PButh thic was net a cosmlooont ouitable for foreign
princes, nor de I appreheand how it could concistently
be node theny for a Nomon eitizen conld not be froe of
any othor foreipe etaﬁgipﬁ ore and tho same time, but wes

y :

obliged t6 relinguich aé% or the othore The nork of
respoct thorefora, ©hiCheeees WS REuAlly paid to other
DPEARGODy OTVeR thaée who. were dependent and tribumtezy, wao
to otyle thee auicig" fo o legatuo Auéusﬁi he goyo
thog it decy not appecr “more cuitables 2o the charccter
of o povoroign Prince, Qf vhich I bolieve mo imctance econ
be given in the Homon hintery.” Yard refutes the idew
that ¢Bc titic wee heomorary asd that he “muet have boon
subjeet 2o mmother, vhe precidod with the sane character
at that tice in Britain,® “Phnt e vas o sovercign prince
ic ovident Cron tho werds of ?acitﬁﬁ: ‘Some otatee wmere
givon to Limg Cogidu(blous'® Ower Shese “he had doubtless
o sovordign authority; though at the scome time ho might
be a tributary to thc Romono, vhich vos Do uncoonmon cane.
A sovereign princo theopcfore and o cublogate are titles,
That o pe beor searce composiblo.” de coaéinueé. Sljoe
casn thin, an I apyremén@, Bo ﬁnféred frhm.&hﬂse %@rée of
Sacliusy chers ko oQys; &hiﬁitfeétmcaﬁ of ﬂiﬁg Copidubnun
vas aproeqble to ‘an ﬂlé and long received %hstéﬁ &z tho

Vooan otate; €6 nalte kings their instrurents of slavery.!



Tacitus apparently means that the Romans wanted Cogidubpus
to molest his neighbours, and favour their designs against
them, They did not want him for a legate, they had anothor.
There were indoed honorary legates among the Romans; but these
weare gerely titulzr, and invested with ro power., Had
CQgiagbnus éherefore submitted to this, the temple could not
.upon thoat account be said to have been built ex auctéritate )
eius.” This is Yard's second point.

Yard sﬁggests as a sclution to these problems that perheps
'a oon of Cogidvbnus might have become & Roman citizen and have
been adopted into the Claudian family, and a grandson might
have becone 1egétus Augusti in Britaln. ,As-thére iz e gpace
for theree letters at thé beginning of the fifth line of the
insériptioﬁ, he suggeots the reading N. (nepotis) before
COQidhbni, an&“eome pracnomen” in the space dbefore Claudius
" at the end of the f&urth.line.

Horsley, hcwever. offers no eommént of his own on Hr.
Werd's remarks.

#ir. Vard's honest attempt.te find an avsver to the problem
of the king's titles is ingenicus, 2nd is of rélevance in
gtudying Roman Chichester, but it.#s very complicated. The
most likely explapation is still, that the position of

Cogidubnus was unigue in the history of the Roman Empirve.

The second edition of “Itinerarium Curicsum'' by ¥illiam

Stukeley was published in two volumes in 1776.
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Stukeley places Noviomagus in Kent somevhere near Crayford,
and Begnum he assumes {0 be Bingwood in Hamoshire. Yet he says,
“"Roman discoveries I could mzke little; dbut the nsme and
'distances (Antonihe Itinerary - Iter VII) seem to establich
the @matter oeeo®

He then goes on to deseribe the Seventh Iter of Antoninus.
Agc to the name of Chichester, Stukeley says that it "appears
plainly to have been an eminent 2nd early station: though the
journey of Antoninus reaches it nmot, yet it would be strange
if Bavennas should have passed it by, who is very particular
" in this part of the island." So he then asserts that Hutuantonis
is Chichester, because he takes Lavant .ard fjutuant to be the
same words in "the British langusge." He rofers to the Lavant
as the river Antona, and regards "Hampnet! as a corruption of
Antena, ¥#He goes into great detzil to.show the origin of the
word and its meaning., About the Lsvant he says, "Dr. Holland
in his notes.at the bottom of Mr. Camden expressly observes,
that' this river, though sometimes quite dry, at others, and
that very often in the midst of summer, is so full as to run .
very violently, this no doubt, is.owing tec its rise in the
neighbouping high grounds. to the north, for from them it
must peeds fall with an impetuous torrent.” )

Ho goes on " +oee Or if ¥r, Baxteds correction of
Mantantonis be thought just, then it signifies the mouth of

the river Antona; and Chichester now stands very near its
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inlet into the sea, and formerly neaver. UYhat way scever
we take it, it seems reasonable to conclude this is the plsce. |
Though it was not properly a seaéﬁozft town, yet it is plainly
rear enough for the establishment of the collegium fabrorum
‘here; and the vast plenty of wood from the adjoining forest
favoured their work, whether c¢f timber or the forge. Since
- thie inscription (Neptune and Hinerva), there wes found a
Mosaic pavement in Mrs. Downee's garden; end when it was
.pulled in piecces as usual, &8 brass. coin was discovered under
it of Kero and Dfusus Caesar, on one side, represented on
‘horseback; ‘on the other C. Caesar Divi Aug. pron. auge pet.
“tre Pe ‘iiiipp. which no donbt was there deposited to show the
era cf'that work."

"A 1ittle way out of the city northward, we passed by a
Ronman camp, called Bril ..."

He says that "we wefe led to Chichester by the fame of a
most ancient inscription lately discovered theré. whereof
transcripts woere handed about, that appeared not exact enough!
this hac revived the lustré of Chichester; for though the
termination of its name, and a Rcma_n road calleé Stane Street,
coming to it, is evidence sufficient of its being a Roman city,
yet none has positively affirmed it, because we have not
h:‘:.theﬂ;o been able.to assign it a nane."

"I doubt not but the walls of the present city are built

upon the old Roman foundations chisfly.! Stukeley gives a
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brief description of the city, concluding, "In the middie of
North S'treet wag dug up this memorable inscription ... to
your (i.e. Gale's) explication of it nothing can be added."

Stukeley quotes Roger Gale’s article on the Neptune and
Minerva &inscription G;Qetely, and includes the szme illustration
as John Horsley, who probably took it from Stukeley's first
edition published in 172hL,

Stukeley then adds a section saying that the Pudens who
gave the ground "was that Aulus Pudens vho married the famous
Britich Lady Claudia Rufina, celebrated for her wit, beafity and
eloquence.” Thus we see that the romantic interpretation of the
Heptune and Minerva inscription arose very soon éfter ‘itsb
discovery and was spread abroad dy no less a person than Dr.
Stukeley. We points out that there is room encugh in the lost
portion for A (for Aulus his praenomen) to be inserted before
Pud?/EM5., He disecounts the view that Claudia was the daughter
of Caratacus and converted by St. Pauly by reason of the daté _
of St. Paul's death and the faet that Martial, a contenporary
of Tecitus,wrote two epigra@s about her.

Stukecley corncludes that che was the daughter of Cogidubnus,

receiving the name Claudia in honour otjt:he Baperor Claudiug,
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&5 heyr father had dons,.

* The year 1804 saw g "History of Chichester® by. the Rev. -
Alexander Hay published. It is a long work, not always very
accurate. He hag 1ittle reopect for the 'Celtae? and'Belgae’.
thinking them little better than savages, yet he speaks of the
Prehistoric Britons as living in happy innocence ané pezces’
The: book-is full of such contradictions.

Bay says that Clzudius sent Vegpasiap "inte the maritime
parts of the country to reduce the dinhabitants to subjection,''and
that Vespasian '"fixed his Headguarterz at the place now called
Chichester."

He goes on "the inhadbitants of the Western parts of
Sussex were called Regni: what the name of the city was, does
not clearly appear." "The site of the Roman camp is plainly
to. be ‘traced on the Broile near the city, to this day.”

"The Roman general made Cogldubnus goveranor of the Regni and
honoursd him with the title of Xing =nd friend and ally of .
the Roman pecple."

as to the'Neptune and Minzrva inscription which ﬁa says
was dug up in 1731 and from which it appears that a temple
was built on or near the site, in the reign of Claudius, ke
:Z:: that the inscription is in the Roman character of that
time, and that "it is well knowsn that it wes not the custom
of that peoyle to erect templee in solitary places like the

Druids, but in populous cities, ard the most fresuented
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places. ¥From whence it will follow that the Romans did not
lay the foundation of the city. But that it was laid before
the} came hither, anékhen fully inhabited."”

‘Hay gives tﬁe inscription ard a traﬁélatibn'as a note
at the foot of pPei7i-

Mieptunt: et Hinervae teuplum, pro ssluie domus divinae,
ex auctoritate Copidubm: regie legatiFiberii Claudii
Augusti in Britannia, Coliegium Fabirorum, ot qui in‘eoc e
sacris vel wonrati sun%. de suoc dedicaverunt; donande aream -
Pudente Pudenttfii Filio."

"The temple of Neptume and Hinerva - grected for the
health and preservation of the imperial family by thg authority
of King Cogidubnus, the lieutenant of‘Fiberius Claudius-
Augustus in Britein « The company of artificers, with those
who were ambitigus of the honour of supplying materials,
defrayed the expense « Pudens the son of Pudentinus gave the
ground.

He then records that the Temple of Neptune and fimerva
was built under the auspices ol Vespasian, @nd that Claudius
celebrated 2 naval as well as a‘militery triunph on his return,
to Rome. He offers thies as a probadle explanation for the
dedication of the Temple to MNeptume,

‘As regards the "Pudens" reading of the inscription,
(thch Hay himself puts forwsrd in his note on p.17) he says
that the Fudens of the inscriptien%being-the Puderia menticned

by St. Paul (II Timothy: 4:21) is not zn improbable conjecture.
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However, in-all fairnecss to Hey he does close his paragraph with
this sentence. "But zll these .arc matters of probable conjecture
only, and a5 such I give them, and ot of historical certainty.”

"Camden' informs us" he continues.''that the Cogidubnus
montlioned in the inscriptiorjuns King of the Regnij that ie,
all Sussex, part of Surrey and Hampshire - that he resided in
the city‘now'called Chichester, and that he was called a
friend and ally of the Roman pecple. From whence, as well as
froa other circumstances, we may surely infer that he vas
tributary to the cowrt of Rome, and cwed obedience to the
Zmperors 3esides, the inhabitants of this part of the island,
{the last emigrants of the Belgae) were a trading people, and
‘coudd not maintain foreign commerce without the support. of
and far less irn opposition to the Romans.  We may }herefore
well conclude, -that this city, and the whole district of which
it was the capital, continved in the hands of that pecple, -
2411 their final departure from Britain A.D. 446.7

Throughout the btoock Hay often repeafs points, anﬁ.in
connéction with the treatuwent of the people of the ecity by
the écman;zghe-ia inclined to moralize and look at the excesses
of this and later periods of history through puritanicél eyes,

- fHe asserts that Chichester was the residence of the

propraetor or governor of the province, and that the walls
vere built cduring the Roman occupation. On account of his

vagueness it is rather difficult to see clearly what he means
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by ‘governor of the province's A litile. further cxm, however
he maye, "The residence of the King in Chichester (i.e. The.
Sexon King, Adelwaichi. was cu. the spot where the Bishop's -
Palace nov stands: which hadfcrmerly been the residence of
the Roman pro-praetors, or lieutenants, as appears from .
several coins which were dug up there in 1727, when.the
Bishop's Palace was rebuilt; at which time also. they found
a -curiocus pavement which had been laid by ¢the Romana."!

After a long section bewailing the decline of the
‘Chichester needie industry, fay asserts that the Chichester
neéﬂleéufactorgea.were set up By the Romans originally.

- - Spealkcing of the bulldings in Chichestof, Hay says ''that
in -the course-of .a few years it experienced a great and
beneficial change, their mean, uncomfortsble huts mere-cﬁanged
into decent edifices; snd the unculbivated inhabitant converted
t?»a.respe?tahle member of society, and a -demizen of Home,
thé;qiSﬁééﬁs-of the world, the glory and admiraztion of the
world;" Chicheater thus, apparently, became “the most opulent
and eminent place -in the island,” quite suddenly! - Hay writes
that the houses were probably after the Rozan model “low -
and heavy" with very thick walls. He then mokes this curious.
staterent. "How partia#thﬂﬂomans were to Chichester, may be
inferred from their brilding bsre, and nowhere else in Britain
a temple to their gods."

‘As to the Regni, he saysy that the Romans shared. the
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spolls of war with them, protected and extended thelr 'tradey
teught them the artc and sciences, aid irancformed their
panner of 1iving. Also ¥k while the other peoples of'
Britein were oppressed the Regnl were friends and allies of
the Roman Pecple, thus “it is-nat-unreasonable‘to-aVer
that ‘this place (whatever pase it Lore) was superior in zll
respacts to every other im Rritain.”

"There have been found at differesnt times onr the old
Broile =~ road, :nct far frem thé city, the broken fragiments of
pipes, wede of pottery, of differcnt lengths, the interior
diameter about three inches, and having the end of the one
inserted into the other ... these erc evideatly Rozan .."
Hay suggests that thece were used for sringing the water fron
the springs on the Broile to the eity. He thinks ithat this
proves the good: gualiiy of the Roman housoes.

About the walls he says, "e.o.those they fortified with
a strong muniiion of stone en the cutside, raised to the
height of about twenty feet; and erected bastions or round
towara, about 16 in nunber at uazgual distancas;t The four
#ates; with a poftcullis to cach they built in sp strong a
Gapnzr as to be impregnable to the artillery of that day,
and in such a style of elegance dnd uniforaity, that. they
served as an craament tc the eity.at the same time." Hay
offers no clue as to the date i their erection during the

Roman vericd, but from the run ¢f the narrative it would
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eppear that he assumed them to lave been ereccted soon aﬁter-
the arrival of the Romans. | - : ' -?

: Hay concludes ‘that the Roman rémains cutside the wills alb
Kingshee ' {aow a' southern suburb of the city) formed the éountry
heuse of the Roman Propraefdr.' lie adds "ees the-cold bath,
there at this day, vhich is built with Roszsn bricks, supports
this conjecture,” He zoes on to assert that the 1éy—out of
Chichester has changed little since the time of the Romans.
Thist still basically so.

In 1731 (whilst digzing the foundations of the Council
Chamber) Hay says ''they found at ths depsth of nearly three
feect, 2 Roman pavemént,'feééhing as far as they went, about
a nutidred yards towards St. Martia's square."

Hay then tells us that Zarl Roger of liontgomery built a
beuse for himsclf inm the place "now called the Friary"

(the present Pricry Park). He thinks, howeves, that it is
basically pre-conquest bYecause "eees the wall which separates
the precinct from the city is built in the ssme manner, and
of like materials &s the c¢ity wells whick are cornfeszsedly of
fowan faoricetion.” As to the gount, he szys, "That the
mount whoever made it, was raisad in order to erect a tower
or citadel on it is plain; the foundations thereol may be
traced all round the top, excert the part opposite to the

glacis; the mortar, or rather cement is as hard as the stones
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theﬁselves. The site, or the situation of the mount, on ths
very place mﬁst proper to defenﬁ their lines (the fort without
the wallé, én& joining toc the w2lls on tﬁé.ﬁ.East Cornei;:the.
foundation of which still remazins) is a satisfactory proof
of 1@5 béing raised by the Romﬁns.". It now seeas certzin
that the mound wné the ﬂotte of'the Normen Castle démolished
about 1217, Hls conclualon is thet the Roman propraector,
und those connected with the eivil depurtmont. lived in tﬂe
S.Veat quarter of the city. and the m111tazy of£1cers uere
in the Horth Last quarter "in -ansions proqftioned to their rank
and dignity.":

YThere are in the czty" Hay continues “other rcma;ns of
Roman building besides those in the Friary Among Uthh I
_ recﬁcn the Canon—Gate. and geme of the adjo:ning bu;lding."
He asserts that the foundations and "the greatest part‘of the
Super;tructure" ars Roman, and slso that the vaults in Sogth
Street (now the Vicar's Hall and civypt Tea Rooms), the
bui}dings over them “for a considerable oy ﬁouards.the
¢loisters, 1nclﬁding the old concert-rooa® #re Roman. In
1803 some coins were found "among the rubbish dug from under
the North ual;s, 1nscribed 'dea!.ﬁauatznae' the goddess of
good—fortnne oss'’ He goes on to say that ths-mortar vas very
hard, and that the Romans vere accustcﬁed to throw cﬁins
into foundationa of public works,

"On the Broi]e. near the city, are the veetiges of a

camp. about threc miles in length, and one mile in breaﬁth.
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It iz surrcunded by =z strong}éum&re;i&ﬁhrd.-and.a single

graff oubtwerd (..!" Hay szys that the genersl. cpinion is . that.

it was'built-by:Veﬁpaéian for the gecurity of the city znd
the forces under him.™

From Hay's detailed and.somewhat dnvolved. deseriptions
of "the imer line'! zzd "{he outer line" it would appear that
ke is reforriag to the remains gow known as, the "Chichesier
Entrenchments", He says that these entrenchments. encompass an
area of sever or eicht square miles, - He continues,. "It is
proper to cbeerve that within the inner line, i.e. betuecn
it and the -city, vwe discover lines joining to it, and running
south.and north a considerable way; and irn some plsces the

broken traces of others, in an sast and west direction, at

e ‘moderate distence from.the zald inner lire: ¥rom which

it would appear, that the Romans had inner camps formed, as
places of refuze to retreat to, in sase they should be driven
from the great camp ontwards.”. After saying that this chows

that' the Romoms had not fully subdued this island he closes

‘with this peculisr gentence, “Fhat such.lines did exist

is evident from inspection, hot by whom they were mrde does

710113]1 eqrly appear." . ,

© Canon Jamez Daellaway had his *History of the Yestern
Division of the County of Sussex! published in. 1815.
‘Dallawzy in writing of ths esrly history of the British

tribves says that the Belgae who had esteblished thensslves
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here by invasion, 'had been foined by ‘the Regni long before
the invasion of -Julius Caesar, se«'' He also asserts that they
tad been neighbours on the continent.
Dallaway dates the Claudian invasion in 45 A.D. He relates
. , exbended
the early campaigns in Britain which gradually tsel—piece
further northward after the ccnquest of the south coast and
squthern Britain.

" He says thaﬁ Caesar allowed the Britens to keep their own
political and religious custong, but Claudius did not allow
them such complete ffeadom. “iie gave to Cogidobunus, & British
chief, several cities among the Belgae and Regni.:out of which
he is said to have formed hinself a kingdom, 'and protected
him as aa ally and friend; but with the resirictiom, that
he shoulg obey - the Roman laws and legates. If he were not the
originzl founder of the city of'Regnum; there is sufficieﬁt
evidenée that he made ié.the.seat of his regsl government,
and that a temple rose under- his auspices.” He coﬁcluﬁes this
section by saying that the Britons in the south became
Rcmanizéd some 40 years or so before those in the north,

fie places Hovic—nagus-in'Sﬁrrey‘(at ¥=1lington), and
thinks it was the. capital of thé Bibroci; In speaking.about
Roman Itineraries, he thinks 'a Regno' in the Antonine refers
to Chichester and Clausentum to Southampton. He suggests
that a reason for going this way to Londoﬁ-waa that it wes

impracticable to pess through the Weald. Stdane Street is
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mentioned as a military way from Hegnum to Novio Hagus.
It commences at the east gate of the city of Chichester,
and takes a northern dircction to Hest Hamptonet oeo* The
Broyle eartthrks are menticned only as being siq?lar to those
at Highdown Hill.
| Roman domestic remains are briefly summarized, including
the following; "at Chichester the foundations of & tewmple; pwo
tessellated floors in 1723; and a bath near F;shbourne, in
1809 oo These are 'ample proof of the former splendour of
the Roman proviqce of the Regni." .

Concerning the foundstion of Chichester, Dallaway soys
that'we have no account, to vhich credit can be reasounbly
given, that the Belgic gettlers had foundad ady town upon
the exact site occupied by the modern oity of Chichester,”

Yls a Roman cettlement Repgnum claims a.veﬁy early date,
having been, in the opinion of mccurate antiguaries, the first
or second of the wilitary cities founded by them in Britain,
wheng'CIauaius deternined upon civilizing the country, and
armexing it, as a province, te the Roman Empiré."

e says that many of the “investigators of our national
antiquitieg" doubted the Reman erigin of Chichester, and
transferred Regnum to Ringuweod in Rampshire 2S a result.

HIn the year 1723, a proof, superior to the provious
finding of many Roman coins, occured in the discovery of the

foundations of a building, afterwards ascertained to have
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been a temple dedicated to Neptune and Minerva by the company
of Romén értificers, in hoﬁou? of the imperial family.".

. Daliau#y.reiates the story of the'inscriptiong discovery

and.grgcture, and that it Qas found whan'the council~house
vas built, He deéeribes the stone.and iﬁcludes 2 print of
it anéf%ﬁét the'learned ahtiquaries of that day,‘espeqially
.:.ficgér Gale, "have decided from snternsl evidence, that it
_is tﬁele&rliést memorial of the Romans hitherto disqovéred

in any part of Great Britala. | |
| " He gives a translation ard various comﬁents in_foo£no;es.
Hévnames.the_doﬁor of the site Pudens. 'The dedication of
this,temﬁle.(egected by those Fabri,.or ar?ificera, who had‘
left Romo, ond probably followed Claudius to coanduct the
building of the new city), to Hepiune ond Minerva, 'ob selutefm
Domus Divinae®, might posaibly have been intended for the

safe roturn bf Cilaudiuas. It agrees with an inscription
preserved in the Barberini Pslace, and is confirmed by
5qetoniu§ and Tacitus, who describe the expedition of ‘
‘CIaudius to Britain. From its date, A.D. 43 to 80 is 37 years,
which conjecture, if allowah;e will fix thig marble, originally
Dlaced iﬁ the ffont of the temple, in the age of G;audius."
9 ¥r, Clarke chows that *Domus Divinal' was a fairly common
expréssion in the time of Ulaudius. nGale's conjectures

respecting Pudens and Claudia Ruiina, are exiremely probable;
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end it eppezrs to be ncarly certain that the last, as mentioned
by Martial was the davghter of Cogidabunus.™ He concludes
this footnote section by eaying that "Coliegium Fabroﬁum
vas as ancient at Rome as the reign of Nuﬁa Pompilius.

It included all workmen concerned in any kind of huilding eeo”

"By this inceription ... the founder of the city o!-éegnnm
appears to be identified, Uogi,s a Pritish chief, uwho either
havir; agsisted the Romans in repelling the Dobuni, or as
having been a native of that province, and its king, obtained
from them that name as an adjunct to his own, He was the
first vipcorsented tec become an ally of VéSpasian, vhen he
coamanded under the Empersr Claudius in Britain; and ie
received several of the Bslgic districts in reward for his
fenlty, !ﬁt inde sibi congeret Regnum®, upon which he assumed
the title of King."

In a footnote Dallaway sugpests that this phrase from
Richard of Cirencester cculd be translated,” ‘that he might
found the city of Regnum, a3 his capital.' Civitas, as used
by Tacitus, alwzys means a people, ACOgi,Qas perhaps princeps
Dobunorum, and it is not certalnly kno#n how far his territories
extended. The word Legatus caeaa;ié is explained ‘qui -
Caesaribus subditas regebat provincias'." He concludes by
saying that the territory he governed dy permiseion of the
Romans, included the coasts of Hampshire and Sussex, probably
from Cﬁichester. which the Romans called Regnum after the local

inhabitants. Dallasay assunes he was still aelive in the time
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of Agricola, and that the civil and military jurisdiction
of the English coasts may have remsined ia his family until
the Jdeeth of Lucius, the legendary founder of Christianity
in Britain,
"Ia 1809, when a part of the city wall on the south-east
was teken down, ameng its foundnticns was 2 square plece of

etone, originslly oblosng, 2nd bdearing a sepulchral inscription."

"It would be in wvain tc conjecture what might have beem
the praenomen: 'Arius, in the second line, might probably be
a part of 'Atriarius', 2 Roman nome, occuring in several
inscripticns; as a similar space would be required for VIN, A.
or ARN. before the numeraml letiers LXXXV."

YAt the same time was found 2 {ragrent of & military

Y iy
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column of granite, but too much obliterated to be deciphered.”
"is @ :sufficient évidence of Romen habitation upoh a
gcale of magnificence, in the year 1727, when the episcofal
house was partly rebuilt, several vestiges of rooms with
tesserae and coins, were dug upy ess Soon afterward, an
apartment 30 feet square was investigated, and se much of
the tessellated pavement resained perfect that a drawing was
made of it ... In 1811, in Qigsing a cellar in the West Stréet
part of a pavement wgs foumd, cansisting of a bordure oniy.
of very coarse materials and workmenship. Fragments of Roman
tiles and pottery ere fregueutly seen. Ue have verious notices
of the discovery of coins within the circuit of the ancient
Regnum.”" From studying the lists of coins found, Dallsway,
who has not noticed sny of‘great rarity, gives the duratinn
of Romen rule as from the reign of Mero to that of Tetriéus
at least, 54=270 A.D. He gives a catalogue of coins foumd
at Chichester in a feotnote.

"“Appendant to the origimei city were walls, composed of
a oound of earth, externgclly faced with hewn stone, after
the plan invariably pursued by the Romans in a1l their
colonies." Because of the large quantities of Roman materials
and fragments in the walls, Dallaway thinks that they are
probably not on the site of the Romon ones. He thimks the
city was oblong in shape, divided into equal sections by its

four gates and streets, "and in each divisior a public




well was sunk, which atil) repmins in wses Towars were
likewise an easentiel part cf Roman castrametation, . and the
eaa% gute, with its postern, vemeved in 1773, was decidedly
of -thot style. Iz 2 footnote he says that the Yeamp and
@3rthwo:k en the Breill, on the north side of the city, and .

farther, on St. Roche's Hill, were al) connected with the

4

city as Ycastra aesztiva®, Dr. Musgrave, in his lesrsed work

on the 'Belgret, has given s Poman wmap, in which he places

Vespasian's camp near Regnum, and in this direction."

+ Dellaway concludes him seciion on Roman Chicheste er,s~. MLt
is very probable, during the gradusl decline of the Homan'power

in Britein, and before they had finelly determined to zhandon

’-‘o

ty that Regnum had decreased in extent. At thut period,

’-ll

he itwe capitale of the Regni ere chown. to. have beem Anderides

[

fa

né Hovie Maguz.” He clesrly mever considered the viaw that
Hoviomagus and Regrum might he the same place.
Fighbournei= "In 1912, certain subterranedus remains wore

found' near: the great Roman road,: vhich passed through this,

parich from Regnum to Portus Megpus (Porchéater), leading

‘to Southampton. VWhether they were of a Lynocaust or cold bath,

‘i vnknown, for the discoveary uas imperfectly made, and.

izaccurat aly reported.!

The Chichester Guide by Fichard Dally published in 1831.,
D51ly besins by recordiag that Susser, Surrey and part

of the cozst of Hampshire, was "ichsbited by pecmle c2llced
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Pagni and Belgae. The former are sxifé to hews been u trike
of ancient Britons, 2néd the Belgne were » people of ancient
Genl +-e The Repgnl continued to possees all Suasex up to the
period of the Rozen invasion.®

Mesresian, the Romen leader under Claudius, first plaanted

t is rezsonable

e

the imperizi stendard ia the Xsgle of Wight: and
to suppozsc thab the contiguous districts soon became subject
tec: the congueror, s.o”

He goes n to e oy that the Romons by and lorge left the
rellgion and laws of asorquered peoples intact, but if they did
mzke chansses it vas to Mextend the comfords and increase the
heppiness of 1ife.®

“dizongst the British chisfe at the period of the sube.

jugation of the country by Vespssion, was one ramed Cegi, who
in consequence of h.s heving assisted in the congues L of the

districts ocoupad by the Dobund, a peopls inhabiting
Glecucestershirs snd Oxfordshire, wzs uamed Cogidubaus; and to
nim Cleudius gave, in reward for his servzce$.-$chra1 cities
of the Belgae and Regni, out of which he fermed himsell a
kingdom; but with this restricilon that it should be governed

aid to Pava been the

p.
G
&
H-

by the Reman lowss and this chief
foupder of the city of Repnum, now called Chighester, cnd to
have made it the seal of his regel goverrment.!

He mentions thet sope antiquarizns have doubted whether

Chishester be the ancient Regnum, But he says that Richard of
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Cirencester applies Regantium to Sussex, “and as it is certain
that the Regai 6ccupied-ﬁussax; it is fair to conslude that
the Roméns{ upor their determininmg to civilize the country,
and annex it as a prevince to the Rowman Bupire, should Torm
a military settlement at or near Chichester, and. designate
it *iegoun’ "

 Dally asys thai there is no com@luBive evidence as to
the siate of the city during the Homan occupation, bat the
houses were probably of timber with thatchod rocfs. ™But.
the-pésiﬁion of the zrincipal atwests, a3 answering to tha
_Eour 2rdinal pointe of the compass and more particularly
the materials asd fregments of the walls, and the defsnces
of the Eown by ramparts, formed of mounds or banks of earth,
parts of which £till remain, ond defeaded by towers long
since desolished, are svident marks of Roman origin.”

"That the erts wers cultivated in the city during:

its ccoupation by the Romans, is evident? from the discovery
of the Neptune and Pinerve imscription im 1723. Dally gives -
approximately the same raadiag of the izseription as Bay,
but ha says that some rezd line 5 as "Bt Cogldubai Regis
'Rezic magod

Brittanerum' vhich cannot be maintained.”? As regards line 7

Legatl Tiberii hug. in Brit.", vhile othors,
‘he says that Tone suither zlves this lino thus, "A.S. cunt
De3.D. Donante Aream®."

He gives a fairly accurate translation as e footrnéte




Hio explansvlion ds zather interesting. Cluundius, on his
returny to Some,’ frea his successful oxpedition to Britain,
vas decreed a triumph for having counquered the sea, that is,
having croussed it frem Gaul to Dritain. The dedicatien,
therefore, of the temple to Heptume, the god of the sea,
and Hinerva, the goddees of wimsdem Zor suggesting the
conquest, wus valrasely apprepriate on this cccasion.™
Mn digging a cellar, some years age, in Hast Street,
at the corner of St. Hartin's Lane, anotlier stone was found,
(The dedicatery inscription to Hero, found 1740) coantaining
ithe following inscription, the lettors being ... beputifully
cut.™ B#lly a&dﬁ iz o footnote that 1¢ is remarkable that
both iableis were found at the corners of stireets. The reading
given is mpproximately the same ss Baverfield's reconstruztion.
Dzlly coatinues, "bout the ssme yesr {1823) in digging
a cellar"” of a bhouse in Horih Street sdjoining the Little Anchor
Izn “and which was grobably the corner of the street, z votive
altar was discoversd, having the following inscription.!
de zives the same resding os everyone slse for the Lusullus
inscription. It is difficull o krnow what Dally mesnt by
fabout the same yeor," unless he thougkt that the Hero
inscription of 1740 was discovered in about 1822, His
explanation of thiz stose is nlse rather interssting.
"Lucullus was lievtenant~gensral of Britain, and contempcrary

with Lgricola, who obtained the goverament of this country
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in the reign of Vespasian, (about the year 47), a2zd on the
death of Agricola succeeded him in that office, #This
expianatién is ﬁot even remotely correct, . as Sgricolia served
' Vespasﬁén; ©itus and Domitien in Britein from 78=85 A.D.,
and was th@n recalléd to Rome. Lucullus was goéernar in the
latter part of Pomitian's reign., How Dally makes 47-2.D.
the reign of Vespasian is impoesible te tell unless he mistskenly
thgught that Vespasian, who was in charge cf the South of Britain
for élaudius, wag then Emperor.

As regerds the tonbstore found in the wall "near the eact
entrance of the city," concerning the porter, Dally, after
giving ths usual rexding, =dds a conjectural one.

W.De He

.FAHLISUS BT
IRIUS
vVIY Aﬁ. LIXXY,
Sacrad to. the Gods! Paulisus Attrariues lived
85 years.”

He suggests that 'Y"the stone wac a monﬂmentai one of =zcome
eminent Roman ..s TO which is to be added, that the Romans
uéually interred by the side of 2 public way, vhers thié
wonugent wvas located."

- “In addition to these facts, teonding to show the occupsation
cf the city by the Romans, it appeors that when ithe episdopal

house in 1727 was partly rebuili, scveral vestiges of roous
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with tgsaerae and coins were dug up, and a tessellated
pavemeﬁt was found, the latier 6f which row lyiné about 20
feet from the south-east angle of the west wing of the
house, at: é depth of 3 feet, was immedimtely covered over with
turfs" The coins (a list is given at the foot of the P2ESs
which he étates; is incomplete) "have also been found within
the circuit of the ancient Regnum.'

.After a few senteaces and a large fooctnote about the
coming of Christianity tc Roman Britaiﬁ. Bally sgys that the
dynasty of British tributary pﬁnees ended in 165 A.D. with
l;ucius"’the legendzary founder of Ghrisfianiiy in Bf_itain."

He concludes this chapter, "From this period (presumably
165 A.D.) to the departure of the Romans from Britain ...
the history of Chichester offers no features. to aistingui.éh it
from the rest of the commmiég_.ﬂ o

About the Conon Gate, Dally has this to say. '"The Gateway
is considered by some as of Homan origin. I do not consider
if- as}of &0 early a date,"

He adds a 1little more information sbout the Bishop's
‘Palace in a later chapter, "From the discovery of a Rm@
pavement and coins, in repairing the buildings, it asppears to

have been erected upon the scite of a Roman Villa."

- Thomas Welker Horsfield hed his two volume bock, The
History, Antiquities aﬁd Topography of the County of Suszsex*

published in 1335,



Horsfield stztes that when Caoesar first decided to
invade Rritzin (55 B.0.) "the southern parts of the island
‘were inhabited by tha Regui, ~ & tribe of Germars, which

had: origrated from the contipezt zbout the mame peried as

the Brlgae,! He—cea%inues—%ha% hey had heen noighbours and
rivals oz the continent and continued e be so here. He

continues that Claudius, Y"gave to Cogidubnus, a British

prince, several cities among the Belgao and itegni, and

ot

rogarded himbas a2 friond and 21ly of the Boman peoplet'."
He begius the sectica on Chichester by ssying that,

YRegnum ..; is considered ... as the first or second of

the military cities founded Ey the Romenz in Britsin.,™ Ee
manticnz the discovery of the Nemtune 2nd Minerva inscription
anélihe foundations of the temples in 1723 as grovimé fhia
conjecture; Re gives a fair iy accurate reading and
tfanslaéicn of the inscription, sxcept that he gives the neme
Pﬂﬁaﬁs'to the dopor ef the site.

"The ! anidubnun menticred in the inscription, was a
British chief, named Cogi, whe having sscisted the Romsns in
the congueat of ths Gistrﬁcts occunied by the Dobuni, received
from them that name as an adjurct to his own. To this prince,
in reward for hig services, Clrudivs gave several Belgic
&isﬁricts, nt inde sibi conderet Regnum.?

A fev years after the above interssting discovery, vigz.,

in 1727, when the episcopal nalace was partly rebuilt,
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soveral vestiges of rcoms with tesserae and coins were dug
up. One room was 30 feet sguere, having a tesseileted
pavemeat. In 1811, part of a pavement was found in West
Street, consisting of a bordure of cocrse materials and workman-
ship. Frazgments of Roman tiles snd pottery were freguently
exposed, axnd numercus coinc have been discovered within
" the circuit of the ancient Regnum., YWithir the walls of the
cathedral, at the wost cnd of the south aisle ... in 1830
a8 greve was opened, when there were found meny tesserae and
other indications of Roman‘occup;nc o

Horsfield gives ths reading, a conjectural reading and
a translation of the grave stone found in 1809 nezr Eaist Gate,
wentioning the 85 years old man, He infers that it concerns
a distinguished Romane.

He then gives the texts of the dedicatory inmscription
to Nero and the Lucullus inscfiption. which he has taken
from Dally;s Chichester Guide. About the Hero inscription
he says that the lettors are carved "with singular correctness
and beauty, and cd&he sama size as on tho inscription to
Heptune and Minerva. 1t is clearly but & few years posterior
to that moaument ... and affords edditionsl confirmztion
as to the Roman origin of chichester."-

He szys that Lucullus was propraetor of Britain after
the recall of Agricola, and to—hg:g—bsed put to death by

Domitian for allowing 2 spear he had invented to be called
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the Tucullezn Spear.
Horsfield fates the dipeevery of both these inscrirtions
to about 1823,
' 18 mentions that the East Gate was supposedly of Rowan
origip and looked remsrkably like the Hewport at Lincoeln.

rs that, "after the city of

vE
v

About éhe entrenchments he sx
Regnum had been established by the Romans, it reauircd additionel
fo tif catioc3 towards the north, where tha range of Douns
protected the Wenld ecountry, ¢o which the mative Britons had
retired, and from vhence froy freaquentiy mede predatory
excursicns; These entrenchments connected with the city were
necessary for its defence, end were oceuplied during the summer
es castra aestiva, by the Roman garrizon.'

.Horsfield stntes ¢ lﬂquy thet the site of RegﬁLu is Chichester,
and that Cogidubnus wes luing of tha Regni. Io the descrigtion
of the city, he ssys that the cemetery of 5t, Pancras "was
undcubﬁedly used as a Roman burial pground, which ware aluays
riaced near the rozadside,' 5t. Pancros csmétery heing on the
site of the Roman rosd.

Fistbourse:= "Ip 1812 certein remsins of & Roman bath with
tessellated pavement, were fLound rear the graat Roman rond"
Frow Regnum to Snuthﬂﬁnten. 9eom other Roman remainé,
fragments of Romer brick, Romen soins, and other ariicles

of that deserintion, found in this pariéh. and from its being.

50 very contiguous %o the capital of the Regni, thare can be
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no decubt that the Roman patricians and chiefs had villas in this
neighbourhood, which time will some day bring te light." It is
only the lzst few years that have proved Horsfield's deductions

right.

In 1839 wWilliem Hayley Mason published his book, Goodwood
its House, Park ané Orounds etces

He mentions the temple erected in the grounds for the Neptune
and Minerva inscription. He says it is one of the earliest Roman
inscriptioné in England, but he gives the dete of its discov;ry
as 1731 when the foundations for the Council Chamber were dﬁg.
Be gives a print of the stone and a restored reading and tra#s-
lation, much as is now generelly accepted, except that he gi#es
the name of the donor of the site as Fudens, EHe also mentians
that twc stone walls 3 feet thick and 4 feet below the surf&ce
were found at the same time, "probably part of the Temple?to
which this stone relates."

Mason elso says thet Chichester was a Romen Station, and
that its walls are on the site of the Romen ones, and that
the city's plén, "with but little alteratiocn, remains exactly
ae it was when they hzd possession of Britain."

He alsc adds that "Tacitus tells us several cities were
given to King Cogidubnus after the success of fulus Plautius
and Gstoriﬁs Scapula under Claudius for his fidelity to %Qe
Romans; end according to the Roman custom he here takesléhe
neme of his patron, end styles himself Tiberius Claudius

Cogidubnus XKing and Legate of the Emperor in Britain. ~By
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nis order a college or cempany of artists or mechrnics like those
on Vitzlis's epitaph at Bath under which denomination were
includesd several sorts of workmen togethor,dedicated this
spot to Neptune and Minerva, the one the scvereign of the sea,
vhich perhaps cane up to the walls of the station, the othef :

the patroness of arts."

In 1853 The Archeeoclogical Institute hold its Annual
meeting at Chichester. The folleowing is 2 resumd of the papers
read and the articles exhibited which are concerned with Rowan
Chichester,

Wednesday July 13th.

Mr. Hills, tha Curator of the Musewm of the Chichester
Philosophical Society, read a paper on the Neptune and Minefva
Stone (then at Goodwood), now cutside the Council Chamber.

In 1723, April, a stone waa discovered in digglng the
foundations of the Ceouncil Chgmber $n the city. He says that
it lay about 4 feet under, face upwards and somevhat dameged
by the-labourer§ in their efforts to raise it. Also that
several letters were defaced andé the disinterred portion was
broken into four pieces, and that a portion was still wanting.
It is stated that this portion is under the adjoining house.

The stone he said is six feet by two and three guarter
feet, with letters three inches high. Thase letters are
carefully cat and formed with unusual precision. He pointed
out that Roger Gale gave a long account at the time of the

aiscovery. (Fhilosophical Transactions 1723 Vo.32 No.379).



Gale's ‘Peading of the inscription,  supplying the defective

poertiocns ﬁés'as fecllouwst~

| "Heptund, et Minervae témplum o solute domus 4ivinse
ox auctoritete Tiberii Cloudii Cogidubqi Régié lezati Augusti
in Britannia collegium fabrorusm et qui inm eo a sacris (or
haﬁbratf)-éﬁnt. de suo dedicaverunt, donesnte aream Pudentl
Pudentisi £ilic,*

This valusble inscription has been noticed by various
writers who havé proposed readings differing frow that
suégeﬂted by Cales The. inscyiption as given by Dr. Bailey
{Prefsce to Hearne's Adam de Domerham, pe XXHVII) differs
much from the above. Some have given the conjectural reading
",..ect Cogidubni Regis legati Tiberii Aﬁguﬁti'in,Britannia...“
OLHErs proposes..'Regis Hagni Brittanorum!.

I the memoir im the Philoecphicel Transactions above
cited it is szid to be cut upon a "grey Sussex;marblé”, an
assertion which has been followed by Gough and other wriiera.
It nas been adduced as a proof that the Susses marble was
known to the Rumans; apd amongsit others the late Dr. Maotell
in his 'Geology of the Scuth Eeat of England', speaking of
Sussex marble, asserts that "there is historical proof of
its haﬁing been known to the Romeng",.

‘I Richardson's Geology likewise {Ediition II) it is
affirmed that “a highly interesting proof of its employment
by ibe Romans was afforded whilst <igging the foundation of

1
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the preseant Council Chanber ab Chichester, 172335 the workmen
discovered a slab of ‘gr@y Sumsex marvle® which bore an
inscription."'

In the Sussex Archacoclogical Colisctions (Vol.II p.63)
the.ﬁev. ¥, Turner observes that "one remaﬁkéble instance of
this stone having been used by the Jomans exists in the
well-known glab inscribed to Neptunme and Minerva.," That the
Sussex axrble was known to the Romuos is very probable, but
this stone is errcneously cited as a proof of the fact, since
on a careful exanination it will be found to be Purbeck and
not Sussex marble,

When restored with Sussex merble (i.e. the losk portion)
it is obvicus that the two materisls ave differeat. Thus authors
have been led asipy, and the need for thorsugh examination of
originals is cmphssized.

Honday July 18th.

The Reve Bude Porkines read a memoir on the probable
erigin &f different Anclent names of Chichester, Unfortunately
it eppears that the Institute 4id aot print a copy of this
paver in their report.

Fany Roman articles were exhibited during the Institute's
viasit in the temporary museun, inciunding the folilowing connected
with Ghichester.

{1) Several Roman urns end'religues' found at various times

in Chichegtear.



Exnibited by Chichester Philosophical Society and
Hechanics' Institute.

fhe wmost remarkable of them wns a bottle of brown ware;
with white crnaments in "slip"; of the potiery made neay
Fordingbridge in the Hew Forests It is figured in the
Journal of the Archasological Association Voo IVs pa158:
{Compare, Archaeologia Vol: X4XV, plate 3, figel.)
(2) Réman Pottery, found in Hast Street, in diggiug the
foundations for #r. Hiason's housei fragments of "Samian!
Ware, embossed with figures, and plain; also portions of
coarse Romano-RBritish ware, some of which were rudely
ornamented in an unusual mamner with rows of round impressed
markinge between parallel bands. Roman fesselated pavenent
extends under a great part of the adjacent churchyard and -
church -of 8t. Androw; and also in Hr. Nason's garden 2t a
depth of four or five feat.

Exhibited by Mr. ¥. Hayley Hason.
(3) Roman pottery; portions of Samlan «nd other wares dise:
covered in Chichester Cathedreal in forning & vauit.
Exhibited by Hir. Joseph Buftler.

(%) Portior of a fine Samian bowl with ornameats in low
relief, It wes found on the north side of Chichesters;
and wvzs formerly in the possession of Mr. Zing of Chichester,
the antiquary.

A Samian cup and patera, & jug of white ware and other
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Roman pottery found at Chichester.
dxhibited by Mr. H. Elliot.
(5) %Two earthen vessels, found in i851, embedded in the
wall of St. Ulave's Church, Chichester, placed over ihe
arch.of the east window, on their sides the mouths ifacing
-inwards towarde the churcheeee They are of coarse red ware
and were probavly formed td serva as cooking pots, the bottam
having considerable convexity, so as to bed well amongst
the hot achese This curious discovery is described by the
Rev. P. Froeman (S.2.Co Vol.Yepe223)3 he suppoged them to
be Roman, but the ware hzs no resemblance to that of Roman
times. Large woll-tiles were found in the masonry, which
gave probability to the suppositiolicee
Bxhibited by #¥r. Iukson, Church warden of St.

Clave'e.
(6) Unpublished engraving, representing the remains of cae
of the Roman gates of Chichester (Regnum), from a sketch
in the Burrell Coliectionse

Also an unpublished etching, three Roman inscriph;ons
found at Chichester: one of them, found in a cellar in
Bast Stroet, at the corner of St. Martin's Lane, is a
tablet dedicated to Nero; another, found in 1323 in Horth
Street, is the lowar porticn 6f an altar dedicated by
Lucullus, son of Auminus; the third is a votive tablet to

Jupiter, dedicaved by C. Sallust%ius Lucullus, propracior
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hs.
6f Britain afteor the recall of Agricola, "pro salute Imp.
Caess Domitiani Aug.”

Uxkivited by The Rev. B.R. Perkins,

The Reve HeLEiCo Walcott had Ws bpok the "Memorials of
Chichester¥ published in 1865, Of Chichester, "Roman Regoum®
he says that "the streels follow the lines of a Roman
camp.

"Vespasiza fixed his headquarters here in 47 A.D: and
& native yripcb, a tributary of the emperor, resided in the
town." |
ie mentions the Meptune and Hinerva stone dug up in
1723 "bezring tho vame of Pudens, who is suppnse@itc be the
ssme person who is mentioned by St. Pawl" (A picture of the
inscription is opposite p.2.) ''The Proprostor’s louse
occupied the site of the Bishnp's'Palace." He zlso mentions
a Romsn road to Halnaker from the East Gate, ''From the fragrents
of earthenware pipes found on the spoé; water, to sunplement
the limited supply afforded by the intermittent stream of
the Lavant, is supposed te have been brought for the supply
of the town from the Broyle (hru}llum, 2 bushy place),
which formed probably the Roman summercasp or outwork,"

Iater on wher describing tho Bishop's Palace he again
says that it is or the site of a Koman villa.

With ragard"to Roman Chichester, Yalcott displays a

rather uncritical epprosch to his naterial.
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Hark £, Lower,

sxcept that he supporis the "Padenst

with the Nzptune end ¥inerva stane.

the publication of a "History of Sus

who has little to say =sbout Romrn

o
by

Chicheoter

story in connectlon

Opuzeula - a collection of pepers by {. Roach 3mith
datad botween 1870 ans 1887,

(i) The Romzn Zoed from Londor to JShichestzr, 1877.

Quoting & Mr. Yartin, Deach Smith seys, "He conczludes
that the road was of early dste, and made for wilitary
purgoses only, a theory not to be supported.” e zives
Hoviczagus = position near Ypson.

“hichester gtznds slone, and for remote, in the south

of Ueomon Britzin, fros the gresi

Dover and Lymme to London on the cast;

by Bittern {Slzuseatur) and WMnchesbter

is gonorally cccepted as the Regnum of

of Antoninus, which was

Reognua u3 a place of importance, and thus the If
1

from it. Although the distence to the first

unguestionably Bittern, éoes not zccord with

cansurement, yot there iz ne
for Camder end
izbly survive to Setersine
starting-pizces in
g in its

args oextent = ipgeriptions,

gvidently prepared to

ather place,
fGele's 'Ringwood! has none

the

must renk

voad und its towrs frem

end from that
on the west. It
the seventh Iter
tolze *u:\. &:i-s
er starts

station,

emalins

4

sites of &1l the

the Itinerary; while Chichestsr, 1p its

with 4he
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chief fowns in Koman bziudiu. Its wellsSeeeX feel copvinced
that in itheir entire circuit they are engraftes upon
the core of the Romaneee”

e saw ‘a vastion is the south waell nesr thes tast Onte,

in a fine stale of precorvatics, althaugh bayond it the
¥all is obscured by buildings.” He mesntions sepulcehral
inscriptions cud wpcn stones which hod pravicusly formed
part of & public buildiung. "(Other worked sbtomes of nagnitude,
which had belonged to edifices of iisportance, nhave 2leo
teen found. The well kmoun dedicatory inscription of the

Temple of Heptune and Hinerva, cne c¢f the most valuable

tzelf

pu

historicel inascriptions ¢f ZRcmen Sritaia, would of

i

show the importance of the town., It has by chance survived
in a fractwred stats ths destruction of, no doubt, hundreds
of lapidary records mere or lesz valuable.”

He concludes by casiag thaet & Hr. 4. Harris belioves
thaat he has dlscovored the site of an amphithestre and
possibly that of a theatre elso in the {lelds on the south-
cest of the town. '"Kxcavallcons alcone can delermine the
guestions"

(ii) Roman Chichester. 1887,

“Chichester, without doubt, renrosents tha Reghum
of the seventh Iter of Anloninus, although %he distance to
the next station, Clzusentus, Bittewn, is some 10 miles

short of the aclusl milesge.” Risgwood is disrticsed because




Iter were walled towns.™ PRowmcl Swmith thdnks PBegnum &

')

goubtful forum for ihe same of the capitsl of the Regni,

-y

Te then discussesy bow Chichestor got its name in scme detail,

"o have seon gn inleressiing revelation of the foundation

i)

z bastion in the southerm walil of Chichester, shcowing, 28
1.3 be shown, Aowan work of the sost gubstantial
kind, wilth the facing stones intact uo far as they had besn
counceaied by earth accunulsted to the helght of U or 5 feet."
ifa meﬁtians the hasticn nezr the Bzst Gato, wlich he degcribes

Py

2z "guite perfectY, wnd the detached corz of a bastion on

18]

the porth wall., "The fzecing is of oaell cguared stones with
courses ol bending-tiles coamon to most of the wzils of Reman
towns in the south oand midlapd counties... Tha facing stones

in the wails of Chichesnter have beea sc complaielsy abstracted

sptune and Minerva inscription.

He quotes Roger Gelo 2zt some lesgth, ond gives an zaonded
reading, with the nsme of the donor as Pudens. He says
that the dedication to Heptune was on zcocount of the pain

approach to Regnum being by lea.
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~ Roach Jmith quotes Tacitus in connection with the ﬁames
and titles of Cogidubnus. "The boundary of the territory
assigned to Cogidubnus extended to the coast on the south,
and on the porth it is probable it is in part indicated
by the long foss and rampert on the N.E. and N.U. of
Chichesterss.™

He thinks Collegium Fabrorum refers to motal workers,
because of the.number of iron works in Sussex worked from
'an apparently ezrly date.

As fur as connecting Pudensg with Hartial and 3t. Paul
is concerned Rozch Smith dismieses the matter "as not worth
discussiﬁg."

"In excavating in 1832 on the cast side of North Street,
between the spet where this inscribed slab was found and the
Crosz, an altar was dug up. IJt wag dedicated to the
Genius Loci by Lucullus, the sen of Aominus, 8 civilian
whose house and ground stood im & line with the temple to
Weptune ond Minerva. Altars to this topical and houwschold
deity are extremely nuUmercuSe."

Roach Smith goes on to menticn the dedicatory inscription
to Hero, and 2150 2 votive tablet to Jupiter, dedicated by
C. Salluvetius Lucullus, Propractor of Britain after the
rocall of Agricola. Concerning theo lNoro inscription he
seys that it ic interesiing “aé tending to confirm or support

evidences of the peaceful comdition of th#south of Britain
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when the esstern part was in rebellionee.” Ee zlludes to
the fact of the stone's being very early.

He admits being somewhat suspicious about the 5allustius
Lucullus inscription because of its historical importance
and the lack of circumstantial evidence.

This inscription wos cttributad to Chichester by the
Rev. B.R. Perkins. Itruns:-

I.0.M,
BHO SALUTE |
IMP, CAES. DOMITIAHI
aUG..
.G, SALLUSTIUS LUCULLUS
LiG. AUG.
PR. FR, PROV, BRITAKNIAE
PCSUIT
VeSeLelie

This inseription was%ollected by a Samuel Woodford of
Wadham College, Oxford, about 1653,

Rosch Smith sa2ys that the two imperfect funerezl
in=criptions are "upimportent in themselves, but valuable
in relaticn to the stones uwpon which they appear. They wefe
found in 1833 in Scuth Street... It would appear that
these stones had originally been used in somelpublic
building; aftervards adapted for sepulchral USCSseee

end subscauently egain used fof building purposes. Such
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changes are pot uncommon in Romun towns,pointing to periocds
of destruction and regovation.'

"There is one wore stone, fragmentary, about tuo feet
squsre, kindly exhibited by the Bishop, which belongs to
the s@pulchral cless. It was found in his garden, having
doubtless been used there in some public building. It has
contained at least 4 lines, of which only ¢races of 3 remains

o »-e-o RIAY

« o o NOHAT

I S
And further, the Bishop exhibited to us a mutilated head in
marble, of iife, or rathor hereic, size, which it was
suggested might have been of Heptune. Its being in marble
makes its discovery at Chichester suspected.!

