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Abstract

My research examingsow Romanstyle maérial culture was used to express identity, how this
changed during the Roman period, whether different types of material culture were adopted at the
same time and whether there were differences adifferent types of site.\iildence for expression

of identities related to wealth, status, gendeoup identities and ethnicity wasso examined.

Datasets were analysed by four themes: literacy, including evidence for writing and knowledge of
Classical literature; personal appearance, including persapnamigng, hairstyling and dress;
foodways, what was eaten, how it was prepared and served; and the use of settlemeist thgace
setting for social interaction, and how individuals experienced these spatesn together these
provideda more nuanced umtstanding of the nature of identity expression at each site than is
apparent from consideration of each site in isolatiwrirom consideration of single artefact types.

Data fromforty-six settlement sites where detailed publishechgation reports we availablavere

examined to explore the similarities and differences in the use of Rstylanmaterial culture

bet ween O6énucl eated settl ement 6, 6shrinebo, 0est e
against data féadélomonh i A@e yd@pnpndtdtisticednmeshodbleyg was

developed for comparison of different types of artefacts.

The four types of material culture were adopted at different rates and in different combinations at the
different rural sites types,ith a link between the function of a site and the way in which identity was
expressed. Consideration of changes over time indicate that, contrary to general assumptions,
adoption of Romaistyle material culture in the study area was relatively slow andesbod
comparable toother areas in Britain at the periphery of the Empire, with little evidence for
differentiation of an elite material culture until the elite villa architecture of the later Roman period.
Changes in the extent and use of material cultarebe linked to the major-gganisation of the
landscape in the early second century, and the establishment of Cirencesteralsatblecapital of

the new province dBritannia Prima
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1 Introduction

1.1 Introduction

Archaeol ogists use the term O6materi al cultureod
buildings. This material culture can be used in a variety of contexts: for daily living, for special,
ceremonial or ritual occasions, or for lairwith the dead. The form and function of these artefacts

can give us information about activities in the past: what was worn, how houses were decorated, how
food was eaten. The style and decoration of artefacts may also tell us about the individusg¢dvho u

them, and where alternatives are available, about the choices they made. Patterns of artefacts across
the landscape can give us information about the choices of wider groups of pedplesights into

whether they considerddemselves as a grougistinct from other groups

Romanperiod material culture in the landscape has been used to explore settlement hierarchies,
economic foces and expansion of the Empirer example, Fulford1984) uses samian pottery to
explore the extent of imports and the balance of trani@Revell (2009 examines urbanism and the

use of Romasstyle buildings and how these reflect local identities. The Roman period from the
conquesbf Britain in AD43 to AD410when Britain was no longer an integral part of the Roman
Empirewas a period of considerable change and there has been much debate as to whether, and for
how long, Iron Age traditions continued, the extent to which Restge ways of living were
adopted,and whet her Br i t dfarsexarbpéeMileth) €199@ Riattimglyn 2006

Copeland, 20111 Material culture can be used to explore these themes.

Identity is about how we perceive ourselves and the image we wish to portray, but also about how
others perceive uDef i ni t i ons bt gderalyenclide togndunication gf shared

cultural meaningsFor exampleHuskinson(2000: 5, 19 views identi y aawvay ofplacing people

I individuals and communiteswi t hi n a particulwawrthludturtur edn
me a n i Hingleyd2005: 53d e s ¢ r i b e sa wayun whichrpeopleansakiée meaningful for

themselves, both individually and collectively, by communicating with each other a way of life



Hodos(2010: 3 def i nes ithd eoliectivet agpech &f thed set of characteristics by which

something or someone is recognizable or kriownahnedr et f onotien of ithertity &dlso depends

upon opposition through a contrast with something Gelsétdos (bid.) summarises various

def i ni t i o nCslture éncompassesiuthe social @roduction and reproduction of medining

represents a coheresystem of values, norms, and habits that, through repetition, engender a sense

of belonging, individually and collectively, over tim8raham&1998: 159 defines three broad types

of identity:

1 &ocial identityi family ties, personal nebrks of friends, peer group membership, class
allegiance, social statds

1 olitical identityi citizenship, membership of a body politic, party affiliation, nation@lépnd

1 c&ultural identityi ethnicity requires the setfonscious recognition by a@up of individuals that
emerge through their conformity to similar ways

My studywill focus on social andultural identities as evidence for political identity is largely based

around written recos] which ardimited for Britain.

Social and culturaidentity can relate to gender, age, status, wealth, occupation, citizenship, and

ethnicity. An individual will therefore have multiple identities, and these will be fluid, depending on

context and situatioffor example Hodder, 1982The meaning attached to an object gany in

different sitiations and have different meanings for different peolidividual artefactsmay

thereforebe signalling various identitiesyhich may be difficult to distinguish archaeologicalso

thatin examining the expression of identitie® need to consider homaterial culture is used and

why. Material culture mayshapeidentities as well as reflect therdentities expressed through
artefacts associated with death and buri al may be
likely to be selective fronthe multiple identities o&nindividual, and may also reflect the attitudes

of those who remainVly studyis restricted to domestic settlements in order to explore identities

expressed in daily life.



Identity is expressed through the use of everydagsitand social practices, and the use of material
culture can therefore shape identityut also be shaped by (Bourdieu, 1977 Giddens, 1984
Aspects of identitan beexpressed through cultural traits such as styles of diesss accessories
ways of behaving and living, common ways of building and decorating houses, langandge
artefacts useddill (2001: 17 suggests four themes to structure the evaluation of archaeological
evidence for identity:

1 d&rhe bodyi dress, physical appearance, the technologies of personal hygiene, medical treatment,
and the treatment of the body in death.

1 Foodways the cultural, scial and political aspects of what is eaten, how it is prepared and by
whom, how it is consumed, by whom and for what social purposes, etc.

1 Settlement space how the organisation of activities in the home and the surrounding settlement
are organised in tens of gender/class/age, and how that organisation structures and is
structured by the physical arrangement of spaces.

1 Consumptioni how and why people felt they needed or required the wide range of goods and

things that so typifies Roman as opposedtnlropAge or Early Saxon Brita

Romanstyle material culture appeared ate Iron Age Britain irsmall quantitiessuch agottery

imports from Gaul, or local copies of the@till, 2002: 146148). Following the incorporation of

Britain into the Roman Empire in AMBBthese new forms of material culture make a wider appearance

in the archaeologid record for Briain, and includeew types of pottery such as samian ware, new
architectural building materials and forms, and new art forms such as decorated floors (mosaics). The
presence of thesewdorms of material culture hd®en used by archaeologistshe pasto identify
sites as ORomano, often with the implicit assun
and thereforeoecameRoman. Therewa al so an i mpl icit assumpti on
material culturartefactsthe use of whichvepr essed a ORRm@maihasdbeeimad n d y
term usedy manyarchaeologists in the early and natwdentieth centuryo describe the process of

cultural change by which Romastyle materialculture is adopted, and by others to describe the
outcorre of this proceslRec ent st udiRemanisatob e t anlowemsimplificatiorand

3



the use of Romaastyle material culture in the expression of identity to be much more nuanced and
complexthan these models envisaddis term isalsoproblematicbecause it izised in different

ways without a clear definition of what it entai{for example Barrett, 1997but also because it

implies a homogenousulture superior to that of indigenous culturé®omanisatiod as @& mod e |
now beenlargely abandoed although an acceptabédternativeto explain the process of cultural

change has not yet evolvadowever, Pitts (2007: 69% cautions that the uncritical use of cultural

i dent ity <dntinded @session withhtheanatube of interaction between Roman andnative

may just be continuing tHRomanisation debate.

Written sources for Romaperiod Britain are limitedMuch of what has been written about Britain

by ancient authors has be@mducedoutside Briain anddhe vast majority of these were vague and
fleeting allusions, peripheral to the main thrust of the doents they occurred &Mattingly, 2006:

21). Epigragnic evidence for Britain iimited compared with elsewhere in the Empire and the main
source of inscriptions on stone ligased towardshe Roman armyibid. 39), with few inscribed
tombstones or nereligious statuary from urbaor rural contexts ipid: 318). Material culture
evidenca her ef or e O f icbvers all sentord ohseciegompased with litedary sources
whichtend tofocus on tle elite However, without a written record, we cannot tell what meaning an
individual may have assigned to a particular object, so that archaeological evidence can only detect

that an object had meaning in relation to a specific situation, but not whatghaing actually was.

1.2 Aims of this study

In the last few decades a large volume of data has been coftectealchaeological excavatiohhe

aim of my studyis to usea sample of this datliom selectedural settlement sites where detailed
publishedexcavation reports are availapler a systematic analysis of artefact assemblages to
explorehow artefacts may have been used in the expression of idantitp examine the similarities

and differences betweadtlifferenttypes ofrural settlemensitesin the study area.



Three maintypes of communitieshave been identified in Britaiii military, urban and rural
(Mattingly, 2006 Allason-Jones, 2001James, 200)b These communities reflect geographical
di f f er e n c states of dnind(a&ingly, 2@06: 620 and differences in the use of material
culture, for example in the use of pottégwans, 2001Willis, 20058, resulting in separate identities
Much archaeological woria the nineteenth and earlier twentieth centufeesised on military and
urban sitespartly duetd h e f oRomasisatod(theadoption of Romastyle material culture)
andbecausamany of these sites are archaeologically more visible than rural Isiteas usually
assumed that rural communities were slower to
communities, due to the view that the process of Romamisafiread down the social hierarchy
(Millett, 1990: 117 and thatural sites withroundhouses were the dwellings of the p@dattingly,
2006: 375 rather than a conscious decision not to adopt Reshde rectangular buildingsMore
data is now available for rural sitesich as the pper Thames VallegBooth, 2007 and the survey
of rural settlement irRoman Britain(Smith et al., 2016s0 that more detailednalysisis now

possible

My studyfocuseso n r dnonaurbardl séttlementswhich comprise a range ofitgs of settlement,
includingvillas, farmsteads, shrines, villages, roadside settlements and small 8malstowns are
included as rural sites as evidence shows that the majority were very different from large towns
(Burnham and Wacher, 199@nd usually did ot havepublic buildingswhich are associated with
urban life, but were more in the nature of villageattingly, 2006: 28Y. Small towns also form the

link between urban centres and rural communibitattingly (2006: 453 estimates thRomanperiod
population of Britain to be around 2 milliowjth aroundd0%living in the countryside, anithe elite
comprising about 2%Estimates of population siaery but Smith, et a{2016: 45) have similar
estimates and suggest a peak in numbers around in the second deutalgettments therefore

reflect alargesection of society.