Roach 8mith coneludes by'mentioning a hoerd of smsll
brass coins lately excavated in Chichester.

(iii) A paper on Roman Rochester aad Romsn Chichester.

In this Roach Smith ropeats Qhat he seid in his paper

on Roman Chichester,

In 1898 a History of Chichester by Adolphus Ballard was
pudlished.

In his introductory chapter on Regnum,, Ballard says
that Vespasisn probably conquered the Regni, teking theip

capital Regnum, He says, quoting Richard of Cirencester,
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that the gift of cities 2nd territory to Cogidubnus, wad
made in 48 A.D., 2nd that they had originally belenged to
the Relgae.

.-Concerning the inscription, of wnich he gives a
transiation, he says that it was found in 1723 and must
have been erected before the close of the first century.
Also tke -town must have been of some importance, as the
Smiths had incorporated -themaeclves into a guild.

Ballard gives a -full zccount of the Pudens legend but
considers it highly improhable.

He continues, "Evidence of its (Chichester's) Roman
origin is to be found in the disposition of the four
'principal streets.«othe East Gate, which ¥was not pulled
down until 1783, is said to have been Roman workecee"

"In addition to the inscribed stone already mentioned,
other inscriptions have been found at the corner of St. Martin's
Lane snd BEast Street and in thé wall near the East Cate,
while tessciated.pavements have been found under £t.
Andrew's Church, snd underes..2 house in Eaost Street, =nd
algo in the grounds of the Bishop's Palace and under the
piers of the spire and reredos in the Cathedral, A
votive altar" was found in the cellar of the Little Anchor
in Vorth Strest ncar the Cross (The Lucullus inscription)s;
while adjoining the temple of Neptuno and Minerva wss found

a pavement running along lLion Street for about 100 yards.
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Ballard assumes the Entreuchments to have been Roman.
He mentions two Roman roads as passing through Chichester.
The majin road frem ¥Yinchester and Porchester to Pevensey
and Richborough, and Stane Street, which started at

Bracklesham Bay and went to London.

Chichester Past and Fresent by J. Low Uarren, published
in 1902, |

He assumes thzt. an important csettlement existed on the
site of Chichester before the Rommne came, and that they
called it Regnum when they foumded it. Proof of Roman
foundations is shown by pottery, coinsg, ornagents, "and
varioﬁsly designed weapons." ile mentions finds in the
vicinity of lorthzate and the Corporation Harket, and when
drainage excavations vere taking place but does not say

wvhat they were. He also implies that Chichester was a

Pfortified urbs" from the beginning of the Roman occupation. .

The Neﬁtuns and Hinerva inscription, the discovery
of which he places in 1723, he says, proves that Romaus not
only lived here, but also erected different kinds of
buildings. ile assumes that the walls discovered at the came
time &s the stone were those of the temple. Uarren gives
a feirly accurate reading and translation of the inscription,
except that he too calls the donor of the site Fudens.
He says that Claudius was decreed a triumph on his return

to Rome for having conguered the sea, so the dedication_of
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the temple “to Neptune (the god of the sea), and Minerva
(the goddess of wisdom) for suggesting the conquest was

et least appropriate on this occesion.”

Selsey Bill: Historic and Prehistoric by Eduwsrd Heron-

Allerniy published in 1911.

In mentioning the “Cogidubnus stone", which he says
wee found in 1723, Alien agein mekes the point that it is
one of the most important discoveries, beczuse it is
one of "the very fcw Romanc-British inscriptions that can
be ascribed with certzinty to the first century of our
era."

Yet Allen falls for the legend, and gives the name of
the donor of the site ss Pudens, who merrised the daughter
cf Cogidubnus, and was mentioned by Martial. He loaves open
the question of whether or not this man wrs the Pudens centioned
by St. Panl, giving some viows of each side.

"During 1910, during the cutting of the branch railemy
line under the Broyle Rozd, not far from Chichester Barracks,
a most important discovery was made of British hut-circles,
showing signs of Roman occupation...." These hut-circles or
fire rlaces "yielded masses of brcken pottery of both British,
Romeno-British, and Roman mznufecturescee”

Quantities of Roman roofing tiles (plain and comb-
patterned) many of them flanged, found at Dell Quay, lead

lr. Allen to suggest that there was 2 Roman villa there.
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The Roman Era in Britain by John Nard wes firet
published ia 1911, .
It is a gensral work covering the whole of the Roman
occupation of Britain. Apart from an occasional passing

reference to Chichester nothing detailed is included.

In 1920 ¥, Victor Cook published his "Story of
Sussex, This work is rather a romantic presentaticm.

He begins his chapter on Chichester thus "....the
*Regni' tribe of Belgae as the Romans called the natives
who inhabited Sussex, seem to have had cne of their chief
caottlezents at the place which the Romans named Regnum and
vhich we now know as Chichester."

He continues that Regnum seems likely to have been
the first or second of the military cities which the
conquerors founded in Britain. "Onder the name of Regnum
{Chichester being Saxon) it became the centre of a district
inhabited by a2 tribe known to the Romans as the Regni, and
2 British prince, nazmed Cogidubnus, who seems to have given
valuable help to the invaders in their conquést of the valley
of the Thames, was given the regency of the province."

He mentions the finding of the Heptune and Hinerva
stone in 1723, and givesthe following translation:- "The
college of artificers, and they vho preside over sacred
rites or hold office there, by the authority of King

Cogidubnus, legate of Tiberius Claudius Augustus in Britain
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dedicated this temple to Neptune and Hinerva for the welfare
of the Imperial Femily, Pudens, son of Pudentinus giving
the ground." He says that part of the stome was left under
the adjoining house,

He continues:= "It bhas been suggested that the 'Collegium
Fabrorum® was probably a company of Smiths or shipuwrights
of Chichester, who would naturally regard Neptune and-Minérva
as their speciel patroas. It has a2lso been suggested,
though upon what grounds of probability I-do not know, that
the Pudens,; son of Pudentinus may have been a British
Christian, a disciple of St. Paul referred to in the closing
words of the great misscionary's second Epistle to Timothy.™

He points out that the foundation walls of the ancient
temple, running Horth and Esst and three feet thick, were
discovered at the same time as the inscription.

He says that the Roman fortifications of Chichester
ware particularly extensive on the porth of the%ixy.
"a reason given ior this is that they were nimed at protecting
it from raids by the Britens, who, at any rate in the early
stages in the conguest, had probably retired in large
numbers totthe hills and impenetrable forests of the weald,
whence they might as cccasion served take advantage of any
iaxity on the part of .the invaders.®

He also tells us that Stque Street ran in a straight

line to Londor from the Eastern gnteway of Roman Regnum,
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passing tac spot vhere the Romemo-British citizens are
believed to bave had their cemoetery.

Before closing his chapter on Chichestor by telling
of the sacking and burning of the ¢ity end the flight of
the inhabitants, Cook eaysi- “Regnum, that strong city of
the Romens seems to have held its own for more than half @

century after the Roman soldiery had gone;"

The Roman Occupation of Britzin by F. Raverfield was
published in 1924,

Crly one sentence bears any real reference to 6hicbester.
and that is of a very gonerdl nature. ‘'Chichester, once
capitel of the Regni, possessés'many traces of its Roman -
period, including inscriptions, the core of its Rowan walls,
fragments of buildings, and sbundance of pettery end

other débris of life.”

The Records of Chichester by T.G. ¥illis was published
in 1928,

in his treatment of the city's history Willis includes -
large extracts from Rorsfield, Dolly, Walcott and Spershott.
On pages 16-17 he has & drawing of the Neptune and Hinerva
inscripticn, and a print of the words of the Nero snd
Lucullus imscriptions. He concludes thesze copies by saying
that "Several of the houses in East Street, between the North
Fallant e2nd The Cross, hove Roman vaulted sub=structions,™

Willis does include three sets of extracts from books

or lectures by peoplo cther than those mentioned above, which
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have a bearing on the study of Roman Chichester.

(1) The Visitors' Band-bock to Chichester, by Charles
We Cracker, published in 1866,

"Under the rule of the Romans it assumed the nsme of
Regnus," thus “he implies a pre-conguest settlement on the
site of Chichester, ‘'Hany testimonies of the occupation
af that people have been found in the city and neighbourhood,
and coins of that date are constantly being discovered
here." He assumes. that the entrenchments are the remains
of a Roman summer's camp. ‘Many inscribed stones of this
date have, from time to time, been discovered, with scraps
of Tesselated pavement."

He speaks of a votive altgr. found in North Street,
and he, assunes that the Lucullus mentioned on it, is the
successor of Agricola *in the government of the kingdom."

“Many other Roman remeins could be mentionod, but it
must suffice to say that there is good reacon to suppese
that a Roman Villa stood near the spot now cccupied by the
Episcopal Palace; and that even in digging the present
foundations for the new spire of the Cathedral, fragmcots of
tesselated pavement wers discovered near the old foundations,."

(ii) In 1910 e book was published, which had been
uritten by EZdwin Wilmshurst, on the Neptuze and Minerva
inscription. It wes entitled "St. Paul and Britain: Notes

on the Dedication Stone of the Tewmple of NHeptune and
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Minerva, at Chichester, which connects the Romar Semator
Pudens, the British Princezs Claudia, and 8¢t. Paul, with .
the city of Chichester.“

This book states .the old story about Pudems and Claudia
in Martial's Epigram and in II Timothy c.4. v.21, in an
expanded and more roméntic form than previously, connecting
then with Roman aristocrats, British princes and saints,
Wilmshurst quotes Archbishop Uesher, Cardinsl Wiseman and
many -other clerics in proof of his deductions. He asserts
that, "The preceding statements are extracted from writings
and documents vhich are accessible to any readers.c.™,
he then goes on to sy that what follows comes from une
published sources, including "a very old and secret tradition.,”

Here he assumes Pudens to be 8t. Paul's half-brother,
through his mother's marriage to Pudentinua, and thus he
explains. Romans c.16 v.13. He also assumes (following
Busebius), that St. Paul planted Christianity in Britain,
but thet it is unlikely thet he met Pudens in Britain,
travelling here after he had been freed by Nero in 58 A.D.
He points out that filear Bosham there was a place called
Paul’s Wharf, '"the traditional landing place of the Apostle .
ccsoChichester was then (about €0 A.D.} a most likely
larnding place for St. Paul, who had many connections with

Reman officerssess Thus it is highly probable thateoee



€0,
St. Paul trod the cstreets of Chichester.”

Without minimizing the demage which can be done by such
fanciful, roumantic story-telliag it must, I think, be
admitted that Wilmshurst’s marshalling and compiling of
his facts is ingenious.

(iii) In 191% Hr. O.N. Wyatt delivered a lesture before
the students of Bishop Otter's College and the Y.M.C.A. on
his personal recollections of Chichester.

"The foundation of Chichester was laid some years before
the Romans came to Englande... About the year 45 or 46 of
the present era, Clavdius, the Roman Emperor,' sent generals
and soldiers into Britain, and later Vespasian fixed his
headguarters at the place now called Chichester; but by
the Romans, Regnum. bthen the Romans left Britein....they
left behind them many traces of their cccupation, scme of
which remain to this prescat day, oﬁe being the stone dug
up in 1723, with an inscription in Latin, from which it -
appears that a temple was built mear the site of the -
present Ccuncil Chamber on ground given by one Pudens, and
dedicated to Neptune and Minerva, in the reign of Claudius
the Roman Emperor.... Another trace of the Roman occupation -
ig. a Roman bath in the garden at Kingsham Farm, in good
preservation,”

A5 Chichester was the Regrum of the Romans ard- a-

fortified town, there is little doubt that the foundations
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cf 'the preeent walle were leid in their time, and as they
vere 3 most civilized nation, alwater supply was necessary,
and for thie purpese thoy laid a conduit from a spring
arising just above the Bishop Otter College,. through land
now Caklands Park, iate the city; this conduit is still in
existence, though it is not. now used for supplying water."

“The Bishop's Pzlace wse built on the site of the Sexon
King's residence which had formerly been the residesnce of
the Roman Propraetors.f

- “"The walls were first built by the Romans, fortified with

stone on the outside and raised to a height of about 20 feet
and were about 7 feot 6 inches to 14 feet wide. - They
erected bastions or round towers, about 16 in qumber._at
unequzl distences. There were.four-gates, with & portcullis
to each.™

"The streets were no doubt laid out in.their present
formation by the Romans."

¥Yyatt records Edwin Wilmshurst as writing that, "Some
of - the houses in the East Street between the North Psllant
an@ the Cross arse .built on arches of Roman construction,

which are under .the presentcellarscses"

In 1935 the third volume of the Victoria County History
of Sussex was published. It is a very detailed work and
covers Romam Chichester as thoroughly as was-then possible.

The introduction to the section on Roman Chichester
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asserts that the town of Regnum is beyond doubt the earliest
Roman settlement in the ccunty. . &s there was good arable land
around the town, corn was probably shipped from the harbours -
at Chichester. Thore is nothing {0 show how life was lived in
Regnun after 410, A.D., though a coin oifalontinian III (425-
b55) may suggest. continuity. It zeems spproprinte- to insert.
at this point 2 view held by some present experts:as to the [”k”?]
continuity of life st Regnum. They think that Chichecter may
have had 2 larger population et the end of the Romman period
thaen during the zenith of town-life in Roman Britain. The

reasen for this is that the local farmers seem to hzve moved

into the town to iive, because of the denger outside, while

still working in the ficlds during the day. About the ealy
possible reason for such 2 course of action would be the Saxon
raids, which were increasing in intensity ot this period,
Moreover Chichester harbour offered a fairly safe anchorage
for bands of mavauding Saxons, from which they could plunder
the lowiand zoae betweon the dowms and the sea with relative -
impunity.

Concerning the ancient name of Chichester, litile is said,
apart from a resund of the viaws of Haverfield and others.
Haverfield suggested that the Regrum of the Antonine Itinerary
and the Noviomagus of Ptolexy were the same place, "let us say
Novicmagus Regnensium”. - RoacheSmith peints out that the Antonise

Itinerary gives the distance. from Regnum (Chichester) to
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Clausentum (Bitterne) as twenty miles, whereas it is thirty
milos., There seem to be twe possible weye of expleizing this,
(3) A scribal error of XX for Xiks
(i1) The distance is measured frem the boundary. of the territory
of tho Rognenses, (which was probably at Havant) thus it is
twenty miles,
Haverfield alse sugposted that Regoum might well be

Celtic or an adaptetrion of some deseription of the Yprotectedh
state of Cogldubnus which Remans would naturally csll "regrum'e
Dallaway sayz, ant Faverfield agreed with him, that the towm
declined after 270 A Dl, but coins end pottery take us from the
beginning to well into the fourth contury, and the coins stilld
later, -

- After the genersl introduction the site is discussed in
great detail under various toplce.

‘Firstly the WYalls and Gntes are discussed,

The tells as they stand nov are medieval on Romsn foundations,

The Roman city was an Yeleven sidsd polysgon .of about Y01 acres
(like Stichestor, =~ walled Verulanium was twice the size)s, The
circuit of the walls is 1 (one) mile 810 (eight hundred and ten)
yerds. - "Lines of wall of the same menaurcments (450 feet) running
both north =nd south of the West Gate, sugsest that a beginning
was made on this side, the rest of the circuit being fitted to
exigting houges, and to the courss of the Lavant stream on the.

caat, south-ezst; and socuth-wezt sides. Outside the Souvth Gate



64,
there must have been a byidge over the Lavant; along the
southruést sides the wallé afe abéut = yafdé avay ftbﬂ the
stream,® - |

The Streets, morth to south and east to vest wore probably
stréisht at first. "“The smaller modern streées. though theoy
offé;:g:idence of Roman toun-plamning with 'insulae’, dé not
contradict the idea. It is obvicus that the toun ves laid out
on ihﬁ usuél rectangular plan frum fhe centre; space for a ‘
- forum being slioved near the middle crossing: and the 'insulae' would
deﬁelop aleng the four cardinal roads.”

The Gates were taken down botween 1772 and 1783, but it is
uncertain, despite Dallaway‘and oﬁhers, if there waa.any Reman
vork in them,

It ie cortain thot Regoum had walls in the Roman period,
but little is known of them. Dallaway opaaks of large quantities
of Reman material in thé walls, and stétes that part of—the
wall on the south-eact side of the city was taken down in 1809,

An inseribed stone and a fragpent of a miiastone
(aﬁparently with no inseription) wore discovered 'among the
foundations'y, 25 Dallaway puts it, Theso discoveries mny
have been vhere the city wall was pulled douwn tolbuild & house
which crosges its line. If the 'faundatiens; wore Rowen work
in situ, the inscribed stone and milestone were reéused materisl,
which would indieate that the Romam wall here was either built

at a late date or hastily repzired,
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The Roman {like ths present walls) may have been backed
by an sarthern bank. It’ié also pogeible that an orizginal
vallum was rovetted with later unlls of stone and f£lint,

1t hac been proved that tho Beman walle had bastiens, 28
is seoen from o description of eicavations iz 1885 on the
Mediaeval'bastion opposite the Begsidentiary's Garden on the
south of the city. "Hnﬂerléing it were the remmins of n lerger
Roman bastion consieting of zauné&tions cf rammed chalk and
flint, on which lay a rectangular bese of two courses of dressed
Fuldborough sandcitone, the upper course set back, the wide
Joints being of pipik Roman mortars (n the base stood the
rubble bhastion, with a semi-circuiar end, round which ran a
chamfered plinth of mascury.® Many pieces of Rosmn tile and
brick were found, but no pottery. "iIn one placa;ﬁmn still be
seen thres courses of pink mortar, jeining fourrourses of stone
at the-bése of the bastion.™ A sm2ll copper coin of Gallienus
(253=268) was found, and if 1t was in the structure, it is
' pbssibie that the bastion, not bondad to the wall, was erected
shortly before or after 268,17 Tha dastions could have been
erected 28 extra defences against Saxzon réids. & projecting
curt&inpﬁall vest of the bastion was examined, but found to
have no Romanlfaundmtions, the line of the ﬁoman vall was
probabdly behind it, whers the modiaeval Deanery stood. The
other existipg bestisas in the southe-wsst ond southéeaét |

portions of the City wall may he the sececessors of Romon ones,.
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"There is reascsn te belleve that there wors once bastions in
the north porticn of the City Wall." Hre Gopdou Hills thought
that “the isvlated tower, or basiion® outéida the north-west
wall wag probzbly not of Roman origin. However the cée just
south-bf the Zast Gate “isfn'form and measuremont very similer
to thode al Anderida, the parallel sides of the rostangular
porticr messuring about 1l feet.®

‘There folleows o list of Buildings, Pavesents and Other
_ Findg¢
l. Norih Streebs~ Wallc found ruuning nerth and eust when the
Neptune and Einerva Stone was excavated in 1723, were possibly
those of the tomple to which the ;tane belonged,
2. 5%t. andrew's Churchi- The tessellated pavement found in
1853 a2t a depth of 5§ o 5 feet, and extending unéer a great
part of the church aad churchyard is montiovned in conmection
with the foundations of Yr. Yecon's house in Last Street.
"Embossed and plaiﬁ'Samgan anﬁkoanae Romano~British ware, rudely
ornameﬁted. are alss recordsd."
3¢ Last Street:i- Y“Part of 'z tossellszted pavement WRG? found -
in 1881'on tkhe premises of Mr. Eed. ?éulkﬁer'-at s depth of
5 feet 3 inches. It wes formed of variocusly coloured tesserae
about one inch sguare, some of which shcwedlthe m2rks of fire.
Ii seemed to extend uander adjécent buildings.”
4. HNorth and South Faliant:— Iz 1931 2 Samian pot of Domitian =

Trajan period, and a coin of Trajan were found.
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5. South Pallant:~ In October i931 work in the road opposite
Ho.5 "revezled the remeins of s hypocaust (piller tiles and box
flue tiles &nd other signs of a house) and slsc = Samian pot,
a Samian flonged bowl, = bone, part of & comb:, core bf an
ox-horn otc." At this point the moderr street does not coincide
with a Roman street.
6. Wost Street:-= In 1811, vhen a cellar was being dug "the
bordurs of a pavement of cozrse materials and workmanship was
found.” |
?; The Cathedral:-

(i) .Ia 1830 at the west end of the south aisle, vwhen a
greve was being opened "‘many teas;}ae and other indications
of Romen cccupancy'were found."

(ii) 1In 1848 st the west cnd of the north aisle, when a
grave was being dug, "a layer of bruken tilem and.fragments
of Samian ware were found.”

(43i) when a vault was being made not later than. 1853,
Ypottery including portions of Samisn znd other wnres were
discovered. Among the Sasdsan was & fine oruamented bowl
afterwards in the possession of Yr. King, the Chichester
antiguary,”

(i) In.1861 when the piers of the tover were being rebuilt,
"portiouns of a tesscllated pavement of smnll red tesserae were
found near their Ysses."

(v) In 1866 during digging for the foundations of the
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reredos of the High Altar, “several squere yards of z similarly
constructed tessellated pavement were found at a depth of sbout
&4 feet."

(vi) 1In 1878 "in a trench scross the nave and aisles of the
Cathedral, part of a tessellated pavement made of brick tesserae,
with flueetiles etc., was found.™

{vii) "Pottery has been found at verious times under the floor
of the Cathedral."
8. The Bichop's Palace:= "When the Palace uas partl& rebuilt
in 17251727 traces of several rooms of 2 Roman house were found,
with tesserae and coing, including some of Nero and Domitien,
At a distence of 20 feet from the south-esst angle of the Uest
wing, & room 30 feet sguare contained much of a mosaic pavement.”
9. The Deanery:- "on the lawn, in the drought of September
1929, were discerned the foundations of an apse, exactly 10
feet south of the scuth-west corner of the Deanery, and other
foundations, apparently Roman."
10. "In excavations for new County Offices north of Vest
Street (1933-1934) over an area 320 feet east to west, and 20
feet north to south, 2 great quantity of Roman snd other pottery
sherds was found on made-up soil 3 to 4 feet deep.”

The next section is headed Kilus,
About 150 yerds from the Cross on the_n@fth side of East

Street, during excavations for the foundations of a house,

"two amall kilns werc found at a depth of 4 feet. The mouth .
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of the smeller kilm wes one foot in diameter, =2nd formed of
stones covered by a large stone, The kilnm, made of bricks in
cement, widened cut to a dizmeter of 2 feet 6 inches and was
about 3 feet 4 inches deep; it was entirely filled with charcoal
and the sides were partly covered with a siliceous#lazeo The
larger kiln wag a mere hole in the clay, puddled into form,
about 4 fect wide and 5 feet 6 inches deep; the interior,
partially glazed, contained fragments of the cosrse pottery
common on Roman mites in Sussex, About the kilns were found
the lip of a mortarium and a fragment of the same mended with
a large leaden rivet, fragments of Szmian were, and bones
of domestic animals. Imtthe cutting wass the section of a
pavement of concrete and bricks lying about % feet & inches
below the present road level and under the foundations of an
adjoining modern house.,¥ The section concludes.with this
comment, “I¢ is curious to f£ind kilns neer tc the middle of
the town and apparently nenr to a Roman house ard some publice
buildirgs, and possibly they were both domestic ovens rather
than kilns.®

The next section denls with Inscriptions. There were 6
known at Chichestr’;r in 1935,
l. The fomous Neptune and Hinerva inécription; one of the
nost important found in Britain. %The Victoria County History
tql].s of the discovery of the stone ir 1723, and that it is

fan ansate tablet of Purbeck marble,® and thut after various meves
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it was let into the wall of the portico of the Council Chamber
in 1907, Then it is stated that, "The inscription is the most
important document we have for the Roman occupation of Sussex,
znd one of the very few Romano=-British inscriptions that can
be ascribed with certainty to the first century." The reading
and translatibn'given are those in the City Guide, which iz
the reading of R.G. Collinguood end J.G.C. Anderson. (For a
full description of the stone, its measurements apnd lettering
see V.C.H. Vol3, pell)

Scme noteworth5points about the inscriptior are zlso givene

(2) ‘*Collegium Fabrorum® referred to a gild of workmen,
probably shipbuilders. This is deduced from the dedicmtion
to NHeptune and Minervs, the god of the ses and the goddess
of handicraft.

(b) "oqui in eo sunt® mey mean those associated in work
with the membors of the 'collegium'y zlthough themselves not
nendbers."

{c) 'Cogidubnus, the vessal king, was probabdbly only an
honorary *legatus Augusti®.”

(d) The conjectured reading (Fud)enpe. although not
iuposszible, has no authority.

- (e) The suggested connection of Pudens (of II Timothy:
by 21) with the inscription is baseless.

(£) '""The very fine lettering {with punctuation dots) is

hardly later than the early Flavian age'."”
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The narrative continues, "This anique inscription,
cut by a Homan workmen on Purbeck stone, gives evidence of a
highly Romanized life in Regnum about the middle of the first
century: a temple to Roman deities, and a gild of cyafismen
_ in recognized Reman mannsr. - The vassal king, Gégidubnus is
proud of his Roman title, arnd coanection. The dopor of the
site would appear to be an Itolian, probably ore of. the many
busineas mea who followed the legioms into Britain,'
2. "Part of a large tablet of Purbeck (%) marble was found
in 1740, in a ccllar in Zast Street at the corner of St.
Mertin's Lanes the stone was lost at an cariy date, dbut the .
inscripticon thereon is recorded in the Hs Minutes of the Society
of Antiquaries of London (vol.iv: 19; 18th Sept.1740)."
Haverfield pointed out thst older.remdings (e.g. Corpus
Inser. lLat. vii, 12) end drawings (e.g. Gough's Camden Vol.l,
pleXev, fig.2.) 4id not distinguish botween the text actually
found and the 'supplementa® of aeditors. "The correoct reading
and hiﬂ additions are as follows:=-
HERONI CLAUDIO DIVI
(CLAGDI P G)EEMANI(CI) (CAES N)EPOTI TI
(Cx£S P)RONEPOTI  DIV(I) (AUG ABNEPOTI)
CAESARI ADG (T) R, P, IV, IMP, IV, €OS, IV
8. Co Vs
Translationt:= To Nero Claudius, son of the divine Claudius,

grandcon of Germenicus Cmesayr, graat-grandson of Tibarius
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great-great-grandson of the divine Auvgustis, Caesar-&hgustus. with
tribunician power for the fourth time, imperstor for the féurth
time, Comeul for the fourth time (nzme of person or body who
put up the inscription).? |

Attention is then draen to the fect that filio, nepoti,
pfonepoti. abrepoti etc. were used by the early Emperors
uﬁetﬁér Eﬁey were actually descended from their predecessors
or note '"Haverficld points out a slip made by the mason,
if he cut T.R.P./% on the stome - the yezr not agreeing with
ihat of 'Hero's fourth'consulate. The stone seems to have been
z dediéatory stcne on some building iear the ceontré of the toun,
énd'its date is not later than 60 A.D. Here again is evidence
of an important enrly building."

3. "Part of = tombstone, found in i809, in the southw-east

wall, ‘which wzs later built in a wall in the ﬁishop's Pelate

gardenﬁ Haverfield corrected the mistuken reaéings as follovsie=
(D) Movoee oeeeslNUS AT...ARIUS (AR) LXEXV,

which may be expanded to, Dis manibus (..;.ﬁns? atriacns)

annorum LKXXV.

In tronslations=  To the gods of the Lower Wo?ld (eeeous? the

porter) aged 85 years. The suffi® ....arius probsbly denotes

thzt the old mezu had been of some occiipation; e.g. compare '...cr’

as in beker ete."

The location of thia inscription is now unknoun.

4, "An altar 3 feet 6 inches by one foot 6 inches was found in
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1823 at a depth of & feet (?) under the froot pavement of the
house adjoining the Little Anchor Inn, he&r the Groes, lorth
Street." Appareatly, it is now not known where it is. “The'
inscription runs:e
GENIO S{ACRUM) LUCULLUS AWMINI
CFIL(IOS) D(E) S(U0) P(oSuIm.

- The translation is:- Secred to the Genius, Lucullus son of
Ammindus at his own charges placed this stone., Thé letters
are szid to.be good, and in dste of about tho end of the first
century. The name Ampinius occurs on & coin found in sduth-east
Kent., Sir John Evans did not think it referred to Adminius,
son of Cuncbeline, who fled to Gaul, but it m=ay., Aaminius is
a local Belgic name, and it i& interesting to sce that his son
had a Roman name,"
5. "h otome 3 feot one inch by 2 feet 9 inches was found at’
a depth of 7 fect at South Gate in 1833." After being in the
Chichester Huseué it seems.to heve been lost, but is now.in
the Yorthing Husoum.

"The inscriptica, the letters of which are said to be of
about the end of the first century, is:=-

{BODI)CCA AELIA CAVVA
FIL(IA) AN(RORUM) XXXVI

The tranclation. ist= DBodicca felia Czuvs, daughter of ceeey
aged 36 years. ‘°Bodi' is net an improbable guess, for

Bodicca, Boudicca or Victoria, the neame of a Celtic goddess,
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was sdopted by the famous queen of the Iceni and other Celtic
women. The occurrence of a Celtic name in combination with a
Latin one is not unusual,"

However, "Corpus Inseér. Lat.vii, 13, suggests that cca
being part of 2 name, CAVVA canrot alsc be part of a nome, and
indicates the race or tribe of Aelia, in which case the
translation wsuld be ‘Bodicca Aclia of the Cauvan tribet',"

6. The Yorthing Museum zlso hus the greater part of a tambstone
found st the same time and place as the preceding one. ‘The
letters are similar to those of the preceding. The
inscription is in three linest-
CATIA

CENSCRIN(A)

AN XXIII
» that is Catia Cenmorina, aged 23.
‘The lady bore thoroughly Roman nsmes, and may have been the
daughter or wife of a Roman official. Catia is the name of
e woman in Horace's Satires, and Censorinus was & c05homen of
the ﬁ’%;;; Harcia'@e The whole inscription is preserved except
the A in the second line.,” (For s full desﬁriptiop.oﬁ the
stone see VY.L, He VOle3, D.15¢) |

The next paragraph is interssting in that it shows that
even conpetent antiquaries can be deceived. "An inscription
concerning G, Sallustius Lucullus, the governmer of Britain who

‘succeeded Agricola, uas sald, es early as 1658, to have beeﬁf
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found at Chichester. It was 'an invention of some unknown
person, possibly s muddled reading of inscription 4 (Genio Seeee
lucullus) meanwhile lost -and buried, but it deceived Gough snd
Vatkin."

The Victorie County History concludes its sgction on
ingcriptions as follows, '"“This remarksble series of
inscriptions proves cénciusive}y that Regnum was a thoroughly
Romanized towm probably by the end of Vespasian (4.D.79),
and strongly suggests the settlement there of Italiang, perhaps
as part.of the *boom® in Romanizstion which prevailed in Britain
until about A.D.150."

The next section desls with coins.

A great number of Roman coins have been dug up in every
part of the city, '"Deallaway writes of various discoveries,
end of collections of coins made ond dispersed; he had himself
exsmined some of these ¢ollections and had verified their
attribution to various Empercrs. The earliest coin uas one of
Geroanicus (Caesar A.D. LelS)., "These coins secmed to stretéh
from dbou; A.DJ41l to about 337.

"As Dallavay says thet ‘many specimens, including single
coins of all these emperors, were dug up in the course of the
last century," it is puzzling that he would dote °the dufation
of the Roman government® from A.D. 54 to 270, and more puzzling
that Haverfield, sppzrently following Dallwkay, ssys that

‘nearly all the coinS.e..obclong £0 & period before A.D.270.°
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It is true that post-Constantinian coins are not common in
Chichester and its immodiate neighbourhood, but they have been .
found, and s special waning of the iluportance of the town
after 270 4.Ds, comnected with the building of Pevensey, is not
proved by the available coin evidence."

A hoard "of 700 silver denarii *in the finest state of
preservationf. from Yespasian to Faustine the younger (sbout
A.D. 69 to 175) was found in 1319" in the Palace Field, . "It
is difficult tc account for the depositiorn of this hoard in NA.D,
175 or soon after." ' Aprarently coins frem the foundations
of 5t. Peter, in West Street, wers exhibited in 1849,

Two lists of coins end recent additions to them (1935)
are set out in V.C.H. vol3 p.15 and p.69.

The report continues, "Doubtless other coins are known,
but cannot be traced. From Dallawvsy's iist" end the lists given
in the Victoria County History, "the range of knowm coins found
in Chichester, (including whyke) is from Germanicus (d. 4.D.19)
and Claudius (A.DeBl«54) to Valens (A.D.364=378) and Valentinisnus
I11 (A.D.425-455), several dating from Constantine IZ(A.D.307=
337), They cover practicslly the whole length of the Remsn
occcupation, ‘except for the last quarter of.é cenéurf; The
Valeatinianus III may indicate habitation ef Regnum as late .
as about A.D.442,"

The next section dezls with Pottery and assoclated firnds.

1. The Palace Fields~ "In digging the basin of the camsl, &
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guarter of a mile south of the City Wallsz, in 1819, pottery,
hand-nills, a burnt buriel in a glass vessel Yencliosed in
lead*, a skeleton, with the head of a spesr and, near by
two fecet down,. an urn containing a hoard of 700 denarii
(mertioned before), were discovered. . Coins, lamps and pottery
were aslso found mlong the line of the ¢aral, =and posaibly
burials along a Reman rosd issuing from the South Gate.”

& Cemetery outcide the East Gatei-

(1) "In the St. Pancras Buriel Ground and in a widey ares,
arousd it parallel with Stane Street, Romer 'sepulchral remains®
had beer dug up from time to time before 1838, About that year
veasgels of light yellow cley ord two perfect Samian vesscls
stamped cra:'.cu;lba Fy and Reburri(s) of, with 'many interesting
objecta’; vere rescued by Mr. Thomes Ring, whose collection
carnot now be treced."

(ii) At Alexendra Terrace, neer the corner of the old St.
Pancras Burial Orocund, and sbcut 320 yerds from the Zast
Gate of the city, "dreining is 1895 revealed part of a Roman
cemetery. ¥Within an ares of only ten square feet and at a
depth of four feet were found more than 60 vessels, almost all
in upright positicn and in good condition, some containing
burnt bones; others were bottles, Jugs, vases, patarae and two
Samien vessels vithk potter's stemps, not recorded, two others
with ivy leaves (iﬂ barbotine). The grave furniture included

also three lamps, tweezers and 2 small bracelet, oyster chells,
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skull @nid horn of bos longifrens. Hore vessels, irsluding an
 imitation Saﬁiﬁn vase wiih figures (7 Bacchanfes) and a small
grey two-handled cup, were found in the same place in the
'following year.' The late Councillor Butler's collesction firom
this site, ranging from A.De 50«X0, contains many whole vessels.
(A selaction of some of the best is described in V.C.H. Vol3.
p,l?). 'Thié section comeludes by telling us fﬁaé there "wgs
.glso a emall 'steclyaqd'." . .

31 Thg Cattle Hzxket:~ "A bronze ligula, ‘among other Reman
remains', wos found when the Cattle Harkét w#s mzde in 1871,
ané also 2 Samian pot with ivy<leaf ornement. In receat years
south-east of the East Gate in the Catile Market and to the
east of it has been revqaled a very axtensive rubbish.area.
from which much pottery has been extrmcbted.”

Bezides the pottery ete. adlready mentioned, much hae been
found at different times in Chichester. Lxamples of pottery,
' potter's stamps, morteria etc., collected from records are
to be féund on pages 17-18, and page 69 of tﬁe third volume
of the Victorila County Fistory., {see also a page of photcgr#phed
coins aﬁdﬂpottery found in Chicheater inserted between pages
16 and 17.) From these racords it is seen thet "early Samian
ware and morteria are well represented and cher pottery of
the second to the fourth century." Fragments of imported
Romen-PBelgic ware have also been found. "fﬁé emphasis falls

on the firast two centures, bat, as vith the coins the whole
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Boman period is represcnted.
The nexﬁlsectio; i3 headed "“Miscellaneous inds".

1. "i liou's head cest and chased in bronze, with semi-
human features and similarities in workmanship to the Bath
bearded Gorgon's head and the Corkridge lion, wzs gug up in
Chichester in 1864 or 190k, It was probably a fountzin spout
or en umbjo of a shield of Homene-Celtic workmanship. It
measures 2¢ inches, witk 1 inches projection, and weighs half
é pound.”

2. Waterpipes:~ Hay seid that Poman waterpipes had been found,
at different times, on the '0ld Broile 0ad%, not fer from the
city, which conducted water from a spring {(sfill used in Hay's
time) about half a mile from the Rorth Cate. Dallaway télls
of meny terra cotta pipes of different lengths, three lnches
in diameter, found in the 014 Breill'. "About 15 pipes were
found =bout 185?-on the north of Chichester, 'in the direction
of the Broil!'; euch joint was about four feot lorg, 2nd was
slightly curved; varicus Homsn resmains, incl#ding cuins.‘were
found near the pipes, at a depth of azboul three feet."

3. iut-circles:~ These together with "British, Romapo=-British
and Roman pottery, (including & late Celtic pot, now iﬁ tte
British Museum) were found" vhen the how disusedIChichester to
Hidhurst branch line waslbeing constructed*“undér the Broyle

Hoad, not far from the Barracks."
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e ENTRENCHMENTS

“han Opyg

The last section on Romen "..'hicheaterq considers the
Chichester Entrenchments, vhich seem "to be unique in their
lay~cut in Britain, snd appesr toc have been constructed for
the defence of the c:l.ty." 2. detsiled descriptiorn of them
follows, of which the appended is a plan., In the arez near
the short lines of banks ™in the copse and gurdens round
Densvorth House, Roman sténe cists and urns" vere found in
1857. (Marked: + in the plan)

From exasminstion there seem to be four main points which
can be put forwsrd with a degree of certainty about the entrench-

ments.
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(i) ‘he fact thst the enirenchments all face north
shows thet they were directed egainst the Down-dwellers.
(ii) Their uniforamity of plan, execution snd dste .
shous that they vere deliberately planned. |
(iii) The fact that extensive woods hed to be cleared
for their erection, shows that they wers made by people, who
knew how to deal with woodsa
(iv) They were made by a people based on the sea, and
militarily orgasnized.
There is no historical jJuttilication for the theory
tbat the inhsbitanis of pre~Roman Regnum built them to protect
themselves frcm the Downemen at. Trundle. "It is more likely
that they were the work of Vespasisn, who, probably msking
Regnun his base for the conquest of the Isle of Wight and
ﬁamgshire, threw up the ezrthworks to protect his base from
LDownsmen in the north until he had time o deal with them
later.” It is then pointed out thet there is an objection
to "assigning lopg linear oarthworks to Vespasian's time,“
although he could have been the first to adopt them. The
Saxons are known to have ussd such entrenchments, but it
is doudbiful if Aella's host (on first landing, when he would
most have needed thes) would have been sufficient tc make and
man them. Avother theory is that they are medizmeval. £imilar
earthworks at Lexden, Colchester were proved (1934) by pottery

to have been “just prior to the Ramsn Conguest." However,
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the real cauze for the unceriminty which surrounds these
eurthwcrks is that they have mever beer scientifically.
investigated by digging.®

The section concludes with this short paragraphe 'The
common kunown as the Broil (or Broyle) is supposed to have
been the site of a Roman cuanp euclosed by the baniz and diteh
runping wsorth from Chichester snd turning west and east just
aortn of the Barracks. These esrihuworks havé pot been.
proved to be Roman: they may be pre-Homan, or Saxon.'

The Victoria County History (Wole3s 1935) mentions:
two main Romszn sites at Pishbourne, but a great dsel still
remains to be done thare.

1. "o digging by the roadside'y i.e. north and south of
the main vest road, vas found in 1805 a tessellated pavement
abecut 15 feet 6 inches wide; the 1engt4wa3 not ascertained,
as it rox 'under a hedge's In the middle of this, occupying
a space of abecut 2 feet diemeter, was part of the base of 2
column. Immediately under the flcor, paved with *small black
and white stones'y was a fine spring. Two spall c&pper coins
of Vespasian." This was "pirobably a hiouse built undasr
Yespasian or scon aftor." Also there were "the rerains of a
bath and pavement, probably the same as the above.' This
paragraph concludes with the statement that "more wss founi
ip two placss in 1863.%

2. The C1l4 Roctory:~ "In the garden was found (1929} a
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quantity of Semian sherds, resrly all of the date cf
Vespasian, only one cr two pleces pcssiply being slightly
later (Domitian to Trajan)s" (For details of potters stamps
otc. see V.0.H. Vol.3, p.55) "“Alaze a mortarium, top guern
stone, & small plece »of mosaic pavemept, and a denarius of
Domitian: under the road nrearby a denarius.of Vipellius. A
little south of the road were found Homen water pipesgy threo
feet below the present surfazce. This evidence points ;o a8
Roman villa; provebly on tne site of the cld Rectory, occupied
from the time of Vespasian."

Hany other Roman sites in the vicianity of Chichester are
meniioned.

{i) Appledram:= "Alleged smlt pans of Romon date,
but no evideﬁce of Rcman churacter."

(ii} Densworth:- In 1857 "a stone cist contsining b
glass vessels and tho fragments of & fifth" was found. "At
the_north—west corner of the cist, cﬁt'in_thc store, wes a
projectior for a lamp. Is the largest vessel, a two-tandied
jug. the caleined remaine of a childs. The jug was 12 inches
high and 10 iuches diemeter, ond for a stopper it had an
inverted glass unguent bottle, thes basz of which was steazped
wvith the maker's name. Of the two szmaller sguare glass
bottles, one contained o brown pasty substance. Sandal asils
reanined oxidized togetkher., Uest of this cist was a square

walled enclosure -l2 feet by 12 feet, which seens to have
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coatained a tile cist, and a siab of lurbeck stone inscribed
with a feow wood letters, 2 inches high, dpparently of the end of
the second ceutury. The walls uere.of flint, and 2 feet
thick. bYest of this were two carthenvare u}ns buried
unprctecteﬁ. To the cost of the cist first described was a
simllar wulled eanclosure containing another étone cist, with
décayed glass vessels, bones, & poitery urn, and iragmerts of
iron. ©East of this was & broken urn, with bones apd 2 coin
of Hadrian; some siunes on winich had been a fire; and a layer
of charcoal § fcet by 2 feei. (i these relice the Worthiag
Mugeun, possesses the {irst wentioned stome cist, and sost
‘of the grave Turniture, including = bigipottery arn, 2 glass
ungueatarium, end pert of a sasdel. A search {c.1863) for
traces of a ville near the cemetery wes %ruitless. The
cemetery was in use during the first nwii oi the second century.”

(iii) Dopmiugton:~ “Stome cofiin with Romun posttery.!

(iv) Lavent:~ "Coins end alleged varthwork. At Bickley
Bushes an earthvork said Lo ve Roman 'castra aestiva'."

NThe Lavani Caves, on Hay Nowsn, which have yielded Roman
material with 'a curiocus mixture of objects® of eariisr and
later periods, cannot decisively be assigned to the Rowman
period.”

(v} EBumboldawyke:= "(i) Two Romgn urns fouﬁd duriﬁg
excavation of ballaste (ii)} Iau 1§03. tuo coins: a second |

brass of Mverius, rev. Temple of Junus oper, and Constantinisn,
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Uros Soma, reve Wolf suckling snd two stars. (2ii) PBricks and
urnc in Church, and near. Roman tiles are in the chancel
arche Several intereosting Homan coins, including a denarius
of Yaiens 364378 A.D."
(vi) Vesthammelt:~ "Roman bricks and tiles built into

the c¢hurch,”

Romen Britain end The Engiish Settiements, (The f{irst
volume in the Oxford History of England series), by R.G.
Collinguood and J.N.L. Hyres was first publisched in 1936,

In spesking of Sussex before the conguest Collingwood
says that "the old hill-fort of the Trundle was evacuated and
a ney city, Hoviomagus, built in the plain on the site of
Ghi?hester. defended like many Befic cities by crouss-ccuntry
dikes runaning at soms distance {rom the tousn itself,"

Collingwood discusses the titles grantsd to Cogidubnus,
comparing them with those given to M. Julius Cotlius.
"Cogidubnus accordingly was obligsd to give proofs of loyalty.
He became a Rowern citizen with the nsme of Tibsrius Claudius
Cogldiubnus, eee-eand built a temple to Neptune and ¥inerva,
dedicated for thé welfere of the imperial house, whose
dedicéﬁory inscription, the mtost elegent and purcly clessical
in Britain, still.survives at Chichester to tell the story."
fﬁbcut the deities he seys, "Chichester stande at the head%f
the first and codt emsily accessible of those Hampshire

harbours which, even as euriy as Strzbo's time, were connzcted
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by regliar ivade vith the mouth of the Sedne; and the god of
the sen, uared Logethor with the goddess of learning ond the
arts, sus&csté that Cogldubnus in buildiﬁg.this teaple was
publacly spacuncing his atischmond to the zew civilizing

infiuvences which cross~Chonnel frace wes bringing te his

In spesking cbout tribal self- governsent, Collingwood
says that in =z fouwn like Chichsstar, "thero sust have been,
for a.generatien zfter ths conquest, a cowplete mlcrocosnm
of the Pomen constitntion: +the King Sogidubnus in the
position of vise-emperor, an ordc of local molablas representing
phe senate, znd apnuslly slected offisers corraspouding to
the magistratss =f the imperiad city
Coliingwooud thinks that Oa'mdubnus prohably began to
Wadorn his copital.....in thoe Romaz style” during the Flavian

2 -

period. A4t first, toos, Menthusissiic Britons eubraced the

worship of the Rozna goda; but this lead wug not lopg followed

‘72
CRedoea

With 2 Spade on Siqne btreot by S.5. Wioboli, published
in 1536, ‘

Wivbold thinks that the Intrenchments are probably of
Celtic origin,

fle abroasces very firnmly that Stopes Street was not a

military road usel for subjugating the Tegni, but "dss {ron

the begimning etainly a voad for pesceful trevellers engagsd in
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commerce." It was built to connect London dircctly to the
friendly territory of Cogidubnus.

From excavations and finds it is quite obvious that the
rozd was in use certzinly by A.D.70, and the date aszigring
it to the latter part of the third century is quite wrong,
Winbolt favours an even earlief date for its construction,
namely 43-53 A.D,

Also settlemants spreng up along its length from quite an
early date, but there are only four recognised posting stations
which may have contained trcops for keeping order on tho road.
(e.ge Hardham; Alfoldean.) The scttlements are admittedly
fewy but Roman roads usually did stand apart from villages.
Stqre Street wzs essentially a posting and commercial roazd.

“In the anormal marmmer of Roman ronds leaving cities, Stqne
Btreet in leaving Chichester storts with e cexeteryeseeo
The tombs have all vanighed from Stque Street, but burisls |
in plenty below = ground have been found @a the north side
close outeside the Fast Gate iep and zround §t. Pancras buriale
Ground z2nd ot Alexandra Terrace. Further burisl groups were
foﬁnﬂ.here in 1935, when two cottages vere demoliched. Similar

burials might be expected under the houses on the acuth side

Speaking of the Roman bricks in Westhsmpnett Church,
Yinbolt says of those in the south wall: "One has 2 row of

four lozengoeshaped impressions done with a wood block.
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Another has a Roman graffito, which Hr. R.G. Collingwood is
irclined, though not with certaiqty, to read as CALVI, the
CAL being cortain., Tho lettering is cursive, and represents
the signature of the maker, Ca;vgs.: It was scratched on the
brick befors it was fired."

These things together with the chancel azeh which was
found to be buil; of flat Roman tiles, and the walls and
jambs of two smoll windows which contsined Rcmag.tiles. were
discovered vhen the church wag restored in 1857: "There were
algo tiles shaped 28 arch voussoirs, eight of which still
reaain in thelchsncél valls. These bricks and tiles probably
denote & Roman building close by, though little transport

would have heen necpseary to bring thenm from Regnum."

The Sectior on Roman Britain by R.G. Collinguoecd in the
third volume of “An Economic Survey of Ancient Homa?.‘edited
by Tenney Fraok. The book was published in 1937.

In desceribing coununications Collingwood spezks of the
Seine - Hampshire route, as still being used in Homan times.
“aAt the begimning of the Ronsn occupation, Chichester, with
its magnificent lapd-locked hoardour, was in. the hands-of a
vealthy, progressive and pro-Roman kingeseee"

Later on when de2ling with Religious Public Buildings
and works, Collingwood speakks of temples of classical type.

YA third case is attested by an inscription dating from

the very early days of the occupation, and recording the
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erection of n teample to Heptune ond Minmerva under Cogidubnus
#ing of the Regni, at Chichester.” - Collingwood guotes the
text giving Clemens as a possible reading for the donor of
the gite. '"The style of the inscription lezves no doubt thot the

temple must have beon a building in the ordinary Roman style."

The Archaeology of Sussex by E. Cecil Curwen, was
published in 1937,

In speaking of the City valls Curwen says, "The bastions,
of vhich sixteen are traceable, wsre not esdded to the wall
until after A.D.275 when the Saxon rsiders became troublesome,"
Recent cxcavations have shown "thzt the Romen city was far
from being crowded with buildings, ..... Perhaps the most interest-
ing structural relies of the Romen period which came to light
during these excavations were o steene4weﬂl and some cemente
iined pits belonging to & lewndry or possibly a seall fulling=
@2ill situated in the g=rden of East Pallent House.

Cyrwen-mentions the W¥eptune and Minerva ingcription and
the Lucuilﬁs altar inscription. e also meqtions the dedicatory
monument foﬁnd on the site of the Post Office. It bears an
inscription to Jupiter and a sculpture in relief "aépicting
the upper parts of the figures of two women; each with her
right hend on the other's left shoulder."”

He also mentions the three tombstones, (i.e. The 85 year
old porter; Catia Censorina; Aelim Cauve.) as well as the -

large range of coins, Germapicus to Valemtinien IIX, =2nd the
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excelleng pottery remains, which have been discovered. He
concludes the sectiqn on Chichester gitﬁ a short paraggaph cn
the amphithgatre.. |

Cencerning the gntrenchments Curven says iittle. except
to assign them tq cither the Belgic 6r Saxor perieds, although
Tthe straightne&s-of gany of the‘earthworks suggests Romsn.

vork." He like all others lenves the matier as unsolved.

H.V. Horton in "I saw Two Englands®, writing about
Chichester says that the Mfinerva Stone” is ome of the city’s
sights. ﬂg records the vieus of thoée who link fﬁé stone with
st. Faul and Pudens and Clsudie, but does not commit himself
except to say that it ic s protty atbiy, and it is pleasant
to think that *a blue~eyed Briton.born' and a Romzn wvho had
lived in Chichestor may haye been among %t. Poul's first
converts,! | ﬂ

Horton, howaover, elaborateslthis ides further in aﬁothar
of his buoks, "In the cteps of St. Paul.” It is therefore
not surprising to find out the extent te which such mistoken
views are heid, whén the popularity of the books which contain

them is considered.

Roman ¥ays in The Eeald by Ivan D, Margary, publiched in
1948, | | |

With regerd to Gtane Street he states that the ovidence
points o an sarly date for‘its construction, endf;aa probably

in use by 70 A.De Becouse Stope Strect is not meationed in
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the Antonine Itinerary, it has been assumed by some that it
was of late constructicn. Such views are supported by Iter
VII which runs from Chichester to London via Clausentum, Venta
Belgarum and Calleva Atrebatum. bBesides the evidence for an
early construction date from many points along Stdne Street,
it should also be remembered that the Itinerary is known to
favour devious :outes and leave ocut well-known highways.,

A Roman linch-pin of irom vas found upon the subscil
aﬁrface" glong the course of Stane Street where it paszes

through the Westhampnett Qravelpit.

Kiss J.U, Pilmer, A thesis presented for the degree of
M. Litt., Durham on the Mistory and Archaeclogy of Romen
chiéhester, with especial reforence to the coarse pottery
frém the site.

Hiss Pilmer begine by saying thotg coihs and pottery bear
out the fact that the Regni, were open to Belgic influence, slthough
it has not been proved that they vere of thé Belgic race.
Cogidubnus was ruling in this district when the Claudian
invasion tock place. Tacitus, MHiss Pilmer poiﬁts ocut ,does
not tell us wvhere Cogidubnus had his Kingdom, but $het the
Neptune znd Hinerva inscription is sufficient proof that
Chichester =zad district formed part of his dominions, though
it does rot necessarily prove thet the city was hié capital
at the time of the conguaezt. From the style of the lettering,

vhich suggests a date about 80«70 A.D., it is likely that



92.
building in the Roaman style.uus going on in Chichester within
20 years of the Conauest, .

About the names.éf Chichester, Hiass Pilmer cays tha; it
is now generally agreed that the Roman names, Noviomagus.
Regoum and Navimagus Regentium, all refer to Chichoster.
Haverfield discussed the evidence, and Yeguated the
Hoviomzgus, chicf town of the Regni mentioned by Ptolemy.as
sitvated in the WYest Sussex region, with the Regno of the
Antonine itinersry, for this town was the stﬁrting point of
a road through Clausentum and Venta Belgarum to lLondon. He
found additional support for this theory in the Rovenma list,
which refers to Havimago Begentium and in Ptolemy's report
that his predecessor Harinus had placed Roviomagus 59 Roman
wiles (almost the exact distance along Stqne Street) from
London. Thus Chichester bocame the 'new city® of the Regni,
the name of the tribe following the name of the oity, aﬁui;h
so many other tribal capitale im Britain."