There is evidence that Roman influence and Restgle material culture entered southern Britain in

the century before the conquéBtarvill, 2011 Hill, 2007; Creighton, 2000Creighton, 2006 Pre-
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conquest latéron Age sites ae also included in the study sample to explore the extent to which
material culture was influenced by incorporation intoRlmenanEmpire or developed from existing
traditions There is evidence that Romatyle material culture continued to be used in the early fifth

century, but a# is often not clearly identified in excavation data, it will not be examineadyistudy

My studyusesH i | | 6 sas mdntoned aboyp3) as the basis for analysing how madédulture

was used to expregdentity and considers the following

1 Personal appearancei care and presentation of the body: dress accessories, hair styling,
technologiedor personal grooming and what this tells us about perceivedibadye,

1 Foodwaysi what is eaten, how it igrepared and how it is consumed,

1 Domestic settlement spacé the physical appearance and arrangement of internal space in
dwellings as the settinfgr social interaction, anldow individuals experienced these spaces, and

1 Consumptioni the range of artefacts available from which to choose and availability of these in

terms of source of supply, distribution and marketing practices.

The introductionof writing in the Roman periodilso brought a different way ofstoring and
communicatingknowledge compared with the Iron Age oral traditionhe Roman legal and
administrative systems relied on written documentation and record keeping, and litepaag fioisn
was therefore essentfak certain individual$o operate within the Roman world. The extent to which

literacy was adopted is also explored.

Coinage was introduced into southern Britain from Gaul in the late IronHAgegego(2013: 16

views coins as standing fars y st ems of doing things, for ways pe
things, and for ways .Wdtonam Mooeheat?016 tisagree withthe he wor | d
6evolutionistdéd model where the Roman conguests pr.
system to a monetised economy through a process o
that the role of coinage remained unchanged during the Roman pedethiled analysis of Roman

coins from excavation reports is beyond the scope of ndysand the use of coins in expressing
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aspects of literacy will only be considered very briefly, and in Chapter 9.1 in relation to exchange

systems

1.3 The study area

The study areaHgurel) comprisesan area of waern Britain broadly reflecting the propodeoh

Age tribal territory of the Dobunnincluding parts of thenodern counties of Oxfordshire, Berkshire,
Gloucestershire, north Wiltshire, north Somerset, Herefordshire and south Warwicksaireason

for selection of this area is that it has received little attention in Roman studies to date compared to
the areas o$outhern and eastern Britain and it shows some, but not all, pfelsenquest Roman

style material culture and Roman influenc#sthese eeas This area therefore represents a gap
between recently studied areas. This area is also of inter&sborg2006: 218223) has shown that

in the late Iron Age this area had a fractured society with no tieattadribal or ethnic identitywith

loose economic and kinship ties, but relatively strong social links.

Figure 1. The study area showing theogposedtribal area of the Dobunni based onJones and
Mattingly (2002: 93
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TheDobunni have been identified as an Iron Age tfiloen the secnd to third century AD writings

of Dio CassiugBookLX), who descri bes the surrender of the 0B
(Copeland, 2011: %76 Bodunni 6 is wspesildegedofa 6Dodunni 6 i n
transcriptions. The territory of the Doburrds beemleterminedy projecting back from the Roman

administrative structurgivitateg assumedo be based oexisting social and political groupssing

coin evidencef o r t he O WefsDolunnit com#Rigure2 @Allen, 1961 Jones and

Mattingly, 2002: 54 Leins, 2008: 10) Boundaries are unlikely to be exacidwereprobably fluid

over time as allegiances changed. There has been much debate as to whether the Dobunni even existed

as an Iron Age regional tribe or political enti§opeland, 2011: 2 Moore and Reece, 200 oore,

2011). Cunliffe (1993: 21) consi der s t he Dobunni as a -loose ©o6co

economic unitsdéd and this may be reflected in mat el

Moore (2011 argues thatwrrent models oftribes feflect nineteenth century and colonial attitudes
towards indigenous social structures and identitiesdmwnplay complex changes in identities and
political structures in the late Iron Age and edRlyman periodand subsequent changes to civita
identities Romartexts describe political entities, small kingdoms rather than ethnic greitipdittle
territorial coherenceand often little evidenceof any concept of unified identitgr that people
described themselves in these terms before the congihesimperial administratiodid not seek to
reflectthe Iron Agepolitical landscape and social structuamd reflected aexternal perception of
groupidentities The significance of the tribal names in the Classical sources is that they mefiect

or importantsocial and political entities at the end of the Iron Adpch were important to the Roman
political narrative at that timeand these become fossilised as the civitates. Cirencester was nhamed
Corinium Dobunnorum(Ptolemy, in the early second century, refers (Book Il, Chapter 2, Part2) to
dhe Dobuni and their town Coriniuinyo there must have bepeople called the Dobunni, bititis

not possible t&knowwho called them the Dobunrar whetherthey call themselves that

Whilst the distribution of Dobunnic or western series of coin&ggu(e2) does suggest tribal area,

L e i (@008 assessment of theio evidence shows the Dobunnic coinagesmade up of smaller
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distributions of different type@-igure2 A) which suggestéragmented sets of social netwarksth
segmentary groups loosely related to each ota#nerthana territorially coherent and stabégea.
Moore (2006: 192 has shown a correlation between pottery and quern exchange systems which

defined a northern and a southern exchange network (discussed furtheian $.44t

Figure 2: Distribution of Western/Dobunnic series coinage

The map originally presented here cannot be madeyfiaadilable via ORAlue tocopyright
restrictions.Themap was sourced frotreins (2008: 107)details of which are showin the

bibliographyon pages 36B77.

The area of the Dobunni representsiiwst westerlyextentof Roman influence preonquest, being

i n the 06peirdenmteirfail e dz o980 H1H stuely of theoimpaadd of foreign trade
on the development of late Iron Age societhe studyarea shows similaceramic styles and
settlement tges to southern Britain in the lateegRoman Iron AgéMillett, 1990: 13, 18 (Figure3

A and D and in the distribution afppida(Millett, 1990: 25 (Figure3B) which occur in the eastern
half of the territory However the distribution of Dressel 1 wine amphdhiiett, 1990: 39 shows
very few finds in thestudy area for this perio@rigure3C), which may reflect trading contacts rather

than adoption of Romaculture



Figure 3: Southern Britain in the late prRoman Iron Age

The maporiginally presented here cannot be made fyemlailable via ORAlue tocopyright
restrictions.The mgpswere sourced fronMillett (199Q 13, 16, 25, 32, details of which are showin the

bibliographyon pages 36B77.
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The imagery used on southern and eastern late Iron Age coins was influenced by Roman coinage,
particularly during the Augustan perioaind used by late Iron Age leaders to define their dynastic
identity (Creighton, 200p The imagery was also designed to show agféity in terms of familiarity

with Classical Roman culture, but the Dobunnic coinage shows no such Classical Roman influence

(Allen, 1961: 10).

My studydoes nointend to validate the tribal boundaries of the Dobubui explores the area of
western Britain covered by their proposed territdthout undertaking a similar detailed study for

the regions adjacent to the study area, it is not possible to assthenthere are regional differences
which indicatehat the study area is centralised and unified in the Roman period, although my analysis

suggests it was not.

The area of the Dobunni is proposed by Millgt®90: 4060) as a preRoman area and a client
kingdomat the time of conqueand heexplains the Roman military @sence in the area as providing

a campaign and supply base for the conquest further north. With the subdivision of Britain into four
provinces in the late third century, western Britain becBritannia Prima At that time Cirencester

was the second largeg®wn in Britain and is generally thought to be the capitdritnnia Prima
(White, 2007: 3§ although there is no conclusive proof of tAike otherlarge tavn in thearea of

the Dobunni waghe coloniaat Gloucester. By the fourth century there is significant evidence for
Romanstyle buildings, including a large number of very wealthy villas, particularly in the area
around CirencestegfScott, 2000: 78, 895), with lavish mosaics and wall paintings and several
reception rooms and dining suitéSirencester and Gloucester provide a comparison against the
nature of settlement in thraral areas and evidence from Cirencester is included in the study sample

for this purpose.

Material culture and social patterns can be studied at different levels: the individual, the household,
community or local,regional and national levels. Archaegical eiidence for identity of the

individual tends to come from burial evidence where the artefacts can be directly associated with that
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individual, for example Swift (2004: 219221). Where evidence from an archaeological site is
examined, this will relate to the ggle occupying a site rather than individuals.msstudyfocuses

on rural settlement sites, the evidence will relate to groups of individuals, and the selection of a
geographic area allows comparison between different groups of peibpile that areaMy study

examines the published artefaaitevidence at the site level.

1.4 Research questions

The evidencasuggests a variety of influences on material culuitkin the study area from thate

Iron Age onwardsfollowed by significant change in the Rompariod Widespread adoption of

Romanstyle material culture by the late Roman periodicates asignificant change in the way

identities may have been expresddcdh we ver , defsitryilred dmRdman al cul ture
There was no snaterial dudtured butdRRram autiude comprised a set of principles

governing behaviour (discussed furtheettion 2.1).