Miss Pilmer then refers %o the difficuity of obtaining
inforzation about the appearance of the Romen town, due to
the fact that so much of the structural réma;ns has been
destroyed, in the digging of cellars cnhiefly in the eighteenth
century. 4s ar exsmple Wiss Pilmoer quotes an examinztion she
carried cut in 1949-1950 in the cellarz of L3 North Street.
In two of them the Romsn levels had been removed completely,

and in the third an early pit wes found with only a few inches
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of soil contzining some sherds. It seems that this is a
‘gencral pictufe of the state of many structural remaing, and
" not an exception. |

As to the WYalls, Miss Pilmer guotes Dallawny (I, p.h.)
who eays that an inscription and an illegible milestone were
uncovered Mamong the foundations" in 1809, when part of the
ﬁouth dast ¥Wall was being removed. She continues, '"This is
the firﬁt piece of evidence bearing on the date of the walls,
and it proves that they were built some time after the Conquest.
The results of excavations support this conclusion and indeed,
make it possible to suggest a date about 200 A.D."

Apparently the first attempt at excovation was made in
1885 by HMr. G.i. Hills, who suggested a Roman origin for all
except the projecting portion on the South Yest side, but
found little which helped in dating. In 1932 and 1933
"HMr. I.C. Honnah made more profitable excavations. He cut
trenches through the carth bank in Priory Park and in the
Palace Garden. He fournd the original Roman bank in both
places, and reported that bamk and wall were conteaporary
end that the bapk contained nothing later than the second
century. |

In 1947 the City Surveyor cut two trenches in the Horth
Halls, through the bank and up to the wall, in order to test
its strength as it wes showing signs of colimpse. A4 few sherds
of pottery were found which did not conflict with already

existing dating evidence,
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In 1950=1951 Dr. A.E. Wilson and Mr. A. Rae cut & trench
through the bank in Cavley Priory, in the S.E. Quarter.: Only
" a coin of Vespesian and & few datzble sherds were found.
Professor fric Birley "who examined the Spmisn ware, suggested
that the bank could hardiy bave been built before 200 A.D."
Mise Pilmer continues, "These excavations -also uncovered a |
late third century road, laid over the qonstructional shaft
of a well, which had been cut through the tail of the ovank.
Here then we have evidence which enables us to narrovw the field -
still further, and egain it seems safe to suggest that the walls
were built not earlier then sbout 200 A.D." She then qumlifies
this in a footunote by saying that, "a first century date has
been mentioned in the preliminary revort in the Hanchester
Guardian (7: 9: 50), end in J.R.S. Vole. XLI po137, but this is
not supported by the pottery. Hr. Rae.....advqnpes the theory
‘that at 'about the end of Vespasian's reisn.br a8 little later,
Regnum was given the sort of fortifications (earth bank with
timber facing) which had been used for the Iron Age fortresses
abandoned less thaz 50 years before', and that this wvas repleced
by masonry about 198 A.D. At the moment there seems tc be
insufficient support for such a theory.” Five reasons are
given for this:-
(1) The evidence of the pottery is against it.
(2) The coin of Vespasian can hardly stand s2long@, es there arve

many ways in which it could have got into the material used
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for the bank.
(3) The lower part has not the profile one.ﬂbnld expect in an
| “earlier bank.
(4) There is no evidence %o suggest that this lower. bank! uas
coverec#»ith a turf lire, and it would be unlikely that latep
builders would go to the {rouble of levelling when they ine
tended to incorporate the structure in another bank,
(S) fThere is no sign of disturbance or of 2 bedding trench
cut into tho lower tepk for the suggested later wall.”

19052 alcoe saw excavations on the Walls. The pcétery
f}om these excavations "included Samian of second contury

te and some Castor Yare from the lovest levels." Again

this suggests, as mentioned before, 'that the daye of building
could not be much if at all before 200 A.De At the other end,
the ccmplete absence, among 211 the pottery from the wall.
‘excavations, of the third century forms of fiznged bowls and |
cavetto ruins, and the late third century road found over the
tail of the bank in Cawley Priory in 1950 would suggest that
the date of the building of both wall sad bank must not be
put long after c.200 A.D. And indeed in the disturbance of
tais period, either the rising in the Worth in 197 A.D. or
in Severus' reorganization which followed, we might well {ind
the reason for the building."

It appears that, the bznk wae made up of successive tips,

sometimes of clean*lay, scmetines of dirty clay mixed with
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flints and rubbish and the top of the bank was, apparently,
covered with concrets, for traces of a mortar line vere
noticed in Priory Ferk," (Hannah's cxcavation) and in the
excavations in the North Walls. From examination of the
various excavations, it seems that only the lower part of the
wall is of Roman date, at least on the Horth side.

“Both the 1947 and 1952 excavations prove the core of
the wall to have been of regular courses of large flints laid
in yellowish mortar," and Mr. R. Carlyon Britton told MHiss
filmer that, when he nade 2n excavetion on the North side of
the Yest Gate, in the garden of Lilac Cottage, florth Wells,
he found clozely packed flints about 5 feet wide, lzid on a2
bed of sand and mortar., %The outer edge was much destroyed
here and this mey have been the reason why ir. l.C. Hannah
estimated the wall in Priory Park to have been only 5 fest
6 inches thick.! Although the 1947 and 1552 excavations did
not reach the original level both inside and out in avery
case, Yall suggest a width of at least 5 feetioeeo Below
end immediately above the modern ground level the flints
were solidly mortared but rough and unéven as if pisces bad
been broken off." Miss Pilmer also points out that the wall
does not scen to have had any very solid foundations.

She also mentions that: fanother interesting featurezof
the construction is the stepped arrangement of the inner

surfaces.ese Ho trace of a tile bonding course has been
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noticed in any of the excavations. A very similar method of
construction was adopted at Canterbury, and here too the
medineval wall was built on top of the Roman wall, & wall
7 feet thick, though probably of the same date as the Chichester
wall,"

New evidence ceme to light in August 1952 when part of
2 bastion in the garden of Friary Close, a house in the South
‘East corner of the city; collapsed and laid bare the original
snpface. "Phis was made of stone blocks {? greensand)
varying in length from 6 inches to over a foot, and laid in
regular courses in vhite mortar. Unfortunately the bastion
was not taken right dowm to the origzinal Roman level and it
is impossible, therefore, to sy whethef there was a plinth."

As regards the 4 gates it would seem that those taken
doun between 1772 and 1783 contained no Roman work, and the
West gate at lezst does not seem to have been on its Roman
sites "In 1535 a wcrknpn's trench close to the gate and
opposite Noo4b West Street, uncovered 2 feet of tessellated
pavement situated 2 foet below the present surface and 18
feet & inches from the door. It sloped dounwards at the North
end, there was a coin of Selomina 254-263 A.D. on the surface
and traces of a flint wall on the Worth side."

"It is elso unlikely that the Horth gate was on the
line of the Eoman road, for a cutting across North Street in

1950 for a sewage pipe, showed no signa of Romen road metalling,
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thougk there was stratification; beginning about 18 inches
belov the present surface, in part of the section.?

- s regards the bastions, it uwould seem that the map drawn
by Speed, about 1610, is correct, showing 9, concentrated
chiefly on the South side. Hay (1804} cennot be correct in
saying that there vere "abogt 16", In the South West quarter,
the oniy two bastions now visible are the ones in the Palace
grounds and behind the Residendgnyo In the South Bast qusrter
3 bastions remain, "“Speed drawes two bastions ir the Horth
Yest quarter but at the present time only the West one remains,
as a detzehed tower." ©

"It is not possible to say vhether all these bastions are
of Raman origin, but there is proof of Roman date for the
fqundat;cgs,of 3 of them, the Palace, the Residentiary end
Priary Cloccesoes All the evidence suggests that thke bastions
were & later addition, even though the coin of Gallienus
253268 A.D. found in 1885 does not help us very much, since
its exact position is not msde clears Hr. Hannah notes
thet the original facing of the Palace baction was completely
different from that of the wall; and in Friary Close the
mortar of the bastion was very different from that of the
wall, the latter being white in colour, the former more yellow,.
Nor would there have been a face of carefully squered blocks
if wall and bastion hnd been contemporary. At the moment it

iz impossible to say when the bastions were built, though if
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Mr. Hannah is correct in suggesting at Rast two nerioda of
buiiding they can hardly have been the latest of the Saxon
Shore defences,” |

M1ss Pilmer cont1nues, "There are traces of a dztch in
plnges outside the wzlls but it has not yet been proved that
this:Pf Roman origin." She says, that there is & record of
s madiaseval ditch being dug, which maxrefer to one of the two
ditches whlch vere found rccently outside the East Walls at
the »outh ond of ﬁew Park Roado, "It seems 11kely that &
Roman ditch was dug, &t lesst in this =res, for the Lavent
.80 close on the South and Yest runs some dista_ce from the
wall at this point and though a change of ééﬁrée is not ane
likely the varistion c¢en hardly have been great."

She concludea, "Yet howsver uncertain Qe may be about tke
site of the Romen ditches and the exact date of the bestions,
W can gay tﬁat they vere a lator addition to e wall built
about 200 A.D. of flint faced with stone. Huch of.the lower
part of the wall we know today is the oriéinal Roman core and
patched and broken thougﬁ it be, it testifies to the skill
and effieiency of the origiannl builders."

.The city was appareﬁtly about half the size of Verulamium
and a third that of Londinium, Misa Pilmer assumes the city
to have been on the usuzl chequer board pattern, "though only
in the garden of Last Pallant house has any trace of road

metalling been found snd there, the road appeared to be ruaning
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roughly East to West."
To show how scanty our kunowledge of the bulldings is,

Hiss Pilmer lists 17 known remeins.
(1) 1723, Angle of walls running North and East, found with
the Heptune and Minerva inscription.
(2) 1725-7. Treaces. of several rooms of a house with
tesserme and coins including Domitian and Hadrian. A room
3C feet square and a2 mosaic pavement. 20 feet distant from
the West wiﬁg of the §alaceo
(3) i?}l. A pavemont on the site of the present'Council
Chamber,
(4) 1811, Dordure of pavcment of coarse ﬁatéfiai in dipgging
a cellar,
{5) 1853. Pavement at a depth of & to 5 feet extending under
adjscent churchyerd.
(6) 1861, Pavement of szell red tesserae.
(7) 1866, Similar pavement at about 4 feet, under reredos
in Cathedral. | |
(8) 1878, Pavement of brick and tesserse and flue tiles under
nave.
(9) 1881. Pavement of variously ccloured tessorae about one
ineh square, some showing traces Qf fire.
(10) 1929, Foundations of en apse 10 feot Sagth of the South-

¥est corner of the Deanery.
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{11} 1931. . Remains of a hypocaust, pillar tiles and box
fiue tiles,
(12) 1934, Pavement and walls,
(13) 1935. Pavenent and coloured wall plaster.l
(14)  1940. Foundétions of a large Romen building about
6 feet below the surface. |
(15) 194 Ppillers.
(16) 1949. Pavement and well.
(17) 1950; ¥Well, possibly Homan.

"The walling (14} wbich suggests the most 1n£eresting
possibilities is'that situated below the pavement‘outside
the Dclphin Hotel. Its cenbral positioﬁ and the fact that
it is reported as being substantial, makes one thiﬂk immediately
of the Forum and Basilice. The pillars (15) which‘were found
about 11 feget below the present surface and 36 feét west of
the building line vhen the 1ift was being instalied ﬁn
No.10 South Sireet, about 40 yards South and sligh&ly Dast
of the other building might well be tzken as further evidence
for the importznt public buildings to be expected in the centre
of the town., It cannot be said with certainty that the pillars
were Boman, but the sherds which were found neaf the bases
of the pillars are all RBoman, and the entry in the 0ld
Muaéum Acceasion Book describhes them as Roman, Unfortunsately
the possibility of adding to our knowledge of the Roman
buildings in this area so closely covered by modern buildings,

is remote,?
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There is record of some 9 or 10 houses in various parts
of the city in addition, "the evidence being in the form of
tessellated pavements and hypocausts. A sme=ll number compsred
with the 80 houses of Silchester which so nearly resembles
Chichester in shape and size.Y

Hiss Pilmer continues by meking this comment, "“Ia no
case, shere detziled descriptions have survived is there
recoré of a tessellated pavement of a high stand=rd of
craftamanship or beauty. Were the townsfolk of Roman days
too poor to provide the more beautiful pavements of the kind
fournd at Cirencester, -Verulamium and the neighbouring villa
at Bignor, or ig it that the houses of the wealthior citizens
have been destroyed or have yet to be uncovered? No doubt
this is only a small percentzge of the housesy thers were
if we are to assume for Chichester a population of 1,000,
helf the figure cuggested for Silchester,"

She asserts that the temple of Neptume and Minerva is
known by inference only, and was presumsbly situated in
North Street, "kKorth of the present Council Chamber and not
on the site of it, as sc many guide books soula_have it.

The foundations of the Council Chamber were not dug until
1732 and the stone was found in 1725."

Hiss Pilmer makes some tentative suggestions about

industrial occupations in which many of the inhabitants must

have been engaged, although it is genarally belleved that
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Romano-British industries were on a small scale. Qith the
Yealder deposits of iron ore so closé& it is likely that
the city hé& its iron workers. (The craft of needle-making
has only recently died out)j also there are the *fabri! |
mentioned in the inscripticn. .

“Ekcavations in 1549=1950 in the garden of No.43 Horﬁh
Street suggested the presence there of a small bioomery in
the first half of the second century. Iron slag has been
repofted from West 8treet, and from the middle oflthe bank
bahinﬁ the wall in Priory Perk.," The pieées of fused and
dravn gigss from the szme area are really not substantial
enough to warrant ¥r. Hannah's assumption thzt they may
have been the products of a local factory. "In 1949«1950
fulling pits were found in the gerden of Fast Pallant House,"
and the vast quantities of oyster chells fﬁund nearly
everywhere in the city, show that oysters were very popular,
and thus oyster fishiang must have beea a major industry. |
tWpvrofessor Birley opened up another interesting poasibility,
when he reported on twe Samian bowls, susgesting that they
may have been_of local mznufacture., That there were kilns
in the district if not in the city amsking coarse pottery
seems likely" in view of the depozits of suitahl#klay
throughout .the plain., #iss Pilmer adds an interesting
comment to this suggestion. "1¢ is possible that tiles

were made at Apuldram in the Roman period. They can be
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picked up now on the shore and though trial trenching in 1950
produced no sign of kilns, the elay is suitable abd has sctuslly
been fired. Erosicn may have destroyed what traces there were.
. An elternative explanation howsver does prasent itgelf. 'The
gituation, so close to Dcll Quay, could have been favourable for
2 quay in Roman days, and the tiles could therefpre be
explained as the remains of those stored at the point of
unioading." The owner of the land told Hiss Pilmer thet,
in places, in a neighbouring field the crops tend to wilt
more quickly, "and it is posaible that the road from the
city to the quay is there to be uncovered,”

The kilns discovered in Tast Street were apparently not
pottery kilns, but more probably domestic ovens.

Hiss Pilmer says that Chichester is more fortunate as -
regards inscriptions, but of the 7 recorded '"only two remein
in Chichester, and 3 have been lost completely."

On the description of the Heptune snd Hinerva stone,

Hiss Pilmer follows the Victoria County Ristory (Vol3)

fairly closely, and gives the reading and trenslation of

the ¥,CoHe, exXcept that she translates ‘'collegium fabrorum”

as "the Gild of 7 irom workers"., The inseription cannct be
later than 60-70 A.D. "It seens liRely" Mies Pilmer contiuues,
"thst the fabri were metal vorkers, since metasl working was
one of the earliest of primitive industries to become

orgenized and Minerve was the patron goddess. The reference
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to.a collegiur suggests that, already by about 70 A.D., the
toun was sufficiently Romanized to hzve 2 body of workmen
organized on Roman lines. This might be taken as evidence
that craftsmen were estsblished when the Romans came. The
period is short, some 20 years, so that if the town were
nev in 43 A.D., the gdoption of Roman ways of thought must
have been rapid. OCn the other hand it could be that there:
wes some influx of Itaelian business men, for both the man
vho gave the site and hie father had Latin Names." Miss
Pilmer discountes the fenciful etdry connecting Pudens with
PTimothy and the poet Bertial,.

Hiss-?ilmer cffers scme comments of interest on
Cogidubnus and his title. $he says, ''the title was probably
honorary znd caannot be taken to iaclude the whole of Britain.”
The title 'Legatus Augusti' is unususl, elthough it is known
that native kings were used as agents of Roman rules '"The -
title, 'preefectus civitatium', of M, Julius Cottius, son
of Donnus, king in the Cottian Alps, is not agperently, a
satisfactory parallel for it is doubtful vhether he cver
bore the title rex, as stated by Ammienus (15.1C.2). The
amore trustworthy Dio, (60.2%.4) states that the title rex
was given first to M., Julius Cottins® son in b4 AD." As
che points out, these dAifficulties do not mean that the
Cogidunnus of Tacitus and the Cogldubnus of the inscription

iz not the same person.
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For the inscriptions found at the South Gate in 1833,
 Miss Pilmer follows the V.C.H. except that she adds that
it is possible that both these stones hsd been re-used in
the lazter Boman period, for they were fouﬁd together, at
a depth of 7 feet, and had been treated similarly, nzaely
an end had been brcken off ef cach and then the edge sguared
off.

& Miss Pilmer then deals with the inscription found in
1935 on the llorth side of West Street, during the building
of the Post Cffice. "Originally it must have been z free=-
standing monument, for there has been decoration on 3 of the
4 sides. On the fourth side, set in & panel surrounded by
e mouldipg, is the inscription:~

I O N
IRECHOREMDO
#V 8 DIVINAE
with triangular stops between.™

Miss Pilmer then quotes from the Antiquaries Journal
XV p.h62.

"The right side is more severely dsmaged; only the right
ara of a figure holding a sceptre or spear is visibleessesee
Oun the fourth side only a {ragment of foliage in relief
survives but part of a figure of a woman in relief wearing a
"XITéVI; and probably representing Minerva, was found

separately and may have formed part of the lower stone. A



107,
late second or early third century dgte has heen suggested."
Miss Pilmer follows the ¥.C.H. in dealing with the
dedicatory inscription to Nero found in 1740, "“The Qtone
must have been the dedicatory imscription on some building
or statue base and uust be dated to 58 A.D., or at the
latest, 60 A.D. 1t is, therefore, further evidence for
building activity in the earliest years of the occupation.™

Wiss Pilmer agsin follows the V.C.H. with regard to the
tombstone inscription found ip*309 and the altar found in
1823, Concersning the altar she adds thaty Thomas King's
"original drewing is in wWorthing Museuz and biears the
_comment 'Lucullus was propraetor of Britain in 84 A.D.'
This may help to explain the cenfusion which led to the
accounts of a second aliar menticning Sallustius Lucullus.!

She concludes,'uqatriking‘fact about this group of ine
scriptions, is that a2t least five of them fall into the
first century, two being quite early in the Remzn period,
go that the early establishment of the Roman city is well
authenticateds vhat bhas still to be determined is the extent
of the settlement, though that is & question which may
remain difficult to answer."

“Another sione, possibly, though not certainly of first
century daﬂe. wes found recently, resting on a wzll in the
gavden of Triary Close. The originsl find-spot is not known

but it seems possible that it was found when the zlterationms
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to wall and bastion were made in the early years of the
nineteenth century, when the house was built."

She says thst the stone is somewhat chipped and broken
at the edges, and that a fomale bust is carved on it. "There
are tracés of drapery on the shoulder, rows of tight round
curle worn rather high shove the brow and crescent shaped
projections on the temples. Professor J. Toynbee, who very
kindly examined photographs of the stene, polinted ocut
the "stylized rendering® of the eyecbrows and the dbulging
eyes remipiscent of the Roman hemd at Gloucester (J.R.S.

1935 pe28 pl.37), 2nd of *the obverse "Apollo™ heads on
Armoricen coins.' Such treatment may perhaps suggest that

this vas the work of a native artist who knew scmething of Roman
portrait herds."

After a description of the rest of the stone, in which
fiss Pilmer points out that there is e round hele 3 inches
deap 2od 4 inches in diameter or top, che cencludes, "The
stone cbviously formed nart of some larger structure,
poseibly a funersary monumeni, in vhich case the sculpture
could have been a portrait head. The date is uncertain,
though the héiratylé is reminiscent of cortain Flavien -
fashions." (e.g. Bust of an unknown woman, 892, Pourtales
Collection = British Museum.)

Miss Pilmer centinues, "In accordancc with the common

Roman practice, the cemetery was outside the walls and
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burisl groups vere found in 1895=6 and 1954-7 in the St.
Pancras region, some 300 yards cutside the Emst Gate on the
Horth side of Stane Street.'! Toe pottery in both groups is
much the same, and renges from the first tc the ithird
century. "It is possible that another cemetery existed
outside the South Gate, for it was here that the two tombe
stones were found and there is record of an isolsted burial
near Orchard Street, llorth-Yest of the North Gate,"

She summarizes Mrs. Grahege Clark's article on the
Amphitheatre (Antiqe Je XVI pali9~159). UA date between
70 and 90 A.D, was suggested for its building and it was
apparently abandoned by the end of the second century, for
.the walls were robbed in the Roman pericdeessos The
Amphitheatre oust have beea linked to Stqne Street by a
road, but this was not discovered."

Stepe Strect, (vhich was recognized as a Roman road
at least as early as the Mediaeval period) may havé been.
built within 10 years of the conquest, and evidence ‘suggests
that iiluas in use by 70 A.De a time when “considerabie building
activity was going on in Chichester. 4 second road fronm
the Ezat Gate ran through the coastal plain in the direction
of Poling and Angmering, where first cemtury occupaticn
has been reserded."

Apparently the roads frorm the other 5 gates arc not so

well established, and the exact line of the Portsmouth road
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is uncertain, because VWest Street may not be exactly on
its original Romen line either, yot it cannot be far away,
"for there are several reports of ville sites quite close
tc the preaent road. There are mmerous Roman finds from
Fishbourne," (a series of rubbish pits were found on the
Yest Head Estate which extended into the Rectory garden, and
s tessellated pavement was found in 1950) "anrd there are qoin
finds from Efmsworth. There must have been a road branching
off to Bokham where & harbour existed in Remen days. Thore
are soveral records‘of‘Roman buildinga.here, end the head
of the Emperor Trajan, now in the Britieh Huseun suggesis
that this was a place deemed worthy of a large and impressi%e
imperial statue.”

"The road from the South Gate has not been discovered,
but the reference, in a Saxon Charter, to a Stanstrete at
Kingsham the site of a villa, apnd Street End nesr Sidlesham
suggests its lire, There is no doubt that the Sclsey
peninsuls was well inhabited throughout the Romar period.

A villa has recently (1950) been discovered south of
S4dlezham and there sre numercus Roman finds fvom Selsey
including the hoard of 975 coins dating 220=270 A.D."
(V.C.H. VolIII p.69)

Although thege is no doubt as to its exist@nce the liuve
of the road from the North Gate is uncertain, yat "the

recently discovered road through Iping Marsh was possibly
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the link between the tribal cepitals of 3ilchester and
Chichester. The shrine on Bow Hill was vigited until the
eind of the Roman period and there is also pienty of evidence
of settlement to the North of the city. Hypocsust tiles
and pottery were found when 5t., Richard's Hospital wos built,
several coins have been found in Collezge Lanc and there was
the burial at Densworth, It is probable that water from
the springs t4the North was led into the city for there are
several roports of Roman water pipes being found on the Droyle.!

Miss Pilmer concludes, "Thus we may imsgine the city of
.Chichester ¢{o have been only the centre of a Romano-British
populetion setlled on the coastul plein of Weast Sussex,
tilling the rich soil and during the first and second centuries
at least, living in comfort and in peacc. And though not -
all the inhobitants would be as prosperous sse the cccupants
of Angmering and Bignor, even the Downland farcers of Park
Brow or Shepherds Garden, cultivating in the sanner of
their Geltic forbears, were net without their Ssmian bowls
and dishes."

Ag repards the Entrenchments, Miss ?ilmeﬁ folloue
Dr. J.P. Williams-Freemar fairly clesely, (S.A.C.' 76 p.65e
101} yot disagreés wvith him on certain points.

"In the Vqldoe, however, the picture seems to be very
different frog that described by Dr. Williams-Freeman, for

both ditech and bank sctuslly turn South in a curvirg line.
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There is no doubt about the continuity and indeed it is
marked on the more recent Crduance Survey HeDScesssss
Thip is apparently one of the two ditches in the Vsléoe which
the Dr, dismissed es being tou small to have hed any oonnection
vith the system, yet thers seems no doubt that it is one wifh
the Zast end of ghg Valdoe section of his Tast-West A,
This being 80, e ﬁ;fe an argunent for suggesting that the
ditches were not planned as & whole and at one time, for
such a2 curving line is very different from the straight -
sections elsewhere. If we add to this the other small
entrenchment to the South of the Valdoe, we should have &
systen of eartbworis protecting the Valdoe area. It must
be admitted, acwevar, that thew sesms no sdequate reason
for this, since no settlement in the area is khown."

hs to Dr. ¥Williams~Freeman's EBast-dest C, Miss Pilmer
suggests that it is another problem "which might be solved
by excavation,"

As to his North~South §, she 2dds thet there are "the
repains of further ditches in the grounds of Densworth Fouse
which mzy or mey not have formed part of this series.”

Hiss Pilmexfcontinues that "there are seversl other
isolated sections of similar works'" in the Chichester area.
Such 2 system of earthworks of course "'raises at least 4
problems.

1. The purpcse for which they were built,
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2. The people or peoples whe built thew,

3. The settlenent with which fhey were connectad.

4, The period or periods to which they belong.'

There are two possibtilities as %o, their purpese,
either they were defensive ditches or boundary ditches.
Their size and arrangexzent ronders them unlikely fieid
boundaries, and it Yseems egqually unlikely that (like Offa’s
byke) they marked out tribal territory, for the warious
ditches and hanks are surely too close together and in Saxon
days boundaries here are highly improbable.”

Thus the probability is that they were defensive
works. It would zppear that they are the dofenccs of
a people vho were "at home in forest country," for the
ditches do cover the routes from the Doumland to the ses.
Miss Pilmer continues that "the task of clearing the forested
plain would have been beyond the povers of 1l but the latest
of the pre~Ecnan inhabitents snd the'noéd for sﬁch defences
can hardly have outlesied the Szxon periv..... The signs
of Belgic occupstion in Chichester, seeevess are’few.'téo
few to enggest 2 pre-Roman settlament of a size sufficient %o
explain such extensive works. But need we assumo that the
ditches wvere protectiné Chichester?™ The city's position .
would suggest otherwise, it is off ore cormer. '"That the
ezrthvorks were protecting Fishbourne Harbour is li#ely tut
s6 {ar no Belgie Settlement on or nezx the herbour hss been

discovered.," It would agpenr that Selsey is the nearest
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p}ace to offer substantial signs of Belgie occuﬁation.

. As to PRoman origin she says, "Apparently the Romons vere
groeted as friends in Yest Sussex and siace the Trundle was
already deserted,.there would secem te have been no danger
threatcning ‘from the Horth, Yor ere the Romuns known to
have thrown up entrenchments of this nature outside their
cities. Earthworks for protecting stock are known in the
léte Romen peried but.the nunber of our entrenchments, and
tﬁg close pro%imity" of some Y"makes it unlikely that they
could have served such a purpose."

As to Saxon origin #iss Pilmer says that, "the earliest
Saxon invaders oust have come in smzll bands end these works,
even part of them, would have required a considerable force."

She concludes that, "It mey be that a pre-Roman settleoment,”
the closest parallecls being Belgif, "still remains to be found."
Miss Pilmer feels that the answér msy be found near Halnaker,
"where Roman road and Devil's Ditch appear to cross.”

Micss Pilmer's main topi is the coarse pottery which
was found in Chichester chiefly in the years between the
wars in tke cocurse of building operatioms.

After listing most éf the pottery found, Miss Pilmepr
pacses cn to hor Chronological Aralysis, She says that
precise dating was impossible and that the pottery fgll
naturally into 3 groups, early, middie and late. fn the
tables she includes to demonstrate her findings Hiés Pilmer

gives 4 main divisiocnsie
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(1) Pre~Flavian.

{2) Vespasian to Hadrizn.

(3) Antoninus to Philip I.

"The division was made c.250 8,.D. since this date has
been given as the beginning of the earliest periocd of the
Hew Forest Kilns."

(4) 250 AoDe = 4CO +,

A striking feature of the diagram based on the tables
of coarse pottery, Samian and coilns is the consistent pattern
presceanted. Iﬁ is only in the pre~Flavian group that the
proportion of coarse pottery to Samian seems rather less then
would be expected. In this case, two explenations seem
possible. It may be that the mative practice of using wooden
vessels was still continuing and on the other hand, some of
the forms noted ir the second column may have been made in
the pre-Flavian ﬁeriod. The latter posﬂibiliéy'is one, which
obly further excavation can settle and it must e borae in
mind,."”

Yot the figures "give no support at all to the thcory
-that there was a native setilement on the oite of Roman
Chichester. There are only 3 vessels in native ware among
the pottéry vhich was taken from sites scattered over the
greater part of the city. How very different from the
plcture in the cities of Verulamium and Colchester, where

native vessels are found not only on the native sites, but
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also in the early Roman cities., There is, &9 far, only one
rative coin recorded from Chichester and ore from thz harbour.
Both are coins of Cunohelinus and éculd'well bave come in in
the course of trade and not necessarily befora 43 8,.D."

An examination of the Samian were tells much the sane
atory. ”Yet.one would have expected netive ware to have
been commony if this had indeed been a native settlement.

Its shsenco seems surprising even if one assumes, 88§ on this
eviderice one surely aust, that bths city was not founded until
the Roman conquest.”

She ccuntioucs that "there are signs of activity on the
site iq the pro-flavien period but the total amdunt of coarse
pottery is smell," snd likewiss with the Samien, ™Agzin the
coins gupport the pottery. Thz total number of pre-Flavian coiﬁs
from the city and its izmediste enviroms is 24, less than half
the number for the pericd Vespasien tc Hadrian."

Samian and coins, thom, combine to sugzest thet settlee
sent was thin before ths reige of Vespasien, but that there
was occupationg cannot be questioned. (Ag enamelled bronzg
bosas found in Little Leadon is first centgry, possibly pree
conqueste) "The Claudian level in North Strzet, vhich
produced the coin a: Cunobelinus, 4id not suggest heavy
occupation, being no mere.than ar inch or two of dirty clay
covered by scme three feet of clean yellowplay, on top of

which the early second century courtyard had been laid."
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"The inscriptions' she continues, "do not.fit so easily
'into this picture." The Neptune and Minerva inscription
cannot be iater than E0-70 A.D,, and seems to "suzgest that
Roman manners and customs were elready well esteblished,
though it is possible that this could be explained by the
presence of Italian influsnce.” TFurther evidenée for at
least one other pre-Flavien public building (or statue) is
the lost Nero inscription.

She then continues, "This contradiction, however, may be
more spparent than real, for éublic buildings need rot be
teken to imply that a thriving town was already in existence.
If chichesfer re2lly were a nev town being built to provide
a fitting capital for an imperial representative, the early

erectiecn 62 public buildings would not be surprising. The
real period of growth would then begin about the time of
Vespasian and, in such a settlement of already partially
Romanized inhabitants, the abzence of ﬁative ware would be
less unusual,"

As regards the pottery in the VespasianeHodrian period,
Mies Filmer continues that, ‘we find evidence.of rapid grovth
in the Flavian period. Quite Fhe Yargest amount fells into
the late firct and early sccond centuriesS...e. A glance at
the list of coins will show that the numbers incresse with
Vesgasién (15)" and that their number (52) is more than double
that of the pro-Flavian period.

In the Antoninus-Philip I period the "pottery seems
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to suggest that.cecothe city was less thickly populated?
numberaf

being considerably less in quantity. Thchoins deg not . show
a large difference, 44 as opposed to the 52 for the preceding
perdod. This seems strange in view of the fact that the sge
of the Antonines was supposed to have been the high water
mark of townlife in Roman Britain, Yet, she confinues. “there
is one fact vhich gives some support to the pottery. The
Amphitheatre, built between 70 and 90 A.D., in what appears
to be ocur most thicikkly populated period, is apparently abandoned
by the end of the second centﬁry. On the other hand we
have seea that the walls were probably built in the reign of
Severus and the Jupiter inscription may also suggest new
building in the late second or carly third century."”
Verulaniim has produced plenty of evidence of its expansion
in this pericd, but it seems fair to say from "what evidence
there is" that it does "not favour the Antonifie period as
the heyday of Romon Chichesier; but would tend to put the
period of zreatest activity }ather earlier,”

Concerning the latest period (A.D. 250-400 +) in the
life of the Romar city, Hiss Pilmer says that'from the
nottery it would appear "that the population was at least
maintained, and probably increased. Too much. weight cannot
be placed on the very large proportion of the coins (250)
vhich fall into this period, since the abundance of coinage

on sites cccupied in the fourth century is well known. The
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Chichester coins do nct suggest any increased sctivity in the
period 384395 A.D." (2e at Richborough), "though the pesk
falls into the Constantinian pericd as it did at Richborough."
At Vemlamim-.: the peak came at the end of the third century,
and a restricted occupation wes suggasted for the fourth
céntury, "but our evidence ceems to suggest a situation
sopmewhere between these two," Although in the last years of
the fourth and the early part of the fifth century the
activity vas not so great as that im Richborough, "there
eeems'reason to suppose that the population at Chichester
increased. Recent excavations in Cewley Priocry favoured the
view that the ares was largoly unocccupied until the late
third cantury, for all but one of the 22 ¢oins werc post
A.D,_ZGB, and there was alzo late occu;ation in Bast Fallznt.
Chichester then, may have provided prntééﬁion from the
Saxon rajders for some of the inkebitants of {he Sussex
plein, strengthening her defences by the addition of wall
bastions. The evidance from other sources-supﬁorts the view
that it was at the end of the third century that the waids
- begame really destructive," and cccupation at Portfield ended
in the third century., "“We do not know why, or in what
circumstances, the s@ttlers‘moved fron Portiield, but perhaps
it was these pecrles who helped to swell the population of
the city. The coir hozréds tell a similayr story,"

Miss Pilmer then concludes, "The pottery throwus no light
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on thet most difficnlt problem, the last years of the Homan
ﬁity...... Yet there is the presence of the coin of Velentinian
III %o suggest that occupation continued in Chichester, and
the coins, ranging from Nero to Arcadius and Honorius,
from the ugighbouning shrine on Bow Hill give further,
and quite strong support for some cccupation well into the
fifth century.? If a date sbout 450 A.D. is accepted for
the loss of the latest orthodox coins found there, it must be
assumed that a Romaniced population was in exdstence in or
in the neighbourhoed of Chichester until the middle of the
fifth contury. ‘''This makes the probdblem of the pottery mors .
baffiing, but there seems no intrinsic reason %o suppose
that local Romano-British pottery cezsed to be ﬁade in 410
f.D.p and we have glready seen that first century types coue
tinued into tho second century 2nd perhaps quite late into
the second century, Is it net likely then, that the fourth
century types continued intc the fifih century? Vet sven
that suggestion raises difficulties and 50 the problem must
be left for lack of evidence,™

Despite the lack of literary evidence, ''we may suppose
that a reduced population lingered on into the fifth century,
¢linging to the last remnants of the Roman way of lifecsscco
there seems no reason to doubt that the end of the f£ifth
century saw the Saxons settled in the coastal plain of

Sussex.™
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In a section entitled "Pypological Analysis! Miss Pilmer
points out thet althougk the pottery fzlls almost entirely .
irto the Roman period,.@he Romans did not somelinto an_empty.

_land. BRefcre they came, “each succeésive aroup of immigrants
brought their cwm pottery with them, pottery which both
intreduced new feshions and modified existing types."

She. continues, "There is; however, strong evidence for
saying that Weazt Sussex £211 under Belgic influence in the
pre-Roman period, The coins of Commius and his sons are.so
widely scattered as to suggest that the district formed
part of the territories of the Belgic dymasty founded by
CommiuGeesse The Chichester Gallo-Belgic pottery....seems
to favour a post=conguest date." | |

She jncludes plans and much detailed description of
types.

"Mhus, in the first two centuries, the pottery, while .
showing Belgic influences in certain_directiqns, also

 demongstrates the nersisténce of ceveral native featureseeces
apd the e2xplanatiorn of a political domination exercised by
ﬁelgic migrants too small in numbers to affect the raciald
$train: seems to be borne out by the Chichester pottery.
Theré is also the possibilitFees<othat Belgicisation was
spread by the later Romen influence,”

There seemns to have been greatef variety in the forms

in the.first and second centuﬁgs than in the third and
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fourth. “Increasing Romenization apparently meant greater
uniformity, so far as Chichester was concerned,® Also, some
forms seemed vo be almost entirely locale "eosse.and ao
dcubt the growing guantity of weli known Fforms after the
second century reilects the increasing Rom";zétian of the
people.“

From a study of the typology of the Roamno~British

‘pottery from Chichester, the theocry "that 2 native tradition

survived alongside the growing Belgic influence” 'is supported.
"It is not easy to say just how such this Belgic influernce
wags due to an existing Belgickiement'in the population,
but considering the fact that native wares ars almost come
pletely absent end that the familizr bead rim types, even
in Romanized form; are comparatively rare, it scems reascrable
to conciude that this Belgic ecicuent uzs szali. -Once the
Romau organizatiou in Southern Britain was established, it
would have veen easy for Selgic influence to gprezd nct only
frem the surrounding Belgic tribes, but alzo 23 a result ‘of
increased trade."

Miss Pllmer includes a section on 'The Chicheeter Hoard'.
She follows the account in the Gentleman®s M¥agazine 1820
(part II p.228-229) fairiy fully in her description of -the
coins,

ron a study of the coarse pottery, Yye may sy that

there was no pre-ivman native gettlement on this particular

o
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site, that a small settlement began in the earliest yearﬂof
the Conquest, but that this dig rot expand to any considerable
extent unfil the Flavinn pe&icd. After this, occupation vas
dpﬁtinuous until some time in the fifth century.”
ks éo the thecry that Chichester was founded by the
people of the Trundle, Miss Pilmer says that as the Trundle

deserted about 50 B.C. it would be necessary 'to prove

|
b .
Was

almost 100 years of occupatien on the site before the
But native pottery is almost completely absent,

Conauest.
30 we must surely conclude that therity could not have been

It was not those peoplss who

foundcd at so early a date.”
established the now ¢ity althousgh their descendants wmay have

come to Chichestere The Trundle peoples may heve sottled

North of Chichester on the Broyle, but thie is wncertain -

a few hut circles are not preof.
Ccecupation at Selsay, which had come unider Belgic

iafluence, ceased towards the end of the first century, and
86 the arpival of these neople in Chichester would account
for the increase in population in the Flavian pericd. But
"'so far as Chichester is concerned, one might have expected .
m&re signs of Belgic influence, particuviarly in the shape

of coins of the Commian dynasty, if the inhabitants of
Selsey had roved to swell the populaticn of Chichester,"

Yet this theory is not vnteonable, because Selesey itself

did pot produce the Belgic coins.
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Although it ir imposeible to szy where the earliest
.settlers cane from, it can be said foirly definitely that
the Regni could hardly have been Belgic, although they must
rave come under Belgic influence. "Such a theory is supported
by the pottery, by the extreme rarity cf Selgic coins from
the site and by what we know of Cogidubnus. VYe are told
that he greeted the Remans with friendliness and this fact
in itself favours the theory, for it was the Belgic tribes
that were most hostile to Rome and the ezrliest campdbns
were in the Belgie arsas." Having defeated the Catuvellauni
Vespasian moved South West anmexing the Icle of Wight, and
conquering two powerful tribes (probably the Durotriges
and the Belgae). So "the dargers of such powerful neighbours
had, no doubt, long been obvious te the local inhabitants
and it would be natural for any lccal ledders to seize this
opportunity.h

"It must have been under these cirecumstances that
Cogidubnus made the acquﬁintance of the Empercreto~be and,
in return for services reﬂ@éreé, wAs gifen extra territory
and the title of King and Legate, Thus it seems likely that
it was Cogidubnusjwho founded the city at Chichester - a new
city on tﬁe Roman model = so fulfilling his obligations and
providing a suitable background for his nev dignity. It ie
probsble that the site had elready been picked cut by the

arcy of Vespasian, for it is unlikely that the harbour would -
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have escaped his notice, whether he cazme by la2nd or sea.
In either case, Gany of the supplies must khave come by sea
and Chichester hnrbour is well eituated for an expedition
to the Icle of tiight. It is kuowm that the Regni never
took up arms, but a Roman helmet was dredged up Lrom
Chichestor harbour, =nd a belt plate was found in the
Clzudian level in Horth Street.”

"It would mot be surprising tc find Cogidubnus ealing
use of his earlier acquzintanceship with Vespesian, who
might well have given him additional encouragement when he
becawe Bmperor. This would fit in well with the expansion
in the Flavian pericd, and Cogidubnus lived until that time."
Tacitus (Agricola c.li "is ad nostram usque memoriem fidissimus
mansit”) dmplies that he was “alive in the seventies, still
faithful to Rome and no doubt, .contimuing to collect arcind him
the traders and metal workers cuggested by the early
inscriptions.” Thus it seems that Cogidubnus was not ruling
in Chichester before the Rommns eame, but was a local chief
who ceized the opportunity to cast:off Belgic dominaticn
and founded the new city as a tnbal capital, = a move
wméh would encoﬁrage settlement.

"The expansion in the Flavian period would accord uwell
uith. vhat is knowm of the pelicy of the Flavian Emperors,
and the enthusiasy for town 1ife would certainly, indeed

have to be encouraged by cogiﬂixbnus, King and Imperial
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Legate." Yet a city aust have trade to make its growth real
and permanent, |£or imperial policy and a "local desire to
ezmlate Roman manners end the "Sunctioms of a tribal capital
vould not necessarily nlead to real prosperity.”

Chichester's part in the economic life of Roman Sussex
is hard to assess, but it would seom that the city has nevep
been ideally situated to be a thriving trading coentre. East
and test Sussex are not a unit, for "they showed distinctive
features in pre-historic times." Although no second ceatury
Roman town is known in Fast Sugsex, vhich could have hindered
the development of Chichester, "there is a certain amount
of evidence for augges_ting that there were settlements at
the mouths of the Afi_ur. the Arun and the Ouse, and even
small ports on these rivers could have taken amuch of the
export trade of theiyr own regi.fma."

The silting of Chichestey Harbour is fairly recent, for
in Roman times West Sx_zseex must have produced large quantities
of corn, as both Tacitus (Agricola 12) and Pliny (Nat.Hist.
AVII 4,6,8.) "comment on the fertility and extent of
agriculture in South Britain. The many villas (e.g. Bosham,
Fishbourne etc.) testify to the presence of a flourishing
local aristoeracy, their wealth, based on agriculture, helping
to support the toun."

The iron industry may have been another source of trade

for the city, as “iron slag found 2t several points in the
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city, the small blocmer;r in North Street, and the Cogidubnus
inscription 1t§elfg all support such a theory, but again,
hovever important locally; it seems doubtful whether it could
have been sut"fi.cient‘ to support a flourishing toun," the
chief iron ﬁroducing areas being further Bast. This being eo
the bulk of the trade would probably have passed through the
eastern ports such ac Pevensey and perhaps London. There
is no knowledge of other local industries; which would not
have been oz a large scale owing to the size of the town.

"Perhaps ve may see in these factors the reascns for
Regnum®s fajilure tc mmintain its early prosperity and it ic
probable that, in the ambitious btuilding programme instituted
by Cogidubnus, the city overereached itself. . The mid second
century saw the beginning of this decline, during which
population decreased and the A_mphitheatre was alloved to
fall into ruin, there is plenty of evidence for i;he
decline of towns in the third century, not only in Roman
Britain but in the Empire as a vhole, and no doubt this
decline affected Chichester."

"Yet about 00 A.D. the city wa]is were built, of
solidly laid flints faced with stone blocks. Such building
in ubat appears to be a time of econcmic retrogression,
secms difficult to explain. It camnnot have been the result
of civic pride, but was probably intended to provide

protection against dangers either from within the country
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or from without." The shock of the removal of forces by
Clodius Albinus, the rising occasicned by it and the
subseguent devastation of much of Horthern Britain aust have
been felt in tke South. "It wes Severus who restored order
vacseand Ghichester's walls might well have been built Guring
the general re-organisation.!

Hiss Pilmor continues that as both pottery and coins
show a considerable increase in the second half of the third
century and in the fourth century, "the actual pezk §21ling
in the Constantinion period," there miast have been an increase
in population though not necessorily an improvement in
prosperitye 'Is this a result of the reaorganisation cf
- Constantius Chlorus which gave pew life to Verulamium,
or is it a sign of some. economic re-orgavisation in the
surrcunding countyyside?” The bastions whiqﬁ had been added
to the walls somewhat later gave the extra protection nccessary
in this later disturbance, Was this. additioral protection
recognized and valued by the population outside the town aﬁd
did some. of them seek the grenter safety of its walls?®

PAny influx of population amust have coms either from
the villas or villeges. The settlement in the plain at
Portfield, apparently ended duying the third century, but
théknpulation here must have been small.™ fliss Pilmer
points ocut that lack of scientific excavations at villa

sites renders this problem difficult to ansuer.
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Hies Pilmgr goes on to say that it has been shown |
(Am:;.;o IX 36 1?,!4143,!;5!;) that thore was extensive cultifr:_ation
of the Downs in the Roman pericd, and “it does seem as if.
the majority of the Downland villages had ceased to be
.o'c_:qqpied by the beginning of the fourth ceatury.” .Evidence
from villages in the neighbourhood "does support the theory
that depopulation of the Downs was taking place during the
late third and early fourth centuriess UYhatever the reason
for this, and there is not enough evidence for saying that
there was any change frem apable to pactoral farm.ing' herecacae
it may. well explain the appagent cencentration of population
in tke city."

“The iast days of Reman Chichester are obscure but somé
population remained, their econcmic position no doudbt steadily
deteriorating as the fourth ceatury drew to its close."
There are coins of Gratian, Thecdosius I and Hognus Maximus
and Hew Forest pottery of the latest period. "Yet the coins
from the chrine on Bow Hill and the Valentinian ITII from the
city itself, prove that some populotion remained well into
the fifth century,” and se it scems thot Aelle’s landing

was aot entirely unoppgsed.

Roman Britain® by I.A. Ribhoond, the first volume in
the Pelican History of England Series was published in 1955.
Richmond mentions Chichester in copmection with the

opread of Roman civilization. UHe says that the territory of
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Cogidumnus was the springboard of Vespasian®s attack upca the
west, that Novicmagus "has yielded two remarkable .inscriptions,
one lost, the other preserved, which illustrate the duties
of a client-king. The lost piece was a dedication in hkorour
of the Experor Nero, dated to either A.D. 58 or &, The
text is an elaborate statement of his Imperial arcestry and
oxpressed with punctilious accuracy the reverence which
a sudbject king}eas expected to have for his loré the Emperor.”

The second stone is of cource the Neptune apnd Minerva
inscription. Richmond then goes ob to explain the ¥Unique - -
title granted to Cogidubnus. He ag2in mentions the Heptune
and Hinerva inscription in comnection with Emperor worship.
He continues, "A stztue-base dedicated to Nero is also known
from Chichester, and later stiula second public religious

gmonument was dedicated’in konour of the Divine House'."

'Towz and Country in Roman Britain' by A.L.F. Rivet
wag published in 1958,
Rivet points cut that Roman cantonal capitals were not
always founded on exactly the same site as the old ones,
= Chichester was founded some miles from its Iron Age predecessor
at Selsey, He cites the Neptune and Minerva inscription
as alrost the only evidence of scme Romanity among the Eritons.
In gpeaking about defences Rivet says, "we have evidence
for the widespread comstruction of earthwork defences i'h"; the

firot century, and it is not unreascnahle to assume that many
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of them were the result of the lessons leariit in 6l."
Chichester has traces of such defences. He dates the
construction of the walls at Chichester to about A.D.200, -
by comparing them with those at Verulamium. He dates the
bastions to about A.D.3550, by comparing them with those at
Caervent.

Rivet in speakting about the Regnenses says that no coins

of Cogidubnus have been founde

Of the numerous, popular county hanchooks and guides of
the present day, the two following seem to be fairly -
representative of the different types of approach to Roman
Chichester which are to be found, The thoroughly romantic:
approach, uhkiak, wvhile filling one with pride and enthusiaem,
is not always historically accurate and depends to too great
an extent on local stories and legends, some of vhich-do not
alvays fit the facts, Theix::;euconcise'approach with little
or no embellishments, -vhich is very often quite accurate
historically and brings forward some valid points despite the
1imited scope of the books

(1) The King's England - Sussex.

1937. Arthur lee. -

He says that the now disused St. Andrew's Church is
built "sbove a Boman pavemert™, but offers no more infprmaiion
about it than this.

Hee has a large section on the *Pudens Stone'; connecting
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it in the most romantic language with S5te Paul and the Fudens
and Claudia pentioned in II Timothy. 4:21,  Ee begins
"it is all wrapped in mystery, but those who are wise will
love to think there is something in the story we are now
about to tell," He.contipues that there may bhave been
British Christians in Rome, whc heard Sto Paul and sent
home the "good tidings®., He states without any qualification
at all that the "Purbeck Harble" stone found in 1723 records
that "the donor of the site wos one Pudens, son of Pudentius.”
He then asserts, though not quite so categorically as before -
that if Cogidubnus had had a daughter; by Roman custom her
name would be Claudia, as her father had been allowed to adopt
the Emperor's name. He then suggests that it would be very
likely that such a daughter might be sent to Rome, "as an
honourable pledge of the continued fidelity of Cogidubnus.”
e goés on to quote from Martial's Epigrams to show that a
British woman named Claudia married an Aulus Pudens in Rome,
both of whom are mentioned in II Timothy: 4:21.

Mee then concludes that these two are natives of
Chichester, and converts of 5t, Pauls. He then further
embellishes the stéry by eaying.that amopg the legendary
traditions of the church is the belie?f that,a century later,
a son of Pudens toox a great part in spreading the Gospel.

Ee closes with this statement, "it is a fascinating theory

and it seemz to fit the facts as far as we koow them."
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Of the secticn on Reman Chichester, the vast majority
is takken up with this very suppositiolis and conjectural

roranticism as to the interpretation of the Neptune and .

liinerva stone, This gort of approach shows scant reogerd for

.th.e facts as they cxist end is surely lacking in his.i_:or!ical
proﬁriéty. .But perhaps the ﬁ*;est barm;’ql effect of this
approgch is wrought upon those who read it in trust, as this
tgﬁ:e of °m&th5 dies hard.
| ‘(2) The Little Guides = Sussex

1900 F;G. Brabant, revised 1945 by R.F. Jessup.

The guide mentions the Chichester Entrenchments.

"They are extensive East to tieat, and North to South Linecar

aart'huurks evidently built to defend the city and harbourhead

of Chichester from the downlasnd to ths northward.”" A date

shortly before the Claudian ccnquest in 43 A.D, is é_uggeei:ed

for their erection, the Vespasiafic date being rejected.
Conecerning the Neptune and Hinerva inscrlptiont‘ the
:"estorati;on and translation given are those in the present
-c'i.ty Guid‘e by II-‘.tu"’. Steer. The romance of "Pudens" is
discounted as legend, although Meeecoit has been commended
by no less an aui;hérity than Sir Charles Cman.%
T_he-guide centinues thaty "no l_es__s_ than nine inscriptions
han been found at vaﬂous times ui.t_:hi.n t_hc city. Seven hove
b_een ;l.o;at.....t\!;;e‘re is an i.yateresting late second ceptpry

aculptured dedicatory monument to Jupiter, found in Vest

e B WS, fe b SR . PR AN
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Strest in 1935," (Translation: To Jupiter noblest and greatest
in hogour of the Divine House.) Later on we have, “Huch pottery;

and other evidence postulate an intemsive occupation from

. the first to the fourth century A.D."

inshen St. Olave's Church was restored in 1851 (How
SoP.CoK. Bookshop) a cireular arch of Roman tiles and two
cmbedded Roman pots are said to bave been discovered in the

East End. Roman tiles etc. have been incorporated into

. Saint Rumbold's Church, Rumboldswhyke, a Seuth-Eastern

guburb of the city."

This guide, although only 2 small book,was written as

_ accurately as possible, and showed good historical sense in

dealing with such a complex of theories and ideas as Roman

Chichester has sroussd.

APPENDIX
In 1853 at the meeting of the Archaeological Institute
at Chichester, the Rev. B.Re Perkins read a paper "on the
probable origin of different Ancient names of Chichester,.”
It seems doubtiul if the ariicle was ever published,
as it cannot be traccd in the British Musecum.
Also, a certain William Sabatier had a book entitled

“Roman Remains in Chicheater" published in 1798, The book

was a description of the Roman military works in the neighe

bourhood of Chichester. Presumably it vas about the earthworks
aend entrenchments on and neay the Broil. Again the British

Museun was wnnble to trace a copy of the work.
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The Gentleman®s Magazine,

1805.

"On the site of the maritet=hcuse in North Street, in
this city, was discovered, amno 173%1, a stome sunk in the
ground with the folloving imscripticzn.”

The Heptune and Hinerva inscription is giveﬁ but with
the emendation *(Clem)ente Pudentirni fil(ie).® It is
interesting that although the wrong déte and plzce are
given for the discovery of the stone, the mere correct and
therefore lilkkely reading oflﬁlamente ie incorporated.