Whil st -s&tRonmeanmateri al cultured relates to materi al
it reflects significant cultudanfluences andnteraction between southern Britain amatthernGaul

and Germany in the late Iron Agad early Roman periofMoore, 2019, rather than a direct
influence from RomeThese materials may have arrived as prestige goods through elite kinship or
political ties, trade, including new markets f@aulish potters(Millett, 1990: 33, and some
immigration (but no evidence for mass migratiddhared styles included new ceramic fersuch

as GalleBelgic pottery, dietary patterns such as the preference for beef (which is different to the
Italian dietary patternjKing, 1999, burial rites and rituals, the use of coinage, and axthita

forms such as Romar@eltic temples and the row house and winged corridorMilaw et al., 2009:
53-71). However, there were significant differences in social organisation and power structures,
reflected in the differences between oppida in Britain and (Babre, 2016: 266 Changes in dress

in the later Roman western Empire were adopted from the periphery ahtiieeEparticularly from

Germany(Swift, 2000: 119.
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Moore (2016: 276 cautions against defininthese processes twireference tcethnic groupsi

6Gal l icizati on6T1 asrbothoteser weee nartificial tconstnudé the Imperial
administrators and our own making, witlt@mplex variety of identities and communities involved
Describing these processes as Gallicization or Germanizafwoblematic as it simplifies these into

a process of acculturation, and hybridisation does not recognise that these societies had already been
changed by interaction with Rome. Interactieess more complex than the British elite imitating their
Gaulish ounterparts and influence was likely to have been both ways, which J2084s: 191

refe s t o as parohe of culpueltconsengenceramang transalpine societies already

br oad]| y.Whkilst faimé & maierial culture were similar they may have been used in different
ways for local requirement#t is unlikely that people usinthis material culturavhich originated

from Gauland Germanwoul d have perceived themselves as be

I n this studyttyhee tmartmrdéRdmamul t ured wi |l be us
culture introduced during the Romarripd. The research questiomgich will be consideredre:

9 Differences between sites

Did the use of Romaastyle material culture differ across different types of Sited Roman material

culture adopted at the same time at these,sites was t Ade ee f &@&basSectt thlr eonuegnht
hi er & Weré ylifferent types of material culture relating to literacy, foodways, personal
appearance and use of space adopted at the same time?

9 Different types of identity

What does the evidence reveal about the exme®f identities related to wealth, status, gender and

group identities, including ethnicityhrough the use of Romastyle material culture

1 The extent of use of Romastyle material culture, and continuities and change

To what extent was Romastyle material culture used to express identity and how did identity
expression differ from the late Iron Age? What continuities and changes can be observed during the

Roman period?
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Since my study commenced, fRaral Settlement of Rom&amitain Project(Smith et al., 2016 based

at the University of Reading, wasulached, publishing its first volume on the nature, form and
development of rural settlements in 2016, with volumes focusing on the economy, and peoples and
ritual of Roman Britain due shortly. The first volume characterises the mosaic of communities in
Roman Britain and how they changed over time, with a focus on farmsiBaidsstudy undertook a
systematic review of excavated sites, based on excavation reports, including grey literature, but with
a less detailed examination of artefacts, but a greatas foo ecofacts. My research sits alongside

this work but uses a different approach, so that my research and methods used provide a new
understanding of social and cultural identitieeference was made to tRaral Settlement of Roman

Britain Project ofline databas@Allen et al., 201pin my analysis.

Chapter 2 will review the background against which identitiesewegotiated, putting changes
occurring in Britain in the Roman period into the context of the Roman Empire and the nature of
Roman imperialisnand Roman identityThe current evidence for the study area is also considered.
Chapter 3 describes the studyrple and the methodology used and considers the limitations of the
data.Chapters 4 to 7 examine the evidence for literacy, personal appearance, foodwattkearehse
space individuallyChapter 8&xamines different identities observed for the stsatyple including
identities relating to the elite, wealth and status, geratat groupand ethniddentities. Chapter 9
consolidates this evidence and examines differences between sites and overall trends imiitke data,

an overall conclusion in Chapter.10
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2 Material culture and identity i current evidence

Identity is fluid and depends on situation and contkxtreviewing identity in the study sample,
consideration therefore needs to be given to the wider context within which identity was being
expressedUnequal power relations would influence how people expressed their identity in a
provincial setting. How thauthorities of th&oman Empire interacted with people who became part
of the Empire and the Roman view of their identity would have shapedbesetionsThis chapter
considers the nature of Roman identyd how this influencedn ideology of imperialism and
includes a brief overview of the impact of conquest on the studyHneacurrent status of material

culture studies and the theopati models used for interpretation ateoreviewed.

2.1 The nature of Roman imperialism and Roman identity

Romans viewed themselves as a group distinguished by citoedf (1998: 1) defines Roman

c ul t uthe rangesof abjects, beliefs and practices that were characteristic of people who
considered themselves to be, and were widely acknowledged as,(Rpmab ut coltaorewas t ha't
not static, nor was theremeensus as to what it comprisédodways, personal appearance, ways of

building, ways of dealing with the dead and ideals about education all contributed to this culture, but
were transformed over time. Ther eficalgte matetal 6 st and
cul ture, -nlkests 66 Rerharnt ed to a set of principles go
it meant to be Roman r e f e rhouneaditat translated adivilisationd which Woolf sums up

as standing fo6 aanganised setfodeas, some descriptive, others prgstive and all contributing

to adefinition of seld (. b4kb5). By the late first century BC this had been formulated as a Roman
concept which defined aristocracy but was also appropriat#tiersto aspire ta n distidguished

an elite as cultivated, enlightened, humane and so fitted to rule and lead by édinisl@rovided

a justification and an ideology for imperialism. This cultof@umanitadinked the elite ruling class

across the Empireso that assiilation was both political and culturéhs O Roea®d r el at ed
set of values and customs, those lower down the social scale coulaspiseb e 6 R.oThea n 6

concept of Romamess oiRomanitasfirst appears in text around AD2@BIsner and Woolf, 2014:
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223, and although never codified,dsscussedn Classcal literature. Br example, VitruviugBook

VI, (Ill, 1V and V) on the design and use of a Roman house.

Roman culture appropriated much from Greekure, particularly in the visual and literary arts
(Huskinson, 2000: 9102 andwasmanipulated byhe first Roman EmperoAugustus in order to
consolidate his political poweandin his visionfor rebuilding the state and Roman sociélpe
principal rdndwalofgesigiomwand cistom, virtus, and the honour of the Roman people
(Zanker, 1988: 101 A new visual imagery developed out of this cultural prograjranea new
mythology around the foundation of Rome developed into the imperial cult. These became part of
imperial policy defining and celebrating Rome and the role of the emyeskinson, 2000: 109

replacing the informal and unoadinated approach of the late Republic

Another key element of Roman ideology was urbanistnich was considereds the correct and

moral wayof living (Revell, 2009: 4318). The city wassynonymouswith civilizationi barbarians

lived in huts and villageé and was thereforim the Roman minduperior to other ways of living.

Cities had two roles: providing a range of amenities and @utlildings such as a forum and a

theatre; and cities administered a clearly defined territory and participated in regional pidligics.
civilising influence of <cities was a recurring th
in Britain hav n g deal with geople living in isolationandgnor ance, and therefore |
wh er e hpeivatg encoeragemenand official assistance to the building of temples, public

squares and good hougeJa€itus Agricola 2.2). However, it shouldbe noted that Tacitus was

biased being related to Agricola, and writing for an audience in Rdrhe.founding of towns was

part of A u g u sirhperl&trategyand imposed where necessarytigs formed thepolitical and

administrative centraéiirough wheh the Empire was governadd through which local communities

connected with the Empire

The drivers for Romamronquest of Britairare still debatedThe personal nature of power and

Claudiusd insecur e p @ossidlythenmtivaion forsthe invason of Britein R o me wer ¢
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rather than a grand strate@Millett, 1990: 4€-41). Economicbenefitsprobably played gart with

thedci vi | i s ipmwgdingithesnwiajastifiéation for conquest of new territories. Braund

(1998:10) considers thatth@ b e n e f i ¢ e nwas an impoetant selfhagesntRéme during the

Republic and the Principate, holding up tlesedopmento f | egi sl ati on against n
power in the provinces as one proof of commitment torjusof beneficent imperialism. Theebate

remains as to the extent to which a Rereetred culture was imposed on the provinces or spread

through local elites.

2.2 Incorporation of the study areainto the Empire

Roman influence on Britain prior tothe comgat was t hr o ucgphtactBwith Gauin s 6 s o
There is evidence faontactwith the near Continent itne late Iron AgéMoore, 2014, andsmall

scaleimports ofprestigegoods such as wine amphorgand GalleBelgic pottery appear in southern

Britain in the century before the conquethese were acquired through elite kinship links and
diplomatic catacts with the elite in GagiMillett, 1990: 3§. Few wine amphorae appear in thedy

area Figure3), and significant amounts of GalRelgic pottery only appe at Bagendon, suggesting

that contact was more limited for the study area than for southern and eastern Eanylaitds

possible hat contacts may have been through these kingdoms rather than directly with Gaul.

Late Iron Age coinage developed in southern, eastern and western Britain, derived froBeRadio
models.The eastern and southern kingdoms adogiedsicalRoman imager based on Augustan
coinageg(Creighton, 200pbut the westerrseries(in the area of the Dobunni) did not, and their

imagery wadargely confined to stylised head a Owheat s heaftéiledhersei gn an
Legends were used on southern, eastern and western coin series, but only the southern and eastern
coin series referort o Hibid.tle3&/d). Ceightoh intergrets Ghi® e€oind
information as evidence of political and social contact by the elite of the southern and eastern
kingdoms with the elite of Rome and North Africa. This level of contact does not appear to have

occurred for the elite of thedbunni. Dio Cassius, writing in the second/third century ok LX),
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notes that the Dobunni tribe were subject to the Catuvellaontiheir contacts with Gaul or Rome

may have been indireaty for part of the timethrough the Catuvellauni.

The Roman ggroach to incorporation of new territorigsnded to beopportunistic and flexible,
encouraging diplomatic efforts to form political and economic relatiosshiin communities outside

the Empire. These client kingdoms would be a buffer isolating poteatiamies, and freeing the
Roman army to concentrate its efforts elsewh@reighton(2006 views the procgs of incorporation

of Britain into the Empire as a long process rather than afirexent with the role of the late Iron

Age kingsbeing superseded by the Roman governors, but this more likely for southern and eastern

Britain than the area of the Dolnin

The lack of, or shoflived, activity at the forts in the territory of the Dobunni poshquest is
consideredo reflect their status asclient kingdom in the late Iron Age, with the large garrison based

at Gloucester acting to protect the Seveaevway and as a supply base dtacks on the Silures in
Wales(Copeland, 2011: 5%illett, 1990: 4649). Some tribes submitted to Rome without a struggle

and part of the Dobunni have been identified as one of these from the inscription on the Arch of
Claudius in RoméMillett, 1990: 4. However, Copelan(R011: 59 considers that this status as
client ki ngdom pr ob-aeochquest, athd tdbaté and @es wouldh haee bgen s t

imposed, although some favoured individuals may have had some degree of nominal independence.