“Chichester was ezrly in the possession of the Romens,
vhich accounts for the great number of coins which are dug.
up in every part of the city. The sroil, s common on which
barracks are now erected, about a mile north of the city,
is the site of a Roman encampment, and the fosse and vallum
still remain."

¥t Fishbourneces. .wss discovered zbout the 20th March,
this year, in digging by the roadeside for the foundation of
a2 house, 2 tessellated pavement about 13 feet & inches in
width. One end runs under a hedge, 3o that the length has
not been ascertained., In the middle is a space about 2 feet
in dizmeter, vhere the workamen found part of the bzse of a
column. & fine spring immediately under the floor gives

'probabilit§ to the suppositien of its having been intended
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for a baths It is paved with smzall black snd white atcones,
but no figures or anything were found to coﬁvey any idea of
the time or purpose of its erection, except two small copper
coins of Vespasian. Several pieces of Roman cement, however,
were picked up on the other side of the road, so that if the
digcovery were followed up with spirit, sone valﬁablg pleces
of antiquity might, perhaps, be found."
i816.

In a letter dealing with the Devil's Ditch, the
writer explains how it falls into “the lines proceeding from
Chichester” at Lavant. These come “to within forty yords of
the East side of the Roman Camp on the Broil, by Summers -
Dalescess™ On considering it further the writer says that
the whole country roundabout Chichester apﬁears te have - -
becn defended "by entrenchments, §a all probability the-
work of the Belgic Britons, and partly of the Romans, who
might take advantage of the works ¢f their predecosscrSees”
The writer continues, “"From the North'gate of the city
of Chichester ancther high bank proceeds, in a Horth-test
direction, passing near the grounds called the CampuScoeoos
A few yesrs past, in digsing through this bank, it wes
discovered to be an aqueduct, the wster having been conveyed
by earthen pipes, neatly fitted into each other.'* This
is presumably the Roman aqueduct often referred to by meny

0Urces.



157.
1824,

Auguses- In a '"'Compendium of County History", under a
sectien headed "Ancient State and Remeins', we are told that
the British Inhabitants were called Regni, that the Honan
Provinece was called Britsnnia Prims, and Chichester was
called Begnum., They also stzte that the Bréile and Gonshil
are Roman Encampments.

. Octobert= In a chrorological réaumé of the County's
History, for the year 47 A.D. the following entry is zade.
"Flaviusc Vespasian, who vas commissioned by Claudius to
Zatablish the Roman dordnion in the maritime provinces in
this island, accompliched his commission without much difficulty,
and fixed his headquarters at a place now called chichester.“'

December:= In a continuation 6? 2. "Compendium of
County History", under the heading WMiscelloneocus Remarks,
there is the following:-= “'On the site of the Bishop's
Palace, in 1725, wags found a Reoman pavement; it being the
spot upon which the house of the Roman Praetor stood."

1830,

°In the month of September, 1819, whilst the workmen
vere employed in digging out the soil of a field called
Palace Field, in this city,. for the purpose of forming a
basin for the canal, a conmiderable nusmber of remsins of
Roman pottery, of various forms end izes together with

some hand-mills, apparently-useﬂ'for grinding corny, a
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‘glass vessel of a square ghape, . inclosed it lead,.and’
containing ashes,.and a variety of other curicsities of
a similar nature, were brought to light. - But the most
remarkable discovery was madé by one of the workmen
striking his spade against a coarse earthea urn, about two
feet from the surfdce, which was broken by the collision,
and grove& to cortain about 700 silver Homan imperial
coing, in the finest state of preservation." The coins -
ranged 'from Vespasian to Faustina the-Ypunger.-but of -
these the greatest number were of Domitian, Trajan and -
Faustina the Elder. Near the urn containing the coins, Va5
a skeleton and éhe iron‘head'offa cpear.
i83. - |

WIn making a grave lately in St. Pancras churchyard,
»Chichestar. 2t a depth of 5 feot was found a piece of fine
red Samian pottery8 inches by 7 inches, being partléf.é ......
¢ircular basin of 9 inches dismeter." ir. King, who possessed
it; although he had~béen‘ccllecting pottery f’ﬂEEQﬁﬁﬁj?éF .....
many years had never before been able to make ocut the
fanciful ornmaments of the Romanized Britoms. -"ihs.foll&uing.
he describes as all in relievo; the first border consists of
tweonty tablets with a tasse)l between esch, resting on a
zigeag border; to which are appended five festoonea-frinééd".

semicircles with tassels betweeny in the semicircle of the

first and second are a swan in each, in the next a star,
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‘and in the two last a dolphin im esch; next follows a
foliated border of nearly one hundred leaves wreathed round
the basin, with a zigzag thredd over and under; close to
-and beneath this border is represénted a lion’ combating
a wild boar, both in a salient vosition and facing each
other, the drawing ard character very spirited; and,zin
order 'to repeat this combat in enother part of the pottery,
ornaments of bulrushes are interposed, on vhich are stonding
smell birds adnirebly delineated; the embellishments finiah
by & sharp and rich border of the chain.ornament. connected
by a display of fine chevron work."
1836,

Mr. Charles Roach Smith in a letter followed by &
descriptive list of a hoard of Reman coins found near
Aldmodington Common, includes 2 paragraph zbout Chichester.

"The vicinity of Chichester (the Regnum of Antominus)
"has been particularly fruitful in objects of anticuerian
interest. A& short time previous to the above exhumation,
numerous derarii of = higher peried of the Roman Eﬁpire
were found in'digging the basin of the canal at Southgate;
in the suburbs of the to#n. I was not present at the time
to ascertain from personal obgervaotion the extent of the

series, but such as I have sne# were of Véépasianns,
Titus, Domitianus, Nerve, Trajznus, Hadrianus, Sabipa,

Luciue Aeldius, Antoninus Pius, and Faustina the eclder.’
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Throughout the line of the canal pumercus coins, lamps, znd
pottery were from time to time discovered: - Among the
former gay be wmentioned a Didia Claré..in silver, found
rear Mundham."
1838,

At S5t. Pancias burial-grounds..s.sepulchral Roman
remains continue ta-bé exhumed from time to time. Hr.
Thomas King has recently rescued many interesting objects,
which were disinterred onr this spot, from déstruction;l
among which is a2 praefericulum of light yellow clay, of
most elegant shape and ocutline, precisely similar tc one
procured from the same spot last summer by this gendleman,
and two Samian vessels quite perféct.- The potters' marks
on these are CRACVNA, ¥, and REBUIRIS°OF, the 5§ reversed."
184,

In an article about the Seventh Iter of Antoniﬁué,
it states that it started at Regnum and went to London
via Winchester etcs Tha writer then says, "1 bg;;qu o
no doubt now exists of Chichester being the Regnum of
Antoninus.®

He are told that the inhabitants of Surrey and Sussex
vere called Bibroci in the time of Caesar. "They wore
aftervards the Regni of Ptclemy."

“Their change of name may be accountsd for by the

circunstances recorded by Tacitus,. who informs us that
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Cloudius gave certain cities to King Cogldunus, because he

remained faitpful tq_the;aoaan5= gnd Hichard pf Cig@gcestér.

inlspeaking of this matter, says certaiq cities were yielded

to Cogldunus that he m.;l_ght form a idngiom (uf wide wu cenderel

’Regmann . .)' 1 apprehend, thgrefore._thgtlthe Regnl

cont;nued under tba government of their native princes,

and wvere but liitle.interfered with by the Romans. The

inscription found at Chichééte:. more than a century ago,
;-1--aerve5. in some measure, to chov that Cogidunus was Kipg

of tﬁe Bibroci." _ _

"Ptoleny cpeaks of the Regni and théir toun Necnagus.'

Richard of Cirencester caid that, "They were aleo
called Rhemi (pro Begni), and are not unknown injracora.
They inhabited Bibrocum, Repentium end ﬁoviqmague. which
was their metropolis. The Romans held Anderida."

About thezylaces the.writer continues:~

"Regentium (the Negnum of Antoninus) was undoubtedly
at Chichester.” _

"Noviomagus. (uhich seems to have been the.chief town
of the Regni, 8s seid by Ptolemy) is menticned in the Second
Cirencester, and was ot Carshalton end Wallington in Surrey.
The reasons given for placing this station elsewhere do not
deservé euck attention," A site mear Dorking had been

suggested, amen;y others.
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“For many ages after the-establishment of the Roman
power in this islend, it seems that no attention was padd
to this portion of it by the Romans, in consequence, probably,
of the yielding it to Cogidunus, as previously mentioned."
Because of a forest the writer suppeses commuﬂicafioﬁ
betueen London and the Sussex coast- to have been difficult,
Moecooand it is plain from the Seventh Iter of Antoninus,
that at that time,the read from Regnum to London wes through
Hinchester, and otherwize very circuitous."

"The fiftcenth Itor of Richard of Cirencester describes
a2 journey froz Anderida to York. Ro staticn is mentioned
in it before Noviomagus, wvhich is more than forty miles
from An&eriaa. if ve except Sylva Anderidz. The meaning
. of this is, that the route to Noviocmagus was through the.
forest of Anderidacscecs'

Cn the Ordnance Survey Map of Romzn Britain there.
are two towrs marked ¥oviemagus; Chichester and Crayford.
The distonce from Anderida to Chichester is over fifty
milea, but the distance from Anderida to Crayford is about
forty miles. This Neviomagus was in the territory of the
Cantii (or Cantiaci}. The distance from Anderida to Dorking
is also about forty miles, amd the distance from Anderida
to Carshalton likewise, so the problem is a very complex
one. It can be said fairly:definitely that the Noviomagus,

vhich was the chief town of the Begn%}must have been
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Chichester, and tho Novicmagus mentiomed by Richard of
cirenéester seems likely to have been Crayfo;d-am thgt
would appear to fit in best witk bis £ifteenth Iter;
1852,

- "The recent discovery of two Roman urns gust serve to
.coﬁvince.eny-one that St; Ulave's Ghﬁrch;-chicheater; Has.‘
built on fhe site of a Reman temple; and it is most
probable that the urns which contained the ashes of the
deéd were deposited under the arch,* The twb Roman urns
yore fouﬁd built into the upper part of'the uall; at the
east ende
1858,

Benswarth:; "During'thé-past winter.:a Bhepherﬁ
' pitching his fold in & field at aenswbrth..atruck his
crowbar ageinst what proved to ve the coveringestone of
e stene cist.'and thus accidentally led the way to diaé
cQVeries,'which have proved to be .of canéideraﬁle-1hportance;5
A second cist and fragments of an inseription - upon Purpe;k”
stnﬁe,were also found a little later. - "Jithin the cists
uére_sepulchral deposits" similar to those found at
Avisford about 1816, "Some beautiful glass urns and bottles
are among the most striking of the‘Denswoéth remains. The
urns contained the burnt boanes of the defhnot.. Cne of thes
wae closed by an inverted leoag-necked 1acﬁ:ymatony,'atamped'
at the bottom with the maker's naume, There are no lamps,

as in the Avisford cist; but it is somewhat curious that



| ihh,
the little niches upon which they stood are represented
in one of the Densworth cists by an imperfectly-formed
stand cut in one of the anmgles. Uo sandals in é perfect
state have been found; dut the nailes with wvhich the
soles were studded remair oxidiced togsther, the leather
having entirely perished.”

. "The fragmente of the imseription are among the most
remaikable of the objscts. The letters are well cuty, ard
indicate a pericd somevhat enteriorn to the time of Severus.
The only coin that has as yot been found is of the Smperor
Hadrian,"

-"?he cemetory is situated close to the inner side of
some very oxtensive earthweorks vhich run on fhe eastern
~ side almost close to Chichester. The Rev. H. Smith ie
making a survey of them, with a view to ascertain their
extent towsrds the west. They have bteen hitherto but
iittle noticed, and they are not very obvicusly explainable
by ancient systems of military fortifications. It has been

suggested that they may be land-boundaries,"

Susgex Hotes and Guerles

February 1926,
. Alfred Anscombe in an article on the Ravenna

Cosmography has this to say about Navimago. It "is the
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*Holcmagos' of:Clauvdius Piclemy whose geography was produced
in or about A.D.150 Ptolemy®s form-omits the-Latin V; but
there need be po doubt but that we have two erroneous forms
of Noviomagus, . Ptolemy tells: us that "southward from
the Atrebatioi and the Kantiéi 1ie the Rheginoi and
the town called Nolomagos®, The coansxion between
Hoviomagus and' the Regni is 'clear. ‘Moreover Fiolenmy
authoritatively asserts that 'Hoiomagos® wes 59 wiles from
London by road, Pto;emy vas -clearly referring te the’
capital city of the folk:he calieﬂ Rheginol, consequently
the doublet *Mavimago Regeatium® is rezlly a phrase of
which ‘the second word is a Latin gepitive plural with
t miswritten for s. I assume.therefore that the phrase

skould read Noviomago Régnensium,"

November 1926,

.John BE,: Ray in an article on-Sussex=Archaealogj in :
relation to Physical Features writes; "'The tﬁo chief -
estﬁaries that. Sussex possessed - 'those of Chichester
in the west and Pevensgy in the east - have each influenced
the settlements in their neighbourhood.” He goes on,
fiChichester was the: Sussex port for London, and in the
Roman: period  the Roman .civilization radiated and penctrated”

from it.’
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.May 1930, .

. Ian C. Hannah writes; "The drought of September.1929,
brought out on the Deanery lawn what seemed to be the
foundations of Roman buildings. Its .northern edge exactly
ten feet due south of the Southewest corner of. the Deaznery,
there was outlined an apse, about fifteen fest. in diameter
and open toward the east, of north and south walls there .
secmed no trace, but joining its-curveuéa the west were . .
confused foundations, decidedly Roman in appearances
The buildings.of Regnumlhéve,been found in all parts of .
Chichester, some actually within the cathedral walls,

. whose. Horman builders were content. to flcor over the site

without properly excavating it."

February 1932,

WJo Andrew in on article about a Bronze Lion-headed
ornament founé in chichester, 88Y8, after he has desc‘ibed
itg aeasurements etc.y that it is “Roman in rharacter and
period. yet it is not classical, but of our native art.
Beaut;ful as the worzmaachip is, the sculptor could never
have seen a lion in the flesh nor a classical lion &n
the marble, for I have two in the la‘tor form from Carthage
before me for compariscn.” Its portraiture is‘halg aninal
and half human. “The ﬁose stends out abruptly from the

rounded cheekzs and above a vary pronounced moustache, the
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eyec, with their chased pupils, and particularly the
arched brous and front teeth, are vory human, whilst the '
cars instead of almost surmounting the hesd are brought
down' tc the human level belcw:the ayes."

"These are all ﬁoaann—Br&tish characteristics and -

-strange as it may scem, there is a remarkable likenoss
betueen this lior's head and the famous ‘Hearded Gorgon'a
Head"at'ﬁatﬂ;'for the eyes, eirs, and expression of
fierceness are ciricusly sidilar, and the 1ion's ‘mare i
-curled ﬁo'the‘samﬁpeculiar design a3 that of tho Gorgon's

snoky bair. Similarly, the heavy puckering of the forchead
| and partiéularly the raiséd form of the noce find their
dounterpérts in the well-known Corbridge Lion, uhich also
haé,very humag ears, but not oo lovw as theses"

' Fououizig ‘ReGo Collingwoed, MHr. Andreu ssys that this
lidn'é ﬁead is the product of & Romano-British artiséo
As to its purpose, he points cutlthat Lion~hedds were’
common to 21l art of the classical peried, and adorned
vases, fountainas, arnour, shieids. chariots, furnituré and
buckets, '"but the fine chasing and art of this examplc
probably reduce its purpcse to one of the first four
naneds" After pointing out that it is too heavy for
ordinary wvases or boly~armour, he states that the most
likely probabilities are the spout of a fountain or the

umto qf a shield.
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Hay 1934,
Mre S,E. ginbclt mentions two coins of Claudius which
héd been found recentliy, uﬁe having been found at Chichester.
He thinks that théy may have bqenkannected with the advance

of the left ving of the Roman army under Vespasian.

Novemoer 1935h.

The Beve A.A. Evans uriting'aﬁout the excavations at -
Chichester on the sito of the new Centrel Post Office
. {mear the Qross). says that firds of interest have occurred,
amongst whiph was some Roman pobttery,

He also mentions that digging had been going on inm
.West Strgeﬁ‘gnﬂ Chepel Street, and that @a.céngiderahle
amount cf pottery of several periods has been found, also
coins. One of tpelgoins is of unusuzl interest, that of
Qidius Salvius Julianus. &8s he was ngan Emperor only
fog the_spacg of two mﬁnths, in AeDo 1?3, very few coins
oflhis.reign eﬁis£¢,? | ‘

He cﬁntinues that, "the most ?ema:kablq discoveries
have been that of thelfoundations of a villa near and
withiA thelﬂ.ﬁ. wazlls, Lineg_of bhouse walling were found
by the warkmgp anﬂ-cut ;hrough,.also a congiderable piecce
of tessellated brick pavenenteec.s Also there were found
in Yest Stgeet a large piece of_stoua walling of an early

date, probably Remattiescee Both these lines of building run

L
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obliquely across the sireet, wherse they were found, which
indicates that the present streets are not, or only

apﬁroximately, on the lines of those of the Roman period."

November 1943,

Hilda Jobmstone describes o Romen Votive figure found -
at Chichester by a schoolboy, near the Lavant in the
fields outside the scuth wall of the city. "The site
was about 200 feet south of the point where the wall
borders the gardens of a house in the cathedral close
known as the Residentiary, wvhere there is a mediseval
bustion, which on sxcavatisn in 1825 wvas found to be
superimposed upon a larger Ronan bastion.®

The statuette is small, of clay, representing a robed
figure, the feet brcken off, the hands clasped to the
breast, upon vhich is a round boss. She continues thaty
the British Museum authorities say that it ie & provincial
Roman votive figure, perhaps made for household devotions;
thet it is impossible defiaitely to identify it, but it
may be intended {or a liinerva, the boss in.that cage

being a Gorgon's head..

fuguat 1944k,
M.V. Taylor writes about the clay figurine found

at Chichestor, descritied by Dr. Hilda Johnstone, Taylor
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says that it'"probably ropresents a Gaulish young womal
of the Romaﬁ period; she wears a long mantle or chiton
fastsned with a large round brooch or clasp on .the
breast, and holds in her leff hand apparently 2 vase of
flowers and im her right a small round object, perhéps
a pot. Her waved hair is tuwisted back and surmounted
by a coil of hair or diadem. : She is probably not a
deity, but just a cheap counterpart of a dbronze statuette
of a girl or of the finer attractive cley figurines found
in Mediterranean lends, The coarse figurines such ss
ours were mpade in (Jaul in vast numbers for the local
warket and served various purposes, orramental as well
as votive. Though found also in Britain they ore less

common here." (N.B. Antiq. Journal XXIV 1044},

Hovember 1947.

GoPe. Burstow includes a small article on a Romzn
coin fvom Chichester. A small bronze coin, was found
at the corner of North (ate and St. Paul's Road. A
descripntion of the coin follows:-

"Ob, URRS ROMA - flelmeted head facing left.

Rve The wolf facing left suckling Remulus and
Reous and turnipg towards them.,: Above two stars.

PLC preceded by a dot in a crescent.? (See Coheng VII,

?0330' etc.)
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"These coins vere first used during the immediate
successora‘of Constantine the Great in the fourth century

A.D. The preseat specimen is in excellent condition,”

dugust 1950.
lention is made of excavations then being carried
out by Pr. A.S. Wilson at Chichesters A Romen Well being

found at East Pallant Hocuse in the gorden.

November 1953,

A small paragraph inserted under the heading
*Chichester' reads:- "A heavy chan vall in West Street
near the Dolphin Hotel has been found, possibly connected
with the Fb;uma A large storage jar two feet six inches

high has been found in Tower Btrect,”

ﬁovembgr 1955.

Bodalls Hildyarﬁ éescribes a collectiop of Roman
Fibulae dug up in Chichester in 1935-1935 by Mr. Fe
Sadler of Msrsden, Little London. The 17 Roman
fibulae vere dug up in Ur. Sadler’s garden on the opposite
siﬂé of the street te his house.

After describing Mr. 5ad1gr's_mode'of excavation,
he continues, "Structures f{ound included a cobbleg

path, two walls, two middens® and parts of a tiled floor
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A surprising quantity of pottery and objects, including
60 coins, were found, most of which, I belicve, are now
in Chichester liuseum., Apart from the fibulae I also. have
irn my collection a rest.ora(i. high shouldered bowl or

olla in hard black ware with sharply everted rim, probably
a late first century type." Apparently Hr. Sedler dug
one of his holes to a depth of 13 feet, at vhich level
"eaﬂ.y pottery” was eﬁcountered.

For a detailed description of the fibulae and drawings
of them, sce Sussex M. and Qs Vol. XIV. p.109-112,

Hildyard then closes with this paragraph, "These
brooches, which mostly belong to the first generation
after the Roman Conquest, fom an interesting cross
section of the fibulae in use at that time. As might
be expected at Chichester iméﬁrted types predominatd,
but the native versions of Iz Téne_ III sro zlseo represented.
The comparison, on a small scale, with Camulodunum, is

striking."

November 1556,

“Work on a Roman bastion in Chichester." A burial
cist dated by accompanying jugs from ‘.ﬂfwke Gravel Pits
(oow in the Chichestér Huseum), to late first or early

13

second centuries.
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May 1958,
Nine courses of unmcrtared flint were found at the
foot of the Roman wall nezr Northgate. Also the founde

ations cof the Roman gateway building at North Gate.

fr‘lay 19590
Part o_f a Horan house vas found cn the mite of the

' denoliahed church of Lt. Peter, Horth Streete.

November 1959, '
A mosaic floor dated between 250 and the late fourth

‘century fA.Dey and the site of a hypocaust of a small

bath house were found at 30 Bast Street. (Portions were

remeved o the fuseum.)

Hay 1960,

Fgrther. excavations into the defonces, by Hir. J.
tiolmes added considerably to the krowledge of the Roman
and Meéiaeval ditches, to the relationship of the earth
banikt to the yall?(tanfirmed the method of edding the
bastions, examined in Market Avenue. Also a well znd
part of the Walls of arn early Roman house destroyed whén
the defences were made.about A.D.200, were uncovered in

the grounds of the Theclogical College.
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Kovember 1960,

Mre Holmes reported that tho eite of the Roman
Ciatholic Church at Southgate had yielded signs of a
Roman occupation before the Roman 'eia;l.l wee built; but
that collars and other foundations had removed most
remains of the Roman Well and destroyed any evidence
there may have been of a Roman gate there.

' Dr. Hilson reported that building operations in an
extension of the County Hall had revealed a Rommr drzinage
itch containing pottery which dated throughout the vhole

Romae period.

#Hay 1961,

A report on the Estt_:avations at Densworth Farm in
1960, -

ALY li:neér defensive earthvork, of wnproved date,
runc sigzag across the plateau here. Very close to this
earthubrk, on its scuthers side, is a small Boman cemetery
‘which contained 3 cist burials with glass vessels,
a8 well as several cremations in urns. Cne of the atone
cists, with some of the glass and pottery Veésels, are
now in Chichester Miseum. In 1959 a woter pipe was
lgid across the farm south of the earthworks at one
point the excavator cut through a patch of black earth

containing first century Roman pottery. A small group
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directed by dre. & Mrs. Rule, followed up this discovery
by digging two triel trenches on either side of the pipe
trench; these excavations save the iﬁprassicp tha; the
Roman pottery lay in a ditch."

“In lgéo_the Chichester Civic Society attempted to
foilow up these discoveriesses.ss” The cbjects of the
excavation “were to locate the Romen cemetgry again and
search for more burials, in the hope that this-woul@_help
to date the adjoining earthwork; to locate the supposed
Roman ditch agein and follew it up, in the hope that this
would lead to the discovery of the Roman villa vhich must,
almost certainly, lie not far away.?

"Neither of these hopus was realized. One of the
flintwall enclosures described by the Rev.H. Smith was
lecated but no more burials were found between this en-
closure and the earthworks The site of the cemetery ;e.
hovever, novw known more exactly and has been marked on a
large-scelec plans Several cuttings across the line of
the supposed Roman ditch, all very close to thef1959
trenches, failed to locate any Roman feature, but 4id
cut into 2 purely natural channel in the gravel sqbsoil.
It is concluded that the black earth found lest yesr
lay in a pit of quite limited extent rather than in a
ditche 1If thisz is so, the remains of the vilia may lie

not far awaye A few trial holes were dug elsewhere in
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the field but produced nothing."

"The earthuork itself was not dug, but a cutting
close against its southern edge revealed a 'scoopt in-
the ground as if material for the bank had been dug from
the back, as well zs throwm up from the ditck on the northern
s5ide. The‘opportunify vas taken to examine.the vhole of
this earthuork and to measure up profiles at several
places. At tho eastern end, ir Densworth Copse, the bank
rises zbout 8 feet above the present-day bottom of the
ditch, The middle and western parts of the bank are much
truncated and appear to have been throun forward into the
ditche The ditech is still, however, clearly visible and
now measures about 39 feet ﬂide. from the: level ground %0
the foot of the bank., The bank itself is about 33 feet
tide, The earthwork finishes sbruptly at each end at
the edges of the platean, where it dips into lovw ground.
The whole earthwork is clearly defemsive in character,

In the secticn concerning Chichester in the report
of the Research Cotmittee, Mr. Holmes reported that work
in the grounds of The County Hall, had revesled a ditch
alongside a Roman Street seme 450 feet north of Hest
Street with evidence of occupaticr throughout the whole
Roman periocd; and that part of a mosalc floor wes found
in an extenaion to Morant®s shop in Yest Street. It is

hoped that this can be preserved in positicn.




157,
Under “"Other Finds" extensive Roman remains ad

Fishbourne are gentioped, but nothing is said about them.

Novenber 1961,

Research Committee reports contain a small section
on both Fishbourne and Chichezter.
Fishbourne:~ "As a result of the trial .excavation at
Baster'" it vas thought necessary to have a thorcugh
examination of this site. "Occupation of the c£ito hed
begun in Claudian times and there was & major building
with messive.stene foundations a courtyard with a
verandah supported by coclumns and with a late first
century mosaic floor to cne of its rcomsq"
Chichester:~ Mr, Holmes reported on further work on the
site behind Greig's shop and in the garden of The
Theological College, vhere there was more evidence for .
a Roman bkousa built before the erection of the nzin

defensive wall and ditckh of the city.”

The Sussex County Magazine

Moy 19230
Sof. YWinbolt contributed a series of articles on the
*3tory of Roman Suasex®, the first of which was entitled

"Regnum's Winbolt here writes from the point of view of
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those days, giving an imaginary conversaticn between two
Roman citizens as they strolled around Regnum. A copy
and translation of the Heptune and Minerva inscription
is included amongst a recountincg of the basic points iz
Regnum®c history in the Roman period. {Conjectural .

zap p.189)

September 1930,

"Hr. FoPo Jessop subnitted a photograph and privt of
the markings found @n the bottem of two vessels found
in Chichester to #¥r. 5.F. Yinbelt. (se; Voled pe81h)

Mr. Winbolt ssid that, 'Of these twp Pomen pots
ﬁhe larger one is a two=handled water or wine jug, and
the smaller a beaker which scrvsd the purpcses of a
modern tumbler,"

The wine or watcr jug wes dug up in South Street, -
the besker in a garden in Horth Street.

Hre. Winbolt continues, "Tas jug bandles have
perforations for a wire handle by which it was carried.
This jug vwese found filled with black emrths It is not
probuble that it was a container for the ashes of a bhurnt
body," (as Mr. Jecsop had suggested) "as in such case the
top of the vessel would have normally been broken off
below' the haadles for convenience of filling. Probably

both pots may be dated in the third century.. The
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graffite *sic’® was probably the owner's 1little jokel

Jovial inecriptions on drinlking cups are common,Y

January 1932,

The Rev, A;A. Evans writing in °A Countryman's
Diany','says that there is much sign of Roman occupation
| in the Pallant. Amongst his finds the following are
mentioned.ae being Raman;-— |

A.brbnze pin for a Rcmgn cloak.

Potsherds of many kinds and qualitieé, much of it
'Samian. One piece has the maker's nane, DONNAVZUS.

"Roman bricks in abundance, some f;angad for roofing,
and a bit, which I retasined, beauvtifully patterneﬂ.ﬁ

"Phere ware also tiles over vhich dogs had walked and
left the impress of their feet."

Y0f special interest were a sucgession of bricks
of a slightly concave type 25 supports, or "pilae’, of
a hyporaust, This showed the presence on this spot, and
part of the lay-out of a Roman residence.”

"4 coin of Herva was found. These are not mumercus
for he was Emperor of Rome for only two years, 96~98 R.D.,
and the coin must have circulated in the hands cf folk of
Roman Regni, and in their shops just before or jﬁst
after the first cenbury of Christ. The features are

es fresh as when first wminted and show a face strong
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and pleasing.ﬁ (Picture Paitle Volebs)
" "There wego.a fragient of a Rowen's lady's cémb.
made of bone and double-toothed.”
He mentions alsoy a small hene for sherpening, found
about four feet 'dowm, with a fresh cican;surfaqe. He
concludes with this statementy "It may heve been to keep

keen and brighi a Roman rasor.’

February 1932,

The Rev. C.{. Dobson, in zn article entitled "Arviragus:
& Forgotten British Hero', after writing much about the
resistance of the British to the Ciaudien invasion, makes’
a curicus stetenent about the NKoptune and Minerva ine
scription, Hhe assumes that the aissing rame is Pudeas,
ard that he wes the men menticned by Martial, aad that
the Christian woman Clzudia vas none other than Cerzctazcus'
daughter Gladys wﬁn hed been edopted by the Isperial Family.
Cogidubnus is not mentioned et ell, although & picture
of the stone is included in the article, which seens to
contain more *leogend® then histericel fact, it is little
more than Ma pleaaing illusion'. |

In 2 letter Z.H.R. Tatham comments on the Colin of
Nerva. He says it is obviously Herva, because of its
"style'', namely INP, NERVA CADS, (Trajan's "style" vas

ItP, CaRBS,

{ERVA) He points out that it has the nanze

-

of Trajan on its obverse side and that the coin was a
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sestertiués He goes on to.sdy that he has seen the coin
and that it gppeared to be of the same issue as one . found
at Wroxeter. Tatham coatinues as follows: ''The device
is a female figure (probably *Fortune') sitting ina
curule chair between fwo icornuéopias‘, and beneath it
are the letters 5.,C. (Senatus Consulto}, I read the

logend above it THePe COS IIII, and then there iz a

Tubbed space befcre the letters P.Pe Ths last two

vertical strokes after COS have been rubbed but there

is little doubt- about them, I suggest that the rubbed
space beyond contained the letters CO0S II. The explanatidn
cf these letters is that on January 1lst 98 A.D. Werva
entered upcn his fourth consulate with his co~Emperor
Trajan as-hi§ ccllecagues the latter had served the

office once before in 91 A.D. Though (in the first century)
there were always two consuls, this was the first ipstance
during the Empire of two .asseciate EBaperors;y and theoush - |
there vere many such partnerahiés in lster tiues, .ezch

Emperor then had his separate coins. Therefore - if I

am right in my reading - this is the first and almost the

only, instance of such an associetion commemorated on & -

single coin., Owing to Hervals immediate desth, the coin

can probably be dated in the first 3 .weeks ¢f 98 A D" S
He thinks thet Regnum mey have been then & favourite

berbour for Remans arriving in Britain, until it was
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displaced by the shorter crossing to Kent.

August 1932,

The Rev, A.A. Evans writing in A Gp\mtf'yman"s Dleryd
says that in digging near the cattle mket, woxfkmeﬁ found
what appeared to have beea the Roman city's refuze pit.
Pieces of Samicn ware were found, probadly made on the
Rhine, as well as cozrser ware and Caistor ware. It
vas all composed of breken seemingly unrelated bitse
Re apparently found no coi;w.. (A picture of some of .

the Roman ware found is included on p.uU93 Val.6,)

April 1933.

Mr, T.C. Hannah contributed on article entitled
SChichester in very Early Days®. He writes about some
excavations he carried cut in the Felace gardon in cone
nection with the city wall and a bastion (the furthest
west on the south side) in 1932. #Much vas found including
tesserae, hits of roofing tiles, plaster (from walls),
Samian ware, othor types of pottery, a plece of glass
and pones. Hlammah suggests that horses' bores being
mixed with ox bones and other kitchen refuse may
indicate that the horse wes an erticle of food in
Romon Britain. Oyt_atr chells were very numerous, as they

sre in all Roman remains. "“The presence of the Early
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Iron Age sherds {in the wall excavations) seems to
prove a zcttlement of some sort on ihe gite.of Chichester
‘about the end of the Halistatt period. That is to say
that Chichester; or rather Regnum, is contemporary with
many of the great Dovnland towns instead of having been
founded vhen the Trundle ves abandoned in the first century

n-
ot e

c.H
He geces on, "Fro:m the minture in the banks: of

Chichester of Roman pottery witi that of the Early -
Iran'Age...é.it may be conjectured that when the Romans
faced the older carthwork with masonry they preserved
the general lines of the Celtic defences but as far as
posziblé straightened sections, presumably for the sake
of msking effective use of flanking fire from the new
projecting apsidal hastidge." "In speaking sbout the
bastions, Hannah says that the one he egcavated was
borded in, nof merely tmile against the well, Apparently
the defences of Silcheater and Chichaster are similar,

t also appears that in facing the earth bank the
Romans greatly énlarged it; "Cumping on its curface
some purely Roman material which included the romains
of buildings."” Hannah places the Roman reconstruction
of the walls in the reisn of Marcus Aurclius. He gives

the reason as "a monument to incrense the dignity of a
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prosperous city, more them a needful defence against
enemies, "

In speaking of the town and the sites of 'buildipga.
he says little is known.;butlhe ipclgdqsla ¢o§y of phé
Neptune and Rinerva inscription anﬁ.a.feu.cgmments on
it. He describes the efforts of those who seek to
identify this inscription with people ia St. Pgul?m
Epistle to Timothy and Martisl's epigrams os sbsurd.

: Bannah_also says, that mosaics, hypocausts and other
remains of gond hulldings arg abundggt cvidance of the
prosperity of the city in the earlier pericd of Roman
Tule, .The,Liqnfheaded ornanent found in.1952 (ane of the
‘best examples of Remano-Sritich art) may shou:that
Regnum "tock its ghare in ého development of that
remarkably attractive scheol of Cello-Classic arte"

He concludes his section on Roman Chichestor by sayirg
that the absence cof late objects may poigt to the fact
that Regnum wap desclate before the end of ;hg fourth

century, (Plans and pictures Vol.7. p.220-224.)

March 1935,

The Reve A.A. Evans writing in A Countryman's
Diary’ saye that, "of objects rscently disinterred,
the largest number belong to the Roman layer. If is

quite remarkable that though the occupation of Regnum,
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the precursor of Chichester; was probably not much more
than three centuries, the impression of this conquering
people is most onduring and indelible. Probably it vwas
becanse they bullt on a meore permanent scale than those
w.ho came. after,; and surrounded themse‘l.v._es with things of
art and luxury. To mention some finds which have now
arrived at the mussum, thers are weterwpipes found
extending slong the rozd outside the West Gate on the way
to Fishbourne, 3¢ wellebzked ved clay arnd well-fitted;
gome Samian ware, cinerary umns, tiles of several kinds:
holicwed for flues, flanged for roofing, and some for
walls, having a flowing comb $racery. £ paving alab vas
turned up in West Strect at the Romen level, footworn with
the passing of many feat. Of special interest was the
handle of an amphora with 2 potter®s merk inseribed,

IVN MELIS TMELISS. This mark has been found on Roman
pottery from Ospringe, Kent, and a piece at Silchester,
and zeens in modein,language to stand for t.he firm of .
Melissus. and Sene" (Picture of 3 Roman metel lamp

nolders Vol.9 p.170)

Hay 1935.
In ‘County Notes? an article appears concerned with
the discovcry of a Roman alter on the site of the Post

Office, "It consists of large fragments of a dedicatory
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altar to Jupitei in homour of the Imperial family, and
still besrs clearly a part of the original inseription.

t meems likely that the whole of the ins¢ription may
have been oz the stones,; but unfortunately they were
‘broken in getting theom ot before the nature of the
fingd waS'réalizeﬁ. Bven oo, however, the rescued
pbéfinns are substantial, and indicate thal the amltar
was covered with carving on 211 four sidss. The carving
appears to reprosent %wo'figures;'ﬁelieved to be & man's
and g voman's - the nan with one arm across the woman's
chest, The altar stores themselves are sbout two fest
square, and larger stenes apparently part of a pesdinent,
vere got Yrom the same place. The remaining part of the
inscription iz sz follows:

T.0.H,
IN HCHOREM Dives Doseo
Conjecturallyi~ Iovi optims maximo in hororem domus
divinne,
To Jove, best and greatest, in honour
of the divine family."
tDivine' is used because “the Iwmperial euthority was
gc held after the time of Augustus."
The a*ticle goes on, "It is réther curinus that the
vlace vhere the stones were Auz out has not been considered

to be a definitely Romzn site, and no other Roran remeing
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have beer found in jﬁat fhia'ﬂéighbdurhbc&..... Cnly three
Similar specimens of such an aitar are suid to have come
to light in mﬁbland, though they are Palrly frequent on

the continent."

Sebéember'1935.

"In *Coun tj lotes' an article éppears on the discovery
of the site of the Roman Anphitheatre. "The preseént
discovery indicates that the aszphitheatre ley with its
majer axis of about L fest rbhghly'north-easﬁ and southe
west, and its minor axis was about 200 feet. The walls,
as hes been verified by excavations at selected points
sugéesied by the lis of tho ground, wore censtructed of
flint (of which there is pienty tc hand) and mortar,
faced with plaster which ih all prﬁbability was painted
sosse When the lie of the ground’ suggecsted the existence
of the arena site, an cxperdmeatal digging ves mede in
wnat was thought to be the uwall, anaj+r1cc¢ of = Poman
.flint wall were laid bare at a depth of a few feet, and
a coin of Dogitian was found ihere (4.D.93)." 4 coin of
Antoninus Pius was found in the oite of the srens., After
this)shdrtltrendhef were sunk along the line of the supposed
wells, and verification ¢f the excavetors theories
foilowed, The distance of the amphitheatre from known

Roman gites is put forward as a reason for the site not
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previcusly being identified,

Octobar 1935,

ICounty lctes? prints a letter from kr. S.E. Winbold
on the subject of the Amgphitheatre, - Writing about the
reason given for the failure to discover the site of
the amphitheatre, he says; '"Now, ore of the known and
most eloguent Romen sites, a big rubbisb arez, is on both
sides of dhyke Lane, Furthoer, in 1qoking for the agite
of a Romon amphithentre the first thing on archoeologist
{knowing; of course, the pesitions'of sinmiler amphitheatres,
say at Dorchester, Silchester, Caerleon and Richborough)
would do would be to get a map of the Reman Walls of the
city, and consider which was tho most likely plzce putside
the walls, reasonmbly near the wall, onec of the gates,
and 2 road cut of the city.”

February 1936,

| #iss G.M. White writes sbout the Roman Anphitheatre
at Chichester. After a brief intradugt;bn @escribing
the whereabouts of the asmphitheatre and how it vas
discovered, she goes on to say that, "The spread of the
infiuence of'Imperial.Roae into the provinces of Gaul
~and Britain in the first century A.D. has nc stronger

witness than the amphitheatres which are found close
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to many of the towns and légionafy fortresses of the Roman
period in this country." |

"Amphitheatres in this country fall_into two classeas:
constractions of stone, earth and wood, or earth and wood
alone.,” The moat notable exsmple of the first closc.is
the amphitheatre outside the legionary. fortress at Caerleon,

"The excavations carried out in July and Cctober of
last yzer proved that the meuwly-found Chichester. emphi-
threatre belongs to the first closs, aithough it is en
inferior example, for it has a stone-built inner retaining
vall to the.arena but agparently no cuter wsll, unless
this was of timber and has completely disappenredocses
The naturel gravel formed the floor of the arenz, and
there is no evidence that 1%t was sanded. The immer .
vall of the arena, standing en fiint and gravel footings.
about & feet 6 inches wide, was built of roughly dressed
flints and mortar, and the side facing on to the arema was
plastered and painted in red, yellow, green and purple
on a white ground to rescmble marbleseses A number of
iren nails was found, indicating that timber also was
used in the construction possidly for the seats. The
w3ll, however, had been largely desiroyed in Reamsn timgs
and rcbbed of many of ite st@nes.'gqrhaps to reinforce

the city walls about the middle of the third century, so
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that now only about sné foot remains sténding,{.,a
Subseguent tc the robbing the site scems to have been
decerted, except perhaps o receive a strﬁyfburial,'as-

a vessel of third century 8zte, the mouth covered by part
of & Roman tile, was found only 2 feet 6 inches from the
prescnt surface on the F.E. sidéd.” ' (Plan and picture -
Vol,10 peltC-1541),

“Fragmeats of Rocanc-British vessels; flagons and
lorge pots, werée found lyinz on the floor of the arena,
and others, togethér with pieces of Roman tile, had teen
built}nto the walls. An iron arrcovhead lay just zbove the
floor. Coins of the Enperers Domitian (81-95 A,D.) and
Vespasian or Titus (c.8C A.D.} were saleo Ffound here, and
a coin of Antoninus Pius (138-161 A.D.) lay above the wall.
These are evidende for dating the eraction of the amphitheatye,
vhich was probably built bLebtween the yesrs 80 and 90 2.D.M

In Literaturc Relating tc Sussex, B.A., in reviewing
Hr. BV, Lucas® book "ilighupys and Byvays in $ussex"..
points out thst Mr. Lucas reiterztes -the old romantic story
of Pudens in connection with o window dedicated to St.
Faul in Clymping Churchk. B.A. says that Mr. SJE. Winbolt
has pointed out that to cenpect the Puders of I ?imofhy:

U521 with the locsl legend 45 pure assumption.

March 1536.

Hr. So.E. ¥Yinbolt in a leotter, again reiterates his
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veazons for discoumting the legeand, nawely that -if
fPudenst took his fatlerts nome it would be *Fudentis
£iliuc? and not 'Pudertini', ond thst if hé 6id not more
letters than "Puds..' are required to £it the inseription, -

ge that it is equal at each end of the line,

April 1936,

¥r. Lavrence Faraday in an article eptitled "Anciont
Eussex Culyure in the,British,Museum“, aays,_"Eventual;y,
howaver, I’came across & small bronze figure of z horse
with hollowed back, measuring 2 by 21 inches, .which was
found at East Street, Chichester.¥ There was also, 'an
ingenious,contrivance_in t@e.fcrm ef a little_brpn;e horse,
2 inches long, which once did duty as a padiccks This

-guaint deviece was discoverad ncar the South Gate,"

Avgust 1937.

In an article headed "Chichester Huseun" we have
these sentences, “Among some of,the,things discovered i .
the last few months are tesserae, pilme anéd hypocausts
from a Roman villa uneartheé neay Bishop.ét;e:'CQIIGge;
two levels; one above the other, of esnother Roman h&use__
1g,shapel Streets At the Litten on the edge of Stane
Streot, a marvellous cellection of Samian ware, a grey

vare, mirrors, brooches, urns with bonres, and in one of
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these, a perny to pay Charen. the forryman to got across
the Styxy one coin is of Domitisn another of Eitus.“
Sentember 1937

County Hotes centains a amall article on some Romen
bricks discovercd in the bullding of a new hospital in
the city, - The ecuriocus thing zbout these bricks is that
they are 'marked with what locks like a *Union Jack®.

It is; however; the scoring marks of the brickmaker®s

tool.

Deccmhcr.i?B?.

- Sounty flotes tells of the placing of the_'Bﬁtler
Collection' of sncient pottery (predominantly Roman)
in the Guildhall HMuseunm in Priory Parks It says that = -
"Thcugh not himself a éan of mneh education, Mr, Butler
diligently collected Roman and other ancient pottery found

ir the city and vicinity,"

April 1939,

BEr, . Victor Cock in an article entiileﬂ "The Story
of Chichester Barbour" mzkes a few points regerding Roman
Chichester. He sayc that the first historical personage
that tradition assoclates with the harbour was.Vespasian.

Pacitus tells us he conduered.the Iele of Wight, ané then



Cooit 173
e quotes Hay's curious remark, that Vespssian was "the
£irst Roman who set i’aot in a-hoatile manner in that part
of Britain called Sussex, This he did in A.D.47." He
continues that tradition 2lso asserts that Vespasian had
@ palace on the shores of Chichoster Harbour. He recounts,
that a craﬁles 'x‘st_mgcmi't of Havant in a book on Boshan
had said that stone walls he had seen slightly off the
mé:ln rozd betwveen Chichester and Begham at a place celled
Stone Yell were prohably Roman, iHr, Cook concludes by
saying that, "There is still ¢o be secen at this place en
oblong reservoir, novw a bullrush pond, with some suggmtioﬁ
of Roman origin.”

After saying that Regmum had been an ioportant centre
‘of Reman power in South Britain, he continues, Wit is
reasonable to suppese that wvaterways o copvenlent as
the crecke of the Hartvour would have been exténsively
used by the Homan ralleys, ond at Bosham large quanéitiea
of Roman brick are in the old church walls, and fragments

of Romsn pettery have been found in all parts eof the nave.®

Hlovember 1940, -

‘GoPo Buratow mentions Chichester in amn article ontitied
“Suscex in the Roman Cccupmtion."” In writing obout the
pre=conguest state of Suszex he says that, "The inhabitante

of The Trundlie removed to a lowlard site at Selsey to move
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at some uncertain date, probably befo;e the Homan conquest,
to Chicheaterccece It had generally been assuned by
historians that the occupaticn of Sussex was a peaceful one,.
West Sussex was at the time inhabited by a tribe czlled the
Regni vwhose chief Cogidumnus, according to Tacitus, sube
mitted to the invaders and wae reuarded by their friende
ship and alloved to continue his rule under their direction.”

He continues, "In the peaceful tines of Romon Sussex
there was only one town, Chichester, whither the Belgicized
€-1ts had moved in the first century A.De In their former
city on The Trundle they had used challe rubble faced
with wooden uprights, or a tuprf ramp, to make thelr
walls. This in itself was an adaptation of Roman methods
of cnginecering, At Chichester they completed the Roman
style by facing their rubble walls with stone., In the
city they built houses of stone along tho intersecting
streets and at least one temple, for it is a temple
dedication which has given us the name of King cogidubnus-
as corroboration of Tacitus® narrative. COutside the wolls
they had an amphitheatre, asd in quite recent times their
cenetory has been unearthed with numerous cremation éraups."

Burstow meations the two main roads from Chichester,
qune Street to London and the other to Clausentum. He
stresses the difficulty of excavating in the city and

concludes Ly saying that "large quantities of Reoman objects,
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pottery, coins and ornamenis are frequently being brought to

light duripog modern rebuilding,"

January 1941.

The Rev. A.A.Evans writing in "4 Countryman's Diary" tells
of some recent finds in Chichester. He sayé that tokens of the
Roman occupation are everywhere in Chichester, and mentions that
in digging an air-raid shelter below the TDolphin Inn 'as usual,
signs of the Roman cccupation were found in sbundance. Oyster
shells came with every spddeful of earth, old pots and an occasional
coin. Then also was found, unbroken fortunately, the two small
earthenware jars shown in the illustration. (Vol.15 p.1€).' The
ware is of typicel design, lipped, of creamy paste and of a
relatively small bzse, uguzl in Foman pottery. thy, I wonder,
wvere these pots, intended to containr liguids provided with eo
smell an understanding, One gluays sees it ever in huge jars
intended to hold previous Fslermian or Chisn wines, bases.éo
small that but a thoughtless touch or movement....woculd send itﬁem

over and contents for ever lost.!

Cctober 1943,
In 'County Notes' the discovery of a2'=mall reddish
clay figure" of Romen date is mentioned. The figure is

"wrought with considerable care in detail, and dressed in
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some kind ofofficial robesy with a haloeshaped headdress."
‘It waz dug up near _t.hé émphitheatre gite in a private gardeiz.
"The figure is abeut & inches long, end is hollows Tho arms
are bent at the elbows, and the hands. rest on the chest.
There is a small hole at the back, by which the figure
appears to have been attached to some solid surface and
. attached, is quite plain end smooth, in contrast to the
decorated front," - Some people thought it may have come
from a Roman church, others that it wvas a figure of ome
of the Yhousehold gods", “wvhose emblems wmarked many a home

of the Romznsz,"

December 1947, -

In *County Hotes' the resuits of the vork done on the
bombed site in St. Murtin's Street by archaeclogists are
recordeds "The footings of o Roman wall were exposed, and
a considerable stretch of mediaeval building and Rovan
walling was dimcovered.” Dr. A.BE. VWilson zaid that a more
- Vextensive examination of this and other bombed areas of -
Chichester would yield oxtepsive and valuable knowledge
of the occupatiocn, and possibly of the lay-out of Roman

Chichesteroesco"
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Hovexber 1948, _

Dro AcB. Wilson, in County Hotes' iz said to haove
told Chichester Rotary Club that the eity provided "the
most superd opportunity left in the country” for ine-
vestigating in detail the 1ay~eu§ and design of an impertant
Roman city. The reason for this 1s.that ihe;e are large
areas which have never been disturbed by post-Roman builders.
In the garden of bast Fallant House, "portions pf a Boman
villa were uncavered_wheﬁ a g main was laid in 1936.%
Apparently many remains were uncovered in 1943 in various

places in the city.

October 1949,

Frpm.'county tlotes's During the Hiddle Ages it is
known that Chichester was a "staple" town iar.ueol. but
recent discoveries in the grounds of East FPallant Heuse
show that the craft may go back even further, Indica;ions
of the industrial site of a vilia community bave been
found. "Ope pit, whick had beeﬂ wvaterproofed, had at the
botécnm a thick layer of earth which is @tatéd to be the
product of the district round Pompeii, used anciently by
the RBomans to cleanse the grease from wool béfare dyeing and
after weaving. In the course of the variéuslgxcaVEtiona

now going forvard in Chichecter, considerable additions

have been made to the local harvest of Reman coins, portions
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of pottery, emnd perts of rusted iron tools,”

Hovember 1950,

County Notes containz a short srticle entitled 'Chi-
Thester®s Réman origins®e The excavators seeﬁl 'tc have
established boyond reasonable doubt that the old city
uails were built, or at any rate begun, in the first
ceatury of tho Christian era.”

"This seezs i,m‘.i,i.,catéd by the discovery of a Vespasian
coin of that period in goed condition 1n the earliest bank
of the wall in Cawley Priory, while in another epot a firgte=
century brooch hac been brought to light, and throughout
the area uncovered a quantity of Roman pottery cherds
has been found, ranging from the first to the fourth century.”

"Indications are that the original Romsn wall collapsed
in parts at a fairly early period, and that later builders
robbed it of’mteﬁal to dress bacik the untidy ramp face
before facing it with masonry. At one point signs were
found-of the existence of e Roman house, with-the remains
of a2 tossellated corridor with much fallen painted uall
plaster still in position, and broken- recof tiles in a heap.™
Apparently the date and use of the building were rnot knovn

at the time of publishing.

Novenber 1952.

From County Notes. "An interesting demonstration
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that the city walls of Chichester have the eancient wells |
of the Homan city as their foundation, at least for a part
of their course, h2s been provided by two experimental
cuts through the western end of the existing north wallecces
They disclosed plenty of evidence of cighteenth century
additicns to the wall and bank of originzl Roman construction,

which was found to be still structurslly sound and in good

. conditions The eighteenth century ‘akin' of flint and

earthecesccovered the Roman wall, which was found to bGe
from six to eight feet thick at its base, tapering to a
couple of feet st the top. A great many fragments of first
century pottery were diccovered, suggesting that the
construction of the Homan uwall took place in that or the

following éentury."

Harch 1953,

County Hotes includes some comments on Chichester's
Roman Valls. Cuts were made through the walls after the
collapse of a gréat part of the post-Roman superstructure
of the north walls. "A continuous run of Roman walling
came to light, of tabular flints set in courses of concrete
sbout 6 feet wide ot the base, tapering to 2 feet 6 inches
at the top, which uzs about 9 feet above the Romen ground
level, Behind this flint work the origin=l Romen earth bank

is gtill in position. The date of the Roman work is
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established by over e thousznd sherds of pottery, peinting

to the pericd of about 200 AsD,, a figure which corresponds

with that suggested by the most recent work on other Roman

cities in Britain."
July 1953, -

An article by Dr. A.B. ¥Wilson entitled 'The ¥alls of
Chichester’s (Pictures p.316-321)

Dres Wilsom points cut that ss there is no evidence of
pre-Roman Belgic occupaticn within the walls of the city,
'bu.t that. pottery ard coins supply clear evidence of the
influence of Roman culture from the time of Claudius.
“Froem Chichester he (Cogidubnus) ruled his canton during
the first years of the Rowan occupation." Pottery from the
carth bank mekes it quite certain that this defence was
erccted at the end of the sec.ond century A.D. and not
earlier.

Mr. Ian Hannah got much pottery from the earth bank
in Priory Park whern he excavated there in 1932_-1933, but
"the bank contained nothing later than the second century.®
It is certain that "late scconrd century pottery had cellee_;:t;ed
or the origiral ground level before the bank was built.”