The Empire wa adninistered through citieand two cities were founded in the study area. There is
some uncertainty around dates, butdb®niaat Gloucester was founded around AE®®H and the
civitas capital, Corinium Dobunnorumor Cirencester, around the late firsehtury or early second
(Copeland, 2011: 63,65r cAD100 (Mattingly, 2006: 279 This development is late compared with
Silchester Calleva (a proteurban centre in the late Iron AgghoseRomanamphitheatre is dated
cAD60-70 and the forunaAD85 (ibid. 270, andsimilar to Rataduilt cAD100 (ibid. 279) whereas

Londonwas foundedeforethe Boudican revolt (AD60Q)with evidence of a settlement cAD5SDId
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265) Verulamiumdeveloped from an existing aristocratic centre, with a few streets already in place

for the developing town by AD6(Niblett, 2005: 18-150).

2.3 Current status of Roman studies

This section will provide a brief overview of the development of studi€oafianmaterial culture

and identity.

2.3.1  Approaches to the study of identity

For much of the twentieth century, Roman archaeologywas dtedimy t he 6 Romani sat i ¢
60Romani sationé was a term used to describe th
incorporation into the Roman Empjrbut also its outcom¢34). Degr ees of 6 Romani
reflected the extent to which Romatyle material cultural had been adopted. There are a number of

i mplicit assumptions in this ramgehous abdhclearly 6 Ro ma
defined;that the use of Romastyle material culture reflected the adoptahRoman valuesand

that at some point individuals had become Roman.
to O6Romano represents civilisation, and t hat
identifiable through archaeological eviden@me of the key difficuliés of the Romanisation model

is that it has been used to explain both process and outcome.

Mi | | @990 Bhe Romanization of Britaimiewed cultural change as driven by the native elite
adoptingRomanstyle material culture imegotiating their positions in the new political ordand

this trickled down through the social hierarchy as a result ofladion. This sparked signification

debate and criticisnmgs for example over privileging the elti@games, 200)aas well agnitiating

different approache® explain cultural changeince the 1990approaches have explored post

colonial theory and globalisation theoffyor exampleWebster(2001) views cultural changes a

hybridisation of native and Romantulir es or 6creol i Z20@6iconniders a whi | st
range ohoneliteexperiences and discrepant identitiesb ut i ndi cat es t hat this

to Rome and encompasses the dNeattingly, 2010:289-290). These models do not gentirely
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away from the 6éRomanMoat (£9898\dew Is that a neyeulturgd lpgics i t i on

and newsocial orderand therefore new identities are createtiere GalleRoman aristocrats had

aefined Roman culture in such a way that it might function as a marker of status, not of political or

ethnic identity ibid. 240) Elements from Roman and Gaulish culture wesliined into a new

culture, so that all participants acquired new places in imperial systems as the system itself had been
transformed(Woolf, 1997. Terrenato(1998: 23 calls this dricolaged , w h e uretions erw  f

meanings are attributed to existing objects to create newdrtee t er m 6 Romani sati oné
largely abandoned as too simplistic to explain the diversity of archaeological evidence, although no
satisfactory alternative framework has yetrbdevised Archaeological studies have begun to focus

on cultural identityather than RomanisatioRitts(2007) questions the utility of studies which pursue

these approaches ofifidriitdiemalilty d md robcadiasoehtbee ol ogi c al

Romanisation debate through a primary focus on the interaction between Roman and native.

The role of objects in expression of identity has been explored in several Mmeysocial life of

objectshas been explored to find the ways in which people give value to things through exchange

and socially defined processes of circulatigypwpadurai, 198p The symbolic meaning of objects

was explored as if meaning could be read as text in approaches which corisileeed n astyldbr e of 6
and significationin relation to cultural identityfor exampleWiessner, 1984Wiessner, 1985

Sackett, 1985Sackett, 1990Conkey and Hastorf, 199(Ethnoarchaeological approaches looked at
6symbol s (for exanapleHodde, @82 Hodder, 1979and material culture patterning in

relation to status, age, gendimnily groupings and ethnicity ismallscalemodern societies, whilst

Slofstra(1983 appl i ed an ant hropol ogi cal approach to 6Rom

Models to describe the interaction of people and objects in determining identity based on the work of
social scientists such as Gidd€hS884 and Bourdie 1977 are increasingly being used to explain
cultural change, for example RevgR016§ and Gardner(2002. Gidden$ theory of duality of
structure views structure or the material world as both shaping and bapepdby people or objects

acting as agentswith individual identities neroducedthrough practice. Reve{R009, using urban
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architectureand Gardne(2002, using military identityexamine how the use of material culture in
the routines of everyddife maintains identitieand reproduces thaructures of imperialisnThe
agency of objects has begun to be expldfed example Gosden, 20pandthe interdependency

between people and thin@jldodder, 2012

The archaeology of women and gender relations has been slow to develop. A8 ¥&boints

out, the Roman Empire, as evidenced in Classical litezaprivileged the adult male and this has
alsoinfluenced the study of Roman archaeolog§yudies have been focused around using burial
evidence to provide gender associations for artefictsexampleAllasonJones, 1995Allison,

2015 or collating archaeolpi c a | evi denc e (AlfasomJonesp 20@5Rabhe, 2009 v e s
Swift, 200Q. Studies are now beginning to focus on economic aspects, status and the provincial
family (Revell, 2018, and power relationshigattingly, 201J). Isotope analysis of Romgperiod

burials, together with grave goods and burial rites are being used to explore migration and ethnicities

(Eckardt etal., 2014.

Ethnicity is a type of identitydefined by Jone§l997:84: 6 et hni ¢ gr olypssribeir e c ul
identity groups, Wich are based on the expression of real or assumed shared culture and common
descent (usually through the obijiication of cultural, linguistic, religious, historical and/or
physical ¢ hEhe arcepeaftniity has Bad Similar issues to Romanisation, around
bounded homogenous cultural groups where certain items of material culture are equated wit
specific ethnicities. Two theoretical approache
t he O6i nsttér uange mMeedpiintoedml approach sees ethnicity as determining and
immutable, based the situation of kinship, language, relayotterritory at birth. The instrumentalist

approach is concerned with the organisation and boundaries of shared beliefs and practices
particular situations, with economic and political dimensions, and little focus on culture, astbtend

define ethrgity in terms of politicised or mobilised grougs.o n (@#l.pdefinition brings these two
approaches together withe practice theory of Giddens and Bourdieurecognise that ethnicity is

mor e | i kel yrangieat canfgglrationg of tutturadifferencé whi ch are repr o
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transformed in a variety of wayithnic identity involves a consciousness of differdnéeu s vi t h e mod
and is therefore situational and fluithe transient and symbolic nature of ethnicity makes it difficult

to identify the associated material archaeologically in the absenegttEnrecords Roman ethnicity

i s now vaiserigseofdconanenly&d cultural assumptiodgRevell, 2016: 30Woolf, 2003

Hill, 1997) rather tharhomogenous bounded groups where Rostgle material culture equates to

Roman ethnicity.

The exent to which cultural change was imposed by the imperial process or driven by local elites is
still debated, although interventionist theories are no longer favdtleder and Woolf, 2004
Recent approaches have focused on local and provincial iderffitiegxampleRevell, 2009
Mattingly, 2004 Woolf, 2002a Woolf, 1995 and the impact of Empire, faxample on time
conceptgGardner, 2012 The impact of economic and power relationships resulting from Roman
imperialism on cultural expression has received less fiiitts, 2007 Mattingly, 2013 and a better
understanding of Imperial structures at different scales is nd&#dner, 2016Faulkner, 2008

and of the diversity and multiplicity of identifiattingly, 2010.

Globalisation ghe grocess whereltlye world increaingly becomes seen as one place and the ways
in which we are made conscious of this pro6@dsdos, 2010: 280 rprodesses by which localities
and people become increasingly interconnected and interdepéfBitst and Versluys, 2015b: 11
Globalisation considers political, social and economic interconnecffeityexample papers iRitts

and Vesluys, 2015aHingley, 2009, andEmpirewide changes in consumption and identity resulting
from greater connectity in trade and communicatiorse linkedto creation of local identitie§or
example Pitts, 20Q08There is still debate as the extent to which globalisation can to applied
historic rather than modern periofRitts and Versluys, 2015bandwhether globalisation can be
analytical or just a descriptive lab@ardner, 2018 Pitts(2015: 92 warns against the adoption of a
new stati oné6 which substitutes the word 6gl obalisat
develop new frameworks for exploring globalisatit¥e have yet to explain fully the unity and

diversity of responses ®oman rulgWoolf, 1992.
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2.3.2 Current status of artefact studies

Artefact studieggenerallyrely on the detailed description of objects in excavation reports, as it is
often not possible to access the original objects. Traditional appsotchetefact studies involved
production of corpora of individual object types, such as coindeyathes, developing typologies
and distribution maps. Whilsgpologies form the basis of further analysis, artefact studies have taken

a long time to devep beyond this.

Excavation eportsin the past, including some for the study samgieded to categorise artefacts by
material (ceramic, bone, metal, stomdjich does not lend itself to imf@etation of the function and

role of objectsExcavation reprts included detailed description aoften illustration of artefactgut

there was little attempt to integrate a discussion of the role of artefacts into a wider narrative. Reports
such as those for CamertfVedlake, 1958attempt little in the way of interpretation, whilst others

such as the report for Froces{erice, 200pfocusdiscussion around economy and trade. u mmy 6 s
(1983 use of functional categories for artefacts in her report on the Colchester excavations has now
been widely adopted, and many interpretive discussions now include some commentary on the role
of artefacts. The focus remains on settlermeotphology and developmerandtrade and economy

for example at Ariconiur@Jackson, 2012but a consideration of the role of artefacts edkpression

of identity is beginning to be includefbr example at Claydon PiKiiles et al., 200Y.

The way in which artefacts have been recorded has also influenced the study of individual categories
of artefact. Artefacts have been studied as individual categories suaioakds, carved gemstones
(intaglios) or coins, rather than as integrated studies of a diverse range of aitEagtger,some
syntheses of available data for Britain have been compHedexampleT y e (1896 atlas and

guide to Roman pottery brings together a detailed description of the form and fabric for the classes
of pottery in use in Britain in the Roman periodetiger with evidence for their source, distribution,
dating and patterns of manufactuRecent studies such as Allasdro n (@01 D Artefacts in Roman

Britain: their purpose and ussynthesize dat for a range of artefact types, but remain largely

descriptive.
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Artefact studies are beginning to look at social distribution across types of site, usually defined as

military, urban and rural, for example Eva@2901) on pottery, and Eckardt and Crumit3008 on

toilet implements Regional patterns in the use of artefacts are now being published which consider

di versity within Br it 016 workson lordochesghilstCotherIstudesrd Baxt er
considerdiversityacross the western provinces, suclRagionality in Dress Accessories in the late

Roman WegqSwift, 2000.Re gi onal anal yses, (2618 andlysiadspatesning i ng and
in material culture to study the impact of towns on the settlement landscape feeasufngland

are making greater usé available archaeological data and more sophisticated analytical techniques

such as correspondence analyslse Rural Settlement of Roman Brit&roject(Smith et al., 2016

has just completed a synthesis of all published and grey literature data for rural settlement
morphology, artefacts and environmentaledadr rural sitesn Britain, to map regional patterns of

artefact useThe online Project databag@llen et al., 20.5) was used (accessed in 20i&ensure

my classification of sites and site types was consistent with theirs to allow comparison of results.

2.4 Current evidence for the study area

No studies have specifically considered material culture and identithdastudy arearhe Rural
Settlement of Roman Britaproject (Smith et al., 2016is the first to address regional trends in
artefactual, ecofactual and settlement evidence across the whole of Bridiwhat this means for

the expression of identitylthough the volumeonsideringregional identitiesn detal has not yet

been publishedC 0 p e | (@013vdlsme orRoman GloucestershiFovides a detailed description

of the evidence for diffrent types of settlements and their architecture, sacred spaces, and agriculture
and industry but does not address identity directly. Part of the study area is covered éamiedk

out intheUpperThames Valley, includingheThames Throughime thearchaeology of the gravel
terraces of the upper and middle Thames : the early historical period,-ADDQA (Booth, 2007

which includes some discussiohidentity, and in papers on individual categories of artefact such as
B o o t(20852sThe occurrence and use of samian ware in rural settlements in the Upper Thames

Valley.
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Roman imperialism impacted the daily lives of people in the study area with the introduction of new
institutions such as urban centres and militaryailietions as well as introducirigrge volumes of
consumeggoods.Chapter 3will consider the approach and methodolégyexamining the use of this

material culturdor the study sample
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3 Approach and methodology

In the last few decades a large volumdath has been collecttdm archaeological excavatiofhe

aim of my studyis to usea sample of this data for selectedal settlement sites where detailed
publishedexcavation reports are availapte exploresystematicallynow artefacts may have bee

used in the expression of identit4s identity is multiple, situational and fluid, contextual data is
needed to examine where and how an artefact is being used and the nature of the identities being
expressed. The fluidity of identity also means it gemover time so that chronological data is also
required.Repeated associations aftefactsmay indicate that these items had special meanings or
were being usetbr specific purposes, so thase of an artefact in expression of identity may only
becomeapparent when patterns emerge in the data. In order to detect patterns which may not be

intuitive or immediately apparent, the widest range of possible data needs to be examined.

3.1 Approach

Rural settlement data cannot be related to an individual, bet thih group of people who lived at a
site, so sampling was undertaken at site leltelvas not feasible to examine every site in the
geographical area of the study, due to the large number ofsde$or example Smith et al., 2016

A representative sample eftes was therefore selected, to reflect sites with a range of types of
activity, size and period of occupation within the Roman pefiibd.approach taken was to examine
contextual data fronall artefactual or ecofacall data reported for each site the study sample,
relating topersonal appearance, foodways, settlement space and lit€facyartefact categories
comprising these attributes, sua$ brooches, hairpins, rings, eexamined individually (chapters

4 to 7), and summary data then combinedttibute and site level to examine how these attributes

relate to each other and reflect different types of identity (chapters 8 and 9).
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3.2 Exploring identity using artefacts

Artefacts can be used to expsddentity in a number of wayartefactfunction the nature and style

of decoration, the quality of materiattefactswere made from, cost, availability and rarity value.
Artefacts can also acquire meaning from who can or cannot acquire, use, own or dispose of them, and
how and where thesactionstake place.Material can also enter the archaeological record as ritual
depositionsin my studytwo asped of theartefact assemblageere consideredhe extent to which
Romanstyle artefacts were acquired, and the extent to which these were used infymamays

of living.

The decorative and negssential nature of personal ornaments mdagg ¢an be uskto signal
identities such aa group affiliation(for example Wiessner, 1984n expression of individuality
andconspicuous consumption and display of wedltie portability of these objects also means that
ideas and objects can travel relatively quickly between areas, and as they are relfondzbla
their take upresponds quickly to chang€g/ebb, 2011: 2D The number of brooches found on
settlanentsitesincreases significantly in thate Iron Age and early Roman peri@dindi and Hill,

1998: 126128, which means that response to changes in the conquest period can be examined

A distinctive material cultureelated tofood consumtion appears in the Roman patiavith new
specialised vessel forms for prepayiand serving foo@Tyers, 1996 Willis, 20054 Willis, 2011),

for example mortariaand new foodstuffssuch as windfjsh sauce, olive oi{Cool, 2006 Alcock,

2007, andnew vegetablesherbs and spicd¥an derVeen, 2008Van der Veen et al., 2008The

form of vessels can indicate function, for example jugs for pouring liquid and mortaria for grinding
foodstuffs, and this can be used for insighte mw food was prepared and servEade large volume

of available pottery allows us tmmparehe extentind naturef corsumption at different sites.

New architectural forms appear in the Roman period as well as new building materials and new art

forms such as decated floors (mosaics)Smith (1997: 4 suggest two aspects to analysis of

archaeol ogi cal evidence f or whicght ehbectbsthbepownen
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position, and the layout of roomhichreflects their uses and relative imgorte Studies of the
layout of houses in Pompeii, for example, Per(2@02 and Laurencé007), show that the flow of
activities and use of rooms in the house, andtmspicuous consumption reflected in tleeoration
of these spaces were used to show the weadrszial standing of the owner, concepts which can

also be considered for the study sample.

It should notbe assumd that supply, distribution, and demand were constant. Political, economic

and cultural factors may affect the volumesewen the presence absence oan artefact in the

archaeological record. For example, Anderg®884: Ch % describe changes in supply and

distribution of various Roman pottery types and Fentresd. €2004) ascribechanges in the supply

of African Red Slip ware to economic factors. The volume of samian supplied changed over time

(Marsh, 198}, so that peaks in samian distribution need to be adjusted iatleeyp reflecdemand

rather than supplyGoing(1992 sees these fluctuatiomstending to other pottery and artefacts

part of a series oflonge economi ¢ cycl es or Ol ldoweyvermaswedys 6 of pea
used broad chronology intervals of a centsgythat such changes may not have a significant impact

onresults for the study sampleocal distributions may reflect marketing or gugtion centres rather

than cultural choices, although these markets could be driven by demand based on cultural choice.

Literacy introduced a different way of storing and spreading knowlé@geighton, 2000: 173
requiring new skills and technologies, compared with Iron Age oral traditimsthe presence of

writing equipmengindinscriptionscan be ust:to examinghe development of writing skills.

3.3 Selection ofthe study sample

My study usesavailable published data, particularly the specialist reports within site excavation
reports andthe sample is therefore biaseavézdsthose sites which have & subject tahe most
detailed excavation armglblication, and have sufficient context in specialist finds reports to allow
analysis and comparisoithe focus is on settlement sites, and any artefacts specifically noted in
excavation reports apecificaly votive have been excluded from the ddta example, the copper
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alloy rings at Uley used as votive tokefWoodward and Leach, 1993: 1)33Burials are also
excluded but material in structured deposits is included as domestigpation and ritual are not
strictly separated in the Roman worlld many cases data for different types of artefaittin a report

are published to different degrees of detail as to description and classification in accordance with
recognised typologs, quantificationstrdification and chronology. Samplelectionbalancedhese

to give the widest possible range of evidenioe achieve geographic coveraggympromises have

had to be accepted in selecting the samipgting the analysis possible ffacertain classes of
artefacts The approach taken whereforeto examine trends using braaaategoriesand a larger

sample with analysis at a higher level to determine overall patterns.

3.3.1 Definition of site types

Comparative analysis depends on daging classified in a consistent way, and in a manner which
facilitatesthe grouping together dfems with similar characterisdd¢o form broader categoriet
establish general trends. Data i n t hasedsnthedy ar e
function of the site, for examplajilitary, religious, etc. Brther distinctions can be made based on
morphology, for example, rural sites are classified as villas, or as farolassifying sitesdecisions

were made on the status and chtgraof sites based on site morphology as described in the excavation
reports, but taking account of definitions used in Fheal Settlement of Roman BritaRroject
databasé€Allen et al., 2015to allow comparison with other published datasets. All sites in the sample

were allocated to one of the followisget ypes: &émilitaryd, O6urbkedand, 61
set t | &miedndstate centddillador armd . However, there are a wi
somedo not fall neatly into these categories. Sites were therefore allocated to categories which would

facilitate the comparisons undertakemig study.

Sites def i intaarchasolodicalritbratuteve evidence for deliberate civic planning,
provision of public buildings and amenities, and defeneesl some legal statufyr example,
Cirencester, thprobablecivitas capital] andGloucester, aolonia Small towns generally lack these

facilities and show little sign of a planned lay@Burnham and Wacher, 1990 hey are included as
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rural settlements, but are difficult to define due to the varying morphology, activities and size (see for

example the dicussion in Timby(998: 3) anBurnham and Wacher (1990: Chapter 1) and generally

include towns, villages, hamlesndr oadsi de settl ements. The term O6nu
used to encompass all these types of rural settlement, and will be nsgdtudyfor all settlements

which do not fall into any of thetloer categories listed abovehave used this term to be consistent

with the Rural Settlement of Roman BritaRroject(Smith et al., 2016: )0 which uses the term

6nucl eated settlementsd for u nd eliages ahd dppida,ma | | tow

although it should be noted that this term is not universally accepted.