Dr. Hilson then tells of his own efcavations on the
north walle in 1952. He dug two trenches into the bank.

The few sherds from the first were consistent with a second



century date. From the other, the evidence was for a late second
century date. "In the main Roman bank there is no pottery which
need be later than A4.D.200, but there is definitely late second
century pottery in the deepest layers at the level near wall-
foundation. The emount of probable first century materisl at
the lowest level suggests that {here was a scatter of pottery from
the Romen occupation when the inhabitants began to build the wall."
These excavations exposed the inner face of the coriginal Reoman
wall, “The lower courses of unmertared flints lie on a bed of
gravel at the natursl subscoil level. Above the two or three
courses of locse flints a layer of morter was spread and then

another course of flints and so on upwards. The thickness of the

181

wall was reduced by offsets at irregular intervals on the inner face,"

A similar method of constructicn was used =t Canterbury,
winchester and Caerwent, and the pottery from these sites and
Silchester would place the dste of the building of the walls at

about 200 A.D.

Chichester City Walls & Bastion
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‘Dr. Wilscn then comsiders the bastions. He mentions
Mr. Fannah's excavation of the Palace bastion in 1933, in
which he discovered thatg a sort of tower about 4 feet
wider than the bastion originally existed at that point. -

Recent excavation in the garden of Friary Close thas
revealed the dressed stone facing of the original second
century Roman Wall." Apparently thes:;i%fﬁce here does
not support the idea of -a turret, but, that the wall was
about -8 feet wide et its foundations, and has since been
robbed. At this fallen bastion “there is also ample
‘evidence of the utilization in these later additions of
disused Roman material - part of a guern stone of mid-
Roman date, a block of dressed stone, part of a broken
éomaa colusm or shaft."’

Dr. ¥Wilson in concluding says that ‘the recent
excavations have supplied enough information to show
that "in the main the Xoman bank still stands to its
original height and its contours can be found; and that
the flint core of the second century Roman wall is still
vwell coursed and retairs in position the outer face of

this bank.%

ﬂp!‘il 19560
In County Kotes the excavations on the base of the

bastion in Market Avenue car park ere mentioned.
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June 1955,

_ County Notes. "Fresk light on Homan history in the
fourth century, when the fortifications cof civilian towns
eoecowere built against attacks of the Saxons, has come
fron evidence of excavation of one of the bastions added
to Chichester City walls some time after 350 A.D." .

Speaking on the guestion of when the bastions were
added Dr, 4.E, Wilson is recorded to have said that,
“The type of fortification found along the south coast
was started about 300 A.D., Pevensey not before 320 A.D.
Here in Chichester we have not yet fﬁund-coins..and the
pottery is mot so certains But we have two clues. This
bastion was not keyed into the city well and was therefore
later than the wall., ¥The ditch for the wall was filled in
for the foundation of the bastion, and the evidence of
pottery points to its daote as the middie of the fourth
century,?

#From dravings made by Ian Fammah of the bastions
outcide the Pzlace and Hesidentiary section of the city
walls, others of the six existing bastions in Chichester

are very similar.”

Sussex Archaeological Cellectiocns.

Volume 3.

The Rev. &, Turner on 'The militery esrthworks of the
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Scuthdowns’s . He mentions those on the Broil as being an
additional cuter fortification “to this city, on the north
side, at that time the most accessible, and consequently
most open to atbtack.” Further on he saysy "ve zlzo know
that the fortifisd encampments of the Romans were sgumre)
to them then we attribute the construction of those situate&

at the Broil....J'.

Veolume 5.

On some Antiquities la%ely discovered in St. Clave's
Church, Chiéhester. A papor by the Rev. Philip Freeman.

An arch recently discovered at the eastern cnd of the
church contains Roman tiles, and emaller types of Roman
tile are also to be fourd in the walls. - Froeman goes on,
Myithin a few yards of this very spot Roman remains have
been found in abundance., A well=known inscription,
belonging te a temple of Neptune and Mirerva, was forwerly
dug up here,.....and fbrlaught wWe know, these tiles may
have been taken from. the original temple itsalf.®

freeman dates the oripginsl church to the Saxon peried,
ard shows why the arch is mot Roman or the remains oqkhe
"very temrle alrcady vpoken of'e He says that the mortar
supplies the answer. "Homen mortar contains a small guantity
of pounded brick; of this no trace was found;.e...therefore,

the arch. though ¢f Romna materdal, is not Roman.® The



185. " .
lou=level of ‘the arch would also militate against its being of
a later pericd, for it is only a little higher than the
Roman ground level.

‘" '"0p the rorth side of the chancel, at the came low
level as the arch already mentioned; was found ancther archg
of low cegmeptal form, overlaid in part with large Roman
tiles.,!

"Iwo Romah urns, of plain character, were found imbedded
in the wall above the arch of the east window. They were
placed on their sides, with their mouths facing inwards -
tovards the church; and thore was some appearance of thely
having origin=lly been open.® ?r;eman sugkosts that some
have put.forward the idea that the aperture in the wall
was part of one of the ancient Roman columbaria. Then
Freeman says that in St. Olaves we may have seen first
century Roman vork.

In ansver to a criticiem of his dating Freeman says,
fthe quantity ¢f Roman remains found, béside those in the
arch.....has been considerable: other large tiles, both
in the north arch of the chancel and the south wall of the
nave, aad some herring-bone work higher in the east wall,
and small square tiles, in vast dumbers, all along the lover
part of the south walle" and the urus,.."qll these things

of Roman materials te draw from, at the time of the first
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erection of the churchescssfree uce of Roman materials
furniches, as a general rule, a fair presumption of carly
date in a buildingeess. It is at least. far aore natural,
if there be no insuperable objection qaighing.against it,
tc suppose tha*this lower structure, consisting in great
part of ﬁcman materizl, belengs to the cldest stage of the
fabfic; since it would be @mo clearly convenient for the
bullders, having some Roman edifice at hand, to drav largely

from it for the new structure.”

Volume 7, _
Moo Hill‘s’paper on tpe Neptune ard Hinerv;llnscription.
Eil)s relates the usual story of its discovery in 1723
and'its being bédken_in the attempt to raice ig. He points
cut that many variations of reading and of interpretation
have been published, ‘Much error has ofter erisen from
the common practice in FHomen imscriptions of uniting twp
lotters into one conpected form, whicn no ordinary.éype cen
represent, and from the usuzl abbreviations not being
understood,”

' In his reproduction of the inscription Hills gives.the
Pudens reading, btut describes him as “ﬁhe namesake of the
Roman husband of the British 01audia! vhose beauty and taient,
according to Martial, distinguished her arong the polished

circles of Rome. It will be renembered that St Paul,



137,
writing frem that city, sends the greetings of Pudeans and
Claudia to Timothy." From this it is hard to discover

' H1lls concludes with a section on Sussex and Purbeck
marbles, sbowiag that the inscription iz on Purbeck and not

Sussex marble,

Volume 10s

The Rev. Henry Smith’s eccount of certain Roman
Sepulchrsl rcmains at Densuorth.

He begins by saying that the “Roman occupation of the
country surrounding the ancient city of Chichester, Regnum,
the capitzl of the Begni end Belgae, was probably far more
extensive than hzs hitherto been conjectured."'.ﬂe assumes
thet the entrenchments wers Roman, and describes them as a
"most obvious markc....of the Roman occupation." ﬁe.mentions
that the remains of a Roman bath and pavements were found
at Fishbourne, earthenware at Donnington and coins at Lavant.

He givés a dezcription and plans of parts of the en-
trenchments, assuming that they start fro: Chichester.

As to their purpose, Smith rejscts the idea of'thaﬁ‘being
boundary marks and also that of one portion being a road?
“erom the camp %o the springs, for a supply of water during
a sunmer encampment." Smith thinks that their purpose was

military and that thoy were intended to defond Eesnuﬁa
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He suggests that the aumber of inner works supports the
view that their purpose was military, anéd thus renders the
viewg that 200 greafefa number of men would be needed to
-dan them than could be spared by the Romans, improdbable,
Smith has however contradicted himself, as in his opening.
paragraph he describes the Roman cccupation of Sussex es
"a peaceful rule and quiet settlementecceo™ If West Sussen
" was as peaceful as it appears it indeed was, then
Chichester would not need. such elaborate fortificaticns.

About Densworth he has this to say, "“At the spot C
marked on the plan, on December 9th 1857, e discovery was
cade of a stone cist, containing the four glass vessels
figured ir the accoempanying plate.”™ Apparently the cover
of the cist wes only 14 inches below the surface, aad the
efforts to move it broke the contents, so when Smith
arrived he found,"g_ggantity of fragments of glass lying
under the hedge, ard many more wixed up with the soil."
The cist was of two portions, each hollowed out, and was
made from "the lower green sandstone formaticn.," The 1lid
has three o? its siﬁes bevelled, but the fourth left
square, there is also the slight projection st ths rorthe
west corner oflthe lower stone, vhich was probably intended
to form a bracket for a lamp.

“Zhe contenfs were, four glass vessels, with fragments

of a fifth. The largest, in vhich were deposited the
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calcined bones of a childg is. formed of zreen glass, and
is. of uncommon for$, remarkable at the same time, for beauty
of design and roughness in the execution.” The lower part
is .very thin, but its handles very solid, and was it seems
blown and shzped by hand, and not made.in a’mould 1ike3tha
saaller vessels. - The handles were apparently fixed on
afteruards sonewhal corélessly. A hollow lighter coloured
piece of glass=was-used as a stopper. At the bottom of
this "is rudely stamped the msker's wark, a hhman figure,
robed, :with the arm extended, surrounded with the letters
RIM, with parts of .others, one apparently an O. .The cist
also containéd two square glass bottles, wvhich were placed -
in line with the wvase. They are of an ordinary form-with
the reeded handle; one was emply, the other contains a
brown pasty substance, clearly of vegetable origin, and
seem to have come from a small bottle interrod when it
was broken.:

Smith was encouraged by tlhiese discoveries, and so
he excavate@'more fully, discovering the enclosure 12
feet square which was built of flints. without any .
appearance of portsr or cement being used. "This ve
were led to conjecture had contained a cist formed of
thick tiles, .soss These tiles had all been broken - into

small fragments.....picces also of other pottery, and’
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stone which had been cut.and employed for building Puere
found.  Amongst the debris were found fragments of a sleb |
of Purbeck marble; "the letters, howsever, were so few,:
that no connection could be made, and no zmeaning drawn from
the resmins.sse.e The letters are bemutifully cut, with

great regularity, and are two inches in length,"

Viwoa  pr
D ENS woth

CENETERY '~ PETARw_

1, Gist'containing bones of child, and four glass
vessels. i

2. Enclosure, 12 feet square, supposed to have
contained a tile cist.

3. Urn of earthenuare, buried in the ground without
protecticn. |

4, Ditto. Both these have been broken'by the plough.
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" 5o Gist containing detayed glass vessels, with bones,
earthen urn; and fragnents of irond

- 6, Urn broken, coataining bones, with coin of Hadrian,

- ?. Stones on vhich fire haé been lighted. -

8. Charcoal bed.

- Breavations procecded thus far. All made ground,
with pieces of the coffin, stene, and a fragment of iron
cozted with lead.

3. and 4 are the places where two interments were
discovereds. "In these instances the bones, afier incremation,
had. been roughly collected; mixzed with charcoal and ¢lay,
and placed in an earthenware urn.'' These urns had been
oroken by the plough owing tp their being so near the
suriace. Ho coins vwere found in connection with these
interments, but the oxidized remains of a2 smzll piece of
iron were found in the glass vessel with the bones of the
child,

On excavating om the east side of the cist (1),

Smith fcunﬁ aﬁnther enclosure, which Ywas filled with
gravel,-so hard and closely compactedsscss" Lventually,
howevef. he cut a ﬁrench through it and discovered, "a
flat =2lab of lowver green sandstone" almest in the centre.
The lié was opeped, and "at the east corner stood an
empty urn,.perfect as upon the day wvhen it ceme irom the

potter®s hands: in - the centre a mouldering mass of bones

- -
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mixed with fragments of glass". Apparently the cist had
originally contained 2 vase of dzrk green glass, of
conéiderable thickness; squares and large enough to have
contained the quantity of bones,cesce!’

YAt the north-east cormer, another heap of perishing
rezains appeared, clearly of metallié origitjesecs The
iron had been pierced with rivets, having on one side -
knobs placed side by side about h2lf an inchk aperts
the other side of these rivets had been formed into sérewag
the whole had been fastened to some substance non-metallic,
seceowas it armour? The Romans never buried defeasive
armour with their dead, otherwise it might have been the
remains of the warriors helmet, or his shield, or the
fragments of his greaves."

Smith was helped by Roach Smith, who suggested. that
they. were probably sandals or shoes. Smith then ceneludes
that from the amount of debris it would appear that more
than one pair was involved.

At 7, vhere some large flintstones extended beyond
been lighted, as they presented a burnt appearance, and
scme morsels of charcoal remained.,” There was also a hed
of charcoal, and adjoining it, "o broker urn, of ruder
sanufacture ﬁnd thicker pottery than those hitherto dis-

.covered. The bones in this had been more completely
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burned than in the others, .and were mixed with earth and
charcoal, Af the botitom of the urn was found the only
clus which hitherto has presented itself to the age of -
these sepuiciral remzins - a coin of Hadrian, brass,

in very bad conditicnZesscs"

Volume 15,

From an article entitled "The Horchent Guild of
Chichester?, by the Rev, Edward Turner.

. After saying that the Sarons changed the city's name
from Regnum, he goes on, Hyith regard to-the size of
Chichester as & city gﬁ this early perliod, it appears,
even during the continuznce both of the Roman and the
Saxon dynasties to have been considerable, n prqof of
its having been a Roman town of somelmggnitgdé_ies :our
principal strests, intersecting each other at pight engles,
about the centre of it, has been adduced. Its importénce
rowever in Roman times is more certainly shown by the mahy
relics of this ancient people which have been d@scoﬁered
from time to time in different parts of it. Among these
mey be reckoned portions of a tessellated pavement bréﬁght
to light in excavating near to the Bishop's Palace; an
ancient tablet of the Temple of Neptune and liinerva, and‘a
votive altar, each with a Latin inscription upon it, found
in Worth street;_together.uith numerous coins and cuch

pottery, all undoubtedly Reouan,®
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Yolume 19,
Item 12 in the Notes ond Querieé section, headed
. Poman Remains at Chichester.

E«Te peginsz, Y“That such remzins should. be found in
this city ceases to be a. mtter for wonder, when uwe consider
that durdng the Roman occupation of this country, it vas
the -capital of the kingdom of the Regni, which embraced
the whole of Susasex, and a pofticn of Hampshire and Surrey.”
As proof he cites the Neptune and Minerva inscriptior, the
@iscovery of which he ascridbes to 1731, and a foman

. votive 2ltar of Portland stone found in 1823 near the
Anchor Inn. Also while constructing some houses neéar

the railway station, much Reman pottery, in a fregmentary
state, wac found. "Romen coims have deeh and are still
frequently.found'in and about the city and a Roman pavement
iz known to exist in the grounds of the Biahop‘s Palaces
Yhere the Cathedral now stands a Roman Besilica is supposed
to have previcusly stocodj.esc.oportions of o teszellated
pavement were exposed" near the bases of the new piers
puilt in the reconstruction of the ;ower and spire. Roman
pavement was also discoverced in digging foundations for

a rercdos. "These pavements were constructed of the small

reé tosserae so commonly used at that early. period.”
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Volume 21,

in article on Vest-Hampnett Church by Cordon Y. Hills.

During restoration it was found that the chancel areh
had originally been whelly comstructed "of brick of Roman
fashion; and the wall about it to have many fragments of
Roman brick intermixed with rubble, stone and flint, laid
chiefly in herring-bone courses.” The two side walls of

the chancel contained similar Roman remains.

The chancel=arch was wholly constructed of the flat

Roman bullding tile. £ perfect hollow tile, and fragments
of others, often called 'flue-tiles', were also found,
Hills thinks that they were used by the Romans for an
erch, and "the stamped and scored pattermsin their sides
and soffits would give a good hold for the superficisl

plaster with which the Romans would cover théMesese
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Both sides being stamped or acored, enabled the tiles to
be used indifferently for uoth sides of a wall, and with
either side outwards., The ho}es in the sides ensbled the
workuen to manipulate the better to fix the tiles, and
provided means teo flx wcod, metal, plaster, terraecotta,
or other ornaments, on the face of the work.”

Two' fragments of a red and white mafble and evidently
parts of a pavement were also found, Hills thinks that
they came from Devonshire. Ha does mot attempt however
to offer a2 suggestion as to vhat Homan building sitocod on

this spot clese to Siqne Street where the church now stands.

| Volume 22,

The Rev. Henry Smith in 'Notes on Prehistoric Burial
in Sussex', says that more excavations were carried out
et Denesworth in 1859. He beszine ".o.s..eoWwe subsequently .
discovered five other interments at that place, all lying |
to thel#est of the ground vhore the stone cists" wvere found.
These newly found burials were so close to the surface
that in most cases only fragments of the urus remained.
“The uras vere depozited about > feet apart, the earthenware
in gereral was black, and without ormement, ard where the
dimensions could be ascertained about 11 inches in height."

The fifth interment was the wost interesting and concisted
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in diameter. ''These:were placed in the gravel without any

protection, and it is wonderful that one of them should

‘have remained in such a position unbroken.!

Clese to the paterae Mweére the fragments of a large
vesgel of brown clay, ¢iffering altogether from the urns,
having & hendle. - Lying beside this were frogments of
bronze and glass, some of a very finme quality.” Smith
says that the search was contipued irn Densworth field,
and that Ythe absence of verdure in séveral places appeared

to indicate the foundatiocns of buildingsf “%but on oxam-

‘ination no further remains were discovered.

Volume 2k,

Ir an article by M.A. Lower on Newspaper Cuttings
relating to Sussex, an extract is included from a London
paper of June 20th 1723 about<tﬁe discovefy cf the leptune
and Minerva inscription when the foundations of a house
vere being dug. -

An article contributed by F.H. Arnold in the Notes
and Queries section tells of the discovery of a Roman
bronze Ligula.

“"Among other Roman remaine discovered.during the making
of the.new Cattle Market in Chichester in 1871, not the
least curious was that of a little implement, the original

use eof vhich was not at once appareat. At lengﬁh,.however.
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it wos found %o be one of those ligulae, which were
constructed by the Rormans. for the purpose of taking
unguents and prepared oils from their longencecked bottles,®
On testing it the metal ves found to be bronze, although

it lockellike gold. ,

Volune 2.

In the second part of an.erticle about the Ancient
British coins of Sussex Ly Ermest H. Willett, -Se comménta
that Regnun was a post of considerable importance in Roman
times, being a station cn Stane Street, and in the time qf
Claudius the district capital of Cogidubnus.

Willetl then reminds his readers of the discovery
of the Heptune and Minerva inscription, and that Tacitus

deccribed Cogidubnus as "our most faithfullally."

Volume 31,

An article by Gordon 1. Hills on the measurements of
Ptoleny znd of the Antonine Itirerary, applied to the
southern coumties of England.

.After a long discussion of the evidence_as to the
place cccupied by the va#ﬁous.tribes.he includes arficles on
the varicus *iters' concerned with ths couthern countieé.,

Concerning ITER VII he says that, "In 1723 an inscribed

store was dug up in the North Street at Chichesterccee.
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It is of the time of the Emperor Claudius; and frow the
occurrence on it of a part of a neme -GIDEBH;.f...it was
concluded that we have here the nsme (Cogidubnus) of the
native Frince, of whcm Tacitu; relates" that because of
his fidelity he was given more land E?am thé qcnqqesbs of
Ostorius Scapula. "This conclusion led to another assumption,
viz., that the states given to °cogidpbnus?Rex° must have
been those of the Regni; and lastly to ancther, viz.,
that the capital town of thg Regni must be Regrnum; and
that the discovery of the stone here declared Hegoum
to be Chichesterse... We know from Ptolemy that the-
Regni were a people, end that their town, Neomagus, lay
a considerable distance inlangd; therefore when we read
that this 'iter' starts from Regnum I conclude that it
started from some place not given byiname, but in the
territory of the Regni; which territory it is pretty
evident frow the position we have been obligéd to give
to their town, Neomagus, strotched across SusseXessso”

The Iter states that it is 20 miles_from Regoum to
Clausentum. In view of what he s=ys above, Hills assuues
Regnum to be a place somewhere in the céntre of the territory
of the Regni, in the area of Bramber. He yhen continues,
"From Cissbury I conclude this 'itér' starﬁs.“ ffam
' Cissbury the road runs near Bignor until it joims Stane

Street, 'which leads directly into Chichester at the
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exact distance of twenty miles. Chichester, thercfore,
was ClausentCessss’

A;though the mileage works out'correctly the other
places mentioned in the 'iter'! are misplaced as a_result

of identifying Chichester with Cissbury.

Volume 32.

In Sussex Notes and Queries an article appears: -
concerned with the neasurements of Ptolemy and the Antonine
Itinerary. It is contributed by H.F. Wapper.

After much discussion and criticism of G.H., Hills
he conciudes that Regnum must be Chichester, although
he seems uncertain what to say avbout Neomagus, Clausentum
e puts near Haslemere as the distance tallies from
Chichester,

A sma2l) article by F.l. Arnold concerns the discovery
of a Roman pavement at Chichester.

YAt the beginning of September 1881, en interesting
exhumation of Roman remzins was made in Bast Street, on
the prerises of E.J. Faulkner.! A portion of tesaellated
pavenent wvas found 5 feet 3 inches below the surfece.
it was guite perfect co far as it was fognd. and appeared
to extend in several directions beneath the adjoining
buildings, The lesserae were large - about an inch square -

and variously coloured. On some of them were. traces of the
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action of fire, perhaps frem the ashes of a brazier placed
upon them. If has beer conjectured that this. pavement
may have formed part of the floor of the kitchen of a

Roman magnate®s house."

Yolume 3k4.

. HeF. liapper contributed another article on the
neasurenente of Ptolemy and the Antonine Itinerary, in which
he says the following in conmection with ITE2 VII..

He had been ipformed that Mr. Boach Smith had ssid
that every station which began and ended an "Iter® was
walled.

"Now, I have said (and still say) that Bitterne is
not Clausentum, I, therefore, put these two guestions to
any that care to answer: If Bitterne be Glausentum,,
where is the walled town for Regnum at. 20 miles distance?
Apd if the wnlled town of Chichester be Regnum, where is
GClausentum at 20 miles digtance? Bitterne is nearly .

30 miles,"

Volume 37.

In Sussex Notes and Queries a letter from Mr, €.
Roach Smith concerning Remen Chichester and the
Antonine Itinerary is printed.

"I potice that Hr. Bapper, in reference to 2 rule
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I have ventured to lay doun, fancies he fiomds an exceplicp
in Regnum placed zt 20 miles frem Clansentun, the situstion
of which ap Bittern.ﬁanor is demonstruted by eristing
femains.'énd by the Itiperary distance from Venta Belgarum,
Yinchester." |

U ¢4 tha'ﬂegnum be what is nov Chichester, & Roman
town of the first magnitude, them the distance would be
30 miles, and it must be suppesed that an error has crept
into the Itinerary. But if we talke the Regnum as indicating
the térritory of the Repgni the distance of 20 miles would
be correct.™

“7 do not think that Regnum is to be taken for the
city of Chichester. Of most of the chief Roman towns
the ancient name has influenced the modertess..and
Chickester could never have oprung from Regonum. It
may have descended from.Civitas (pronounced Chivites),
the chief city of the Regni. This is & reasonable inter-
pretation, and guite in sccordence with the general rule

I rofer to."

Volume 35,

In Sussex Notes and Gueries two items by F.H. Arnold
are included.
(i) 8ilver Denarius of Vespasien, found in Chichezter

1890,
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"ilthough brass coins of Vespasiau occur occasionally
in Chichester, silver coins of this Emperor are rarely
met with in the city.” This ore found in the Recreation
Ground wasiin a good state of preservation, an%had many
in£erestins Ufigures of pontifical instruments om its
reverse.”

"Obsse INP. VESP. AUG,  Bust, laureate, to right.
Revi= AUGUR, in the exergue EIPC, with simpulunm
(small pot, with upright bandle, used in pouring libations)

aspergillun {sprinkler made of horsehair, fastened to a
 handle) praefericulum (narrov meciked metal vese, from
which liquid was poured in drops) and litsus (crosier -
like staff, used by the augur). 'Date about 75 A.D.
(ii) Roman Corn Hortar.

Yhen diggine nesr the lorth Walls, in _
March 1891 a Romsn relic was discovered. It was irregularly
octagonzl in shape, "It was of gronite and had evidently
been much used.” It was unique among Roman remains in

Chichester.

Volume 9.

The Corn Supply of the South Coest in British and
Roman Times. . A paper by the Rev. F.H. Lrnold.

He mentions that Vespasian accompagieﬂ Aulus Plautius

in the invasion of Claudius of 43 A.D. ;"Vesgasian fizecd his
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head quarters here in A.D.47, and the coins of Vespasian
found at Chichester are numerous."

Az the Romans proceaded northwzrds and gradually
subdued the interior they must have drawn their supplies
fron the districts behind them. Uuring this periecd we
know that Cogldubnus exercised authority here (ee.Regnum
and its vicinity). The Romans held Britain.....allowing
native kings to rule under then and thereby keeping on
friendly terms with the natives. Tacitus speaks of
Cogidubnus as Rex, and on the suthority -of the Pudens
Stone it is evident that he wes then the Lieutenant of
the Hmpercr Claudius in Britain. He seems to have sub-
mitted with the Regni to the Homans at an early periodessss
Cogidubnus lived till the reipn of Trpjan, -and doubtless
he would insist upon the cultivaticn of the eern-land of
his province not only for his cung but for Roman supply.
In his days the district around RegnumMe....was doubtless
as now, among the most fertile land in this island and
the inference is that ouck of the corn supply fer the
Roman troops wae obtained here. In his days, too, smust
have been constructed the Stane Sireetycceso™

Arnold, in speaking of the Romans' methods of grinding
their corn says that, in the early pericds it was bruised
in mortars, one of which was discovered near the North

¥alls in 1891, Then in later periocds handmills or querss
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vere used, of which several have been found in Chichester,
(Picture p.159) the ones $1lustrated being found in West

Strect, vhen the foundutions of a house wore dug.

Volume 40.

Item 22 in Notes and Queries.

“In June and July, 1895, a nunber of urms,. vases,
pateprae, Sazian vessels end etc., were found at Alexander
Terrace, Chichester, by ¥re Y. Butlerce....glmost all the
vessele were in a good state of preservation. With these
were fournd three lamps, tuveezers, a bracelet, some bones
of animals and numerous oyster shells. The site of this
Qiscovery was but a short distance beyond the ancient ..

Esst Gate of the City....." .

Volume 41,

An article by the Reve PoHo Arncld on the diséovery
of a Roman cemetery at Chichester. (Two excellent
photographs are included opposite pages 1 and 2.)

This was the discovery of pottery at Alexander
Terrace by Mr. Y. Butler in June and July 1895, previously
referred to.

Arnold points out the great number of fictile vessels
(more than sixty) exhumed within the limited arems of about

10 square feet, and their excellent state of preservation.
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The vessels were found about. b feet below the surface.

There appear to have been three lamps, cne has a
suspender, apparently intended for carrying it with the
hand; another has no attachment, and the third has a spike,
probably intended for affixding it to a wall. “The tweeczers
(volsellae), similar to those found elsewhere among Romsn
regains, may have been put to the use usually sssigned
them, that of formizg part of the toilette of a lady,
wherewith to pluck the superflucus hairs- from her body.

It has been suggested, however, that these may have had a
pore ignoble use ~ that of tyvimming the lamps, ' near which
they were found, The bracelet is emall and seemingly
belonged te a child op young girl.® -

"The pottery in most instonces is of plairn ware,
cbusisting’af paterae, pitchers, vases and cinérany urns,
the latter in most instances containing the ashes of persons
cremated. Several of the vases (ollae. ossuariae) were
filled with calcined bones, Humerocus oyster shells were 
mingled with the remzins, as ot Silchester, where they
occur in profusion, and the skull and horn of a shorthorned
British ox (Bos longifrons), which may bave been brought
thero for sacrifice. This was found below one of the
vases, uﬁich wvith one exception, which was inverted, were
all met with in an upright position.”

The Samian warCee.e.epresent no remarkable festures.
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The two larger specimens have on them the potter's mark and
two others have on their margins the ususl ivy leaved
pattern similar to one which wos discovered when the
Chichester Cattle Market was mad@essss™

In discussing the reasons for the presence of these
remains on this spot, Arnold says that ore view was that
"it was the site of an ancient potterts shop or store
and €from th{varied character odthe pottery this was not
untenables From the circumstanceﬁ, howeve»,that most of
the vessels were filled with ashes, or with caleined bones,
it is nuch mére probable that this was the Roman ccmetery
for the easteyn part of the city. WUWe all know that the
Romans used to bury their dead outside their city walls,
and this epot is but a short distance beyond -the East Gate
of Regnum." It is a little to the north of Stane Street,
near the corner of the old St. Pancras’ burial ground.
“This cemetery or catacomb of the Roman period has'been
discovered then exactly where one would hive looked for it,
and is a most interesting addition to the Roman history of
Susgsex'.

"puring 1896 a considerable number of other vessels,
differing éuch in shape and size, have alsc been exhumed
from the samgspot by Mr. Butler, among which the zost
roteworthy were a curious iittle diota of greyish ware

quite perfect, and & vase orpamented with figures, prahably
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of Baochantes, resembling those on Semian pottery found at
¥allsend, but of ruder execution. It is well known that
there were imitations of Sapian ware made in Britain during
the Roman period, inferior to the original in colour,

texture and design, ond this is mest likely one of them.”

Volume 45,

Two articles by F.H. 4rmold in Notes and Queries.

(i) Discoveries were mzde in excavating the foundations
of the Old Swan Inn for a new bank.

"Coins: A Roman thiré brass, in almst_;ierfect conditiony

with the QObv, head of Salonina, wife of the Emperor

Galienus, with inscription *Salénina nlug."t PR 111

(ii) In July 1902 Arnold was given two interesting
Roman coins found in the city. -

"One of second brase has -
Obwln‘ "Tap. .Ga:es.. Vespasian. Auge. P. Cos.' Laurested head
of Vespasian. |

Revs' ‘Judaca Capta'e A female figure vith sorrowful
aspect, seated on a pile of arms beneath a pslm tree. This
doubtless connects this Emperor with the séfge of Jerusalem

;gegun by him and finished by his son Titus, A.De70e"
“The other, a silver denarius, was dug up in a garden

at Chichester., ' It has « -
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Obv: ‘Impe D. Clod. Septe Albin. Auge’y, with the |
laureated head of Albinus,

Hev: °‘Ropae Eternae', with ghe figure of a womsn
seated, helmeted and with shield end spear.™ Armold suggests
that this may be the origin of Dritannia on English c&ins.
as ghe bore g spear until the reign of Charles II. Thié
denarius is rare. Arnold includes a short note about

Albinus p.212.

Yolume 47,

Ap article by F.H. Arnold in Hotes and Gueries zbout
Roman coins at Rumboldswhyke.

" Excavations at Whyke in 1903 produced twa Roman coins.

Cne of these "“is of "second brass?, in excellent '
preservation, with the ‘image end superscrxption' in high
relief. It wvas issued by Tiberius Caesar, mentioned by
$t. luke, who records that it was in the fifteenth year
of the re;gn_of this Emperor that John the Baptist began
his missien, Tiberius reigned fi.D. 14-57. On this coin
is represented, not the head of Tiberius himse}f. out that
of Augustus, rediated, sinegy he was supposed to be
deifiedy This is evident from the inscripticn on tbé
Obverse, which reads thus: Divus Auﬂustus ?ater’ On
the Reverse Bre the letters S5.Cey of large size, on cither

side of the temple of Janus, openy as was usual in time of
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war." Vaillant describes this coin as rere and remarkable.
'@Phe other coln is of 'third brass' of a common typeo.
Obv: A helmeted nead, with the inscription ‘Urbs .
Roma®, and on the Rev. the she wolf suckling Romulus and

Bemus, with two stars sbove.™

Yolume 48,

‘An article by F.i, Arnold in Hotes and Queries about
a coin of Valens found ét Whyke.

"Several interesting Roman coins have occurred of
late at Uhyke, eseee In September 1904, a denarius in
good proservation, wasfound thereecc... It has on the Cbv:
the head of the Emperor Valens, with the inscription:
"DoNo Valens, PoFe Auge' The portrait is that of a young
man, unusually goodélookinga. Havercanp ceys of ihia coin:
"Observe the buckle of thic Emperor's cloak; it is adorned
with goms, and hey has on hie neck a striag of wany pearls.’
This he considers & sign of the growing luxury of the Romen
Bmpire. -The_Reé. has the figure of a helmeted womsn seated,

with the inscription: ‘Urde Boma®."

v°1urﬂe 220

In an article on the Bishop's Palace, Ian C. Hanazh
meutienskha discovory of ‘the mosaic pavement during the

rebuilding of the Palace in 1725-27. This discovery proves



23,
that it stands whers a Foman building of;éade importance
steod, but Hennah does not agree with Hay's suggestion
that it vas the Roman Practoriub. This position would
ha?e been a very unusuval one for such-a building,

In the Palace garden there is the badly damaged head
of a colossal Reman statue or bust of white marble, which
vas brought from Bosham. It was probably one of the

Emperors,’

Volume 5%«

An article by K.H. HacDermott, in Notes and Queries,
on Roman Remains at Boshame = -~ - -

About 1850 a life-sized marble head wvas discovered
in an excellent state pf‘ﬁreservntion near the site of a
Roman villa.' It is thought to be & portrait hesd of a
member'of the Claudien family, perhdps Germepicus. Date
would probably be about the first haif of  the first century'
A.D., ‘The work is that ¢f a Roman sculptor, ‘but is of a

@reek type. (Picture opposite p.272). -

Volume 57,

In Notes and Queries, Edward Heron-Allen includes a
short article on the head of Germanicus found at. Bosham.
He says it has cigns of postercraissance restoration and

was probably brought hers during the eighteenth ceatury.
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Volume S8, .

An erticle by A, Hadrian Allicroft on Soms Earthworks
of West Sussex. - In this article he gives a section on the
Lavant Caves.

Amongat the dobris found in the caves the following '
things relating to the Roman period were found. A small
mask shewing a female fzce of Roman character; some
tesserme and pottery which included some scraps of Sagian
psecudo-Semian and fragments of coarser ware. The evidence

vas so scanty that the excavators were unzble to determine

Volume 67.

In Hotes and Queries ¥,D, Peckham reports. that much
pottery uasifound in Chicheater when the drainage and
electric light systems were being exteaded. "They are
the usual grey Romano-British fumeral uras. with occasional .
scraps of red *sealing wax' ware. The majerity come from
excavations, made to some depth, for the construction of
sewers close to the line of Stane Street, thus suggesting

caces of goadside burial."

Volume 63.
Hention ie wade of Roman work in an article on Houses '

in the Close at Chichester by lan C, Hammak,
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Hannah mentions that the basis of the city walls is
Roman, and that in the garden of the Residentiary "there
remalns an obviously Roman bastion, a rounded apse-like
projection,"

"Bastions projacting outwards.....became usual in
the third centurye.s». In the second century they were
usually square and projected inwards", as on Hadrian's
Walli., 'The Rozan defences of Regnum are certainly
relatively lat@dcsee #At the base of the bastion, however,
there remain & few stones and a little pirk mortar that may
quite possibly be Roman.," He mentions a similar bastion

in the grounds of the Falace.

Volume 70

In an erticle on Excavations in the Trundlé. E.
Cecil Curweny states that the people of the Trundle
probably migrated to the site of Chichester at the bezinning
of the Roman occupetion, and this would explain why thoy

called it Novliomagus, 'new place®,

Volume 72,

The Reve fod. Evans.repcrting on Chickester in Hotes
and Queries.

He mentions that a treanch dug near &11 Saints Church

in Yest Pallent uncovered a large 'stone. ‘There were others.
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"The pertion unearthed was richly tooled, with acanthus
leaves and a bit of Greek fret." Evans bowever offers,
no clue as to its date.

- . Some excavations in the cattle market caused a

Samian and pseu&o-Samian,.Upchurch.ware.-and other types,
"It was so abundont as to suggest that this piece of 
fate, may have been a dumping ground for costaway . articles
at that early period.”

From an ancient burial ground on the Roman road a
little way beyond the East Gate many interesting objects
have been taken. Three cinerary uras with calcined bones,
2 vhite jar or jug of handsome design assigned to about
150 A.De, and an.oil pourer of red ware of the same datey

ame  among 5&»*- ' ' )
Volume 73,

The Rev. A.A. Evanslreports'on excavations at
Chichester in iHotes and Queries.

During digging in North and South Pallanti many
articles were found including the following Roman ones.
A coin of Trajan, having also name of Nerva on it; tilgs
of a concave pattern and showing the presence of site

of a hypocaust; Samian ware and other domestic pottery;
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a piece of Samian stamped "DONNAVEUS'; a bronze pin;
porticns of a bone hair comb of Homan periodjesces
in a2 street on the cutside and adjacent to the north wall,
a Roman jar was found and several coins of Constantius II

and other periods."

Volume 22.

(1) J.P. Williems-Freeman contributes an article
on the Chichester EIntrenchments, in which he says that
they appenr tc have been constructed for the defence of
the city, the only other entrenchments similar to these
being at Lexden near Colchester, He gives a very detailed

description of all the entrenchments,

Ew A Devil; Dit
— y “
Z R ,/’

—

P
N —s;’! &
— N-s
" - -5 1
s A ;.' { ]
OLkUD.J "'. H'S_‘[ |I
) M‘huf 2] s’ﬂ- N-¢ !’

. -5‘ 1 ,.
= CHICHESTER
ﬁ"u,‘lofte

H‘J“ &ou{,

He says that it has been sug ested that the third
E = W entrenchment, E - ¥ C (It beginas at the N - ¥

corner of the Vestgate EBrewery and goes west until it
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joins Clay Lane) may hmve been & Roman road, the ditch
being for drainage. 2ut this does not seems likely, Also
he mentions that the first N = S entrenchment, N = 8 I
(K.E. part of the city to join "Devil's Ditch' at Lavasnt)
passes, near Graylingwell Mental Hospital, "the position
of the anorth-east cprapr.of the Fomap camp at a distance
of not more than 70 yards, snd where we seek in vein .
for the traces.of the angle of the camp end of amy comnecting
diteh,'"

| Concerning the Ozkwood Park Entrenchment, he says.
thét it way cr may not be a2 detached part. of £ - W B,
but po connection cap be traced across the intervening
1,000 yards. He says that the .curiocus gzp in the main
entrenchnent gusrded about. 30 yards to its south by a
emaller entrenchment, "is like an intérnal tituius .
guarding s Roman entrance."

About the Densworth entrenchments Williams-Freeman
says that they may or may not have been part of the main
entrenchments and may not have been contemporary. The
ditch faces north.

He mentions their stralghtness and unifornity as a
pointer to the fact thet they were made at one period, .
He adds that Chichester's most vulnerable side was itis
north and west with its harbour ot Fishbourne, as Roman

occupation between the western walls of the city and
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‘harbour is well attested.’ The city and its harbour were
an entity to be defended together. This: is mere. clear
vhen it is seen that the 3 East-llest Entrenchments. all
face north and of the 5 North-South Entrenchments 2 are
known .to face Easty, ¥ -~ 8 I and N - .82, and 2 West,
NeS3and N =5 k. "fhe whole area within the en=-
trenchments must have been more or less woodeBGesses
the defences are those of a people who were at home in
forest country, and were based on the sea; settlers
who had to protect themselves and their clearances from
the Downland natives and their roving cattle.v
“inother point of great importance is whether the
Bantreuchaents were contemporary, or cven all made by the
same people. Looking at the plan, certain points strike
one a5 rather suggesting that they were not made at
the zame time, but rather-in successive stepé to neet
changing conditions."
Wiiliams-Freeman makes the following statements in
answer to the quegtions Why?, When?, and Who?
#hy? (1) "That the entrenchments all facing north
placed at the edge of the chalk, end especially elaborate
where the important roads from the chalk hills come down,
point to the enemy being the Down man. .
(2) That their straightness znd unifefmity show

that they were deliberately planned, erected under skilled
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and effective supervision, while theéir uniformity would -
suggest that they were made by one people and at one
periocd.

.- €3) Thut the woods must have been cleared at
least .where the banks and ditches were.thrown ug, and
nearly certainly in.the country behind them which they
were designed to protect; arnd that this all shows that they
vere.made by & people that did not shun woods, but had
learned to clesr and cultivate them snd protect them
against the enemy and -their cattle. T !

(4) That they were made by a people based on the
Sea, an organized military people, fore probably'inva&ers
than peaceful penetraters.™
Hhen? 'No finds have been reported in' the entrenchments
thgmselves that might give us proof as to dante, and even

the original profile of the ditch is unknown.”

"The charecter of the banks and ditehes i encugh
to toke it certain that they were not esrlier than the
Iron Age, say sbout the sixth and seventh century B.C.
Extensive clearing of woods is not believed to have
taken place-in this country'earlier'than tﬂe first éentﬁry
B.C."

He méntiqns'that an early iﬁon ﬂée. presunably
Celtic, people had occupied the South Downs, and that

their fortificd capital The Trundle, was still oceupied
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as late as the first centp;yes.c. Thece were a "'pastoral
and agricultural people with villages.and settlements,,
with quite advanced developments for their catile ranches
and a field system for their arable lands." The only
other entrenchments like these,at Lexden near Colchester,
are now known to be Belgic.

. iwo earthenware vessels with cremated bones, "were
unearghed just outside entrenchment ¥ - 3 I, at
Graylingwell. The one pot which was not smashed beyond
recogrition is of Belgic origin, and the daote is
suggested to be just before the Koman occupation, a2y
A.D, 40-50," The Belgic remains which have come to light
at Selsey prove the existence of a trading community there,
which muat have had scme influence in the coastsl districts,
although there is very little evidence of Belgic civilisation
in the rest of West Sussex. The finds made in and around
Chichester are helpful only in confirming our knowledge of
those people who are known to have occupieéltbe site,
rather than in helping us to date the entreachments.,

"at Densuérth very claborate Homan burials were disc&véreﬂ
Just inside the larger entrenchments, pointing to the
importance otrhis 19calitg, and confirming the evidence
ofvtﬁe earthyorks.”

Yho? Williams-Freeman suggests that thefe are 3 periods

at which ‘we may have had the conditions of a people based
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on the sea end either advancing ageinst the Down folk
or defending themselves against them." .

(1) A tribe from th%montinent, vhether Belgic or
not, and if Belgic, not carlier than the first céntury
B.Co

- He says, we know thet a tribe called the Regni.
inhabited:this part of the country, but we know nothing
;buut them. "It has been aszumed thet they vere a Belgie
tribe and that they had ocenplied and ruled over 2ll West
Sussex at least; but they may have been qQuite a small
tribe who had arrived earlier and occupied the lowiands
énly,.with Chichester as their.chief town, and they may
have rexmained guite separate frém the South Down folk."

He continues, that a tribe hgvirg fled from Gaul
to escape Caesar, may have landed and "founded Chichester,
gradvally cleared and occcupied the lowlonds, -entrenching
themselves in the methodical manner learnt from their
experience of Roman warfare." Lexden, he says, is the
answer to those who object on the grounds thzt ne natives
are known who built jong straight entrenchments at this
time,

(2) The Romans in 43 A.D. -

Williams=Freeman vwriting about the ¢onquests of
Vespasian in this part of Britair assumes thst the

Regai and Chichester (azlthough there is nc proof) were
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among the naticns and towns subdued by him. Also
that he used Chichester "as his base for the conqﬁést'of
the Isle of Wight and the Humpshire coast, as well as
of the Scuthdowns, with the great Ridgeway leading into
the Belgic uplands of Hants, Berks and Wilts."

He continues, assuming that Chichester was Vespasian's
base, that he might have '"made or adapted these Roman®
locking entrenchments, or some of them, to protect his
base from the hill folk till he had time to deel with
them." He answers the gbjection that long entrenchuments
were not made by the Romans until Domitian's reign by
saying thot Vespasian (Domitian's father) *was a soldier
guite capable of being the first. to 'adopt them - moreover,
these earthworks turn out to be not simple lineur earth-
works, but unexpectedly suggestive of qwadrilateral .
castrametation.!

(3) The Saxoms in 477 A.D

The Saxons landed near ‘Selsey, took Chichestes '
got on to the Downs driving the Britons eastward to
Pevensey, where they finelly ennihilated them after
taking 13 years to do it. Williams-Freeman finds it
diffiéult to accopt them as éarly Saxon, because of
the numbers it would have rezuired to make and watch
them in Zlla's first years when they vould have been

most required.
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Wit is however possible that they may have been
made two centuries later, when we know -the Saxons wers
rakers of lerge linear earthvorks, possibly during the
unsuccessiul defence of Sussex against Casdwalla of
¥essex in 686.".

In conclusion he cconfesses "to a strong. suspicion
against both Regni and Romans."

(ii) ‘The ¥Yalls of Chichester by Ian C. Eamah, -

Hannah begins by saying thet “the site of the -
originsgl settlement on the maritime plain wes clearly
chogen beczuse an izland enclosed by the branching river
Lavant offered sowme treasure of protection.” He says that
@ masonry ‘wall is backed by an earth slope, the earthwork-
having been faced with a concrsté covering more than a .
foot thick by the Romans, Inm the composition of the
walls there is n¢ trace of the usu=l bonding courses
as at Silchestery a town which was siamilar to Chichester.
"In several places.....there are traces, very,indistinct.
as & rule, of the fosse which clearly. was separated from
the foot of the walls by a berm.,%

Hypocausts, ovens, and mosaic floors have. been
uncoveraed in different sections" of the c¢ity. Hannah
says that the placs of discovery of the Neptune and
¥Minerva inscription is evidence for the positicn of the
temple. "The actual wall is rather poor, being built on

no better foundation than about 9 inches of vammed cloy.




and flints, on which was spread a rer of mortar about
tvwo inc t,‘_.__‘ | . "-_- o & 't-‘ yal ow x:% e Roman : \r'L.'l Of
the ground, The masonry is of flint:; the inner surfac@.sese

is of coursed rubble and perfectly vertical." The Homan
wall was about 3 feet 6 inches at the bottom and some nine

inches or so less at the top, alsc the Roman foundation

layer of mortar was revenled hardly more than a foot
below the present level of the ground. ''The lower section

was coursed flint,
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The Palace Garden .Trerch:< 'Sarly Iron Age pottery:
(Halstatt - La P3ne I) wes found in the -trench, .so the
earth used to form the ramp must have conteined ite e
Hannsh discounts the view that these Early Iron Age
sherdz support the idez that the carth bank is pre-Romen,
as nothing else emrlier than 43 4.D. wes discovereds It
nust have been "one of those small ‘Farly Iren Age settlesents
whichk esre found is different portions of the plainescee” -

The bank was composed ¢f 3 clearly msrked tipss The
lowest "was composed of the natursl dark clayey soil, and
iﬁ was divided by a very indistinct line from tle une.
disturbed original surizce, Poltery cherds were very.
few and mostly of the coarse slate-coloured and greyish
black or yellew character that appear on all Romano-
British sites. At the junctien with the néxt. tip were
% small Samian fragments. Tie naterial for- this tip
seeas to have been locally secured, perhaps from the
fosgesrsos"

"The next tip gave the impression of being composed
of rubbish brouzht from elsewhere, and wvhile consisting
of stiff clay, it clearly coztained remains of ruined
buildings. There were great'quantities of flint, many with
mertar adhering, fragments of plaster, pink and white,
that had covered rough rubble walls, roofing and other

tiles, pieces of window glass, translucent dbut not very
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transparent, iron nails znd part of a large smphora."

The pottery fronm both these tips was identical,.
nothing later than the second century A.D.", also found . .
was the bottom of & coar#e vase vhich was Samian. .The
humus was deep and contained objects of all periods.

Other Roman remains included "part of tho tibia of
a dogy porticns of four bones of oxen znd three of horses,
part of ¢he rzdiue of o sheep and part of the femur eof a
very large goose. -Oyster shells. were as usual numerous,
ané octher she;l fish reprecented were the whelk an& .

snail.®

The Priory Park Trench:= . The bank here is nearly 50 feet.
wvide and the excaveotion. wes carried up . to the inner.surface
of the wall and to the depth of just over a fooibelow

the level of the original surface. £ little pair of Romen
iron tweezers wa$ found.

centenporary, - Aelatively thin and with such poor foundations
- or rather with none.at all = the masonry could hardly
stard vithout the supporting earthwerk, and perhsps certain
projections on the outer side, A careful study of the
section disclosed seemed to leave no doubt that the earth
was shot in over.the rising wall from outside, whers the

different tips remained surprisingly distinct,ese..  The
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:p§ layer was mortar, which against the. wall was quite
hardy, eseoe It was clearly the remains of a thick
concrete. focing that prctegted the earth_bapk.ﬂ The
great mass of the bank was apparently built by vorkmen within
the city using similar earth as no different tips.are
distinguishable in this.

. A Belgic pottery fragment dated within the first
50 years of the.first century A.D. wzs found on the .
original surface. Its place of manufacture was probably
Tr@er. "That the Qifﬁerent.pips are of the same date is
evidenced by the character of the pottery distributed
through them. More than 430 sherds and other objectsl
wore indexed,.and of these over 50 were Samian.” A '
plece of a large amphora was also found. The only
inscribed fragment was the base of a Samian vase, stamped
PATRI, for Patricius a South=Geulish potter in Nero-
Domitian times.. Also found was a very.tiny object of
bronze in the form of a fish, and = fregment of irpn
"which loocks like part of a strigil.¥.

"As there is nothing later than the secoand century

in the original bank, and as this agrees with the
results of the 1932 excavation, the wall may with some
confidence be dated during tnatiperiodgﬂl.ﬂannah déubts-
if the wall wes erccted for military purposes.because

cf the date, and suggests that it was erected for prestige
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s 2 means of controlling access to the town snd

of keeping bandits =nd wild beasts out,

value and =

"Outside the limits of the originsl bank wvere found bits

s &
oI i

olded beakers of New Forest were which may be dated

roughly in the third century. Quite near the surface was

found & little hit of 2 dark colour-coated beaker of

Castor type," which msy be second century. Fragments

of mortars, nails snd pieces of fused and drawn Roman
gless, which "may indicate no more than that vessels of
that material had been exposed to a fire, but they look

as though possibly they came from a local factory. It is

noteworthy that iron elag was recovered from the middle
of the Roman bank,"

Wi a1
el

cutside this were found several sherds of
imitation Samian ware and other fourth century pottery,

but nothing that throws any light on the end of the

Homan city." Cyster shella, ensils and bones were =lso

Very numerous.
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The Palace Bastion:- Ixcavations here disclosed the bed

of mortar upon rammeod earth on wvhich the defences were
built as projecting for about 3 feet from the ocuter edge
of the city wall on both sides of the bastion, “proving
that some sort of tower, about 4 feet wider than the
bastion, originelly cxisted .=t this point, end this is
confirmed by the fact that the flint rubble of the turret:
projects beyond the inner surfmce of the wall into the
bank, cesseV

Eeyond the mortar the founéations for-about 2 feet
are loose flints. "7he mortsr bed can be traced no further,
and this, as well as the fact that the criginnl facing of
the bastion was completely different froam that:'of the wall,
seems to indiczte that the turrets in their present form
are additiong, presumably froa their resemblance to those
of Portchester and Pevernsey, of the period of the Saxon
Shore. That they are of the Doman.period seems clear,

(1) from the character 'of their facing stones;

(2) from their being composed of Roman materials
such as worked ashlary

(3} f£rom the nature of the concrete block found on
the east side of the Resideatiery bastion;

(4) from the Roman remains found 'in excavating

their foundations."



WALL BASE - PORTCHESTER

the excavation of the aspsidal part of the bastion
disclosed projecting "foundation stones upon rammed earth
gud flinteysesee Ihese footings were worked stones, quite
clearly re-used, ocse in the south-east corner is moulded,
and seens to have formed part of a fine cornicCescees
Upon them rests a low plinth whose top slopes very gently,
and on this there still remain some 5 courses of very nest
wide=jointed ashlar about two feet outside the present
flint surface of the bastion on the west, but only one
on the east." The apse is narrower than the original
bastion. &S0 much stone has been robbed that it is

difficult to reconstruct the original appearance., Iiannah
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“THe PALACE BAsTion

sanys that there is some ground for the conjecture "that the
square part wns the approximate width of the berm and that
the apse rose from the edge of the fosse.c...” He thinks

more excavation could help in this case.

The Residentiary Bastion:= The excavations here disclosed

the work of perhaps 3 Roman periods, "Belornging to the
first was a sloping plinth with a projection of =six inches
beyond the surface of wide jointed, small stone ashlar,

essscextensive though rather clumsy added foundations
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obviously belonged to n later period. /2 supporting sguare
platform of large rough stones was set sgainst the plinth,
sssssand undernesth was rammed clay full of flintS..ecee"

"Just at the commencement of the curve of the apse on
the east side rough masonry of stone and concrete blocks
was built up agninst the plinth =nd sbove it so as

completely to cover it up."
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A later Romén surface, probably belonging to this second
period, though possibly later than this was alsc discovered,
Uecoinciding with the éarlier oze at the centre of the apse,

11
esooe

An article has been compiled from reports on recent .
finds at Chichester.