Gatcombe and Kingscote are referred tohass 6éestate
therefore been used #se sitetype here. Wiilst the proximityof a villa to the excavated site at

Gatcombe has begoroposed(Branigan, 1977: 190it has not yet been located. Kingscote is

considered by Henin Timby, 1998: 18Yto be an Imperial esta on the basis of finds evidence

although Timby (1998: 432) disagre€Bhe Rural Settlement of Roman BritalProject treats

Kingscote as a nucleated settlement, and notes that it seems to be part of a wider villa estate centre or

village. Survey work andieldwalking has identified at least sevetfitye buildings(Timby, 1998:

12) making Kingscote significantly larger than most sites in the study sample, although only a small

proportion has been excavatefls Kingscote is significantly larger than the other nucleated

settlement sites in my s@le, most of which are roadside settlemenisttie purposes ahy study

Kingscote ighereforeconsidered separatdiyom these sites,andncl uded as an OGestate

Bath, Nettleton and Wycomb are included by Burnhanmvdadher(1990: Chapter 9s small towns

with a specialised religious function. iny studyBat h i s «cl assified as O6urband
some form of civic planning, and proposeditaiy administrative buildinggDavenport et al., 2007:

68-69) for official administration of the surroding areaThee appears to have been an extensive

extramural settlement around Bath, with archaeological evidence from the Walcot Street and London

Road areas, although most of this is sreadlle(La TrobeBateman and Niblett, 2016: &) and

thereforenot suitable for my analysiBath is more urbamand possibly also militaryn nature
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compared tdhe other shrine sites in my sampéand therefore included as arban rather thaa
shrinesite  Wycomb was <classified as a O6nucl eated se:
was obtained in theineteentltentury(Burnham and Wacher, 1990: 2002) and sas not recoded
in sufficient detaiffor my study Nettleton was classified s a &éshrinedé6 to facili:

other religious sites.

The def i ni tisdifficult and vadedsiesforledaraple, Hingley (1989) and Rivet (1958:

1031 05) , and t he t emystudgfor thdsé dordestiw bugdings svieesignificant
wealth has been expended on structuresmpland for
mosaics and wall plastdress welappointed buildings are includadthe6 f a rcategadybut it is

recognised that some sites are not easilygosiged, and for these the classification was aligned with

that used by thRural Settlement of Roman Britdoject(Smith et al., 2016: Chapte). Excavated

sites such as Somerford Keynes may be part of langeeatedsettiements but in the absence of

further publishece vi dence have been tr eRurabSkttlement ob Romanms 6 i
Britain Projectclassification.Except forThe Ditchess i t e s s h o wavelop fomdaums Inl a s 6
the early Roman period into villas in the later Roman periodnyrstudythese are clas$id as
6villasdé in dalilf fperinees, fromaloltdier oO6f ar msd ( whi
into villas) to be highlightedl here is increasing evidence for population movement in Rgpaend

Britain (Eckardt et al., 2004 and the development of farms into villas may reflect changkesth

ownership.

3.3.2 Selection ofstudy samplesites

The primary rationale for selection ofesdtwas ises which were welkexcavated and well recorded,
with a full range otheclasses of materideing examined andith integrity of dataThe sample of
sites was selected to provide geographic coveragethe Cotswolkbevern areas well as widas
possible a range of types of rural siteEyarying sizes and wealtimcluding sites founded in the
Roman periodand siteswith Iron Age predecesso(Eigure4), but some compromises in the range

of well-recorded material classes had to be made in order to achievA theck was made against
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the online database of tHeural Settlement of Roman Britdnoject(Smith et al., 2016Allen et al.,
2015 to ensure thatall major sites had been included in my sampléree nilitary sites
(Charterhouse, Kingsholm and Leahe|nCirencestgrandtwo urban site (Cirenceser and Bath)
were also examined to provide a comparison talttafrom rural sitesTwo Iron Age oppida were
chosenBagendon and Salmonsburyd provide a comparison for the late fReman Iron Age and

the transition period around the time of the ages].

A considerable number of sites have been excavated in the Upper Thameisaalignce of gravel

extraction in the eastern side tife study areésee for example Booth, 200&nd around Cirencester

but only a selection of these sites have been used/istudyto keep representation proportionate

with data available fothe rest of the studyrea.Where sites were similar in nature, such as Claydon

Pike and Roughground farm, one was chosen. Thornhill Farm was chosen as it is located close to

Claydon Pike but developed differently, and Somerford Keynes and Horcott were chosen as they had

different types of activity, Somerford Keynes possibly a depot for the distribution of tile and other
productgMiles et al., 2007: 273and Horcott, horseearing(Pine and Preston, 2004:-92). Asthall

wasincluded as roadsidsettiement on a major Roman rodtie suggested possible eastern boundary

of the Dobunnic territory (basexh coin evidenceyp aroundhe White Hrse at Uffingtor{Jones and

Mattingly, 2002: 5) and two siteon the downsn thisarea Maddl e Far m anid Al fr edo:
were included to provide a contrast taesiin the valley of the Upper Tham@de villa at Great

Bedwyn was included as a-@astainoedge bfithe pefceivedaDobunnic | i es a
territory, close to the Roman small town@idinetia Great Bedwyn lies at the junction of the Roman

roads from Silchester to Bath and from Winchester to Wanborough and Cirencester and in the area

of a | ocal tribal coinage, someti mes referred to a

eastern WiltshiréHostetter and Howe, 1997: 7

Data integrity waslso a key consideration. A number of villa sites in the study area, for example

Box, Chedworth, Woodchester, and Spoonley Wood have been subject to antiquarian excavation,
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Chapter 3: Approach and methodology

which Copeland2011: 13d e s c¢ r imore akin to sleaing them out to discover Roman mogaics

than systematic recording of small finds and pottery. These large, palatial villas therefore do not

Figure 4: Location of sites in the study sample

| sitesin sample
estate

farm
military
oppidum
settlement
shrine

urban

villa
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provide the detailed artefact data necessary for my study and arergymeesented in the study
sample, although comparisomgere made for the use of settlement spathe study saple is

summarised ifrigure5 andFigure6.

3.4 Limitations of the data

3.4.1 Data collection and recording

Data needs to be consistently classified to engffidetive analgis ofinter-site differences. Because

of the wide range of excavation reports used in t
the range of conditions under which these excavations have been undertaken, the study sample data

varies in quality and exten o f both collection and recording. ot
Cirencester for example) and some rescue or developded excavations with limited time

available, sample only a small area, and may not be representative of the whole siterapradignt

all artefacts present. At The Beeches, Cirencester, excavation continued to the depth of the walls

forming the building plan, but not to the earlier stages of occupation, so is not representative of the

time depth of the site.

The usefulnessfalatais limited by the ways in which it is quantified and recor@edhe time of

excavation the methodology usedand the extent to which data is analysed and included in

publication. Perring and Pitts (2013um up the current status of many archaeological reports:

{previous research has concentrated ndividual site narratives, where published reports describe

a chronology of architectural change illustrated by catalogued archives oféfinds Such r eport s
provide little or no interpretation of the finds dadt&€amerton and Frocester reports are examples.

For other reports there | satalogoed baekatomthe sibefplannaadpo pi ng 0 ¢
chronol ogy. There is often a reference to data &b
microfiche, buffor some sites in my sample these waoemgete or inaccessible. Many reports now

include a full discussionf the finds, but at the expense of detailed catalogues, with only summary

data produced in the published report.

34



g€

Figure 5: Sample of sites selected for stiflisted by type of site)

Site name Type of site (for my | Nature of site Reference
study)

1. Bagendon Iron Age oppidum Hillfort, Dobunnic coinmint Clifford (1961)

Trow (1982)

2. Salmonsbury Iron Age oppidum Proposed oppi dum, but s i| Dunning (1976)
artefacts than Bagendon.

3. Kingsholm Military Fort. AD492AD66/677? Hurst (1985)

4. Charterhouse Military Military fortlet, controling mining activity Todd (2007)

5. LeaholmeCirencester | Military Fort. AD45cAD75?. Leaholme fortWacher and McWhirr (1982)

6. Cirencester Urban 4thC town houses at The Beeches site. Other sites are | Dyer Court:Webster (1959)
scale excavations beneath modern town Forum (Angel Cinema) sitd4olbrook (2008: 45

62),

Stepstairs Lane sitélolbrook (2008: 7683);
Trinity Road siteHolbrook (2008: 931L06)
The BeechedvicWhirr (1986)

7. Bath Urban Later Roman domestic activity over temple preciii The temple precincCunliffe and Davenport (1985

Rescue excavations at 2 sites adjoining bath complex. | Bath Street and Beau Stre&avenport (1999: -1
122)
New Royal bathsDavenport et al. (2007)
8. Shepton Mallet Nucleated settlement | Stone waled compounds fronting onto Fosse Wi Leach and Evans (2001)
Reorganisation in 2nd@nd further expansion in 3rdC at
4thC
9. Sea Mills (Abonae) Nucleated settlement | Port.Small sites excavated Nazareth House sit&ennett (1985)
Abon House siteBoon (1945) Ellis (1987)

10. | Asthall Nucleated settlement | Structures fronting onto Akeman Street. Small area Booth (1997
possible settlement excavated

11. | Camerton Nucleated settlement | Buildings fronting onto Fosse &y, 3rdC expansion witll Wedlake(1958
industrial zone Jackson (1990)

12. | Worcester Nucleated settlement | Some late Iron Age activity, fansive occupation from lat¢ Deansway siteDalwood and Edwards (2004)
2ndC to early 4thC. Ditched compounds but little struct| Sidbury siteDarlington and Evans (1992)
evidence

13. | Alcester Nucleated settlement | Developed from vicus of proposed fort? Southern | Southern extramural aredahany and Crackne

northern extramural sites.