(1) Finds from the County Council Office site by
S.L. Winbolt,

During the crection of the=ze neﬁ County Officos much
Roman pottery wes uncarthed. No foundstion walls were
ﬁét,'and the whele arez skoved signs of having beeﬁ'diéturbeﬂ
quite often since Roman times. Of the pottery, "Samian,
vhich happens to be in comparatively small guantity is
wostly of the firzt century, extending to about 120 A.D.,
and thic corroborates whaf ic known, namely, that Regnum
was one of the earliest occupicd Roman towns. In the
cozrse pottery there are mortariz of the end of the first
century, and bowls of the ssme peried, as well as of the
first half of the cecond.s Dishes date from the first
century, frox the Hadrian-Antonine period and later,
There are flagons alsc round about A.D.100, and of the-
second and third centuries. dJars, especially large store

jars, belong to all fou4centuries. Hlew Forest ware is
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represented by one jar (or beaker) only. There are beakers
of the. second ané third centuries, among them spécimens of .
Rherish and Caztor were, and 'ThnndersbaproQ wére' of the. .
late. fourth centur&..... Hine coins are distributed fairly
evenly over the whole Roman period, from Clandius to
Valentinian I (11-375 A.D.)."

of

sxes=mn the récoge

He concludes by sayiag that ;
nizable types?»there are more from the firsfitwo centuries
than the last tuo.

. Some of.the pottery was submitted to the British
Museun for examination, ard C.7.T. Héwkes includes an
article on this in this section,

. Thig pottery proved to be divisible into three distinet
serics, Importad Belgic pottery of the first century, Late
Roman coarse pottery, and Early Mediaeval pottery.

fie descrikes 4 pieces of pottery fournd on the site. in
great detail, in connection with the first division. From
a study of these he says that teken as a group the date of
their nmanufacture inclines to a "post-Conguest rather than
a2 pre-Conquest date, though it does not seca that one more
than some ten cr fifteen.years after the invasion of
AeDub3 is possible." To accept this view it bas to.be
assumed that this pottery was exporited. from somewhere in
Belgic Ggul to Chichester during the last yesrs of the

life of the industry that produced it. The pottary would
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then have been in use in the time of Cogildubnus.

-But, - he continues, a pre~Longuest date is nog;imppsaib}e
for: some of this pottery, as there are considerations in its
newly. egtabiished about the time of thé_conquest, but at
sites Ywhere the pre-~lonquest import trade in this. ware
was fleuprishing, it coatinues to appesr in reasonable
though gradualiy diminishing plenty throughout. the
Claudian occupaticn. It locks as though the incidence of
Imported Belgic ware in Clawdian Britain wags determined
mainly by the established channels of its distribution by
pre-Conguest trade,” GSuch trade might have reached thia
&istrict as it is feirly certain that there was Belgic
domination in Weat Sussex. . Thus there is a distinct
poosibility for the existence of pre-Roman eoccupation
on the gite, znd the imgortiqg of pottery is less likely
to have hegun,affer the conquest._thanllasteﬁ-from_earlier
beginnings. Beecsuse of the-friemdship_bgtween the Romans
and Cogldubnus the contrast between native and Roman
civilizetions may not have been all that apparent.

Winbelt alse points out, that the discovery of
contemporary native vare as vell does not wean that the
Regnenses occupled the site of Chichester before the

- Roman town was built, but should definite evidence of

such occupation be forthcoming these discoveries @ould
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corroborate it.:

Uith regard to the late Roman coarse pottery, it
appeared that it was a native or locasl pottery, very similar
to .'Thundersbharrow Viare', This local pottery seems to kave
been fairly common in the south of England about the second
half of the fourth century. "This ware seens clearly to
reflect the manner in which this part of Roman Britain,
both town and country wos being thrown by the e¢ircusstances
of the later Zmpire on to its own local resources," and
not merely just a reflection of 'village economy's

(2) 1In connection with Imported Gallo-Belgic Wares,
Miss G.M. Yhite describes some found on other sites in
Chidhester. Ydhile the series as é vwhole belongs to the
period A.D. 40 - 60, none of the deposits is likely %o be
pre-Conquest, though that in the garden in Little London
is strongly Claudian.”

(3) F. Cottrill includes an article on the finds from
the site of the Hew Post Office.

The excavation was darried out in the hope that some ,
Ropan buildings would be discovered. . "o such buildirgs
were found, but early Roman pottery was recovered from an .
occupation layer, and above this laysr were layers of clay
and gravel, also of Roman date.ﬁ A rare coin of Didius
Julienus was found. Some of the trenches indicazted -

occupation in Reman times on the original ground surface,
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by means of animnl bones, pottery and other debris, This
layer, in one trench included "building rubbish (e flanged
roofing tile and nunerous lumps of stone), and imrediately
above it :wasg a six inch layer of gravel with traces of cement,
while a layer of cream-colouvred cement containing small
flints", was also noted.. These remains may indicate the
presence of Homan buildings-a little. further.to the noxth,

therever it occurred the cceupation layer wes sealed -
by a layer of gravel, which included occasicnal fragments
of Roman brick or tile.c... No oOriginal limits to the gravel
layer were found. Where it did not occur in the trenches
its place. was taken by mixed Qerk so0il contrining Roman and
medizeval pottoryecs.." Roman building rubbisk (atone and
tile) and pink cement was aléo found in one cf the pits
whick hed been dug in the gravel, and filled with loose,
black soil.

Host of the Roman pottery from the dark layer under
the gravel, may "be assigned to zn early and comparatively
short peried of the Roman occupation.. A1) the Samian sherdg
fall vithin the third quarier of the first century, and the“.
coarse ware types admit of a similar dating." Seven
Roman coins were.found.

He concludes by saying that we have evidence of
occupation not long after the Roman Corquest, although no
definitely pre-Cenqueszt material occurs,  yet build;né

activity near the centre of the town during the lstter half
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of the first century is implied,
Fragments of a large Roman altar bearing an ineeription
end figure - subjects were also found on the.site near Chapel

Sji‘.reet.

Volume -80.

An article by G.M. Clark entitled The Roman Cematery.
at Chichester..

A collection of burial vessels excavated in.l$95-1896
{The Butler Collection) numhers over 150 and belongs to the
first to third centuries A.D. Hore excavations were
carried out on the same site in Alexandra Terrace and St.
Pancras in 1934-1937,  1In both cases the varicty of forms
is not wide. ™any of them (i.e. The Butler Collection)
are clearly derdved from native Le T;ne.forms and Belgic
prototypes, and another native %rait is seen in the practice
of marking a cross on the base of the vessels defore or.
after firingessss Hany of the vessels are marked also,
before firing, on the shoulder just bhelow the rim;.with
signs which prebably represent numerals or individual
potters' marks."

R.@. Collinguood examined the 'elphabet-jug’, ard “the
'vase ornamented with fipgures, probably of Bacchantes'
and supposed to have beer a British imitation of Sasian

ware, is in fact a genuine cxample of the coatinental
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" form Déchelette 64, scuch os is usually signed by the potters
Putrio or Libertus.” The 3 lsmp-holders discovered are:of
lead.

' The 1934-~-1937 excavatione were held in ordsr to discover
the rortherly and easterly limits of the cemetery elong
5t. Pancras. 35 burial zroups were recovered from the
places where excavation was possible, and the northerly
and esstevly limits were established.

TFurther excavations vesre also carried out irn Alexandra
Terrace, when the cotiages from which Butier recovered
the vessels vere demolished. finother 20 groups were recovered
bringing the total to 65. "The greater part of the cemetory
appears to lie immediately under and eastward of Alexardra
Terrace..ue. 1t may have originally extended westwards
into. the cemetery of St. Pancras churchesie."

ﬁ&ny-of.the burizl pgroups which were fairly near the
surf&ce,had,beén disturbed énd scattered, and many of the
pots were cracited hy the heat of the ashes they contained
and showed signs of doudble firing. . In scme cases it wag
obviguzs that broken pots or kiln-'wasters' had .been used
for the'buriai_ The bones wer? in nearly all cases reduced
to emell fragments, and many diron nails we¥e,fouhd i;'or
adhering to the pots.”

Many of the vessels are local imitations of Belgie

and 8allo~Roman forms. "It iz unlikely, however, thoi
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any of the burials can be dated prior to the last gquarter
of the first century; the majority belong to the second
century, and the cemetery continued iﬁ use until as late
a3 the fourth century.” There sre no examples of later
Hew Forest wares, Castor verre er indented beakers,

(4 deteiled description of the pottery p.175-192).

Volume 32,

An article by A.W.G. Lowther entitled A Section through
Stane Sireet near Chichester.

In 1657 = section of Stane Street and other remnains
‘thought to be Roman were discovered in Westhampnett
Cravel Pits.

Concerning the construction of the reoad he says that,
"Three layersvof deposited materisl (consisting of a spread
of dark sand between two layers of gravel metallinglhad forsed
the lower part of the road. The upper part, which qust have
been reduced, ond eventually levelled out, by ploughing,
has czused 2 considersble spread of earthy gravel to extend
on either side of the centre of the road.”

The diiches are about 45 feet from the centre of the
road con either gide, & most interesting feasture of this
section, The road had probzbly been about XN feet wide,
and it had had level 'beras®, each of the same width as

the road itself, between it and the ditches on ecither sideesvese
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Cn the originzl surface of the subsocil of the southern berm
was feund ac iron linch piNesess”

The arrangement of keeping the ditches well away from
the margins of the reed, was sleso found to have existed =t
Vorulamium during the latter port of the first century,.

Such an arrangement was a nowmal feature of road construction
in the Flaviun period, sc on early dating for Stane Street
is very likely.

"Little can be szid about the fragmentary cremation
burial or burials which were foundes...2 short distance
outside the north ditch. The one vessel which it has bdbeen
possible to reconstruet appears to be of early second century
date, and, bedides calcined bone and charcoal, it was
accompanied by a few frazments of snother vessel of a
sigilar hard, lightegrey wzre, but vith =2 coating of crean
coloured :all.i.;:n,il

Other exzaples of this type of linch-pin have been
found and from comparison a dete in the middle of the

second century is probable for its monufacture.

Yolume 86.
v
" &n article by E. Cecil Curven and Sheppard ﬁfre entitled
A Romano-British Occupation Site at Portfisld Gravel Pit.
A quantity of Rozsn pottery was discovered in 1345 in

the Portfield dravel Pit, but no certain traces of mesonry - -
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structure vere encountered.

"The finds indicate occupation during the first two ang
a half centuries A.D; Besides Samian and other imported
vares dating from the ezrliest years of the Cecupation,
there is present some native *Western Belgic' ware, and
aleo coarse Romano-British pottery of the first, secornd
and third centuries.':

A detailed description of some typical examples is
given p.137-140,

“It has been seen that a date a few years before
A.D.43% would suit some of the vessels of mative Western
Belgic character, and on general grounds there is no reason
why occupation should not have begun on such a site before the
Congquest. However this wey be, the arrival of the Romans
aav a great incresse in the prosperity of the aite, evidenced
by the ilarpge amount of Clzudien Samian and ether imported
ware, The settlement lasted throughout the second century,
and it becomes a gquestion vhen it cnded.”"’ This is difficnlt
as a third century type could easily ocecur in the fourth
century. Assuming that the ecollecticn is representative,
"The absence of colowr-ccated wares and even of Castor
zare would militate agzinst a date so late, and it is
rrobable thet, on the evidence availskle, the settlement:

came to an end soon after the middle of the third century,
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an unfigured sherd with intermal claved markingScese®

VYolume 90.

fn article edited by Dr. A.B. Wilson, entitled Chichester
Excavations, 19471950,

1, Bast Pallent House Gardeni

The excavations ghowed that the Romans had occupied'the
site from the lact years of the first century until the end
of Roman Britain. The Roman finds included firat century
pottery, and a brooch Pof late first century style and am |
egr}y fine Samian cu§ with rouletted decorationy aceeed
badly destroyed tessellated corvidor, the fallen wall
plaster, the well and some of the square shaped pits."

.,One_pit had its walls ling& with cement and still
contained in its bottom a layer of fuller®s ecarth. "After
it had gone out of use there wazs deposited in it with some
animal bones the wall section of a Dr. F. 45 with the
lion's head spout, some bone pins and a bronze needle
together with coarse pottery of a third century dnte.®
Another pit possibly had a "light timber frome lining, for
thers was a considerable quantity of charred timber in its
£illing and at the base of the pit. It again contained
third century Boman pottery, bore pins, and a bone spindle-
whorb. On the surfazce above tpe pity, but underneath é

later deposit of burnt daub, was an URBS ROMA coin im - -
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geod conditien.” The remzins of anothor pit yieldea-a-.
considerable number of sherds of New Forest pottery, 2nd on
the topsoil was a coin. of Julis Maesa. Square pits had been
cut through the tessellated floor -end the roughly paved
courtyards All these pite ghow signs of a lining,
posesibly of cement, except in the case of one which had
indications of timber lining. "“They differ from other pits
of the Roman period on the site not only on account of
the square plan but a2lsoc of thelr vertical sides and flat
bottecns. 3The vhole leyout of well, courty;rd, and series
of square pits, together with the fuller’s earth found in
cne pit, suggests either a Koman °laundry' or, poseibly, e small
fulling-millececo™

"An ecrly seconé century cccupation of the site before

the building of the house of which there remains a small
part of a tessellated corridor with near by wall plaster
= 3 building which scems te belong to the end of the second
centufy and the beginning of the third ceatury. The roof
tiles ard other rubble from the collapsed building lay on
the flints and also on the top of the pit wh&cﬁkoﬁtaﬁneﬂ
early fourth century pottery. Another pit had late third
century or ecayly fourth century pottery, including cavetto
rin jars beneath the layers of tumbled wall plaster from -
the building. BGEvwbedded in the wall plaster vss a considerable

portion of a New Forest thumb pot of the style comwon in the
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first half qf the fourth century. Another pit contained
later fourth ceﬁtury Hew Porest wares, inecluding imitation
Samian, and had in its upper £illing a coin of Constantine IX."

"The well went out of use during the fourth century and
the dobris which gradually filled it up contained 14 Rozan
coins (6 barbarous imitations of radiate coins; 3 of
Constans; 2 of Constantinian House of first half of fourth
century; 3 of Constantine IXI; 1 of Cratian.,) From the
surrounding courtyard came two other barbarcus imitations
of radiate coins and e minim." A Saxon hut had been erected
ever rost of this area, thus causing much of the damage to
the wall-head and courtyard.

‘2. Cauley Priory - Wall Excavations by Alan Ree.

Raelgiveg a conjectural history of the Roman.
fortifications in which ho says that ebout the end of
Vespesian®s reign or a little latery, Regnum was given a
fortification (earth bank with timber facing), which wvas
repzired with masonry in about 158 A.D. A military track
was laid round the inside as well and a culvert to deal with
drainagg. Basticns were addedLo the ocutside during the
dangerous pericd from A.D.275. '

The Reoczan Bank:- Within the present baﬁk there ics a
clearly defined bank of vellow=brown brickeearth, with nothing
to suggest that its construction was.later than the carly

part of the third century. .The lower part could have been
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an original fortification with the upper as a repair, or |
merely a stage in the construction of the bank,

"The lower bark contained a copper as of Vespasian in
excellent condition, which suggests that construction is
more likely to have been before than after A.D.1CC. Noﬁe
of the other finds can bé precisely dated, but five of the
seven resemble pottery found at Angmering in a context of
5.D, 8C=100. In coatrast, the upper part of the bank
contained pottery incompatible with s0 early a date."

Prof. Rirley suggests that this bask can hardly have been
constructed before &0 A.Ds From comparing the dimensions
and s80il of the two banks it seeums that a hurried addigicn
was made to an-earlier bank, rather than a single berk erected
et once. This is also the case at Silchester.

fae also points out that the outer face of the earlier
bank may have collepsed at some time. This would offer an
explanation for a curious dip in-the top of the lower bank.
He concludes, howeva, that such a suggestion can only be |
proved by thorough excavation on both sides of the wall.

Small pieces of brick were found thinly but evenly
scattered throughout the so0il vhich made up the lower bagk.
"Belov the early bank is a band of flirts set in dark soil
devoid of any finds: Below it, coombe rock.” This ﬂligt
band is natural, as it shows no signs of human occupation

below it.
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A metalled track separate from the setting-out trench 3
of a nearby wall and later flint roaé was also discovéred.
It “"presented = solid, even, aud.wo:n 5uffacc of flints,®
- and was certainly Rosan, “athown by pottery found immediately
below and gbove the track." The metalling wzs oniy a few
~ inchee thick, apd the track "wss not parallel.to %hé
| aligmment of the modern wall, and its narfﬁern edge Qas 1laiad
ovgr.the_!copcrgte’ vhich goéered the esrlier bank (of
flintless brick-earth), uhilst its#outhern eége overlay a
few inches of lster (flinty) brick-earth.” Rae withéut further
excavations sﬁggested thﬁ# ghe date of its conctruction was
either that of the earlier bamk, or that of the later bank.
He inclined to the latter v;ew.

Rae carricd out a further excavation in the grounds of
Cauwley Friory to try to trace this track and ghe culvert
at the base of the earth embaﬁkment. A well vzs also found
with its chaft heightened on severai occasions. The track
was found and the pottery beneath and a&jacent to it again-
pointed to the Roman period for its construction. "To the
north of the track could be traced signe of a scoop, a .
flint-lined culverteeess Thgse three features « track,
scoop, and culvert - occur in rvelatively s&milar'positions-
in both sites and confirm the hypotheses stated" before.
If the culvert was Roman it was thoroughly clesred out and

in use at a later date as is indicated by the mediaeval
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sherds appearing at all levels, "On the other hand,  the
trench or ditch coming from a northerly direction towards
" the culvert contained eniy Roman material ~ a coin of
Tetricus and some fourth contury pottery, including a 1arge'
section of the side of a colour-coated flanged bowleocses
There seem, therefore, to be at lecast three of these north
to scuth trenches of mid-téalate Zourth century dat@ceces
At'the'boint whe¥e the trench upproachés the culvert there
seems to have been a circular sump.”

- "In the area so marked were numeréus sherds of late
third century or fourth ceutury pottery and two coins of
Carausius.”

“The hole for the wall seems originally to have been
- dug before the flint track was laid down, as the fiints
overlep the filled-in hole." 1t appears that the well uas
re—oyeneé for use, as this would aécount for the changes in
its lining. '

The Ditch and Culvert, Lower Section: The soil
removed from the ditch in its construction "seaéa to bave
been flinty brickeearth, coombe rock, and gravel (Qrovn
and grey)s A trial trench confirms that brown and grey
gravel side by side, lie under the coombs rock: It also
showed that a still laréer secoop had been taken_out at that
point, prcbably to supply material for the bank. Oﬁe would

expect such a scoop outzide the defensive bark to provide
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material for it and to form a protective ditch; to fipd it
inside is unusual, but ot uniikely in view of the Lavant
and its sarshy banks outside.” |

"Neor the middle of this ditch sppeared a culvert of
which the south side was carefully faced with boulders. . These
were mainly flints, but included other stone, three damaged
Roman bricke, and one piece of grey, native potteryecees. -

The presence of boulders fallen from it towards the south
suggests that the wall was backed vith earth, and the ditch
behind it left open. The opposite sida'of the culvert was
not facedeesso” The bottom of the culvert vhich bad become
filled with waterborne gravel contained three fragments of
cockingepot (first and second century) and other matter,

Rae suggests three possible dates "The culvert may
have been a ¢ity boundary, anteceding the defenceScceos
The eppearance of the ditch as a vhole suggests that the culvert
was made either after the ditch had been dug oé as part of
that operationc.... Probably, therefors, the culvert was
made not earlier than 200 AeDegesecs® In 1949 & ditch was
found munning north to south, the pottery from thie éuggests
and was certainly open in the third., "“From this and the
culvert, comes the interesting. speenlation that Regnum was
crossed by ditches which draiaed it inte culverts, which in

turn directed tho flow through 2 tunnel under the walil."
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‘Ditch and Culvert, Upper Section:  The cuivert‘was
reshaped in the middle ages; but the soil contains ecme
Romen finds as well as meéiaeval ontes. In the mediseval bank
many Roman sherds weré'found; probably pointing to restoration
and rebuilding. '

3o  Cawley Priory - Other 3ites by A.H. Collins, and
A.B. Yilson.’ ' = S

. Trial’ trenches dug in the gerden of Csvley Priory
revealed "a 'trench' rumning from north to south", and
"a large depression’ scooped oubt in Romaﬁ times which contained
a considerablé quantity of Reman coines, and a scatter of'_
later Homan pottery at a level-of about 5 feet below the
modern surface.” The trial euttings yielded scarcely a
sign of post-Roman occupation.

"Phe square section of the lower part of the trench énd
the preseﬁce of a 1ar54number of nails mainly along its
eastern side, sugzested the possibility that it formed the
bedding trench’ for some timbering." At the southgrn end
the trench is however more-lika'a'ditch. 50 "it.seem§
probable, therefore, that it may havg-started as a timbere
lined culvert. The ﬁoiféry and ceins indicate an early: -
to mid fourth century date for the last use of this trench.®
Among the other finds the more noteworthy include a bronze
£ish-hook and parts of a rotary quern of fourth century type.

Another trench, (paral}el'to the garden wall dividing

-

."'
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the grounds of Cawley Priory from those of East Pallent House)
yielded some sherds of pottery including socze cof the earlier
forms of New Forest Yare, but none of the later stamped or
colour-8oated weres. These were found in claysy soil, which
locked like redeposited brickecarth at the bottém of this.
scoops "From the northern end of the trench came .z number
of .coins, including one of Carausius and one of Victorinus,
soses This ovidence suggests that the secoop was made about
the end of the third or at ihe beginning of the fourth century,."

There seems to have been a ccpcentrétion of pottery
sherds at a-depth of about 5+6 feet. These sherds included
"stamped and palnted lew Porest potieries and puint to this
being the EBoman surface during the last years of the
occupation.” Coins supply further confirmation of this,

' Excavations made to the west of this trench suggest
soue interésting conclusions. A treﬁch, running from north
to south had beer cut into the coombe rock and.élay layer.
along its course were maoy flints and tiles which" in places
"are close enough together to suggest the possibiiity.of a
wall foundation. The many coipe found help to reconstruct
the story." The coins show late third and early fourth century
date in or below the clay layer, and later fourth century
coins with barbzrous radiates were fourd in the gully cut.
through the clay layer. "The most likely explanatien seems

not a robbed wall foundation bhut same sort of drainage gully.
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seees” There was a similar trench in the East Pallant sit;.
but more excavationa is necessary. before the hypothesis that
these gullies form part of the drainage system of Roman
Chichester can be tested.

."Is this scoop a natural depression in the coombe rock
which got filled up in Roman times, or was it a deliberate
excavation to obtain material for one of the rebuilds of

. the earth bark of the Roman wall? The amount of late third
century pottery and coins found on the bottpm.of this scoop
points to the fact that, if it is in fact a quarry, it must
be for a late rebuild, not for the formation of the original
bank. It'yould suggest some enterprise cannected vith the
addition of the basticms at the ead of the third century."

"The predominance of 1a§e coins and pottery aud the

town-planners of Chichester, as of other Roman cities,
. I

were over-asbitious. The imhsbitants found mo need to
build up to the walls and left pleaty of spaces within the
precincts thah could be used by late squatters ic the
troublous times of the later fourth century.”

b, ZExcavations in the garden of 43, North Street,
by Miss K.M.Fe. furray and Miss J. G. Pilmer.

YAt the extreme south-west corner of tﬁe garden theré

was some hope of finding more of a villa of which traces

of the walls and tecsseliated paverent were cbserved in a




gas trench in Chapel Street in 1935,"

Trial trenches cut in this area, gave 3 to & feet of
Runstratified rich black garaen so0il, containing a good
deal of brick rubble and potsherds of Roman, medideval and
modern date. At 3 feet 6 inches to 4 feet a well=laid surface
of cobbles ard gravel tcpped with a thin layer of very fine
crushed gravel and tile was found. A citch with slopitg
ofides running roughly east to west broke this surface in
some places. In one plsce the ditch was filled with black
s0il containing snail shells, oyster shells, mediaeval and
Roman sherds. In another trench the ditch was at a higher
level and lined with flints, and there were traces of the
foundaticns of a rough flint wall on the south side.

hore it was possible to uncover a large area, "a
more detailed examination showed that the cobbling was
of Roman date, destroyed or disturbed.in places by
mediaeval'digging aind tree roots. There had beea two
levels of cobbling, cach some 5 to 6 inches thick, with
2 layer of brown c¢lay from 1 to 3 inches thick between. !
The wetalling.consisted of flints packed injbright yellow

clay, and where well preserved wae very solid indeed and

could only be broken with a pick. Both surfaces were

covercd with the characteristic crushed gravel and there
was wmuch oyster shell, The surface of the clay betveen
was also covered with a conaiderable guantity of shells,

but was not so dirty as to suggest that it had been
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exposed for any great leng£h of time. Indeed, the
variation in thickness and the fact that at one place it
'seems to hove filled a bresk im the earlier surface
suggested that it had been uge& to level up the ground and
form a bedding for the second surfsce. The pottery from
the various 1ev¢15, though emall in quantity, would alsc
suggest, that very little time elayséd between, the two
veriods of construction. At oue place on the clay a small
fire had been ﬁade. and at the north ené. cf ghe_exeavate&
area vere several featufes_waich suggesﬁed tpat thgre.bad
been scoe sort of iropns-working, porhaps a szzll forge or
bloomery. There was a pstch of very_burnt clay containing
part of a rim of Semian (form Dr.18) a few fragments of
burnt daub with wattle adhering, and a number qf pails end
fo;mleas lumps of ircn and slag. Bast of this area anpd
lying over the earliar courtyard were weveral la;ge flints
and a patch of yellow puddled clay. This clay was lying
. partly over the first cobbling, which seemed very thiﬂ, and
worn et this point, and wus partly overlaid by tha_secenﬂ.”
Part of a rim was the only piece of pottery found in this
clay.

Below the lowest gravel layer of the Roman courtyard
there was more yellow clay. YLying on the surface of thie
clay was a fragment of decérateé Samian which Frof. Eric

Birley identifies as South Gaulish of c. A.D. 120." This
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elay contained tiny fragments of charcoal, a.cunsiderable
number of animal bones, and a small emcunt of jottery, some
~ bronze aﬁd part of a blue glass bead. "Gn the_north sides
of the twelfth century excavation the clay showed thrée thin
black levels containing oyster shell, bone, charcoal, and
bronze sloping in such a way as to cuggest tﬁa# thgre_had
been an early Homén excavation here, paghaps_for ggavei."
The second blaék level contained a coin of Cuncbelinus, a
further piece of ovidence for a pre-Roman settlement.

PIt world seem that there was very eariy grevel digming
on.this site, filled in later.and leveiled as the foundation
of the cobbling laid down in thé middle of the second
centéry and repsired suite soon after. This ccbbiing
extended over a large ares (crushed gravel was found in
pléce& where there was no cobb;ing) and it would.seem
probable that we have here an outer courtyard of the villal
found in 1935."

In ome place a Norman oven had been cut through the
Roman surface, and slso Roman brick incorporated into
the construction of its walls., This oven was buill over
a pit, wvhich haq it seems been dug ond filled in in Worman

times with material £rom the Roman levels.

Voluze 93.

Dr. A.B. ¥Wilsen cnntrihutea an excellient article on
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Susgex on the eve of the Reomen Conquest.

Goncevnlng thchester Dr. Wilson points out that
the evacuation frem the Trundle cannot have been to the oite
of ghichester, because only one coin is known from the city
(Gunobelinus) end cven that was with Roman material. Many
Belgic coins have been fourd though on the Belsey P‘a;n.
"With all these coias in the neighbourhood it seems strange
_tha; none should have come frcﬁ Chichester if it were the
Belgiq capital.®

Some sites within the city provided examples of imported
Belgic pottery, but even this was found with.wéil-known early
Romsn types. Thus it seems that R.G. Collingwcod was
wrong vhen he said that the Trundle people built a new city

Hcviomagus.in:the'plain on the site of Chichester.

VYolume 9%,

The Beéinnings of Roman Chichester, an article by
Dr, Ags. Yilson.

Dr; ¥ilson begine by mentioning the willingness of
Cogidﬁbnus to co~cperate with the Romans on their arrival
in #3 A.D. The ertune and Minerva inécriytion is mentioned,
and its chief posnt of interest discussed. This point is the
titles assumed by-Cogidubnus - Rex and legatus Augusti in
Britannia. - "These titles give legal precision to the general

statement of Tacitus” that further territory was added to
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the kingdom of Cogidubnus oz account of his faithfulness.

In Roman provincial admipistration the governors
(proconsuls) of senstorizl provinces had leg&feé to help
then govern. In Imperial provinces, where the ﬁmpercr
wés technically the governor,the legates were de.facto. the
EOVernors.

Augustus had divided Gaul into five provinces, fhe
legions being placed in the two frontier provinces
(Upper and Lower Germény). The three hinteriandlprovinces
without legions had a legatus Augusti propraetore whose task
wvas almost entirely administrative amd judicizl. The
position of Cogidubnus can be compared with this., As
the leglons advanced, '"the emperor not oniy left
Cogidubnus as king of his cwn territory but also gave him
the power of a legatus Augustl over a considersble area
south of the Thames, the civitates mentioned by Tacitus,.”
As successive governors found their time fully cccupied
by events elsewhere in Britain, Cogidubrus would have been
a great help i{o then. It world appear from Tacitus that
he was still alive and loyal to Rome in the seventies. The visit
of two distinguished Roman lawyers to Britain between 78
and 86-A.D. would suggest that on the death of
Cogidubnus his lands were absorbed inte the provincial

systems

Richmend and Crawford in discussing the Ravenna
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Cosmography (Arch.93) correct the name of Chichester from
Nayipmage Regentium to Noviomago Regpntium. This dgroes
with the viev that ‘ithere was no pre~Roman tribe of the
Regni but a kingdom assigned to Cogidubaus for hiz loyalty
to the Emperor." The capital. then means 'The New Maricet of
the people. of the Kingdom'. Thus Cogidubnus was 2 lezder
resisting the Belgic pressure in the years befors the Roman
conquest, so it is not swrprising that he was a willing
ally and valuable help to Vespasian in his subjugation of
the tribes of the South Coast and Isle of Wight, especially
if theée tribes were the Belgre and Durotriges.
' The dedication to Neptune and Minerva would suggest
a deliberate sttempt to Romanize the‘capital of this client
king.
- Dr. WHlson mentions the Nero inscription discovered
in 1740 as dating frcm% the time of Cogidubnus. He gives
Haverfield's reading snd translation. The inscription has
since been lost. This stone must have been either a dedicatery
inscripﬁicn For some officizl bullding or the basé for a
gtatue of the Emperor. The inscription-can probably be
datéd to 58 4,0, es it meations the fourth year as
Emperor. Altkoughk it says Consul for the fourth time, IV
must be a mistake for III as his fourtk year as Emperor
was the third of his consulshin. Agair its wvording and

style reinforce the evidence for deliberate attempis to
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Romanize the irhabitants,.

Dr. Wilson thern considers the relaticn of Noviomezgus
to the Trundle settiement znd the Chichester Dykes. The
Trundle. vas deserted about 50 B.C,, but there is no
evidence to suggest there wos a Belgic settlement on the site
of Chichester before the Roman conguest. The Belgic pottery
found in the city does not suggest this. Ir. Wilscn then
describes some sites more carefully.

“These comparisons point tc a survival in the district
around Chichester, as well as in Chichester, of a native
tradition which drew its main strength from a. non-Belgic
veople. There was certainly strong Belzic influence on
many sites in West Sussexe. In Noviomegus itself there has
not. come to light yet any evidence for a Belgic: occupation
there before Cogidubnus zet it up as the capital of the area
over which he ruled as REX and LEGATUS AUGUSTI IH-BRITANNIA
until some date in the seventies. After his death there
began-a marked. change in the occupation of the city."

Appendix I

A very detailed analysis of the Early Eoman.Poﬁtery
from the City of Chichester is irncluded by Miss J.G. Pilmer
(é.lll-p.l}Q)'

| Appendix I1
The Chichester EZarthworks by Hiss K.H.E. fHurray.

#iss Hurray seys that of the three possible periods for
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their .construction (First century B.C, Defences of invading
Belgae: - First century 5.D. outer defences for Roman
Chichester: TFifth-Seventh century A.D. Boundary of a

Saxon settlement) she, like Curwen and ¥illiams-Freeman
incliées to the view that the first period is the wmost
likely, especially on account of the anslogy offered by

Ehe Lexden dykes.

Hiss Murray carried out scme excavations on the most
northerlj of ‘the three east-west dykes, or 'Devill’s Ditch®.
It seemﬁ to bave been planned “to protect settlers in the
plain near Chichester from an enesyy using the approaches from
the Downs by Halnaker, Goodwood ond Bow Hill,"M

"There ig a short break in the dyke south of Vest
Lavent House, and one of the objects in cutting a section
at this point was to determine vhether this gap was part
of the original layout, or whether the bank had been levelled
and' the ditch filled at some later date.”

It was found that the ditch had beenm filled in and the
bank levelled, so¢ it is fairly certzin "that the prescnt
gep in the line of th= dyke is not part of the original
layout, although a trial ﬁigkn'the middle of the gep is
needed to prove this beyond questisn.” As far as the bank
was concernad no trace of timber atrengthening was found,
but this doeé not mean that no such revetment ever existed,

as the bank had been greatly disturbed by rabbits, thus
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making positive statements impossible., "Thers was some
. evidence to suggest that the surface of the slopes of the
B bank was deliberately cobbled with very large filipts."

"In thecase of e linear earthwork not closely associsted
with a settlement, the chance of finding pottery.and other
. datadle material is of ccurse very much less than in, say,
e city ditche The finds in this case were few in number
but sigpificant." The filling contained only medimeval
sherds, thus supporting the suggestion that the levelling
work was associated with building or altetatignq at Yest
Lavant House,

.. ""The cnly other pottery found was all pre-RomaBecoes
?wo'fragmentg..join;ng, came from a large pot of coarse
flintegritted grey.ware, with a light brown surfece, and
with a few tiny fraguents were fqun§ at 3 feet 6 inches
depth in ‘the cley gndér,the bané.. They muet'bave!begn on
the surface of the land at the time vhon the ditch was
. dug and the bank méde._ Prof. Havkes identifies these as
belongi;g to éhe native culture current locally at the time
whén the Belgae arrived in the middle of the first century
B.C. Pottery of this kind ves used by the latest cccupants
of the Trundle." |

"A larger, wore imporiant sherd was the rio of a small
blackieh pot of s coarse flint-gritted hand-made wareeec...
Prof, Howkes identifies it as pelonging_to a's;ishtly COnVox=

N
sided 'saucepan pot' typical of the A B or La Tene II Iron



262,
Ago culture of the local inhabitants of Sussex in the mide
first century B.C."

"A very tiny fragment of brownegrey warc, the exterior
fired black and the inside fired rod, not flint-gritted but
of a hard sandy vare, was found at the very bottom of the
ditch.” »

ﬁxhe evidence of the pottery, impqrtant‘becausa of the
position in which it was found, together with the V shape
of the ditch, makes it possible to state that the Devil's
Ditch belongs»to the late pre=Romon Iron Age. fhe
probability is that it was dug by the invading'ﬁe1gae_§oqn
after their arrival in this country as a defénce against’
the people living on the Downs."

'#ies Murray concludes by pointing out that the dating
of the Devil®s Ditch does pot mean that all the otger dykes are
~of ‘the same date, and that there are still many mofé'féa;urés

of it which require further investigation.

:Voiume 2§¢_
An article by Dr. A.B. ¥ilson entitled Roman Chichester,

* In a previous article Dr. Wilson stated that a distinct
change cane over the city about A.De75. Hr., Rae suggested
thét the two types of meterizl foun§»in.the upper and iower
levels of the bank 6f the woll shoved early and later Uuilding

operations respectively., However a study of earlier ex-
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cavations and later ores shows that 'this diatinction between
upper and lower levels in the bank arises not from a difference
in date but from the nature of the subsoils bere.“

“*The second phase of the history of Hov;cmagub Seems
to have lasted from about 75 A.Ds to the end of the second
century or the beginning of the ihi:d, when the defenceé
vere constructed along the lines of the prssent city wail.
Excavations made between 1952 and 1356 have established the
nature of these defences - earth bank, flint wall, and at
least one ditch - and have shown that much of the Roman
defences lay hidden beneath and Sehind later edditions."

An excsvation in 1952 "showed that when the Hérth
Walls Walk was made in 1724% two wells were budlt on the top
of the existing bank..e.o The cuter one r=.ted stmewhat
precariously on the remains of the loman wall with the
footing partly on the top of the Roman bank. The pottery
from the part of the ROuBﬂ bank excavated belonged to the
1ate first contury and secorid centuqy w1eh nothing 1ater
than tpat.? It included come fine Samian sherés belonging
to the first h=lf of the second century. 'Among the cosrse
wvare a shord of rusticated urn similer bo-scme found in the
Romazn cemetery (of Hadrien's date) and a rim,of a m&rtarium

of pinkish-ofange wars" probably of the late first century.
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Excavntion showed rlso, thut the foundation of the Roman
wall wes laid directly on the matural clay without a foundation
trench, "The outer edge of thies foundation wes 4 feet
farther out than the face of the upper wall, indicating the
extent to which the original Pomas wali had been robbed
back before it received its medeorn flint facing. Internslly
the Foman flint layers appeared intact up to a height of 8
feet, rrotected hy the remasins of the Roman benk. /About
7 feet out from the wall feundation the 1lip of a ditech became
visiblegeaees”

Another excavetion st the peint where North and Vest
¥Walls join, ylelded, from the Roman bank itself, hundreds
of sherds of pottery. The excavation was carried down to
the foundstions of the wall., "These consisted of some

rammed earth and closely pacied but unmortared flints
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wvithout any sign of a foundstion tremch. Then came nine
layers of large flints separated by wide banda of mortar until
the first 'ledge’ was reached.at just under 6, fest from the
foundntion.....then there were six layers of mortared flints
before the next *step® 35 feet further up. In this section
the lower courses of the upper part of the wsll above the
second *step’ seem to belong to the Roman period. Similar
steps to thin the wall were exposed in a 1947 cutting
into Horth Yalls, and in the bank behind the bastion in’
Friary Close."

Miss Pilmer mnde an ana}ysis of the sherds found, and.
it appéars that they range in date from the first century.
to fhe second half of the second century, as did those found
by #r. Hannah in 1932 in the Priory Park cptping. Professor
Birley, however, thinks that the pbttery evidence shows
that the bank could not have been built before the end of -
the second century., (For a detatled description of the
noﬁ-Samian pottery see pp.1l20-122). Thus the latest
pottez'-'y from the bamk hereq points to tho end of the
second century or the beginning of the third zs the time
for the erection of the defences of Roman Chichester ocn the
lines of the existing walls,

anothef excavation was carried out where the core of
a bastion is completely detacped from the robbed wall

face. This excavation "revealed the original thickress
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of the ﬂint’foundation of the wall.and showed that the lowest
courses were.unmortared flint on the natural soil level, The
foundation. for the bastion was dug to a deeper &egth.than
the'wall foundation, but there was undisturbed soil between
it and the wall foundation. The bastisn foundations had
many chalk blocks gmong the flints, while the wzll foundation
was purely flints., In the exposed core of the bastion was
building rubble including typical pieces of Romen wall
plaster and at least ome piece of “stone. showing a moulding.
The only dating evidence was a sherd of second century
pottery from the flint foundation of the wail."

Friasry Close:- Amongst the rubble left by the collapse
of parapet wall, summer house, snd part of a bastion Dr.
Wilson noticed parts of a Romar quern, probably used in the
£illing of the bastion.

Bxcavations were made in the ferrace behind the bastion,
and at the side of the baction. The trench behind the
bastien vas c&t doun to the Reman bank and exposed the higher
Ystep's "iFrom the bank, besides first and second century
pottery, caLe a worn coin of Trajan.” The flint footings
of the original wall were alse exposed, and the line of
junction between wall end basticn, so it was possible to
determine the origin2l thickness of the wall. “The removal -
of the loose rubble from the bastion roveamled the fact that |

the original sec¢ond century Romen wall had had a dressed




267,

stone face, protected at this point by the later bastion.
It also becr—.mﬂclenr that the bastion was not keyed into the
wall but mortared agsinst it. Moo=t of the filling of the
Romsn bastion consisted of flinte in white mortar, but
mortared sgainst the face of the wall as pert of the filling
of the bastion was an altar stone, In the morter, between
the stone and the wall face, was part of the rim and shoulder
of a cavetto rim jar with very weak shoulder"”, its date is
probably the middle or lster years of the fourth century.

An nttempt to discover something about any ditches
connected with the defences, was made just north of Eastgate.
Twe were found, but both had been recut several times, so it

was difficult to isolate any purely Roman filling.

&l,sf f.q WALL
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Coomge Kook,
MARKET AVENUE BASTION

l. Brick earth. 6. Rammed chalk.
2. Wall foundation. 7. Flinty mould.
3. Flint rubble. 8. Rammed chalk.

4. Flint & mortar. 9. Stone.
5. Flint, chalk & mortar. 10. Chalk blocks.
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Another attempt was made to excavate a bastion in

1756 in Market venue. It wse found that a ditch contemporary
with the second century wzll beogan about & feet from the
original wall face., The exasct shape and width of tthitch
could not be ascertzined because of lack of space, s0 culy
its inner slope wasfevealed. '"+*hen the later bastion was
added rammed clay {illed up the ditch around the massive
foundations. From beneath this clgy there came sherds of

seco d century or early third century pottery, including

part of a rim of a mortakium.,"

A B e oo e W T Sl

-~

"As the bastion would extend over the inner portion cf
the diteh, the builders took great precautions to have =
firm foundation on this rather uncertain gravel and clay.

In to the berm they dug a hole to s depth of 3 feet {rom
&
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the ground level in Roman times. They then started to build
up from the boitom of th%&itch‘by first ramming large flints into
chalk to £ill up to the sloping side of the ditch., On top
of this, set back.s few inches, they laid in mortar a line
of very large, roughly dressed gtones. Next came another
;line of similar stones. The sloping side of the diteh
allowed room for. this upper ldne te turn round the flark
'of the foundation until it ?oucheﬂ the side. They filled
in the space behind these layers snd the hole dug into
the bera with flints and chalk dlecks set in white mortar,
Starting from the peiat where the berm foundation met {the
side of the ditch, they eorected a semicircular plinth of
chamferad stope zet in mertar. At the Jjunction where the
semicircular plinth joined the berm they erected two flanikcing
'buttresses's Later so0il sccumulation has preserved the three
lowest courses of the front of the bastiorn. These courses,
set in pink mortar, are bonded into the.very substeantigl
core of the bvastione...s The excavation revealed two olner
interesting feutiures, Betveer the foundation of the bastion
agd that of tho wall the builders.had left gbout 1 foot of
undisturbed brick ear;h. They bad also used wany chelk blocks
in the £illing in of the hole dug in the term tc take the
foundatign." This was eimilar to the detgched core of the
bastion at North Walls.

All the important excavations in connection with the



http://6tor.es

270
clity walls make it possible to give s overall picturs of
the Roman defences 'of.Chichesier.: "Hgviomagus. founded. at the
time of the. Roman Conquest in A.D.43, remained an open town
until about’A.D. 200, when it roceived its first defemccst
(1) a Roman bank about %0 fect wide at base and some 8 feet
high against the well; {ii) a flint wall, over 7 feot wide
. at base, and faced with dressed stone; (iii) an 6 foot berm; &
(iv) a cteep=sided ditch whagss dimensions have not yet been
doetermined. At geme time in the fourtfcentury. probably
about A.D.350, & change in military tactics led ‘to the filling=
in of tho ditch and the building of solid bastions tc zount
‘artillery®. This would invoive @ new ond wider ditchyesoee
That such 2 ditch existed at Chichester in Roman times is
not yet proved, though the excevations cutside East Walls
suggest the possibility, particulerly as the outer diteh is
at about. the saze distance from the wall as.the outer one
at Great lasterion.”

"Phere exists other evidence suggesting a change in the
history of Reman Chicheszter zbout the end of the ;ecoﬂd
century.” Dr. Yilson cites the demolition of the
emphitheatre as an exacpie of this. Its stone was epparently
used to belp build the walls, Dr. tilson slso mentions
inscriptions which bsar on this period., He follews Haverfield's
dating (end of first cemturyl), reading snd translation for

the tombstones bearing the names of felia Caouva and Catia
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Censorina. Agmin he follows Haverfield's reading and
tranclation of the Lucullus alter inscription. Dr. Wilson
thinks that the Belgic name 6f Lucullus' faiher reinforces

the view of its date being at the end of the first century.

He goes on to montion that @rofessor}collingwccéfdated the
dedicatory inscriptionlto.aupiter to the end of the second
century or the beginning of the third on stylistic grounds,
Comnecterd with this imscription Dr. ¥Wilson soys that "among
the smaller picces of stone stored auay‘gg the wuseun from

the find~spot of the mmin blocks is part of a figure in

;elief of a Qoman yearing a chiton, proﬁggly representing
‘HWinorva.Y . |

Dr. Uilson then pives Haverfield's reading and

translation of the tﬁmb*stone inscription concerning the

85 year old porter. Ho concludes, "Tha date of the last
inscription is uncertain but all the others sxcept the Jupiter
one seem to Belong to the first centur§; the time of the rapid
development of the settlement. Ho iuscriptions dateble to

the third orf fmurthzceniuries bave, as jot, coze to light.

The Jupiter statue which dates to the sane time as the fortification
of the sottlenent is of the type often set up in forum or
basilica at a time of rebuilding." It seems that it could
1have-bean,in the forus eg it is so near tﬁe-cen#re'of the
'tpwn; tﬁe argz had a gravel courtyard and massive stone

- walling was fourd fiearby in the cellar.of the Dolphin Hotel.

i

s
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An appendix to Dr. Wileon's article is the seconsd part
of Higs Pilmer's detailed anaiysic of the pottery from Roman

Chichester, (pp. 133=145)

Volume 100

In the report of the Souncil for the year 1961, the
excavations at Fishbourne sre menticned. Traces of a Claudian
timber building were uncevered., ‘‘The most important énd
surprising findsesssocome from the courtysrds and rooms of
2 pagnificent Boman v#lla. clearly dated to the years
“iomediately following AeDa75. 350 far the rooms excavated
have yieclded remains of 10 gosaic pavements, eight of thch
are certainly carlier than any other Homan mossics found in
Britain,”" They are of italian rather than of provincinl
type. Also the first'courtyard and peristyle uncovered
points to Italian and Southerﬁ French influence., The building

was considerably altered in the second century.

Chichester Excavations 1958-1560,

(i) torth welle and ﬁorthgaﬁz by 3.B. Wilson.

“The stretch of wall from the northuest corner of
Priory Fark {Priory Lane) to Horthente, and ﬂoéthgate itself
had been levelled to the ground or incorporated in later
buildings many years ago.” A cut hereg revealed “the
remsing of the lower part of the Homan wsll for alwost its

full breadth. 4 disused celler of = house built outside
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the wolly hod come right m to the rreviously robbed outer
faoce of the wall foundstions and so made it imposaible to

e=tablish the full width of the foundntions at this point."

"The "top' of the few remaining cources of the Romen

wall showed that the core of Lhe wall conalsted of large
flints set in & cresm morter. The inner face showed that
there otill remmined four or five courses of these flints
with one course of roughly dressed sandstone.

The subscil here was lcese and molst, so the Romsne
did not use the same method of securing a good foundntion
ns at other parts cf the wall.
foundztion directly on the subacil they .uc;*. trench into
the subsoil slightly wider than the width which they

intended for the well ané filled it with layers of closely
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packed but unmortared flints. On top of these they spread
2 good layer of mortar and then began to build the wall
properf" In some slight Iliat remaing in {ront of the
well a single sherd of poiteyy of a_t&pe in common usge ip
Chichestor in the secon? century was found.

At khrthgate itself an eighteonth century cellar,
"which had cut ouway the foundations 6f the southeast corner
of a gete tewer adjoining the Romen wall® was exposed.
"Part of the original Roman ﬁall reduced here by robbihé
to about 2 feet wide showved almost to modern ground level.“
Tiear it, betwoen 3% and the cellar foundation, “remained
some of the flinty earth Roman bank." Thero were also
large Sressed stonc blockzy which stood on a heavy lsyér‘of
flint, vhichk continucd under the remains of the flinty earth
bank against the inner face of the Roman walle Yplong the
side of Horth Htreet, showing underneath the pavement behingd
the celler wall was 2 single live of éimilar dressed stone
blocks, obviously broken when the cellar had been built.®
Tre lines which the walls of this 'ftowe;r'"'zf:_é.-é tzken were
easy to reconsiruct, 28 a "cerént“ floor ﬁiérting cn the
Level of the hase of the sinzle row alomgside North Strzet
wes easily scen. The section along Priory Lare showed Y"the
beginning of & ditch alorgside the Roman Tozd coming in .
from the north before the gate was built, Hcréover the

stony blacikk enrth layer sliding in to the ditch looko as if
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it might well have been part of thes ‘camber® alongside the road,
Thic ditch would have had to be filled in when the gate and bank
inside the wsll were construﬂteﬂ." |

{ii) hﬁ Defences of Roman Chichester by John Holmes.

The defﬂaszve ditches vhich undoubtedly exls»ed outslde the
wall; had never been properly excavated, so excavations vere
carried out 1n order to investigate thezr ralqtzoneh:p to the
walls. The encavatoru expected to fxnu an inner ditch, asst-
ciated with the Roman wall, and a wider outer ditch belonging
to thé period of the bastions, but the ditches were found to
be mqre coﬁplicated than this,

"There were three phases in the defences:-

1. The toun was enclosed by two Veshaped dltches and the

material dug from thesé was used to censtruct z bank, The
front of this bank was revetted wiéh a flint woll wmorc then
7 feet thick. Buildings left outside the cnclosing wsll were
levellad =nd the ditches were cut tarough their.remains."
| Date: about 200 A.De

iIl. The defences were refurganize&, after an interval during
which the Veshaped ditches siited up. "Towers {bastions) were
built at intervals along the walls and a wider flat-bottémeé
ditch was cut, partly into the outer ditch. The materisl was
used to £ill in the inner ditch. The towers were based on |
solid foundations, for which holes were dug down ihrough

L

the clay subsoil uatil the more solid coombe rock was reached.

Date: about the middle of the fourth centurye
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IIT. 1378. UYall, turrets otc. were repajed and 2 new diteh
was csnstrucfed. This ditch wss found to have destroyed most
.of the Roman outer ditch.

The present course of the Lavant is of post mediacval date,
end its bed cuts pertly into the filling of this ditch (1378)
end its Homar predecossors.

One of the surprices of this excavation was ;he discovery
¢f a Roman well, "the upper part of which hed been removed
during the digging of the grezi mediagval ditcheceeowe found
that its lowest part below water level, had been lined with
ozk planks set on edge.” The well=shaft was lined with flat
Horsham stones., The shafé had been packed round with yéliow
clay %o keep the impure wnter out. It was constructed ia
exactly the same way as the Roman well found in the garden of
East Pallent House,

"Mhie yell was assoziated with some Roman occupation
leyers (some of them were probably flcors) which had also
been largely destroyed by the modiseval ditch. These layers
convained Samian and coarse pottery, together with other
debris of domestic character, including a few small white
tesserze and some red drick toszserpe. The potiery sll
pelongei to the period frem the late first fo the late second
century., Clearly there had been & Roman house here before the
tomﬁ.waa ericlosed and the defensive ditches had been cut right

through the site.” The remaine of a substantial wall belonging
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to this house were fbuné betueen the imner and outer ditches.
It was about b feet thick and built of large ﬁlints set in
pink mcrtér. Y4 small fragment éf painted wall plaster waé
recovercd from the wsll and there were traceé of a mortar floor
built against itecesa™ |

Ylt was not possible to ctudy the inner ditch in = single
section at the Palace Bastion site because gf disturbance not
only by the bastion itself but also by rubbish-pits of zbout
the seventeenth century.” - Cuts were made at other spots
neardy, and it was found that "the ditch had originaily been
V=shaped, like a normal Romzn military ditchy with s small
channel at the bottom, the width of a shovele...o” The ditch
waE probably 6 feet 6 inches deep and about 17 feet wide.

A trench outside the West ¥alls (tﬁe site of the house and
weil) confirmed the results of the cuts nea¥ the bastion.

"The various layers filiing the inner ditch correspond
at the two sites but there is en extra lgyer at the bastion
site. 7Thisz layer contsined many lumps of flin§ and of
roughly vorked stone (upper greensand gnﬁ limgstane) as
well as plieces of Homarn tile and fraganents of pink and yellow
mortar. This debris correspoends with the materials composing
the bastion and the iayer must have been‘depositeé at the
time wvhen the bastion was constructed. The inner.diteh uag,
therefore, filled in before the upper part of the bastion was

built."
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. "The tup lowest layers at sach site consist of silt and
elay and vepresent the natural silting of the diteh and the
iumble from its sides by weathering. Tﬁe-twollayere ab;ve the
5ilting represent a delidepate £illing of the innarlditch
uith the oaterial dug from the cuter diteh at the time when'it
was enlargeé (bastion period)? Roman potiery, ircluding
Samian wave, together with bones and oyster shells, = %crap
of green glacs snd Romar building debris were found in these
layers. "This material can only have come from digging int;
the site of the Rowar house (described sbove) which éﬁ;aéed
here before the defences were made and lay in the pathlcf the
outer ditch."