(1994)
Northern extramural areBooth and Evans (2002)
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14. | Tewkesbury Nucleated settlement | Evidence for buildingsPrimarily agrcultural settlement | Hannan (1993)
15. | Wycomb Nucleated settlement | Timber beamslots. 19thC excavations found mas( Syreford Mill: Timby (1998)
buildings and small temel Andoversford:Rawes (1980)
16. | Wanborough Nucleated settlement | Military presence in NeroniaWespanic period, latel Anderson and Wacher (1980)
settlement on Ermin Streetofitage. Large late Romg
settlement with substantial stone buildings and insy
Only part excavated
17. | Dymock Nucleated settlement | Shortlived establishment afursus Publicus? Catchpole et al. (2007)
18. | Ariconium Nucleated settleent High status Iron Age settlement with considerable traq Jackson (2012)
links. Dispersed, polyfocal. Declines after early 3rdC
19. | Nettleton Shrine Iron Ageoccupation. On Fosse WaSmall circular shrind Wedlake (1982)
followed by octagonal structures in 3rdC, ceases mid 4
20. | Uley Shrine Timber shrine replaced by stone Romd&@altic temple in| Woodward and Leach (1993)
early 2ndC and extendemid 4thC.
21. | Portway Shrine Wayside shrine Rawes (1984)
22. | Brean Down Shrine Square temple ith domestic occupation in late 4thC ApSimon (1965)
23. | Gatcombe Estate centre Main phase late 3rdC. Interpreted as defended villa/vil| Branigan (1977)
settlement. Suggested villa not yet rfiol
24. | Kingscote Estate centre Suggested Imperial estate based on finds data. Extel Timby (1998)
settlement identified from survey and fieldwalking, but o
small part excavated
25. | Frocester Villa Iron Agefarmstea, continues as RomdBritish farmstead Price (2000)
and develops into stortmuilt villa in late Roman period.
26. | The Ditches Villa Early Roman villa, to late 2ndC Trow et al. (2009)
27. | Great Bedwyn Villa 2ndC timber villa replaced in stone in late Roman perio Hostetter and Howe (1997)
28. | Barnsley Park Villa 2ndC timber villa replaced by stone indaRoman period | Webster (1967)
Webster (1981)
Webster (1982)
Webster et al. (1985)
Smith (1985)
29. | Great Witcombe Villa Early 3rdC founded as unifiedlla. Modifications in 4thC | Leach (1998)
30. | Marshfield Villa Late Iron Age timber circular structure rebuilt in stone, t| Blockley (1985)
demolished and replaced modest stone villa in 3rdC
31 | KingsWeston Villa 3rdC stone villa Boon (1950)
32 | Thornhill Farm Iron Age roundhouses. Paddocks and enclosures in R{ Jennings et al. (2004)

period, reorganised in 2ad
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33. | Claydon Pike Farm Late Iron Age/early Roman complex of enclosur{ Miles et al. (2007: 3-224)
reorganised in 2ndC with aisled buildings, replaced
modest villa in late 3rdC

34. | Sites South East q Farm Enclosures and roundhouses;ordered in 2ndC. Roma| Walker et al. (2004)

Tewkesbury artefacts but no evidence for structures

35. | Horcott Farm Iron Age enclosures and trackways-arganised intg Pine and Preston (2004)
paddocks and fields in 2ndC. Stock mgeraent

36. | The Bowsings Farm Ditched Iron Ay e 6stronghol do@mag Marshall (2004)
period. Undefended farmstead iff-3rdC, no evidence a
structures

37. | Haymes, Cleeve Hill Farm Roman period structuredamagd by landslip. Rawes (1986)

38. | Butcombe Farm Irregular stonewalled enclosures (not excavated). 3r| Fowler and Neale (1970)
oneroomed stone buildop

39. | Wootton Bassett Farm Iron Age roundhouse®3rdCrectangular timber building| Passmore and Rainbird (2016)

40. | Somerford Keynes Farm Iron Age roundhouse-3rdC aisled building. Possibl| Miles et al. (2007: 22273)
military or official presence

41. | Vineyards Farm,| Farm 3-roomed stone building replaced earlier building | Rawes (1991)

Charlton Kings evidence destroyed

42. | Brockworth Farm Ditches, enclosures and roundhouses, go out of use in § Rawes (1981)
Possible replacement by rectangular timber buildings

43. |Al fredbds C{Fam Iron Age ditches and roundhouses. Lat&late 3rdC| Gosden and Lock (2013)
modest villa

44. | Whelford Bowmoor Farm Early 2ndQ early 3rdC, no structures but building platfo| Miles et al. (2007: 27294)

45, | Birdlip Quarry Farm Later 2ndC circular timber buildings replaced by circy Mudd et al. (1999: 15258)
stone buildings continuing to4thC

46. | Madde Farm Farm 3rdc4thC small stone villa Gaffney and Tingle (1989)




Figure 6: Dates of occupation and type of site for study sample

wired s|ppeiN
Airendd dipaig
loowmog pIoydaym
3iseD s,pally
yuomydoig
wre spreAauin
SaUAa)| plojawos
nasseg U000
agwooing
sawAeH
sbuismog ayL
110210H
Aingsayma) 3
id uopAe|D
liyuoy L
uolsapn sbury
pRLYsIen
QWO Teal)
Nred Asjsuleg
uAmpag 1eal
sayoua
181S820.4
9100sbury]
agqwiodles)
umoq ueaig
Aemuod

Aain

[OETIEIN]
WiNIUOd Y
NoowAq
ybnologquepn
QUIOJAM
Aingsayma |
131S99|y
139159210/
uopswe)
lreyisy

S|IIN ess
19|[e uoydays
yreg
J191s90uall)
asnoyJlayeyd
awjoyea
wjoysbury
Aingsuowes

uopuabeg

Site Name

wJey
wJey

wJey

wJey

wJey

wJey

wJey

wJey

wJey

wJey

wey

wey

wey

wJey

wJey

Bl

BlliA

BlliA

BlliA

BlliA

BlliA

el

91uad areIsa

21uad areIse

aulys

auuys

aulys

aulys

JUBWIBIAS paresjonu
JUBWIBIIAS paresjonu
JUB WS pares|onu
Juswia8s paresfonu
Juswa8s paresjonu
JuswiaIas paresjonu
JUB WIS paresjonu
JUBWIaIAS paresjonu
JUB WIS paresjonu
JUB WIS pares|onu
Juswaas paresfonu
ueq.n

ueqJn

Areyjiw

Arenjiw

Areyjw

wnpiddo

wnpiddo

Site type

On major

road, or road
junction

Roadside

R R R R R R

R R R R

settlement

River

Port

IA activity

Occupation of site:

icBC

-1C

-1C-1C

-1C

-1C-1C

-1C-1C-1C

-1C

-1C-1C

-1C

-1C-1C

1C 1C 1C 1C 1C

1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C

1C

1C 1C 1C

1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C 1C

1Cc

2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C

3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C

2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C
3C 3C 3C

2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C 2C

2C

2C

3C 3C
4C 4C

3C 3C 3C 3C
4C 4C 4C 4C 4C 4C 4C 4C

3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C

3C

4C 4C 4C

4C 4C 4C

4C 4C 4C 4C 4C 4C 4C 4C

4C 4C

4C 4C 4C 4C 4C 4C 4C 4C

4C




The level of detailedollection and recordingaries not only between sites, but also between different
classes of artefacts within the same repdmimal bone, pottery, metal and bone artefacts are
analysed by different methodologies)d often quantified to different extenkany pottery reports
focus entirely on fabric analysis, with little analysis ofnfioSome reports only quantify and analyse
fine wares, some only give a sherd count and weight for coarse aadeshers ignore coarse wares
altogether Somereportsillustrate all rims, othesonl vy a sel ecti on of ones.nt er es
The exentof quantification, anaf analysis of fabrics and forms (such as platter, bowl) varies: some
analyse the whole assemblage, others only selectedsterhsas samiaor fine waresWillis (1998)
observed that even for musiudied samian, there is surprisingly little quantification of data about
form and number of items but much description of style and decaratiwhthe study sample
reflected these findingdMy studytherefore uséthe m@t common pottery measure reported, the

number of sherds, to allow some comparability between sites

Lack of quantification, particularly of pottery form, was an issuerfpistudy and limited the number

of sites which could be included in detailed gs@. In the absence of detailed quantification of
pottery forms or fabrics, the approach used by (@02: 159, Note Jito obtain broad patterngas
used.Unless reliable quantification waprovided in the report or in the text, illustrated examples from

the excavation publications of representative fomas used to establish presence tasence of

forms. This will be biased towards vessels chosen for illustration, usually because they were
diagnostic for dating, but key groups of vessels and imported vessels are usually presented. Although
biased toward® t avbalree s 6 r at hewvmarebkbdn okischierms give an
specifically Romarstyle forms of potteryVarious potterytypology series were in use across the

study area, reflecting the varioug¢haeobgicallhi t s 6 practices, as well a .
This was not a significant issue ag/ studyfocused on form rather than pottery fabric, but was
relevant for analysis of amphoraeection6.1.5 and earlyperiod finewares§ection6.3.1), wheae

themain wares/fabrics were mapped to a consistent list of wares/fabrics for broad analysis.
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3.4.2 Chronology

One of the issues fomy studyis the extent to which artefacts can be assigned to different
chronological periods. Most rexial culture forthe Roman periods dated by its stratigraphic
relationship to datable finds such as Roman coins or pottery such as,sah@es the production
period has been established. Metalwork is usually dated on stylistic gralhmdselativéy short
production period for many decorated samian ware forms enables an unusual degree of accuracy in
dating siteqTyers, 1996 Webster, 1995 for the early Roman perio®ottery such as coarse wares
which change littlen form over time and are produced over a long period of time can be ditficul
assign to a date rangehis makes it difficult when reviewing periods of rapid change and considering
contemporaneity of artefacts becomes difficult. The underlying assamfur relative dating
methods using typologies is a linear evolution, which may not necessarily be tliéarsese 1997:

135).

Whilst some categories of artefact have recent typologies, for example the study whpddetens

by Eckardt and Crmonmy (2008, late Roman bracelets and crossbow broog¢Besft, 2000 and
broochegMackreth, 201}, for others such as beaisuido, 1978, bone hairpingCrummy, 1979

and earringgAllasonJones, 198Pthe main reference waskare older and may nobver recen
discoveries. @ler excavation mgorts will therefore not have the same level adssification
(particularly for example for pottery fabrica¥ recent reports. It is beyond the scopmwpfstudyto
reanalyse older reporta line with recent typologies. Wilst making some reference tgpblogies,

my study focuses on the presence or absence of artefacts and their relative abuiidnce.
classification useth my studywas that from the excavation specialist report. It is possible that some
items would be reclassified if current typologiesre used, but given the broad basis used for analysis
in the study,such reclassificatioms unlikely to have a significant impact on the outcome of the
analysis.Continuing research mlsorefining chronologies, so earlier excavation reports may Ise les
accurate in their chronologies, and therefore inconsistent with later reports. For example, Timby
(1990, has reassessed the origins of Severn Valley wareslasg to preconquest Iron Age

traditions rather than as previously thowught,
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datingd certain forms aBNopatet ADAdB wast sdiEckdkherqyue nd
artefacts fomy stud.