The lLavant and the nineteenth century brick culvert
preventcd complete sections of the outer ditch being obtainsds
Both.the shane and the filling of the ditch below the broad
medireval ditch were puzzling. “Insteaé of the presiupposed
wide Reoman diteh, cur sections both schowed a ditch, the lower
part of vhich was Veshaped ond very simllar to the inner ﬁitchi"
Thrae layers of eilt were found, the second containing flints,
particles of brick, mortar and chalk ané scme fragments of
animal bonee, and the third being medimeval. *Each scotlon
therefore shows the presence of three ditches, dug at different
times, the latest being medizeval. The eariieat 50 closely
resémples the V-shaped inner ditcn that we must coacludz that

they are a contemporary vair; the first 2efences of Foman



Chichester therefore consisted of a wall and two ditches,
The remeining ditch, wider and flatter in zhape, must be
the one which was dug when the bastions were-built.a

"The trench alongside the Pelace bastion exposed the
whole of the east side of i£s foundation.” Hannah appa;ently
did not dig acress the front of the bastion, and so this
excavaticn revealéd some stonework, "which cannof prgviously
have been seen since Roman times.™ Hannahldid not interpret
.correctly the remainé that he'saw. The Residentiary, Haﬁ?eﬁ
Avenue and Palace bsstions were all built in thé szie w2y
at the same tige. |

"To construct the foundatién. a square hkole was first
dug, partly into the filling of the inmer &itch, partly into
#the berm in front of the wall, leaving a space 2 feet 6 iﬁches
bétweén the wall footing and the edge of the holejcecss
This hole wes dug until the solid coombe rock was‘reached.....
The bottom of the hole was made fira with a hard core of rammed
chalk rubble, edged with lzrge flints."

ekt the large stone blocks were carefully laid glong
the front edge of the foundaticn and the space behind them
vas filled‘with & rabble of flints end chalk lumpé mortared
together, The ;emicircular plintk of chémfered atones was
then erected on the flat top of the stone foundation. Five

courses of emall dressed stcnes remained above the plinth,

foraming thé%urved front face of the Roman bastion. All these
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facing stones were set in pink mortory ceses The core of the
bastion.ee...was of solid flint and chalk rubble wvhich was
carried back above ground level until it rested zgainst the
front face of the wall. This rubble was set in yellow mortar
soees The Roman core....presumably exists.s...hidden behind
the modere facing."

By the time when the tovers were built the ditches were
silted up. "The upper part of the sides ﬁad tumbled into the
bottem, thus preserving the V-shape of the lower part of the
ditch but making the upper purt considerably wider. It is for
this reason that the lip of the inner ditch is to-day found so

close to the wall footing. It was here, at the lip of the

silted up diteh, that the Roman eangineers built the short

retaining wells which terminate the curved masonry frout of
the Roman bastion.®

During excavation it became apparent that the ground
between the wall znd the lip of the inner diteh was not wholly
natural. ¥hen the east side of the bastion fﬁundstion vas
exposed, a small V-shaped ditch was found going under the
foundation, which cut into one side of its filling; the wzll
footing had been dug into the other side, A few scraps ¢f
pottery- found in the ditch appear to belong to the first
century. The ditch; then, had been dug at an early date ard
had, 1dng.been filled in and forgotten by the time when the

town received its walls." These ditches were not large enough
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to have formed part of a defensive system. ' The ditch mentioned
here is- "a. rather shallow U-shaped depression lined with:
puddled chalk,' and may not be a ditch at all., ''Certainly
no Koman ditch existed here., Nor was any early Roman ditch
found vhen the Market Avenue bastion was excavated in 1956;
the sections obtained there showed solid ccombe rock aloﬁgsiﬁe
the bastion. We must conclude that the ﬁ;tch near the Pzlace
bastion and that under the East Yalls ere purely locel features,
conrected with the early cccupation of the town, before the
yall was built. They provide further evidence that the early
town spread over a larger area than that subseguently enclosed
by the defences."

If there had been an early ditch then there would osrobably
have Leen an early bank, =6 this was considered vhen excavations
vere made in the bank in the grounds of Cawley Priory, but
"although it was composed of several layers of different
materials, they all belonged to ore periocd of construction.”
The lower part of the bank was made of natural subseils.
“Pieces -of brick and tile, fragments of bone and of oyster
shell and come scraps of potitery were scattered throughout
the bank", but much of the pottery appears to have been on
the surface when the bank was thrown up.

Apparently the clay bank was cut back in order to build
the walla' Material wss dug out ard piled on top of thé bank
while the wall footing was laid. "The wnll was then built up

from both the front and the back; it consists of large flints
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laid in courses and bound with thick white mortar:: Wher
the wall reached a height of about 35 feet, some of the earth
was thrown back into the spsce behind it to provide a platférn
for the builders;' mortar droppings are found here and at a
higher level. In Remarn. times the wall may have been at -
least 2 feet high. The cutting back of the bank to build
the wsll has not gyreviously been recorded, “

HMr. Hoimes makirg comparisons with excavations carried
out op the defences of Silchcster; suggests that, (as the
pottery finds from the wall trepches and banks of both cities
are similar) the wall "wes built a few years later thar 8,D.20G,
but the bank was thrown up some years earlier. There has never
been anything found in the bank which could be dated early third
century, but finds which cculd be of this dete consistently
occur in the wsll trench."

Hecent excavatiions at Vinchester show that that city too
reacted in exactly the same way as Chichester gnd Silchester
to the danger vwhich threatened them at the end of the second
century - the Roman bank (built several yeurs previcuslygiwas
cut back to build the wall. i

(iii} Excavations at o site in North Sireet, Chichestep
1958-1959, dy Miss K.M.E. Murray ond Barry Cunliffe,

In 1958 ¥r. A.H. Collins had excavated the zrea east of
the site of the church of St, Petor-the-less. The area was

found to be very disturbed by mediseval and later pits, the
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bottom of a first century nit being the op;y sprv?ving}?qman
dug 3 trenéheg. -The laat struck a mortar floor and a
masonry wall of the Reman period.

As the area to the ezst of the site of the church was
too disturbed by post—Roman pits to warrant further
excavetion, Miss Murrayjturred her attention to the piece of
lend on the north side of the site of the church. Seven
phoses of occupation, six of them Roman, were d;scovered.

Phase I, Flavian,

Two ditches or elongated pits cut into the natursl brick=
earth were found here: both were deliberately filled with
gravelly clay soon zfter their codstruction., A layer of
charceoal occurred towards the bottom of the second ditdh.
"Finds from them can be dated to between the Roman conguest
and about 80 A.D.%

Phase II. Late first century.

"To this phase ﬁelong Lk shallow gullies which were cut
into the natural gravel and the filling of the second ditch.
One at the esst ond of the site was a beam slot for a.timber
building, otkers =ppear to have been drainage ditches. The
occupation debris in‘agﬁ_around them belongs to the late first
century,." |

"Iron smelting was carried om in a bloomery at the west
end of the site, and the bloomg were worked up into wrought

iron in a smithy close by. Finds from other iron-msking
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sites of the Roman period show th§4 the two processes vere
invariabl& carried on in close proximity_to.dné gnother and
usuaily not far from the source of ore.....but Chichester is
the first wdrking idenfified,“ so far from a known source.
Much charecoal and ircen stag were found on the site.

.Fhase III 1C0-15C i.D,.

"Round about 100 A.D. the original street on the line of
_modern Horth Street wes metglled and widened and a section of
its eastera edge was exposed" where the site bordered on
North Strect.

"The metalling vwas extremely well pre;e;ved, carefully
laid in even alternate layers oi coarse gravel and brick aad
finer gravel, representing a scries of resurfacings and
bringing the total depth of metslling to about 3 feet. At
the same time. a layer of gravel and clay was spread cver pard
of the site snd on it was built a small bread oven., This
continued in use until the middlg of the ;econd centuryoecss
Of the ovea, which was badly cut by la;er pits, only the two
lover courses remain, It was built of tile fragmentsset in
yellow clay which had subsequently bsen baked red. The oven
chawber wvas circular,esessic front of it a woriting surface
of & single row of tiles.s.e..bad been laid.”

In Iront of the oven was a lager of grovel; also bee
longing to this phase was a shallow gully anﬁ a pit.
Fhase IY, Mid—secpng antury

"In the middie of the second century a layer of clay
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was deposited over practically the whole site. Twe lines of
greensand blocks about one foot square were associated with
thisecos. Isolated blocks also occurred im the clay."

Phase V. FSecond-half of the second century.

"From this phase onwards the levels hzd been very dise-

turbed by medimeval pits cutting. intc them.... At this stage

a laycer of gravel.....was spread over the whole site."

Two. post holes were discovered,

Phase VI, Late third century.

4 mssonry building with floors of hard pihk opus signinum,
cream mortar and a tessalaied pavement was coastructed. This
vas badly damaged in the mediaeval period by the digging of pitse

The house was flint-built, and 3 rooms wzre sectioneﬁ in
the excavations. The room at the east end of the site "was

originally floored with s coarse tesselated pavement of red

.and white tesserac.s«.s, but later the whoiz floor. had been

destroyed." The wall dividing it from the second room (in. .
between the east an@ west roouws) was of flint,<aad‘survived
only as a foundation. 3 courses deep.

The second room was fleoored with z layer of cream mortar,
It appeared to extend westwards across the nerthb end of the
wall separating it from ithe third rcom, which here ended in
z course of greensand blocks, but elsevhere was built of
flint con a chalk block foundation.

The third rcom wes st the west end of the site, and hed
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a floor -of opus signinum broken %y a late pit. "This flecor
belonged to a room the west wall of which must have lain
somewhere between it ard the street,"

"The dating evidence for this building is scanty, but
in the make up beneath the opus sigpinum floor =z few-fraéments of
purple gloss New Forest beaker and a sherd of Castor.wara
beaker show that its construction must post~date 250 A.D."

Hothing is known of the history of the site in the
later Boman period.".

Phase VII Early Hediaeval.

The chalk footings for the wall of a mediseval house
built along the frontage of Horth Street were found.

WThe importance of the site lies not in the structures
found, bubt in the closely stratified groups of pottery which
were recovered fronm the excavations." The high percentage of
Claudian Samian indicates that the site was occuied from the
beginning of the Roman pericd.

In view of the importance of the gottery found, the

article concludes with a detailed anelysis of it. (pp.102-110)

The Sussex Archaeclogical Society’s Report for the year 1962,
Fishbourne

Stages of development.
1. A military ticber store building, similar to those at
Richborough, dated to the time immediately following the

Roman invasion of 43 A.D., followed soon efterwards by two
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timber houses.
2s A large masonry building dating to about 1.1.75.
3¢ Alterations and additions to that building about A.D.100,.
b, A sguatter occupetion and demolition of buildings:about
AeDe 270,
"Trial trenches south of the Flmsworth Road indicated

considerable remsins of a more extensive Roman settlement.®

.The Journal of the British Ahrchaeological Associgtion.

Yolume 2.

i ¥r. Smith exhibited drawings of two Romen sepulchral
inscriptions, found st Chichestery st the meeting of the
Association on January 7Pth 1846. They are the inscriptions

concerning Untia Censorina and felia Cauva,

Volume b,

HMr. Smith again exhibited some drawings at the Meeting
of the Association on May 3lst 1849. One of them was of a
PRoman vessel in dark clay, with white ornamentzl patterms,
seven inches in height, discovered near Chichester during

the railway excavationSeeeee!

Volume 2i,

4n article by Gordon M. Hills about Uesthampnett Church
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"chiéfiy in reference to its Roman Remains.”

Hills begins by pointing cut that the church is-along§ide
Stone Street, This article ic very similar to oﬁe he wrbte on
Westhampnett Church for the Sussex Archaesological Society.
(SefteCe Vol.21) o

Hills also points ocut that the Saxcns must have had plenty
sf Roman material to hand in this area, ard cites fhe discovery
in 1851 and 1866 of theiuse of similar mzierial in the
ehurches of 5t. Clave, and Rumboldsuhyke respectively, St.
Olévé's being in the city of Chichester, znd Humboidswhyke.

like Westbampnett, being a2bout a mile ocutside.

Voluse 35.

A note from G.#, Hills was read at a meeting of the
Association on.January'lﬁth 1879. |

The note stated that "small fragments of Ecmaﬁ pottery
have at various times besn found in Chichester Cathedral,"
When the floor has been disturbed. During the digging of a
grave in 1848 in the western part of the north aisle Hills
roticed "a stratum of breken Eoman tile or brick and fragmente
ofxﬁamian ware." ‘

Hills also exhibited "a piecce of a tesselated Homan
pavetient and of Samian ware, taken out of a trench“; when-
water vipes were being laid across the nave and aisles of.

the cathedrsl. Wills also noticed "several pieces of Roman
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building tile and two or three pieces of hollow flue tiles,
the latter scored, as is often seen on flue pilés;"with
rough wavy lines." The pavenent had tessellae of "common
red tile or brick, broken into small fragments of irregular

shspe, but very even surface.”

Volume 42. .

(i) The meeting of the Association on August 18th 1885.
at Chichester.

Mr. C. Rozch Smith described the Roman remaing in the
nuseun to the company. He stressed the importance of egnum
in Roman Britain, and after & brief comment con the origin of
the city's name and its position on thg Antonine Itinersry -
the incorrect mileazge from Bitterns - he passed on tc the
inscriptions found in Chichester.

The first ocne he mentioned was the Neptupe =nd Minerwa
inscription. He ccummented briefly on Neptune, Collegia,
Cogidubnus =and the pacific stete of south-eastern Britain.
He concluded his remsrks on this inseription by saying that
he did not believe that the Pudens who gave the site had
any relation to . the Pudens end Slaudia of the New Testament.

He mentioned three dedicatory inseriptions, to ﬁero!
Domitian snd the Genius Loci respectively, and lastly the two
eepulchral aemorizales found ik South Street.

rea.gons
Dr. Birch then gave his cpisiess for regarding the



250,
¢onnection between the Vudens of the inscription and the Pudens
of the New Testsment as incredible.

Bxcavaticns had been carzried out at the base of one of
the mediaeval bastions (opposite the Dean's garden) at the
suggestion of kr. Hoach Smith. A massive sguars basemenf
‘of Roman Gate was found at the foot of the bastion.

Later the party walked on the wulis and saw a
fragmentary Romzn inscription before inspecting the interior
of the Bishop's Palace.

- {ii) -Amn asrticle entitled, "Chichester: The Gity Yalls
and their Roman Form and Fcﬁndation,“ by Gordon H. Hills.

In setting the sceney by briefly describing the history
of Ghichester, Hills gives the Roman name of the town as
Clausentum, and conrsequently misplaces most of the neighbouring
touns.,

He meﬁticns the Neptune and Minerva imscription, also the
inscribed stone found in 1309 und the dedicatory inscription
to Nero 4which he says waé§ found in 1523. He gocs on to mention
the twe fragmentary inscriptions found in 1833, the Lucullus
altar,.and the votive tablet to Jupiter.

Hills then-goes into a long digression desling with the
subsejuent history of Chichester,

"There was ne asppearance abeve ground of Koman workmanship
in the faces of the bastion..... UGhen only a few inches of

earth hpd beer removed, it wae apparent that the £lint facing



of the bastion had under it a construction which had formed
the base of a larger bastion of similar formeesss The original
work thus disclosed is of rubble sandstone set in Roman
portar, ‘as is shown by the mixture of crushed brick with the
sand and lime of -the mortar.”.

This rubblework was found to stand on a plinth of wrought
masonry with a chamfered edge with mertar betweeno The
foundatiog under the plinth wes found to be of two.courseé of
dressed stone with morter between, "Beneath the under course
it was found that the originsl. foundation had been 1aid in the
bottom of the trench dug by the Roman workmen, by. £filling ia
about sight or nimne inches with fiint ornd chaik rogmed and
peaten down to & compzct MRSS.esee’’ Hillé found that the wall
here stends on & solid clayey formation. A small copper coin
of Gallienus was found, also many fragments of Roman tile,

- roofing and paviné, and Roman bonding brick, but no ceramic
or ornamerntal were,

& further excavaticn vas made against the main wall 50
feet west of this bastion, to try to finid out.the reason for
the wall projecting 2 feet at this point., o reason was found,

In speaking of the other bastions, Hills says that one
of these in the south-east guarter of the city has had its
core dug out to form a fiight of steps, and "meny marks of
- itoman materiel are visible.'": It is in the grounds of a

private house built estride the wells, during the building of
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which it is probable that the tombstone concerning the 85
year old wan was obtained: from the foundation of the city
wall. .

Hills was unnble to find any mark of Roman work or materisl
in the bastion (detzched) in the north~west quarter of the city.
#ills thinks the citadel or mound in Priory Park was of
pre~Roman date because the walls ere carried ountwards to include

it.

Archaeologliae

Volume 26,

Discoveries of z Colosszl Head, and of some Roman Remains
gt Chichkester.

.3ovember 20th 1834, My, Thomas King of Chickester
. exhibited two sketches of frzpgments of Roman inscriptions
found in June 1833 at the scuth gate of Chichester. They
concerned the inscriptions bearing the names of Catia Censorina
and Aelia Gwva.

Hire King slsc says that in 1825 a2 votive altar was found.

This is the Lucullus alter.

Voluse ha;
An article entitled “An Examination of the Hill Forts
of Sussed'by AcH.L. Poxe
Fox is describing St. Roche’s Hill, and the earthwor&s on

Highdown 5ill. #He says that a line of intrenchment can'be
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traced tdwards the south-west in the direction of the Broil.
"uhich ' is an encieat work of great oxtent defending the north
and exst sides of the town of Chichester.'' In a fcoinote he
recallis that Stulkeley thought they were Romsn, though Lysons

opposed this opinion.

Volume 893,

The questicn of the Roman aame of Chichester wes cpnsidered
by T.A. Richmond and 0.3.S. Crawford in a paper on the British
Section of the Ravenna Cosmography.

1t is noteworthy that in the B:itish section unless a
given section ¢gn be shown to embedy post-Roman meterial,
it =ay be taken te rest upon Homan road-books in list or
map form, resembling the Antonine Itineg,ry or.tha Peutinger
Map. In the Brilish section there does not appear to be any
trace of post-Roman influence., But there i; howaver a
connection with a @reek Source, =s some words retain g Greek
inflexion ér czae ending.

The Ravenne Cosmography appears to follow a road pattern.

e.z. Ventz Velgarem (presumably Venta Belgarum) -

Armis - Ardaoneon - Nevimgo Reg{n)entium.

{Arcis ezd Ardaecneon are urknouwn, but supposedly somewhere
on the Winchester - Chichester road system.)

l., Navimago:- A scrival error for noviomazo (Ptol.Gzog.11:3%:28)

4 serid ~
N ol OIMA rO‘S‘ In the territory of the CP HI VOI
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novio = new
- magus = field, placew and thys comes to 'havé the méaxﬁ.ng
- fair, mariket.
2. Regentium (Regnentium)
Regnenses = people of the kingdom.
i.e¢ regnum Cogidubni
The official title of Cogidubnus was "rext,
Hol@er's suggested Celtic derivstion is unacceptable in

view of the pelitical facts.

The Journal of Romzn Studies,
Volume 22.
7 _ . .

Iz a réomnf of recently exsazvated and discoversd sites
called “Koman Britain in 1931" by R.G. Collingwood and M.V,
Taylor, the secticn dealing with Suscex beginsie

"The Rev. A.i. Svans followed the remains of o pillared
hypocoust in excavstions for drainage in South Pallant,

Chichester."-

Volune 25, -

L /]
An article entitled Roman Britain in 19354,




“at Chichester Mre. . Cottrill reports 'the
excavation of a site at the correr pf west.Street and Chapel
Street which revealed an extensive layer of gravel Surviving
toa thickness of threg_feet. possibly the fiqor of yhe
Forums Under it on the original surface of the undisturbed
brick earth was a vre-Flavisn occupation layer.! Neer the
" north-west walls a tessellated pavement and walling wos found

crossing Chapel Strest cobliquely.” Pottery dated. to the mid

first century has been recorded there.

Volume &1,

A [}
Roman Britein in 1950.

An article entitleé

"A secticn cut through the bznk bekind the southern city
wall of Chichester in Cawley Priory gardens showed that it
was of_clean bricik~earth laid on uncecupied grpuﬁd, possicly
aqéhe end of the first centur&, to judge from the evidence
of the Samian ware. The stone wall irn front af.tﬁe bank had
collapsed ;n the secomnd century and the embankment was then

raizsed. DBehind the bank was a cobbled track 73 feet wide amd

a few feet beyond it a wide dltch with a flint-faced well along




the bottes, possibly a culvert.™

Vclu 1e 42.-
' ' i ' 0 :

in article entitled Foman Britain in 1952,

"Dri A.D. Hilson reports thet thrce cuts made info the
ga?thern bank of the rampart of Chichester in 1951 and 195;
'prove (i) that the Roman bonk is still in position beneath
“later additions, (ii) that it stamds to a height of'bétween
9 and 12 feet smbove the foundation of @hg flint wsll which it
backs; (iii) that the lower courses of the wall were unmortared
flints, sbove which layers of mertar and flints occur alter-
_haiely without bonding courses ef tiles." The wall was

reducsd in width by offesets on the irside; "(iv) that its

L]

loundations were laid on an occupation layer containing

Roman pottery of second century date, and nowhere were they

cut into the naturazl subsoil; {v) pottery finds from 211 cuttings
made inte the benk consistently showed that construction took
place not before A.De20. The most prolific cutting yielded
sherds frou ¢s200 vessels, end many other Fragrlents, and the

late second cen tury pottery was Spread throughoiit 211 layers."

._ )
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bre. Wilson then describes a moétdriﬁm. a flagoﬁ; ang two
Castor ware bases from the latest coarse pottery found, and
mentions the caﬁpiete sbsence of the typical flanges bowls
and cavetto-rimmed jars'sc comdon in third céntﬁry cites at -
Chichester. "Thus the evidence agrees well with that of
the excavation of the bark inside Priory Park.”

He méﬁtians that the dressed stone face of the original
Romah walil, preéerved by a leter basticn, was éxposed by the
fall of that vastion in Priary Close. "This basticn is not
aarlier than the fourth certury, to judge from the amsunt of
re~used Roman materiel from its filling, and frem the pressnce
of ¢ne pojtsherd with charp broken sdges not earlier than th
fourth century foupd in the wortar against the face of the
original wall. The Roman bank here still stood to nearly
11 feet above the wail fourdation and wvas of second ceniury

daie."t

The Archaeclogical Joirnal

Voluse 1“‘ [

At a meeting of the Archasvlogical Institute on June Sth 1857,
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Mro ¥Freeland of Chichester *gave é short zccount of the

renains of a conduit pipe, supposed to be of the Reman period,
recently found on his property on the north side of Chichester,
in thc direction of the extencive earthwcéks knoun as $The
Broilte" Verious Homan remains and cuins constantly oceur

in the neighhourhood of the sﬁat vhere the conduit was found.
The tefra-costa vipes ore of vrusual lengthsce.othey zre not
stﬁaighty but formed with a slight wveving curve,” About 15 pipes

vere found.

.VO}ﬁme;gz; -
An article estitled '"Homan Ipzcriptions Discovered in
'Britain in 1879"by VW.T. vatiin,
In this article the following cccurs. “Cn a Roman cup
found st Chichesteressothere is seratched:

V0. X"

Volume L3,
ﬂﬁothef'hrticle by W.Ts Watkin on receﬁtly discovered

Roman inscriptions. Thig article is for 1885,
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At Chichéster there aas receptly been found bgilt up into
“a wall at the Bishop's Palave, the 1ight.hond portien of whet
has epparently been e }arge'sepu}éhral stong."
ach Smith was only =ble te decipher it partially. .

| ceeeaRIAN
s o o HUHAT
sscseovee

eoEREDENCS P
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Volume 46,

An erticle entitled “"Notes on Reman Eritain“'by e Horerfield.

1}

_In a Bection on Romen Foads in Sussex, Haverfield discusses
the questicn of & read from Chichester to Fevenseye. Ie works
fruw the thesis that Pevensey iAndgrida) arose as Chichester
&gclingﬁ. 28 nearly all the daiable reezins found in
Chichester belong io the period before 270 2.D.; whereas
Pevensey belonpe to the fourth scutury.

iEav&rfielé then comments on the inscribed stone mentioned-

by Matkin in Volume 43, He found it in a corner of the
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Bishop*s garden, not "huilt.uplintc a walle." 63 examination
he givesléhé reading:
oolls
IV oo 0AT
00ssssead
Havérfield does not think i% is a new inscription but the cne -
found in 1809 in the 5.B. part of the walls wﬁich-was then more
compietee It then rezd:
voolfo
JUSAT
+ARIUS
LKXXV
Haveriield concludes the articie by saying that scme
fragaents of.a marble inscription from Densworth are in the
auseum. He then gives o list of the names of the notters om

the Samian ware in the auseun,

Volume 78,
Hadces and Dunning in an article entitleqr- "The Belgee

of Gaul ond Britain" show thot the hill fort of The Trumdle
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ceased to se inhabited somewhat abruptly about 50 B.C. It ﬁas
been inferred that Belgic invaders aypea#ad here and superseded
it by a new city on the plain, nsmely Novicmagus or Chichester,
the point being that it may slready have been the seat .of
Cogidvbnus® gu&ernmant before the Roman conguest. Cogildubnus
therefore must have ignored whatever Belgic infiuences there
were in gimself and his people to have so readily welcomed
the Romans. Chichester asasumed a new importance aftier the

conauest.

. The Antiguaries dournale

Yolume 15.

An article by Miss G.M. Uhite eatitled, A Wew Rezan
Inccription ircm Chichesteri

Miss Yhite is writing about the site of the ncw post
office, which was "honeycombed with rubbish pits of Roman
and medieval date..... In Hareh, 1935, & large irregular
bloclk. of stone, in a midden of uncertain date, was being
'brogen'up-for removel when part of sm inscription was

observed on one side.” It was found to be part of 2 dedicatory
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monument to Jupiter. "Three lines remein of the inscriptien,
which was no doust completed by three or four lines on the

missing lower stone, The other three faces are decorated

with sculpture, nni the monument was thus freestanding. There
is an oblonz hole for ie in th tre of t! g ide.

The material is a soll local candstoue, ({rom hythe Beds, an
outcrop some twelve miles north of Chichester) which has also

L3

suffered from the dempness of the ground in which it lay."

IN . HONOREM . DO
MU(S) DIVRAE




"The sculpture on the remeining faces, while following
the traditions of GrascceRoman art, is prosrihcia,l work,
_althcugh it cannot be Flaced among the more nalde preducts
of provincixl sasons.' On one side of the inscription are
"undrapedAfigures of two women in three=quarter relief, zet
in o recess. The iower halves of the figures are missing, but when
cogplete they would bave been nbout 34 inches highs They stend
each with her right hand on the other's ieft shoulder, 'one
facing, the othér.with'hsr back to the spectator, both looking
outwérdé. The hair of the facing figure is drawn iﬁ thick
ioaps acrocs the fo:eheaa; thot of thé other is indicated as
a coil at the back pf the head. The dackground is filied with
stems and branches of'foliage incised iﬁ é rather heavy and
clum;g-ﬁanﬁer, and the edge of the pénel is marked by
ﬁérizontal-and vertital incised lines broken in pl&scS%by
. thé foliege and by the.heaas of the figures, vhich are cut
oéf at thé‘tbp of the stoie. The position of the figures and
their lack of drapéry is vwnusuzl, ond the only ansiogies that
ca&-be o£fered are the statues of the Graéiae. althéugh in -

this case three figures Zorm the group.!
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Of the other side only a third survives "showing in
relief the right arm of a figure holding a sceptre or
spear, with drapery over thevshoulder. The panel is |
demarcated by vertical snd horizontal lines beyond vhich the
3qep£re projects, and the hackar%und is decorvied with incised
ornauent, perhaps part of a conventional laurel wresthe This
figufe may represent an empfr0r or Jupiter himself, or the
emperor in the guise of Jupiter,!

The cide opposite the ingcription "is almost completely
destroyed, except for a Iragment of foliage ib relief, There
is, however, a fregment, of the same materiel and found om
the same @ite, showing in three-fuerter relief partlof the figure
of a woman from the woist be the knee, wearing s chiten,

It is probable that thiz forwmed part of the lover stone which
hias long been reduced to fragments. The figurs may have
occupied this fourth side and probally representé the goddess
Minerva,"

Miss vhite points out that althaugﬁ the sculpture shows
no lack of bhéervation it is in places a little out of

proportion. “The modelling of the drapery (on the fraguent)
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ig a careiul piece of work, and seems to indicate that the
' méson was following a classical original fairly closely.
The incised ornament of the background, however, is almost

a caricature of the floral designs in reliel which were a
feature of Homan art in the first and second centuries,"

"he mcnument has been described as an altar, bat owing
to its large sicze, and the fact that it weuld have been come
posed of three or more stones; it way have beén a pedestal
for 3 statua, Or even part ¢f a larger structuregjessce’

The age of the wmidden could not be determined.

Bics white says that duting is difficult, becauce "“on
the grounds of etyls, the lettoring mey be as late as the
seccond bhzlf of the =mecond century. It reczlle first century
Work éf which it would appear to be a copy by a less competent
mason, rather thzn en independent creation.” The formula
‘in honorem domus divinge' is rare iv Britain, yet the Neptune
and Hincrya inscription bears the formuia 'pro salute domus
divinae®.

! .

rrofessor Collingweood on examinaiior suggesied, on the
grounds of style and lettering, a late sccond or esrly third

century date.

Yoilume 16.

The Chichester Amphitheatre:
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Preliminary EZxcavations. By Miss C.M, White.
rirat Miss White describes the site and its pesition

in relation to the town,

_IL

AN -;-—'c.iuzsn_ﬂz‘, shewing posifiom f
AMPHTUER TRE |

The amphitheatre wns elliptical in shape, the North=South
axis being about 230 feet, and the fasl-West sbout 190 f=et,
The material for the bank seems to have been obtained from
two'quarries' on the l.W. and S5.E. sides as well as {roam
the arens,

Several cuttings were made as is seen from the plan.

Cutting Ai« A thin wedge of decayed mortar began to appear

at a depth of 5 feet 6 inches. "SBelow this was a well-marked



loam band varying in width from 4% to & inches, containing
Romano=British sherds, oyster-shells, and bones, over

"

a rammed gravel floor, below which was natural marl and

/ff ﬂ MPON-THER TKE Sgoﬁ.nj
"fﬂ. fﬁ-.f!‘hu rf ffﬂ- Cﬂ-m'ltjs

It soon became claesr that the retaining well had heen
robbed of its stones, and the yellowishepgrey mortar remaining

had collapaed and fallen forward on te the arenn floor.

"The mortar contzined in its uomer pert larrze nodules cof flint,
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the majority of them ro 1;h11 dressed on cne surface, fragments

. of troken wall and roofing tiles, sherds, bones, and oystere

shells. . Sanil~shells were common in the lower part of the
mortar spread and in the crevices between the stones,ececes
vhere the acrtar lay on the lean, many fragments of wall
plaster were found, painted light and dark red, purple,
ping, range, yellow, green oné grey, stregked and mottled

n some cases a cirty

f ol

with white. The plaster itself was
cream colour, eisewhere pink with #any coarse fragments of
broicen brick." The surface was not ssoothly finished off in
the majority of pieces, and on a2 few stones, includiug a
szndstene and 2 pranite block, the paint had been =zpolied
directiy.
Tho excezvations on the srenaz floor end the well rovealed
fooctings of conrse rammed gravel and flint ncdules, 4 feet
6 inches wide, the wall of rouchly dressed flints and mortar
being about 4% feet wide. The building level was msrked by
a thin cpread of broken brick.
A few sherds were trodden inbo the sravel flocr, and others
were incorporated in the losm band which fermed before the
collapsz of the wall. & guentity of ircen pails was found here
aleo, probably indicating that the superstructure was of wood
eeess Subseguent to the robbing and collirpse of the w3all, a
lcase loamy materizl f{rom the bani had rubbled forwerd and in

this was ﬂart of a mortarium of carly second cenmtury dote and



a worn Aupondius of A *"n¢nun Pius (1.0, 159 or 180).!

=Y
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"The sherds corgorated in the wal cluJP small

isces of coarse grey ware and sherds of heavy atorage

'U
{3

vessels with thumb ispressions on the inside, {late first .

to early second centuryjeeses. The sherds found on the arena

floor and in the leam bands....include a fragment of Samian

f~.

(95-105 4A.D,)y the three-ribbed handle and part of the body of

a flagon in soff buff ware with darker slip, the neck of ancther

flagon,bn sandy rz2d ware with lighter surface, znd the lip

0i a screvw-ncck flagor, all el late Tiret tc early second

century dateses.oparts of thiek storzge jars, thumb-pressed

inside, rioms of grey @llae and one fragment of amphora.

A sestertius of Demitian (A.D.86) wos later picked UPesaes? .
Egrly Yron Age sherds are evidence of earlier occupation

on thé sitc.

Cutting 1= "Sherds and iren rzils were found in the loam band

under the collopsed wall, which again contained s number of

sherde and {ragments of wall plaster. The retoains of the wall

itself were not uncoverad to the full width, but sherd of

W

ot

a first century cocking-pot waes found in the flint and gravel
footings

Cutting Tr- “Fallen masonry io this section lay wsuch farther
baci- in the bark than wss expected, and it is possible that

pert of 2 southern entrence was encounteredes..o.a slight

depression in the bark con be sesn at the corresponding soint
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at.the north end.”" Here a band cof loamy gravel lay between
tvwo tips of collapsed flints and mortar, "and appears to mark
some phase in the robbing of the wall, It contained a rim
of third century ware." ‘

Cuttings B and Dt=- "In cutting B the rammed grovel floor waﬁ
5 feet below the present surface. A worn as of Domitian
(4.D.86) lay at 20 inches from the present surface,” Also
foﬁn& was a socketed iron arrow-head. "The blade iz leaf-shaped
and the socket is broken, but it is probably Roman in date."

"In cutting D the gravel kad been excavated to a depth
of 3 feet 10 inches, but the level had been made up to 3 feet
with dumped materisl - burnt and decayed matter, sherds, bones,
nails etc. - and the gravel floor, 3 inches thiclk, had been
laid on this. The sherds under the floor included fragments
of two jugs in buff and pink ware, large grey storage jars,
one with a red slip, rim snd body fragments of smaller grey
ollae with vertical tooling, the base of an olla in sandy
ware with feogéng and black surface; the reeded rim. of a
carinated vessel, and a dish with flat rim and lattice pattern
on side in polished black ware, and a piece of tooled soapy
ware of earlier fabric, All are types which are found locally
in late first to carly second century contexts.!

") guch worn copper coin, probsbly of Vespasian (c. A.D;75).
lay just zbove the gravel floor; and the sherds which had also

accumilated since the laying-douwn of the flooy included many
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fragments of flagons, coarse grey storage jars thumb-pressed
on the inside, part of a vessel with footring in hard sandy

red ware with bleck surface, a feow smzll rima, snd one fregment

" of émphora, most of the material being contemporary with that

- found under the floor."

Cutting C:-= An unsuccesaful attenmpt was made to find the outer
rovetting wall of the bank,

Cutting G:~ "The section here indicated that there was no
outer retaining wall to ﬁhe bank, or that, if such had ever
existed, it vas made of timber and had left no traceesces

No traces of a metalled roazd surrounding thé structure could
be seeResescand the Roman sherds in and on the bank included
fragnents” of Samian and coarse wares of first and second
century dafe. UAn unexpectéd find in the gravelly outspread
from the bamg; enly 2 feet 6 inches from the present surface,
was a beaker of mid third century date, covered by a fragment
of Roman rcofing tile, and empty, save for a few worm casts.
The conical neck with bulbous body is a well-known third to
fourth century type, but.almost all the black colour-coating
has disappéared from the soft red fabric. The decoration
consists of rows of rouletting, with dots and interlinking
1cops-en barbotine on the body. The vessel may have formed
part of a stray buriazl, in which case'its presence would
indicate that the amphitgeatre had ceased to be used for its

original purpose by the middle of the third century."
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Cutting Hi~ This was made in order to examine the face of
the arena wall. It was found to be robbed, and the flints,
mortar, and plaster debric had fallen forward on to the arena
floor. Samian fragments were found under the collapsed wall.

"On the floor of the zrena wecre three frogrents of a
straight-sided vessel in light red ware with darker slip and
grey core. The rim is cutbent and the body is divided by
heavy cordons with zones of rouletting between, This is
probably a loczlly made copy in inferior fébric of an
imported Belgic type a2nd is not likely to be post-Flavien
‘in date."

"In the collapsed wall itself, but not mortar coated",
vere Samian cherds dating from the turn of the first century
and secend century.

From the evidence, liss White says thst the arena
does not appear to form a true ellipse; its measurcments
(185 feet by 150 feet) are similar to those of the Caerleon
Amphitheatre (184 foet by 1362 feet). Precise dating is
impossible owing to the meagre character of the finds, "but
coin and pottery evidence would suggest a date between A.D.70
and 90 for its erection. lMoreover it zppears to have been
. abandoned by the end}f the second century and to have been
robbed soon after that date, possibly fer building material
to reinforce the dity wslls or erect the basticns." Timber

may have been used a great deal in the construction of the
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Chichester amphitheatre, amphitheatres of the Gallic provinces

and the Rhineland being usually of stone and more pretentious.

Volume 24,

Miss M.V. Tgylor uwrites about a clay figurine from
Chichester.

It was found in 1943 in the north bank of the Lavant near
the bastion adjoining the Residentiary garden.

“The figurine is 5% inches high, broken towards the bottom,
cutting off the feet and possibly 2 pedestal. The back is
plain and unworked and a circular hole in the centre provides
a vent=hole for the escape of moisture in beking. 1t is
hollow because made in two moulds and then joined together.
The mould must have been wmuch used, the relief of the figurine
being worn as well as rubbed. The clay is red and does not
seen to have rececived the usual white clay wash,"

"The female figure stands erect in a frontal attitude
and wears a long chiton or mantle covering the aréis to the
elbows and adorped with a large circular brooch or clagp
.at the breast. It is possible that a necklace with pendent
amulet is slso worn." The right fore-arm is raised and in
her hand che holds "a small round objeet -« pot or box or even
an apple or soed = seeee’ She may have a vase of flowers in
‘her left hand., Her hair is “waved, full ell round, and twisted

back, being surmounted either by a coil of hair like a diadem
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or a dladen itself, Figurines of girls and deities such as
the Deae Matres or the goddess Epona are frequently pertrayed
wearing such a coiffure."

"The;e is no resson, however, for thirking that the
Chichester lady represents a deity or votive offering;
(#inerva is not likely as she does not possess the usual
accoutrements of that goddess - Gorgon's head, helmet, shield
and spear.) She is probably just a Gaulish young woman, and
wvas the proudest ornament of some small dwelling. Altogether
it is coarse provincial work, typically Gaul;shv.....but
interesting as an example of provineial work, which put
elegant classical themes into primitive provincigl dress.”

Similoar figurines have been found in Gaul, on the Rhiqe
and Danube, They were used as "ornaments, toys, cult cbjects
etc. and are found in houses, villages, burizls, temples,
and shrines.' They are the cheap counterparts of the bronze
statucttes and Hediterranean terra-Cottas found in the less
wealthy provincial markets. They are "walusble evidence of
the tastes, ways znd cults of the inarticulate sutmerged

tenth of Gaul and neighbouring provincesssse."

Volume 42.

Excavations at Fishbourne, 1361: Pirst Interim Report,
by Barry Cunliffe.

The group of harbours between Southampton Hater and

. Chichester Harbour cwe their survival to the protection
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afforded them by the Isle of Wight from the southewest tides
and winds. The site at Fishbourme lies at the head_of the
eastern-=most inlet of this group at a point immediately to
the north of the crossing of the Roman road from Chichester
to Clausentum and the now silted-up end of the eastern arm
of Fishbourne creek."

"Three phases of occupation were recoénizeds

First Period. Timber buildings: c.A.D. 50-75/80.

Second Period. First mesonry building: c.A.D. 75/80=100,

Third Period: Additions to and adaptions of, the first
.masonry buildﬁ.ng: CeA o Do100=200,"

The First Period.

UIn the first period the waterlogged upper resches of
the eastern arm of Fishbourne creek formed the western part
of the site, and settlement took place on the higher ground
to the east and north of theme. Llittle work has yet beon
carried out on the early levels, but the quantity of material
found indicates an intensive occupation associated with
post t}oles, a dry stone feodiing for a timber wall, and clay
floors (beneath one of which 5 coins of Claudius were found).
Between the occupution areca and the creek side, twd shallow
gulliessoosorunning in a northesouth dirsction were discovered
esese The nature of the silting suggests that they were for
drainage; the primary silt of the eastern gully produced a

coin of Nero."
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A fairly large quantity of Samian pottery belonging to
this period was found, giving a date of about 50 A.D. for the
beginning of occupation in the immediate area. 'Scattered
Claudian settlement near by."

Frobably towards the end of this period, the main
Chichester - Clausentum road was constructed, "acrcess the
southern part of the site, cutiing off the waterlogged ground
to the north." The road here consisted of a layer of

consolidated gravel. There was no ditch on the north side,

The Second Period.

"The construction of the second period buildirg over
previously boggy ground necessitated the laying of a beaten-
clay make-up" over a2 wide area. "In this, unmortared treunch-
built wall-footingyof flints were laid, on which free-standing
walls of sguared greensand blocks were built.”

"The building is arranged arcund an open area {ronting
on to the road at its southern end. The ezstern limit of the
site is provided by a street™ running north-south and Joining
the road. The western limit is unknown, dbut it may extend at
loast another 150 feet to a point where a mosaic was dis-
covered many years ago. That mosaic could of course belong
to another building,

The building has a North and an Bast wing.
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The ELast ¥ingi~ "The rooms of the east wing are centred
around a peristyle courtyard (4), adjoining, on the west side,
the corridor bounding the east of the central open area.
The courtyard.....is surrounded on three sides by a stone
gutter and stylobate (of Bembridge limestone), large parts
of which have been removed by later stone-robbers. Rainwater
from the roof of the colonnade was led by means of the gutter
to the north-east corner of the courtyard, and from there
beneath the stylobate and peristyle by way of a stone = and =
tile drain."”

""rom the robber trench of the gutter were recovered
fragments of the columns, including one almost complete capital,
and most of a shallow semicircular basin of Purbeck marble
which doubtless served an ornamental purpose in the peristyle

court,”

B
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There pay be another courtyard to the south, and thg
roomes to the cast are bounded on their east by a_lons cerridor
running alcng the street.

Below the floors of certain rooms was. found the mascns'
yard. “Sandstone rubbers for polishing and sand for cutting
wvere found, together with a quantity cf wast%materigl which
included the dressings from the edges of shezets of Purbeck
marble, blocks of uncut stone and roughouts for the patterned
elements of sectile pavements., These patterned blocks were
made of red, blue, white and grey stones in 3 shapeSseseo
These tiles would have been employed in floors composed of
sguares set cbliquely within squares such as are common in
Italy after about A.D.63."

The North Wingt= "The north wing consists of more than twenty-
two rooms arranged round two courtyards. It appears to have
been divided into two bloclks by a narrow passagCscces

Thé courtyards "were each surrounded by a coleoanade with
a stylcobate and gutier which were removed by third century
stone robbers, leaving cnly broken gutter-fragments in the
robder trench.,” The aize of the first courtyard is not yet
known, and the east side of the north wing "opens on to a
corridor which forms the western limit of the third courtyard,
in vhich was found a stone base....standing on a projecting
tile foundation, Its function is not certain, but it perhaps
wac one of a series of statue or altar-bases standing within

the éourt."
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“In eight of the living rocms.....m0sa2ic floors in |
varying degrees of preservation survives.e<ess In tﬁe remaining
five rooms of the castern block the floors have been completely
removed by ploughing; in the western block" the floor of one
room vas dest#dyed prior to the later reflooring, other
rooms have not yet been fully explored.

"“The mosaic floors of this pericd have certain cosmon
features which serve to distinguish them from thdée of the
third pericd, A foundation of rammed greensand blocks a
foot thick was first prepared and its surface finished off
with cream~ccloured mortar; on thic was spread a oﬁé i;ch
layer of pink meortar on which the cubes were legid in a slurry
of fine white cement. In every case the mosaic extended up
to the walls, having a border consisting of one row of coarse
red tosserze."

Of these eight rooas the floor remains are as followsse

" Roows 6 and 7. "Only the red border and the firct 3
or 4 rows of white tesserae survive below floors of the third
period,”
Room 9. "Tﬁe red border and about six inches of white mosale
survive in pﬁtchea. the vhito tesserae being set in rous
diagonal to the border. One diagonal band of black was found."
Rogm 10, "Patches of 2 black and white geometric floor ueré
found below a third perigd 0oSpiCecees™
Room 21l. It contained an elaborate black and white gecmetric

moseic.
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Room 17, "A badly vorn floor of plain white tesserae which may
fore a wide border to a central design =25 yet unexcavated."
Rocm 1G. YA fine, though somewhat worn, polychrome moSalCesees
The central circular panel has been completely destroyed."
Room 20, Anteroom to Room 19, "It is floored with a striking
polychrome geometric design of alternate red aad §1ue panel8ecee
black backgrounde...bands of white."

iowhere in the building can it be proved that the painted
wall plaster recovered from the debris filling the rooms belongs
to the second pericd. In Room 1l, which has painted plaster in
situ, it éan be demcomstrated to belong to the third period.®

“Large parts of the walle have been robbed, and from the
filling of their robber trenches a quantity of marble walle
veneering has been recoversd."

The Third Peried,

The dating of the third periocd is difficult because,
ngll stratigraphy sbove the floors has been completely
renagved by 9loughing-and vorm action to such a degree that
sherds of mediaeval pottery have been found on the floor
surfaces, but the bulk of the pottery from the ploughsoii
can be dated to the second contury. The whole building had
certainly gone out of use by the late third century, when it
vas thoroughly demolished by stome-robbers. The date for the
beginning of the period is derived from the facts that the
second-period floors chow little wear and Samisn incorporated

in the third feriod mesaic in room 10 is dated....to the late
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first century.” '
The Eost ¥ingi= "The peristyle and courtyard (4)ee..were
completely reorgenized to form a smnll bath building. In
this process the colonnade was demolished and 2 wall built on
the stylobate. Between this and the original inner wall of
the portico +mmber of rocms were constructed. Roon 28
was turned into a general stolting area, with a flue (g?ich
presumably supported a water boiler) opening into the
caldarium (36). From here the hot air was led through channels
in the north vwall into the tepidarium, the flcor of which was
supported on parallel rows of box tiles. The f.r.i.gidarium.‘
not yet found, must be in or close to room 40, through which
a drain runs, emptying into the gutter of the second peried,
part of vhich waz still functioning at th:.s tizme. The southern
portico was also divided into small rooms. Againat the west
vall of roem 33 a cist or cupboard of tiles was constructeé.
The same roem had a doorway in i¢s eastern yall. vhich was
later dlocked up: the two phases thus suggested are at present
the only indication for such changes within the third period."
The North Wing:= “The eastern biock of the north wing wes
hardly modified in the third periocd, with the exception of a
dividing wall across a corridor. The floors in ell the rooas
were allowed to wear out, and wvere patched with tiles aprd wads
of clay."

This is in complete contrast to the rooms of the wesi:ern

block, "all of which were completely reorganized. Rooms



322.

7 and 8 and the corridors 12 and 13 were tesselated, room &
was floored with opus signinum, and room 9 was divided,
presumzbly by a timber partition, the northern part. belng
tesselated and the southern refloored with opus signinum,
4 hypocaust was inserted into room 4, possibly converting
it into part of a second bath-building associated with the
tile drain to the north of it; the mosaic floor of room 11
was alloved to remain, but the room was divided by a timber
partition, vhich uas plastered and painted in a pink background
splached with biue, yellow and red. At the junction of the
wall and floor a quarter-round moulding wae laid. The
remaining rooms, 3y 5 end 10 vere reﬂoored with mosaics."

Room 3 )

')} A fine figured mosaic.

Room 5 ) |

.Room 10. This mosalec is i1l constrgcted and irregular,
making use of re-used material, including samian and flint.®

"In the late third century the building was systematically
robbed for bullding stone. In addition to the suall stone
blocks comprising the walls, the robbers removed most of the -
st_:ylobate and gutter stones: Coins from the robber trenches
suggest a date of about A.D. 270~80.%

Cunliffe concludes by saying that the "importance qf the
building lies not only in ites size and elaboration, but in
the recovery of a plan of a masonry domestic building of the

first century and of a group of mosaics earlier than any yet
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found in éhe country.” \hotever, its purpose, or vhoever had
it built, ™€ may be remarked that it is perhaps not sure

prising that the firct discovery of the kind should de =o
' close to the capital of Cogidubnus, the rex et legatusz Augusti,

whose loyalty to Rome and her culture was SO pronounced.”

Volume &3,

Excavations at Fishbourne 1962,
Second Interim Repori, by Barry Cunliffe.
The excavations were concentrated on the castern wing
.éf the pericd 2 building which was discovered the previocus
yearo |
Icunli.-ffe puts forvard the following sesquence of building
phases.
| HPeriod i.
fhase A Timber vulldings ~ Claudian
Phase B Timbef buildings = Nefonian
Period IX.
The preparation of the site for building in wasonry,
ceAeD. 75/80.
The masonry building, A.D.75/80-10C.
Peried I1I.
Hodification of the Period II building, and minor
alteratiqas during use.

Zarly second - late thi.rdieentury.
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Period IV,
Occupation within the shell of the Period II
building, associated with the robbing of the Period II znd III
masonry buildings.
Late third ~ early fourth century."
Period I,

"1t was clear from last year's excavation that cxtensive
remains of timber structures underlay the Pericd II building.
The stripping of large aress to undisturbed subsoil this
season enabled the plens of two successive phases to be
recovered."

Phase A. A freshwater stream had flowed amlong the
 western side of the excavated area. On the north side there
vas an eest-west road with side ditches, the southern ome
boing discontinuous. "To the south of the road and east of
the stream lay a simple timber-framed building", running
north-southﬂl-...h The superstructure wvas carried on vertical
timbers placed in six long foundation ~ trenches, back-filled
wvith redeposited natural grravel derived from digging the
trenches.™

~ “Phe close spacing of the vertical posts sugzests that
they were really piles projecting for a short distance above
the ground to support elevated sill beans on which plank floors
werea laides.. Timber buildings of this kind with raised floors
to allow ifree circulation of air beneath the floor in order teo

keep it dry and c00leecseetero found in a Clsudioe-lieronian
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context at Richborough, where they vere interproted as
granarieé." Des?ite the great similarities, the northera
part of the flcor at Fishbourne was not supported on piles
= thus perhaps cnly a part of the building was used for
stores which.require%ventilaticn. The entrance seems to have,
been at the north end as the rosd ditch stops at a point opposite
the east side of the building.

The tuilding was roofed with tiles, a rare thing at this
early date. #aAlthough there is no trace of_@;a;nage gutters,
a gully leading from the north-west corner still survives.
There is a second length of gully on the vestern side, and a
third runzing from north-south across the site. Some nails
vere found.

"An analysis of the pottery shows Period_Ia to be of
Claudian date." A date soon after 43 is suggested for the
initisl occupation because of the amount of pre-and early-
Claudian material. No trace of pre-conquest structures has
been found.

Phese Bs The stream was now filled with clay and a new
gully dug along the western limit of the occupied area. The
Chichester to Bitterne road can be tentatively assigaed to
this period.

"Two separate timber-framed houses were built over the
area previously occupied by the single Phase A builéing.

but extending farther to the north. Some of the upright
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timbers....of the granary were incorporated into the walls )
of the new buildingsee..s Host of the valls wers, however;
based on 541l beams',

"0f the southera building, four rcaﬁa were gxcavated;
three were floored with cloy and one with mortar, A

verandahsurrounded by a stone curb was built on to the front

-0f the house at the east end, Sealing the floers was a layer

of fine clay which represents the destroyed wvattle and daub
walls. This contained fragments of wall p@aster painted
in vhite, red znd pink, and red dbands on uhite.".

"FThe northern building copsists of a long range of
rooms with floors of clay, sandy clay and mortar. To the east
was a working area bounded on the east by a row cg posts.
The absence of sill beams bdetween the posts suggests that
the partition took the form of timber planking, Within the
uogking area an oven and pit were foupd built up to the fence.
At another point a tiled area, with flat stones get in it, -
may represent paving for an entrance. Evidence of bronze
working in the form of bronze slag end e quantity of blobs
of mctal was evident over the working area as vell as in the
ditch behind the building." Tuwo beams with a gravelled area
between jutting out towards the ditch, may have bzen a bridge
acrosg it.

“In front of both buildingGoesssa fea;ure of stones and

tiles placed together without mortar was recovercdeseses
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The flat, level base thus preduced in all probability supported
a superstructure, It may well be that this took the ferm of
a facade for the timbe} buildings to the west. The excavation
vroduced a guartity of half-smd-querter-round tilesy....vhich
would have formed the basis for a stucco colonnade, A
structure of this sort might well have stcod on the ctone foundations."
Pariod 1.
The muson's working floor beneath the east wlng was

cozpletely exposed, the whole area being blanketed by white sand,

containing offcuts of various types of stone.

#The proéucts of the workshop included the patterned
elements of opus sectile pavements, panels and beadings for
wgll=-veneers, small shapes, possibly for furniture inlay,
and such dcmgatic utensils as mortars and pestles. In fact
the object of the workshop must have been to supply the new
building with its entiré quota of stoneworkes«s The.iron
sniths, vorking in the area immediately to the vest cf the
stone masons, were probably providing all the ironwork for
use in the comstruction.”

"4 service road....ran along the east part of the site
to provide easy accoss for loads of building material. It
is significant that....some at least of the main timber
uprighta (Period Ib) were not uprooted until after the
decorative s;nnes had arrived on the site. This.fact. and

the zssocistion of hearths built on the collapsed Ib wells
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with a nev ceries of timber unrights, sugzest that the workmen
lived, for at least part of the time, on the jobh."

The north wing apparently slightly pre-dates the east
wing. "Such a relationship is supported by o joint in the
structure of the east wall of the building, at which peint
the southern length is butted on to the wider northern length."

There is another courtyard (5) south of Courtyard &,
bordered on its north and east sides by a colonnade. A range
of 11 rooms was found between znd %o the east of the courtyards,.
Two rooms were floored witﬁ cpus signinvm, and ancther had
‘originelly contained "a black and white gecmetric mesaic =
fragments of which still survived in the rubble filling,

The floors of the other 8 rooms had been completely destroyed.
Although the superstructﬁte of the walls had bzen zlzost
entirely robbed, it is evident from the relative depth of their
flint footings that the cross walls were inserted after the

two main north-scuth walls were bdbuilt.®

At two points&n the east wall of the building, srched

openings two feet wide ran through it below floox level,

Both were completely sgaled by the street and the zake up

of the floor" of the long eastern corridor (31). "Their
association Qith a trench or rumbling drain filled with
loosely packed greensand.blocks whick runs anlong the inside
of the east wall of the corridor, suggests thzt their function

vps to prevent excess water from building up against the outer
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wall of the building by zllowing it to pass through the 'vall
into the soak=-away channel. A similar rumbliﬁg drain led
water avay from a sozk-away pit on the other side of the streot.,”

The date of 75/80 A.D. for comstruction was corroborated
by the discevery of 3 coins of Vespasimn, all minied before 73
and all stbowing little sign of wear,

Period III.

The Bath Block, "The.removal of the baulk across room 36
(Cal3arium) showed that the south part of the rﬁam."floored
vith a tessecllated pavement, represented a small bath....;"
(The floor of the rest of the room which was a little higher
#as supported on a pillared hypocaust.) The tessellated floor
of which “sloped down to a drain, which opened into the gutter
of the Period II courtyard, and wus made origzinally of two
lengths of tile pipe set at am arcgle to each othere The V
bend thus formed peoted as a water=trap to exclude draughts.
The treach for o wocden water<pipe, with one iron collar
still in position was traced" across the long eastarn corridor,
"It precumably supplied water, under pressurc from a point
somevhere te the east of the sitreet, to the boiler ubove
the flue.?

"Excmvration of anothszr room showed that a small apse had
been built....e A fiue had been inserted into the apse
at s later date, contemporary with minor alterations™ such as

the blocking of a pipe drajin and of e door.
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"The Period II drain vhich led reinwater away from court;
yard by must have remsined in use during the subsequent
veriod, since the drzins frﬁm the dbath block empty into
the gutter.’

The Well., "In the e?ﬁremg south-sast corner of the
Period II courtyard 5, a third periocd weil was foundecses
It vas timber lined..... The filling of the well produced a
number of cecond century pots, a fragment of a large Purbeck
marble vessel, and part of a colump base.”

Period IV,

In 1961 much late third ceniury material was fouﬁd. ﬁut
no cccupation layer was recognizede 1962 showed that some rocoms
wvere occupied during the late third aﬁd early fourth century.
Tiled hearths and rough mortar floors of this period were
found. "It was evident from the stratigraphy that in this
late period the shell of the Period II bullding was still
atanding, ..scand the late occupation layer sosls the
destroyed footings of the Pericd III apss, providing additional
evidence that the bath building had gone out of use dby the laté
third century, vhen its walls were already being robbad,"

Fishbourne Village.

The amount of Homan material found in Fishbourne during
the last 150 years indicates that a sizeable settlement existed
at the harbour head,

The garden of *‘The Bayst':e Three amzll trenches were dug,
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Trench I. Junction of nain Roman rozd and side street.

Period I main road was found, with Period II road - surface.
Trench II. The flint footings and aortar floor of a masonry
builéing vere exposed. The make-up layers of the floor
senled a clay floor, the occupation layér of which produced
a coin of Hero and a quantity of pre-~Flavian pottery. "The
alignment of this wall with the east well of the Peried II
building, scross the road to the'north, may mean that it
represents the eastern wall of building 2 bounding the southern
continuation of the side street.!

This uas supported by Trench III, wvhich cut through road
metallingz.

The garden of 65 Fishbourne Road:-

"A number of ti#ial trenches dug in the front part of the
gerden revealed the remnins of two masoory buildings.”

"Building 3 is represented by a robbed wall....on the north
side of vwhich is a floor, guarter-round moulding, and wall
rondoring of opus signinum. This is separatgd from building
4 hy-a gravelled area."

“The walls of building 4 are also robbed.... The north
wvall was duttressed. Hothing is known of the {loors, but a
quantity of lcose black and white tesserae were found within
the rubble filling of the rooms. No dating evidence was
obtained.”

The by-passi= "A small trench was dug on the south !
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verge of the by-pass at a point vhere a water<main ex~
cavation had thrown up tiles and pottery. The uwhole
treanch wa&icut through estuarine silts, i.r_morporating
derived Roman material, vhich must represent the filling
of a former creek."

Cunliffe concludes; “rhe discovery of a timber storchouse
building dated to the yeers immediately following the invasion
of A.D.43, demands a careful consideration of its historical
implications. Buildings of this type Qere completely un=-
known in the country before the Roman conquest and at this
date must imply official military action." Cunliffe mentious
the fact that a united landing in Kent is now questioned,
end guotes Prof. Hawiees) view that a landing in West Sussex
at Selsey secems politically likely on the grounds that
#(a) there is intensive Belgic occupation on the peninsulej
(b) the ruler of the area, Verica, fled to Rome to ask for
the help of Claudius in restoring his kingdom; (c) it would
be reasonable t0 expect a landing in the area of the friendly
kingdom, whence the subjugation of nocighbouring hostile tribes
could be easily effectedecc.. The possibility of a landing in
the sheltered inlets to the west is neither proved nor disproved
by the evidence at Fishbouyne", coast erosion would have
reooved traces of a landing at 'éelsey by now.

Vespasisn ic known to have subdued the southewest of

England and the Isle of Wight at an early stage in the
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invasion, a base an the south coast would be suitable for
this, so '"the discovery of the Claudian militéry storahouse
at Fishbourne suggests strongly that this base may have been
situated at the head of Fishbournme Cresck; but more excavation
will be necessary to show the full nature of the sottlement.®
As the battle front moved forward so this baee would fall
into disuse. "Thus a bace at Fishbourne would have been
of mﬂitary significance only in the initial stage of Vespasian's
advance. The short life of the ‘granary' is entirely
consistent with the cxcavation evidence.™

"yithin a few yoars of its comstruction, the °granary’
vas converted" into buildings of a more civilian nature, as
is shown from the ornamentation of the rooms and the bronzee-
working activities of the occupants. "It is now certain that
these buildings are only a a@mall part of the harbour éettleﬁent
which must have grown out of the supply base." h

Lack of evidence predudes generalizations ess to the fate
oft,::ettlement. but "building I can be shown to continue in
use in a modified form watil the late thir&‘:entury, at which
time robbing begins. If futare work shows this sbandonment
to be general, it should be seer in the light of the reorgan-
ization of the defences of Chichester é;_ this time « a time
wvhen the Carsusiar revolt and the piracy which sparked it off
aust have made living in undefended coastsl settlenments

undesiradle,
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(For rcom numbers and etce. see the plans in ‘thallintiquaries

Journsl Volumes 42 and 43,)

The Chichester Papers.

Number 6.

The Archaeoleogy of Chichester City Walls by Dr. A.E. Wilson,

Th.{s paper containg much material included in Sussex
Archaeologica) Collections, Volumes 90 and 95.

After pointing ocut that Chichesterts dei_’eacee.resemi!lo.
at least superficially, those of othor civil settlements in
the provinc_es of the Hestern Roman Empire, Dr. Wilson continues
that, “where, as in the Chichester excavations, coin finds are
scarce the srchaeologist has to rely mainly on the aevidence
supplied by pottery for deting. Fortunately one type of
pottery, Samian or terra sigillata, furnishes a relieble guide
until the latter part of the third centuryeec.. There were
four main centres of its manufacture: (1) Centrsl Italy with
the chief potteries at Arezzo (Arretine ware); (2) South Gaul
around La Graufesenque in Montans; (3) Central Gaul ercund
Lezoux in the Loire Valley; (4) East Gaul (Germanie Superior)
around Rheinzabern, No Arretine ¥Yare has been found on
Chichester sites. The Scuth Gaul potteries flourished during

the second part of the first century A.D., and exported many
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of their weres to Britain. About 100 AsD. Centrel Gaulish
pottery began to reﬁ.éce that from the south, end the Lezoux
works continuea}co be the main source of supply for Britain
until the Alamonni destroyed them in their reids of 256=259.
During the second century the East Gaulish works, especially
these at Rheinzabern, began to export inferior examples based
on the later styles at Lezoux, The works continued until the
raids of 256~259 destroyed them also."

"Fowards t‘h'e- end of the second century A.D., British
_potteriés near Peterboroﬁgh began to produce a fine ware, knoun
as Castor Yare, which replacéd gome forms of terra sigillata.
As examples of this waro could hardly have reached our southern
gites much before 200 A.D. they are most useful for dating
PUFPOSES, By. 270 New Forest Kilns were exporting considerable
~quantities of their products to the Chichester srea, and they
£411 the gap left by the ceasation of imports from the
Gaulish worké after the raids of the swid third century had
dgs?:royed them,"

In discussing the Ramp or Earth Bank, Dr. Yilson examines
the conclusions of Mr. Ian Hannsh, and mentioné the excavetions
carried out in Cawley Priory garden in 1950 and 1951, and in
other places around the came date.

“The finds from the carth bank in all quarters of the
city tell the same storyscese '}:'he prasence of the types of

pottery discussed provesthat the bank could not have been
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built before 200 A.,D. The absence of other types of pottery
suggests that it must have been built soon{after X0 ADe
There are no flanged bowlz, cavetto-rimmed jars or Wew Forest
"$humb pots' so prevzlent in Chichester during the third
century.“'

Dr. ¥ilson then mentions wall excavations in various
parts of the éity, He goes on to discuss the ditches smd
bastions and concludes; "Roman Chichester began as an open
town in the mid first century. It remained so at least to
the close of the second century when imperial poncj decreed
that such civilian centres in parts of the Western Empire
should be enclosed by suitable walls. The undertakings proved
immense for such eantonal -cépitals....a"

"At -a date, probably about the middle of the fourth
' century, parts at least o-f the Roman ditch were filled in,
vhen a change in oilitary tac¢ties required solid bastions to
mount Homan defensive 'artillery' to assist in defence. The
siting of these bastions at Chichester is of interest. They
are not at .tl_m anglés vhere the wall changed its alignment
A but at some distance away along the straight faces. Their
massive remains today ehoﬁthe thoroughness with which their

builders worked to obtain a very solid result."

Namber z.
Chichester as the Romans Celled R, by Edward Dona,.
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Done begins by saying that it has generally been assumed
that Regnum was the city's name until this century, vhen
both Haverfield and Winbolt agroed that the toun, called
Noviomagus by Ptolemy, was Chichester. Yet they left the
question of whether Noviomapus or Regnum was the correct
Roman mane undecided,

Professor Richmond (Pelican History of England I: Roman
Britain) S$tates that Noviomagus was the name of the town and
Rognum that of the kingdom of which it was the capital. The
Ordnance Survey map of Roman Britain (1956) gives the full
nzme of the town as 'Hoviomagus Regnensium's

The suggestion that Reghum was the Roman name for
Chichester was made first by John Hor-sleﬁ in his Britannia
Romana (1732). He quotes and considers what was said by
Gale and Stukeley in connecei_.on with the Neptune and Minerva
ingeription, a_and then rejects Camden's identification of
Regnum with Ringwood, when considering Iter VII of the -
Antonine Itinerary., °If these things be considered, a new
conjecture may be better allowed, I am then of opinion that
Chichegter ia Regnum, the stétion vhence this iter commences'
concludes Horsley..

This conjecture was confirmed in 1747 by the "discovery®
of Richard of Cirencester's Itinerary. Until 1867, when it
was cxposed as a forgefy,practi.cally all British antiquaries

and historians had made use of it. The effect of this bogus
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document (especially its Iter XV, which ssaumes Regnum to be
Chichester and places it 20 ﬁ:i'.leelfrom Bitterne) was to confusce
rather then clarify the questiou of the Roman name of
Chichester. |

Yany have nof accepted Horsley's con;jec_:ture'. based as it
is on the precarious- foundation of a single reference from
the Antonine Itinerarye. Moreover Chichester is 30 miles from
Bitterne not & as the Itinerary states.

Done rejects the theory that XX is a copyists' mistake for
XXX, because there are 5 figures and their total given,
s0 to slter one would need the alteration of either the total
or "one of the other figures about which ne complaint is
made®, |

He goes on to mention Roach-émith's suggestion that Regnum
wags not the name of the city, but of the territory of the -
Rgni, and that the measurement was taken from the boundary of
it. 30, if the boundary were at Havant then the distance
to Bitterne would be 20 miles. | |

Done then considers the name Noviomagus. It seems to be
a compound name of Latin and Celtic derivaticn. |

Novio (Latin) = new, and Magus (Celtic) = open field,
plain - then, fair or market, because an open field is a
suitable sito for a market otc. |

Magus is found as an element in several other place

namese In Britein the Antonine Itinerary elso gives us-
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Caesaé%qgus and Sitomagzus.. Novicmagus is quite common in
north-western Europe, as well as occuring at least three times
in Britain, |

' Ptoleny's 'Geopgraphia' was compiled about A.D.150 in

Alexandria. Ptolemy'é descriptions of coast-line end interior
are somewhat vague, "but the names of the chief towns of the
various tribes are set ocut, together with théir recpective
longitudes and latitndes,” Ptolemy says, "Below tho Atrebatii
and Cantii are situated the Regni and their toun Noviomagus,

19°55!: 53925'.“. Ptolemy's mitings are of course not always

accurate.

‘Ptolemy in‘criticiz;né the work of his predecessor the
goographer Marinﬁs of Tyre, says, "Marinus atated that from
London to_ﬂoﬁi&magus waa 59 miles in a southerly direction,
whoreas hi.s latitudes show it to be in a northerly directiosn.”

Done makes several commente on this statement, amorg which
he says that Stope Street is 62 Roman miles, that Ptolemy's
attention had been specifically drawn to the position of
Noviomagus and that hg did net challenge the accuracy of
Marinus' statement, but merely his system of calculating
latitude.

Done feels that Horgley's conjecture is cne of the reasons
for the reluctance of many to back wholeheartedly Ptolemy's
view. He goes on to 593 that both names are Roman, and so the

new city had to have 2 name and so did the territory of its
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king. Done supports the view that Chichester was a new city
on a new site, and that the previous settlement wes st Selsey.
Cbviously the site of Chichester, with an inisnd harbour,
in the centre of good cornm lend, end astride the new roads
was a more suitable site than Selsey, for its development into
an important urban centre.

Deone then offers two explanations of why the new city
vas called Noviomagus.

(i) Hagus had become the name of the cribal,l:apital. and
when it wes moved tda new site by the Romans it was called
"New Magua'.

(11) A descriptive name for the new c¢ity, bearing in
mind its siting.

So Done concludes that 'A Regno® in the Antonine Itinerary
nust mean from the territory of King Gogidubnus. It seems
that Regnum carly acquired both a political and geographical
conmotation.

Pone quite clesrly sides with those who think Noviomagus
was the name of the capital city of Regoum, the Kingdom of

the Regnenses.

Number 25.
The Romen Site at Fishbourne, An-interim report on the
1961 excavations by Barry Cunliffe.

This article first appeared in The Illustrated Londcn News
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of 21st Cctober 1961, amd is a less detailed account of the
excavations than that published in The Antiguaries Journal,

Volume 42, -

Number 32.
~ The Roman Site at Fishbourne. An interim report on the

1962 excavations by Barry Cunliffe.
Again, this article is a less detailed account of the

excavations than that published in The Antiquaries Journal,

Volume 43.

The Archaeolog;cal Neus Letter.

May 1950,

An article entitled 'A Mew Roman Road in North West
Sussex' by C.W. Phillips.

He mentions the recently discovered Romaa rozd which
'appearé' to stop four miles north of the Northgate of
Chichester, and passes over Iping Marsh end has at least ome
fortified mansic along its length.

Phillips says thét "It seems therefore, that here is a new
Roman road running northewestwards from Chichester in the
general direction of Silchester,"

| Further excavation is necessary before the full

importance of this road cen be appreciated, Phillips

concludes.



PART III

DISCUSSION




sISCUSE I

From ¢the nucber of antiguaries and archascloristo
who have copcerncd thomoelves with the history of
Uest Luseex or Chichester, either in books of their
ocen or ig periodicale,it can be seen that the zsite nas
not only avoucced comciderable intorest but bas also been
fairly well iavestigoted. Intereont in arcu@lofy hac incrcasod
rapidly within the last bundred years, and oo Chilchester
iike £os? ovher important Rocar sitec has graduclly
beer oxcavated with cver greator cnthusiaso and thorough-
noess. Toe lact few years have secn a trerendous advance
in our knowledge of iloman Chicheoter, and aut the coment
the city 1o in the forofront of archeeological recoarch
duo to ths t qul o @iccoveriec now being cade ot

Fighbdurne. dorsflieldts wordo, that FPishbourme vas an

TN
C
)
(34
B
or

lace in Jdoman times, and that tike vould one

1o to light, are only now beins proved corroct

7404

day bring ¢
uell over a hunédroed years after ho urocte then.
The uriters have zchieved o graater deproe of

accuracy ans the “cociontific approach™ to Archasolory hao
doveloped, Joun {lorcley, folleving as he does in the
gtona of Canden, i2 porhans Lue forsrunner of the
"“CLBJtlfl"" arcihagoloricto. Hie work ic thorourh and
is ac accurate as poscible bearing in oind the linitations

J
of lrovicdge uader vhich he he

[#)

to werk. Ue develowed

P



tho oatte“L eet by Carden ané Loland <« the pattors of
eraonal oxzamdination and carcful statenent of fact
which hao boon followed ovor Cinces Jveh DOV, OVer
205 yeara dftor the yuhliéatioa of “Dritarnig Lozanak
worsley's booin ic £till ocoentinl reading for those uvae
wich to nule @ study of Hooon rritain. In one cense
fforoley's book ic the hoginmiﬂg of the discovery of

Rotwn Lritain. It io thoe ooin staru¢1u peirt frem an

hiotorioprashicel point of viow, for Dorcley luid the
foundationc oz vhich othors could build, .
Gow vhat of the oritors theooelves? They have

purcued antzruariur researcn frox the ctandprint of a
divercity of ceccupations, Bors vere priests, other

lecal dinhobitants, but wntil thoe arrival of what ay !
c¢allod thwo nfofcc donal archacologiosts dn tie oiddle of

the locot century, =1l vere aoatours motivated Uy love of
Britain®c onciont pact.. Taocreaftor the profocscionals

have takon over and carricd out the thorsugh cxcavations

of the importent citeo. Yeb the local aswteur antiquarionc

have continued their activitiea, and still play an inportant

part in tho diccovery of Jfonan Chichester.
Thore 48 no evidonee to sugrest that there vwas a sro=-

congquost toun on the gite of Chicheotor, AL thot can be

soid definitely is that tho local iphabitantc were a



tribe culled tho Uepni, apd that thcy were oon o
Zolric influonco. It hao not been oroved that they
were of Lelgle roceo, and thiso eoord vrlilely in view
of thce velcoos thelb leader (utended to the lomans.
fuch on et was cleerly of an eati-lLelgic nature.

Upen the Clandicn: invasion tool: placo, tie chief

-

ruling in tho dictrict vao Copidubnug or Coridunnus,
for “acitus caomenbc on hio faithfuleeosn, and records
that he vas condirced in Nic Ldnsdon beoides Doving otheor
stotes put under his cantrol.

"onagdan civitaten Cosidunno ropi donatae (is ad
nostran wosue cenoriwn fidiocslonc cancit) vetere ec

ian zrides recopta pozuli Jomeni comguctuding, ut haborot

inetrumenta cervitutic ot rogos.t (hgricole ¢ 14)
QYreitus doce noet toll no vherc this Ringdon vas

scituunted aﬁﬁ there io aethicg 4o prove that Cldehocter

vao the canital of Copfidubmes at the tirc of tho conguect.
The woman nane of Chichester has arcused (uch iatoroot

ard diccusoion over the yoarso. Caoden doon noi sontion

Chichester ot all, altheusna ho ocousen egrum $0 WO

rosordc oo an imortant oman sitc. N
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et e s o Ao for oS Wonan tines are cencernod
Stukteley repards Chichector's nare ao uncoxtaing altlhough
ho too thiakc it wac an irmortont place thone e
apcunes Hegnun to be wdrguood and lovicmagus to be
Crayford, Ilay says that Chicheoter 3o ot o pro=2onom
cito, yot thore in no clear indicotion of tho ¢ity's
nore. Baliovay, following Corcley, thinho degnun i

Chicheoter, but :ovicoosus ke places at Uallicgton.

cr

Soach Bmith at first supportod the view that Jegnun
vas Uhichactor. o 2leced loviocnaguc hovever, peor
s Talotn Ptolumy Lad zaid that lLeormpus wac &ho chicf

legnd in nis worl, cerpiled cbout 150 Ale

L=

toor af tho
= the sntonine Itincrary - Ijter VII - Cloucentun i
shotn e XX uilec 'a inorpots Deccuse of thic distacce
aidlo vent oo far oo to re~organise tho coventh Iter
and ¢all Chichowter Claovsontur. Regrun e icortified with
Cissbury. In answer to tuis Lapoer Leopt Chichester as
Depgnun ond glaceé Claugentur ncar Hicleoore. 2oach foith
ir roply cays that ZX wdles cQalﬂ be a seribol error for
¥EX miles or sore likely AX sdleoo 'a Degnet', spanc fron
the territory of the Iogrie Shus fron the boundary of
the Iipgdon which would probably have beeon mear lovant,
it coudd Do AX miles to Clausentun.
fHavorficld was tho first to ocugrect that thoe Legnun

of the sntenine Itincrary and tho eons acus of 2toleny

a3

}

2



were tho cance place 9l0% ve cay llevienazuo
Rogpenciun® ko ourgests. Lo Y4 Hegno' in to0 sovonth

Iter of Anteoninug im all probebility means “from the

3

toerrority of the Sosni', £he corndtal of ¢hat Linpdoc
being llovienagus
Cueh a wiew 1o sunported by Dichaond asd Crauford
ia their consideration of the Lritich cection of the
davanng Soonmopraphy. The Aavonne Coclograshy oappears
te follow o rood pattorn, the lost place ronbioncd boing Soyimge
nogentiuwz. Lo may conslude thep shat ileverficld's view
iz correct, that tho Jeman nate of Chicheoter was

Covionopus llegneusium,

Inserintions are olvoys a groat Rolp in dntipg, ond

Chicheater's oro no oxcoption. Chichostor Loz producod

0

zoven, {ive of chich foll into the fizot ccntu?y,
Unfortunntely three coen to haVQ been lost cooplotely.

The dedicatiry inscription to Fero (nmow lost) cannot b

lator than 60 ReDes and the Hoptuno and dnerva inceription

io yrobakly earliics. Theso point to the croction of
icportant public Luildinecs in the firot decades of tho
aceuzation.

| it i0 ewident from the grect cooupnt uhich has boen

. Quoled .
written in tho fessgsins articles oHout the leptupe and

-

Iinerve inscripticon, that the suthors of thom regarded
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this dinocription as one of the wost doportant diseoverice
pade in Chichosters Howover, cose of Chic diseuccion
bas not aluuys beon as zeocurote and inforeed os it

might have booen, Many writers bove given tho oong

date for its Qiscovery, while others bave indulged in
fanciful notions as to the livos of thooo whon they

have conjecturally connostod with those reniicmed on

the gtono.

Zhero sec:s-to havs been cone copfusion as to the
date of the discovery of tho inseription. llason ocmeris
that it vas found im 1731, vhen the foundaticno of ithe
Gouncil Coambor were duge The Gentlonont®o Magasine of

2 1733 but strasgely

e

1805 gives the date of itso diccovery
includeos the more corrcet roading of Clemcno as thoe nane
of &ho domor of the clto. Hayc ooyo that it wos found in
1753 vhen the Scoundotions of the Council Cuombor vere
being dug. do also sayo thot a lNomen poaveopont was found
at the sapme tire.

Gale wno published his articlo on the inseripiion in
1723 coye that it wan discovercd ia April of that year
mip dpging a cellar under the cozner house of Uit. lartin'e
iane, on tie north side 2o it conmoc iato licrth Dtrect.”
Tais houme nay be the parketehouse poferred to in the
Gontlocan'c logozine of 1605, Ho also states thot two

stone walle were discovered ot the sage time, Ponc ruaping
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Bast, the other Norfh." Theose may have been the
. remains of part of the temple,

However, a Roman pavement was dlscovered in 1731 while

the foundaticns of the Coumeil Gh.amﬁer were being duge The .

rezsca for the confusion mas be the close provdmity of the
two gites Lo one another in North Street.

The mosl accurate emended reading and-‘t!'anslatien of
the inperipticn is the. one contained in the official guide
tc the City of Chichester, (Edited by F.W.Steer ~ published
1957), The cmonded transcription -

(H)EPTONC Ef MINZRVAD TRPLUH

(PR)O SALUTE DO(MUS) DIVINAE (EX)

AUCTORITATE (TI) CLAUD (CO)GIDUBNI

R(EGIS) LEBaT(I) AUG(USTI) IN BRIT(ANNIA)

(COLLE)GIUM FABROR(OM) EY QUI IN

80 (5twr) D(E) S(U0) D(ANT) DONATE

AREAY (CLEM)ENTE PUDENTINY FIL(IO)

Traﬂslatian -

To Neptune and Minerva this temple is dedicated on
behalf of the safety of the Divine House, on the authority
of Tiberius Claudius Cogidubnus, king and legate of
Augustus in Britain, by the Guild of (%7 ship=-) wrights and
its asscciste mesbers from their own contributions, the site
being presented by (Clem)ens sen of Pudentinus.

This stone testifies to the wnique pesition granted
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to Copidubnus by the Uoperor. o other native rulor
vithin the Romnoe Jopire i knotm to have recolved both
the title of ding, aﬂd'thc irvortant adoinistrative

nost of loporizl 1egato_(it had wide powvors). Comidubnus
ascuced the Uoperor's names ir achknovledpenicns of tho
heoonr.

Irx e read the nnoo Pudens, and
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it is this thot hoc given rice %o tho Judeac legends. Dut
tho stono reguircs four letiors at lecast Leiore the =cnc
cuding and that 46 tho reason for Clomenes Bolng used in
the conjectural roodinge

lioptune wan the gﬂd of the seco and Lincrve vns tho
godédess of craftsron, thus ocholars believe the Yorightsh
mentioned vere shipwurights,

Eitulkeloy wag the fiﬁat antiguary to accert dogomaticolly
tho probobility of the Sudenn 1@gcnado She Lorn that this
hao done o covidont to all who Lry to otudy the history
of Donon Chiolhcoter.

Consideration of the Uentunmc and linerva ipceription
rolges the guestiocn of the Pidtles pranted to Cogidubnuo,

The Higp's titles worée recognicoed as unusual coon
éfter-the discovery of the inccristion, for im 1752 John
Jorsley queted the wecaris ol ¢ [ire Vard on thic quoction.
idioo Jo.G.Pilrer thinks tho ti ic {(legobuc fugue i) Tas

arobably bhonorary, andl capnot be taken to imclude the



vhole of Dritnim, - ZTho Dooanm upire Had oftor nade uoe
of tho seérvices and loyalty of c¢lients=ltingo, Wubt ne
othor Iing is lnewn Lo Lave beer an icDozial Zepate oo
vell as o clicnt-Ring, 26 it oeors thot thoe cost

lilwly cwplinotion io obill that tho pocition of Copide

ubpua 1o unigue in the history of the doman opdros

fi great punbor of coirns anvo beoan ﬁéunn in Chichopter
in ovory =nart of the eity. Very fov ore-ionun ooirs
hove beon found,; 2 furtiacr oroof thot “hichester oo pot
bullt on the site of o oro-conguest cotilemont. Coino,
lille incerintions, are uceful as dating ovidonce, noarticu-
lorly vaere fairly proeice dating ic @moquirod.  The
coins cover praciically the wholo langth of {he Pooan
occunhtion, and ont or tuo latc omes (0.0« Valesntinlanus IXI
825 - BS5) roy imnddcate continuved habitaticn of Chichestor

for ot lcast a decoade or oo after 410 A.D.

Pottory io alsnd ucefal oo dnting ovidonce. Ao with

*
5]

tin coing Chomo i 134T12 or mo aottery oviddernse Lo cuggeot

pottery cvidence seow to neint Lo the fact that cettleowent
in Gufeclooter wao thinm bofore tho roipe 0f Veoopacian.

SA2pid prowveh thon toolr place ian tho Dlavian woriod ond

pubocguent roigns, dowovar, o decline in porulation
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sceout to have set in froi the reoipgn of Antominuc Jiug
to about 250 AJRe Trom 250 A4,3. to the eﬁd of th
Ronon occuration &he pottory cecuo o siocw that oo
posulation was ﬂainﬁaiaeﬂ, 17 not fincroasod. “his coy
be oxploined by the foct that tha population of ceny
touns dincroaced in this poried, Locousc of tho grcﬁiﬂg
inceocuridy of the countryside owlng to tuc Lowon raides,
»0 whichouter then, oy bave provided protection froo

the Jaon paiders for gooe of tho imhcbitanto of thac

5
L)
G
L
ot

OGucser 2ladin.

hese would ©¢ill weri their farn
during tho day but retore $o tho shelter and gofely of
the eity at nighte |

Tho potiory ovidonce af Cihichustor vould sugrest thaot
tho heoyday of the Jonnn eity wop dn the Tlavien poriod and
not the Antonine poriod as elsevhorc. The cbandonment
of the Auphitheatre in thic porded (it vwas built botueon
70 ond 90 Al3, in chal apneers to Be shichouter's pogt

thiekdy populoted period) corechorates the pottery ovidences

Mpost 0ll those tho have diccwssed the valip of
Chichooteyr have thought that thoy vers Honon originodliy,
with oedioceval podifications cnd cdditions. So2o of the
writers tell us that the feour gates coictoined much Somon

vorlie Deppito Dallavay and otherc thls ceous uncertain

to cay tho lcost. Ot.ore have over suvpoced that there



Vi
i

io Hozon vork im bulldimic and rensinoc whics arc

guite cloarly of cedizeval date. Hoy not oody

fand

thino that tho walls end gateo uere .ouan, but he
even (oo o for as to gugpect that e poand im
Foracd the wotte of tho [ernan captle
ig ..omon 0ACO.

a0 defonces of Jeman Chichooter ropenble thecoo
of othor civil setticments in tho provinces of the
LoOtera oman oiplre

Lo £irat dofencos of donan Jhilchostey concinted
Gf tvo Vechonasd ditchos, the potorinl dug froc thon
boiny uced to conotruct o bash, Tae banle oo then cut
bhck oand & fliant ooll bullt, “uildingo which kaod
beon 1eoft sutside the omclosing wall vere rased and
tie ditehoo wore eut throngh the rotwrins of thou.
Pottory evideonce shous that the banz ceuld not lLiave teon
buils before 205 A.De Thus 2 dute soon aftor 200 A9,
can fairly confidontly bo put forvord Zor the tu;laiﬂg of
ditci, Oonk ard walls Iaporicl policy decroed tho building
of tipoe deforces im vicw of sShe dicerders tvhich had yro=-
valled in tho weotern vart of the Jopire folleving tho
nuragr of Conmodui,
Then tho dofomces wers ro=-organised about the —iddle
of the fourth centurg, The Veshoped ditchos had by this

tico silted un. Bootions vere built at intervalc along
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the walis and o vider flat-botitoned 4ditch woo cut,
partly iunto the oculor ditch. The cateriol from it

wae uced to £411 in thoe dimnor ditche Thic change in
tactices vas broosht abont by the ever imeronoisr Conacoe
of tho Sxron raids,

She lact tico the defonces of Chicheoter tore
theroughly ropaired was in 1378, chea 2 newv ditch uvas
construsted, Thio ditch vas found to have dectroyed
moot of the Ronom ouber ditch. Apart freun the dopelition
of the gates the walls are aou predomdmantly cediacval in
appearance, althouch they rotain the Horanm wallo as a

corce bLuildings have destroyed most of the ditchec.

It woy not be inwmmwropriats at this point to inelude

|;>-ﬂ

o fevw notes on cone recent cxcavationc which have not
Q3 yet Loon repovied in full clocvlhero.
In 1.1 « 1952 omcovationc wore carried out in the

Zound oeen to be thoeso eof o houce
of tho noricd vefore tao defcnces were built, Yhic houce
was docoliched to nalo way for tho city woll, ohich vas
built about 200 A.D., probably froam muterial token fron
tho Auphithcatre and the bhudldings at Fischboutno. The
firct cosuive otone villa at Fishbourno dates to about

7o - 'vﬁ fe3sy and io of o contincntal tyne, having

closc noralleols with core at Pompoii.
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A well vas eloo Found, “his cun be doted to
L:]:LO‘LLL 'ﬂlU b 1'—\# 'F:‘.U.'";}ﬁ
ohe troces of o bastion weore alse dicecovored, Lut

».

in thio cace thore vas no heovy LOcoary found. Tho
bostions wore addod obout 540 - 350 4,3., according to
DEe Je sl LlCOM,

Dr. Tileen gives the date of the f£iwnal departuzo

-

of tho populaticn of the city ac about 42T - 430 A.D.
10 yoars et loast after the appeal of tho Lritono to

doenorinc for hold.

Thg oot omeiting RNonar rotmino that the Chickecter
aroa hwan yiolded in the last fov joars, are uwnuoubiodly
icont diccoveries at Jishbournc,

Dota Pollomoy and fHorsficld rofor to tho discavory

;

of oian porains thore in 181Z (¥n foct the diccoveries
were sode ia 18GS). . Thoy alco vertion that othor finds
have bLooen lneun in that narioh at other tinscss Lhe
Victoria Gounty iiotory Vol, III, oontions tho sene
discoverics, but dotoc then correctly teo 1625, It

penticns furthor discoverdieos rade in 1829. Tueo Gentlereon'c
fapusinge of 19%; iontions the forgper diccovesricc {(vhich

it cays took nlamce in Larch of that yoar), crd supcuotso

t "zono veluehle

,:.

that if tlwoy vore follovod up with cois
pleoeou of antigquity misht, porions. be fovad.?

Sosc veluaule piccen of antiguity have indecd been
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founde. Thoy are the reccisc of o luuslow:; ville

DRLLE Ce NeDe 75 = &Ou

ligdification of the bLuilding toolr place areund tho
togioning of {ho sccond contury, Lrl there Uvero cinor
cltorations during ito use, which continuwod until late in
the third contiryg. Zhe aroa op whieh this mopoificont
building was evectad wnp partly occunied ea?lier by tinber
budldiness belonzin: o a hardbour cottleront, and chooe
parliest structures date fren shert;y aftor the Claudian

invacion of N.Ds 43  Ono of thoese tisber bulldinss is

apparently o grovory, and ohould f£it into o nilitary countont.

Althou h precont evidonco in act oecarly couclucive,
the discovery is ¢f great significance to thoosico that

thore verce multipide Hdonaw londing points, rather than o single

cloo aave been of use in the earldy stapes of the campaions
of tho Cceond legiong communded by Vecproion, waich conguercd
the Iole of Vight and cubdued the couth-test.

¥r, Cunliffo will bo roturning to thic vroblon went year,
kaviagz mor kecn workinp on the main bullding, whoze plaa
in rapidly bocoaing clear, Three lorge uinga currounded

taree nidon of a groat scurt, 240ft Cide fron cast to vost

G

The noture of Shoe south gido is notl yot lmown. It had beon
assuced ¢hat 4t fronted the sain Chich steruﬁitﬁerne Honan

read, but this btaz nov boen dloproved, 2nd 4t —ay cven
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bave fronted the seae Thioc arca ic ncw porily built over,
but enzeavation will b~ carricd out waere opace peraiﬂu,
and the nature of tho couth fropt will in due courcoe Lo
digcoverod, The road, now krnoun to past behind thd
building, han aloo to te located.

The nortl: Ginr proved to have an Ceshoned plap,
incorpovratiag tuo coubio with porictyle and gutier on
three cides, Arouné those wore arranged e total of 50
roomg, 211 of which had moseic floors. Shree have btocn

suilding

ra
-

uncoverod thio yeoar which dote froo! tho oripinal

G

0f ColeDe 753 thoy oro block and vhite, cnd arc unpairalleloed
in Toplond ot such an ewrly date.

Alterations to tho morth wiag took plcce coom oftor

7]
14
¢
3
(4]

fede 120« Parto were retained for doliostic ase, ard
no roflooring took nlaco. In ome ocuch roon wos the flue

of an ovea: irn onother, areas of Dortar miwed roaly 05 UCC,
and evidortly retainod by uooden ploniise £ Honon oxle

o
.

aad irorn a:lc 2nds viere alco founde s orea too destroyoed

by fire late in the third contury, bturnt deeor cillec were found,

ead cigno that nolten leod fron roof fittinss had deinped

or. to the floor. A shelf of potteory W glso fallen and

cashed, the dron o2olf Lyackote bolng feound vith the debris,
Othep zocms in the north wing vore the nain living

“quartors, and leoro wore ouperb polychrole rosaich, Cno ia

esnccially fine, and 2o0dly docased ot all, Ito 192 square
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decioz dncorporated alceaﬁre cirele, feour sole-gircloo,
ond four guarter civelese I tho cemtro ic o Totif of
Gunid actride o folnhiv, holding a tridemt, ond oizothere
arg sea aorzos and cee leonards. Sine seroil vork foris

a border, and azorn; the tondrilc ono ioc choun doliberately
broken, and o cmall Lird appeors. Smothor £1o0P a0 a
contro deocigu of dolpains ond a geozstrice Derder, oad one

tuith com~circulaor ¢nds and o desdizn of sheldl zotlifs ia

unigue in inglande In the north winr @ fiac bypcecavct

oo bean foundg though it woo opporently never uced.

Tho veot ving oo alzo doon located: 34 had been
fcaref that dtee north wing vould oo longer, aad that ti
vest Gdog vould thereforn, frll outside tho arca ot prescot
availoblo for cucavation, Eere, ton, 1) the roozc co far
had wogaicu, garts of which curvive, ineluding
nore of the cariy black: und vhite gooratric oncse oris
will Te cortinued hero nexd yoar. The gecst vins io built

tarsoeced into riciny

s

grounds ond withont ¢
aropored platforn on vhich ths raot of thoe buildinge ctouds.
thic arcn o dlteh of carlicr date hac been dDund, poosibly
DEo=-onmn, cithousa it contained ceome Claundion pottory.
fgnp actedls of the intorpcd docaration vacuvored
are qubntitics of nointoed wall plosteor, fron vhdich it ¢All
Lo poscible o roconctract tho decismo wsed, ond sore

cconts of vory fine stucco vork, with coulded zmaterolictic




It ip dndecd ¢ preat theill to krow that this vozy
icportant euriy Noman clie ic to Bo preccrved for future
goroerations. Jor throunh the genoRocity of (rs Tolde
Farmary, tha land nou bolonoc to the Luocoz frchacole; fical

v

Truct, and evontually the sein parts of S building con

be propared for poriancnt cithibilticn.
The mteomcuncuis o the north of

arouzod conpiderablo dntorect anmenpg cost of fhoze wao have

npdtton about Cuicheotor. Camden, Stuleley and uy all

tell ue tunt the remains of a domun comip ara to bLe found om tho

Droile “hio orecuwackly rofero teo theoe poerdicns of She

sntrenchnonto chich are nearoot the ¢ity. Dallned on the

lopgficld regerds thonm ao cdditiomal fortifications vhich
the Hooaro hoad to budld to protect thay city frox tho norsth,
A corxeopnandent in tuc Gentlomon's npacire for 1816 wrilics
obout tho Devil®c Tilen. e Joes on to Sgy that the

cotrenchoenta are 4n all prebabilily the vori of Lelpic

writonc, and portly ef $he vonars, vho oigut €alo advantege
of tio Sorlo of their prodescessors.'t

“he Vietoriao Uounty Hictory Vol. III secnu e favour
Vespasian as the builder of the emtromchronés, oitlbisuch it
dogs not oule ocul the poccivilisy of - ither Zelpic or

Jozon datoo for tholr coactructicon.

TAlldons - dreencm Gode o falrly thorough ground




survey of the ontrenchments. He put forvard ¢the Zoilovdin)

pointc in ar atteopt to exploin vy thsy worz build.

1 Thoy foco noh‘h, so tho cneoty Dust bave beoon thoe
Eoun 00,

Their uwniformity chowo that they were built by one
pooale during ona noriol of $inc.
. ' 2 -  Thoy werc buiit to protect not only ¢ho poople, but

alco their cattle and ¢ropoa Zo the poonle within tho

protocted area vwculd hove cleared the woods in ordor to

d

2ild thel, o6 they were not o poople who shunrod voode,

"

L
3 FTho buildere wore o militory noonle boseld on tho Cea.
Uieh renard to the date of thoir conotructicn Viilicno -

Freemnn cayo that they caanet bo carlier than the Iron Age,

me Bonrinc in cind the wood clecring connot Lo carlior than
tic firut contury Dl.Co, bocruso wond-cloarias io not lznown

before thnt dote.

-

' villdiamg ~ Freemaa ocugoeots {hat the builders wore

e
|4-

oithor tho Recani, or coow Dolgie tribe froo ¢he coutinont,
or ¢ho locano, or the Coidnn, 1If thery were the Comans
tor the entrenchrontsc aro the deforces Luilt by Vespaslon
to protect hic boce cimp in the early ctoges of tho
oecuszation, If tho eatreoachiacnts vers buiit by the
Savons thon thoy cannol ke carly laxon boeoroo they wounld
ragqulre rove nen to con then than the Sarono would have
crourit with thoo in the curly.sﬁasea 6¢ the invacion.

lHomever, ot the time he vode bis survey Villliess - Freesan
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re Tuilt tvwo ceomturiocs
iopteor «till, wnd nere construched Ly tlc no of

wainat Cacducilo of  cosex

Tiilines o Foopian doon poke suno vory oud ooiuts,

— R . W v oe - Y. [ A L N &t . e S - N
pavtiowlocly waosn Lo cugiesis That thoy woy ool aovo woen
173 3 . Y P O - Srree T ~ o
badiv all uat osneo, on a oisultaneous cjeratlon. e ooys

3

thnot the ontrenchnonts noy hHoeve been built in sueceonive

ic dimpurtont, for i1 dg povw kogtn that the Lolgae cace
to “eob uesex over & joricd of Ulme and uot in ome
siagle wovioont, o they could woll have cutondeod the
entroncRacnis oo uecd arose.

visg el olie surrny nas conductod the oxly thorough

excavation into o sectionm or the enlrentumentis Luae

ey

zeovated o sovtion of the sost noxdharly - The Uovil'a

It can Lo clated vith slooct cooplote ceriainty theat

Iyico was Lbulili as o proiociion ggodnot the loun men.

The few but ai-nificant shevds of pottery found indicate
z late pre=ioton Ivon re dotz for its conctEwetion,

1es Jurzay noiate out that this does wnot irmly That

% : e SO oy R I T e - Ay - G e
the othop dylino are of siodilor dates Dorn prsavation is

nacdzd before the eract Jete of tho vhaiehoctor otronchoont



can be deternined. An excavation at the poiat at
which Stane OStreet aand Seyil's Jiich ceroos sionld
prove conclusivoly tholr Lelgic charactere lilss turmgﬂ
hasc iong wanted to organise such an oxcavation at this

G L4

point, but has <o far been prevented frou doing ooe

LGoth Villians - Freccon and ldss Jurray have peferred

bt

to the Londen Jvikes al wolcacostor and have briefly compared

tiae (hiechestar ntrenchoents with theme Lo it is appiropriate
te ceonoidez thom Driafly at this point,

swden or wolchester Jyﬂem ore 2ednly vestwvard

t-.'.'_}
t~
(o}
&

facinge Tucy were constiucted {9 protect the pendinsula
lying between tue :onop and Colne divers,

Tuey arc cogentially iron Age, proceding the Hopan
congquest of fiebe 3. It scons, houover, that their
cefeusive cystem did not attain Ffinallity oll oft once. iiow
eazly thz opriginel occupation of tie zite beogan is not hmoun,
“he local peovnle at the time vere the Trinovantes.

JvoumLMWTJ the Tribpovantes and their capital (Carmlodunum}
canie wnder tielgic influence through thedr conguest by tae
Catuvellaunian Cunobelin, Colcheaster became the capital
of a unified ielgic fingdon uwnder hime G0 the Colchester
Dyite uystem in its £incl form attailred an upparalleled
extent and cotmlexity during his rcigﬁu The centre
plece of thoce defonces vas heepen ovykeg begun as late

s 10 Aeds
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Profescor lowios thinks the CGogbocli's Tornle cite
vas the carlicst to be cneloned. Jo dates this to {oe
pre«Jurobelin Yrinovanticn period. He tadiplo that
“the otroizht or amgulor - coursae worko ars cveryvaere
subsequcat in éate, and for a coriec oll pre-Ciandian
agd all provanly atiributable to Cusobelin, except for
the triplc dy.e, oxd thz singie line runaing J.0 . fros
the zouth ond ¢ovards the Cryan’s Iyl catrnnce: thoese
cre Z2omun (Claudiam) work," (for further detaiilo. ocd
fuller explaration, nuwns and etc. cec vamulodunum =
larkes wné ifwli, 1347).

The Gryme's Dyke oysten of dykou (the nase neans
Covilty Dyke) has obvwiously groun by stages.

iozden Uyke proper ic of fairly late conoiructien
ced dates to the Lelgic perdicd. The oliphtding on it
iz provubly .oon.
The lampe area of land caclowed by the Uoleucster
Jywes as o uwhbole, shows that Juncbolin's idea of a capital
vas not o ¢ity in the lediterrarcon sense, but sicply a

fortifica troct of desiroble land, luch of the onon

ppuce Uithin the fortificaticns way bawve Loen uscd as
caritoto or rairpgroundo,

vita the oxception of Seleey Belrie remainc are
sparse in Teot Sussex. S0 Lf they are Delpic it is not

lil~ely that the “ntrenchoonis were built ¢o protect
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Chichestor, for the city isc not built in tho centre of
thexe Low do 4t built op o hLnown Belgic cite Aile
Colchiooter, In fact it does not ceceo te have been build
on tho cite of any previcus ccttlément at all. Sove
vriters have sugcsectod thot Sbhoy were bullt o yroﬁcct
Mishbourne, which was Znowm to be a good Jarvoura “ae
foct that the Jozonce uped Dichbourno hurbour Lol tho
oo ef thedir arrivel, cupports ouch o vieve “uic i
a pozpible exnlonation, but agaip there is nro knowm
Delsic site thero eiﬁher..

felsey on the étao? hand is o lpown Nelpic oite. It
geern to hove Leen aB 1bnortﬂnt tradins poste It igc Inove
that occupation on the Trundle coased obout J0 D.O0.  The
peoplo Eigraﬂcé, bﬁt net to the sito of Chichester. They
cay hove coved to Selsey first, tien to Chichesier in tie
Flavion puried; Tnon ocmuﬁaticﬁ a% Lolsey ie hEooun o
nve cosoed, ic nBoo uoen salid before, the Untreonehroents
cover the routeo fron the Downlond to tie sea, aad cre
tho vork of o people uhic vere at Loo *; forect countrys
The tusk: of clearing the forccted plain wvould have beon
beyond tho pouvors of all buy thoe lotest of the pre-~lozan
inhabitonts. So, booagizg in cind the foet thoet thoy
eaver the rouvtep fro: the Dounlond to the oco, cad
leooking at then oo a whole and at thoir position on the
mop, it weuld soom thikt tho Jatrenchmonts afford protection

to the emtirc Sclcey penirsulaf, cad thot they cncloce



554

a tract of desirable land, Dhe DBeloey pcninaulay connot

bt compared with the flour hin r Beloic capitsd of

Cunobelin, but the Sdea kehind tho comstruction of

both scems to e similar. Tho evﬁdemcc nointo to
Ghicheoter beingy a nev Toumdation onr o nev site, Cogidubnus
hinoeldf being tho probable founder. 504 it ceepmo folr

%o say that if tho Jnichester mtrenchmanto ore Lolgic

(a2s i coszt likely) then they mere built to deford tho Celcey

poninonla and not Chlchester &t alle It was in this

fortified tract of cezirable land th Veopasican oucnooed
ond Romels ally, basxdubnuu Foundod his capital ¢f Lovionaepus.

>

Az @no recde that o varicus outhors have raid, oune
coes the hiptuzry of Moroa Chichentor osenine out Lefore ong
like a panoranic vioUe As discussion of tac topics
doveloned, anticuary in ogon auoctio 1“ﬂ27t“o conclusionn
of antiquary. Archacolegist is ceen corrceting the work
of archocologint. &6 froah evidence camc to 1ight we
sec it cifted and corparcd with wvhat bhod beoer seid boefore.
Ir view of thic it ceezs bdect to let tho oovrces sueak for
tiecsolves, to let thes nreccat their owm over unfolding

picture of lgman Calchestor. Yhey ctov a developing

o

intercet in treo cubisct, an intcerest which beeosco
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COre accuritoe. e

cttesnts to roconstruct the post gradualily ascume a Core
fub
nrobable chane as they are noulded to Sssmewicon cakb the
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Icnovn focts. I othor cordc the courcec beocomo more
relicble and dotniled, and go, thorefore, decs our

picture of Ncmon Shicheoter.

Logidubnus woo ueinz harasced by bio Delgic
neigabours viaon the laosions of tho inmorer Clandius
landed in Tritoin dn 43 8.De  Cver 400 yearc oftoryin
about 446,Gildos tello uc that the onuniged Uritons ade
their lust decpareto upseal Peor help o fotiuc £he Hoaan
leader in France. The barbaricos drive us boch: te the
aed, the sea drives us bock on the bmrborians. Yo can
ouly cheose hetween twvo kinds of death to be claughtered
or to Uc drovned." It was the lacst rocerded ajneal to the
poves that stood for lav ond order, civilisation und neaces
In the conciudiyvs porograptk of hds boelr "ike Loot Provinget
iL.P.Charleovorth soys “Ceofprapulceliy Sritalw ic a pagt
of Luronc, yet sundorod from it by a rarrou straitZseees
Yron that noinlond we derive,; altimately, nost of the
tiaingo that have cade our life and cuiture. hovover ouch we

lave moulded thes and fashioned thel to sowething of wvaich

go moy migutly boast, ond tiue Xooom occupation vas the

first amd ecevtainly not thue looct, of thooe vital courcen,
the first acuicvemont of o Sritich unity.t.

The durabllity of tomom resains ie copifoct uvhesever t.oy
—_— o - ; . =, I.
onict. B0zc yeors ono whon a dan burct neoxr Prejng

(Forum Jul#) S. Fronce, the wiole toun was practically
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dectroyed by tho flood waterc. The encing of the
sozan tewmplo, heowover, exmerped fron the vctore aluost
vocseatiied. There ic plonty of mubstantial oviden
of .onan gccunnition in Ulichestor. For thin ooaldld
cathedral eity Llying guietly &t the foot of Lhe Dotns,
auay froz tus sodere dovolelrmonin in lugsel,uas once

the onlendid canitcl of a loyal client-lhinc, Lven
todoy tho Romoen guarccteor of the city ic casily ceon, and
pra's siang is carricd back te the doys of tho lozan
ocew atian when Tloviornozuo hegrensiun shared thz honser
vith cevernl otheor anclent touns of Lecinp oco of tho
iTnorétant citicr of lozun JSritcin, But that voac in the
fagc helfore tho Eitg uad overrun by fellefs hoct, and
civilication had fled to the mountains of zlen arnd
the Coraioh pondnsulae Sodoy Chichecter reminds vo of
tue dayo of 'onan rule, Then .urconpe roached a ook of
civilication not poun hitherto, Cnichecter alco
repinds us of tho dobt we owé to the Honan ~rnize, for

the city teotifioco to one of the praatest epochn in the

isvory of Lhe vorld.



1.
2.
3
4,
5.
6.
.
3.
8.
10.

Valls -of Tempie.

Lucullue altar.

. Tombstonés to Aelia & Catia,.
‘Dedicatory stone to Hero.

Tombetone (inscriptions III V.C.H.IIIX).
Reptune & Minerva inseription.
Teesellated Pavements.

Romén Bastion.

Baotions.

Buriails.

Pinids of Pottery & ete.




C HICHESTEKR