High value possessions would have been caredrfouratedso that items such as samian or coins

may survive longer before being deposited in the archaeological réd@rdbng life of early period

Roman coinagean cause dating difficultiesoF exanple, Republican silver continued in use until

withdrawn by Trajan (giving a potential date range of ABI®) and the brasestertiiof Vespasian

(AD69-79) were in circulation until about AD2G®eece, 1987: )60n occasion material from an
earlier context may be i nt r ugdatnediffcult, fay exaqdei dual 6
at The Beeches, Cirencesi@lcWhirr, 1986, where earlier material had been used to level the site

before building later structures.

These issues mean that dating used in excavation reports (unless the basis is clearly stated) may be
less precise than it appears and chronologies may not be emtirelyarable.In some cases

insufficient dating evidences available for a particular contegb that a significant proportion of

findson a site, for examplkt Thornhill (Jennings et al., 20Q4nay beundated even though stratéd.
Afewreporst r eat al | similar artefacts from all per |

between chronological periods.

Gardner(2002 takes a longer term view of changes in artefact assenshleyeh allows broader

patterns of change to be observadd a similar approach has been useshynstudy Excavation
reports are inconsistent in their d,arfdifonthg i ons
purposes of analysis my study dl stratified arteficts were allocated tochronological category

(first, second, third or fourth centur)je® achieve comparability between sité&he categories are

artificial, but do allow standardisation of deh i t i on f or  oéreaa pelods.@\rtefaatsd 61 a't
were allocated to a chronologiceategoryfor analysisbased on the site phasistatedin the
excavation report, or where the repofcenteuxtyépe
Where publication data was incomplgpdasing was attempted using the context information, and

text in the report, but this was not possible in all cases. In most cases site phasing did not fall neatly
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into a 6écenturyd, and phases were therdxf2ore appor
Where for example afftoB%%emtwasg 6daeédc Michtsyhandvsrn @23 50 %
50% 3¢ century, to represent the likelihood of it being present in both per@mse researchers

allocate the data to either the earliest possiate or the latestgssible date in such cases, fautmy

studythis was considered too much of a distortion of the chronological trend, which would be better

represented by assuming a linear likelihood of presence.

The quality of the evidence for thefférent data types in the study sample is shown below in
Appendix 1 Many of the types of artefact being examin
excavation reports, with detailed narrative descriptions and illustratidihere we can have

confidence thiall small finds were identified and recordétgabsence of artefacts is likely to reflect

real absence, although this can ndseiguaranteed. Where recordingsvelective, for example by

recording only decorated samian pieces, or diagnostic pottertiyave less confidence in interpreting

absence of artefacts as Oreal d absence. When allo
for analysis, it was found that generally only around a half tethivds could be allocated, with

several itemsvhich were unstratified or in contexivhich could not be dated. Someavators chose

not to analyse data, only giving a total for the number of items, for example, in almost all reports

hobnails are recorded as a total, with no allocation as to edghtxt or periodLimitations are noted

against the relevant data and have been taken into account in interpreting the data.

3.5 Methodology

3.5.1 Collection of datafor analysis

Data for each siteereextracted fronthe specialist reports in publishexicavatiorrepors (including
any online archives) and collated in an Excel database. Classificatvensthose used in the
published specialist reports with neexamination of primary data. The Excel databassimported
into ArcGIS Desktop, a geographical inmfiaation systento enable spatial analysis of the distribution
of artefactsfor patterning in the dataData wereoften not in a useable format, and narrative

information, context lists and site plans had to be consulted in orddiotate data to the sy
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categoriesThe datafor keyhol@excavations at city centre sites ($@gure5) from the individual
sites were@ecorded separately fdetailedanalysis and then combined to give one set of data for each

site. Only data from excavations werecluded and data from fieldialking exercises was excluded.

Detailed analysis was only undertaken for artefacts which were both stratified and dated. Artefacts
which wereunstratifiedor undated were included in the hig-level analysis, but not included in
detailed analysisSimilar types of artefacts weigrouped together by nature of material or type of
decoration for higérlevel analysisAs my studyfocuses on domestic settlements, any artefacts noted

as votive orfound in burial contextsand items noted as military equipmemére excluded.

3.5.2 Methods of analysis

As described above, the lack of quantification of data in many reports does not lend itself to detailed
statistical analysjsso my studyfocused on thepresence or absencand the relative abundance of
artefacts at each site. Individual sitvse r e gr oudgegdeldy B.& Dataets nvere
analysed by type (brooch, finger ring, etc) and by chroncddgategoryi first, second, third or

fourth centuryi (Section3.4.2.

The use of various statistical methodologies was considesedng and Pitt$2013: 2021, chapter

10) use correspondence analysis (CA) to compare pottery data withdatteeyetsCA does not
determine the statistical relationship between datasets, but highlights trends or clusters in the data,
which then require further investigation and explanat©A.is useful for highlighting patterns in

large datasets where ideniifg these with the naked eye becomes difficult, fmquires large
datasets, with minimal levels of residuality and intrusive material, and requires all data to be
quantified consistentlyGiventhe differencesn quantification,the use of different typobies,and

differing chronological precisioin their population of dataRerring and Pitts configetheir CA

within selectedndividual classes of material hey alsofound that many of the smaller, rural sites

did not have a viable level of data for aysad which limited the potential range of sifes which

CA could be usedPerring and Pitts used pottery as the main artefact analysed by CA, as pottery
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fabric is useful indicator of economic supply patterns, whemgastudyis focused around pottery
formsin relation to identitywherelittle of the data for analysis is availabMost sites in the study
sample do not have the level of typological and chronological pre@sidiseveral havagnificant
issues of residualitygo that CA wa not feasiblegiven the objecti® was to compare a wide range of

types of sites.

Absolute number of items is one method of quantifying data for analysis, butaswagytsuseful
where sitegsuch as those in the study sampiellifferent sizes are being comparaddwhich have

been excavated under different conditiofise actual numbers of artefacts by tygpshown foreach
individual sitein the study sample, bah average per site type was used. This average was calculated
for the number of sites whidmadthe artefact, and excluded the sites where artefacts were absent,
otherwisethe average could have been redlbg those sites where the artefact was deliberately

absent

A study of personal ornamentation as a cultural indicator ilRtimaanNorth (Webb, 201}, used
broad categories of parsal ornament and compared ffercentage eaarnament type represented
of thetotal ornamentassemblagel his methodology is useful for broad analysis of items which are
similar innature and inerms of the way they are recordediatassified, such adifferent types of
personal ornamerita s i n  We bubi$less suiteditd gomnparison between different types of
artefactsuch & personal ornaments, pottery and building structumgsstudy as it is not possible to
sum the nmbers of these into a meaningful assemblage. tdthen comparing the distribution of
different types of an artefact, for example the number of plate, bowamachpular brooches at each
sitetype, these were expressed as percentages rather than ahsoloeesfor eachitetype, again

to take account of the different number of sites in edtettype. Also, some sites may have larger
numbers of artefacts fafarious reasons, for examplelaager area excavated. Relative percentages
therefore compare homuch of the total is represented by a particular type of artéfacexample,

one sitemay have a total of thirty brooches and another eighty brooches. If both sites had twenty bow

brooches, the first will have 67% bow brooches and the second 25%ingllawomparison of the
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frequency of this brooch type in relation toettotal brooches for each stige. This relative

percentage methodology was also usedterallocation of artefacts by chronologicategory

The items in ach of the angkis cdegoriesareanalysed andiscussed individualljn Chapters 4 to
7. Each categorwasconsidered in terms of presence or absence of the artefact types, the relative
distribution between site types and between chronological pebadswerealsoconsideed against

key reference sources and current evidence for Britain.
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4 Results and analysisLiteracy

diteracyo c oahgbilitiessaadsunderstandinframereading a few basic words an
inscription on a building scratching a maffito on an obgct, to recorékeeping and written
correspondencgevriting Latin andto an understanding @lassicalliterature.Reading and writing

are different skills: those able to read may not necessarily be able to write. Roman introductions to
Britain include wooden writing tabletswhich occasionally survive in anaerobic conditipns
inscriptions on tombstonesltars and buildings, milestonesand writtenvotive plaques and curse

tablets(folded or rolled thin sheets of lead)

The key debates are around the ekte which literacy spread from urban to rural settlemintise
Roman periogand the extent to which inscriptions ocewmilitary, urban or rural site@Mattingly,

2006 Hanson and Conolly, 200Zomlin, 2010 Hope, 2015 The messages being coneeiybyl atin
inscriptions written documents and curse tablese been examing@iomlin, 2016 Bowman, 2003
Bowman et al., 201ITomlin, 2003. Creighton(2000 has explored the use of inscriptions on late
Iron Age coinage in the expression of elite identity in southern Britain, and Wil{ad®2 has
considered the influensen the style of late Iron Age coin inscriptiorhe Latin language and
writing used in expression of elite Roman cultarel the extent of Latin as a common language
across the Empirbave beerexplored(Woolf, 2002b: 4971; Hingley, 2009. Willis (20059 and
Eckhardt(2015 consider the distribution of inkwells and their potential elite status. The use of
intaglios as seal rings, and tingplications of the iconography on these have been explored by Johns
(1996: 7983). Derks and Royman002 have used the presence of seal boxes to demonstrate
widespread literacy at rural sites in the Batavian civitas in the Rhine delta, based on the assumption
that ®al boxes were used to secure writing tablets, but Andf20i<) hassuggestedhat this may

not be the case.

Writing tablets from the fort a¥indolandadocumentthe purchasand distributionof supplies,

official communications between members tbe military, as well as more personal matters
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(Bowman, 2008 Recent discoveries of writing tablets at the Bloomberg site in London refer to legal
matters, loans and provisions, some dating from a decade after the cOraubst 2016 Bowman

et al., 201}, indicating that administrative systems with literate individuals \aéeady present in
Britain at an early dateThe only evidence of writing tablets for the study sample came from
fragments of a wooden writing tablet found in a wekl gite adjacent to Claydon Pikdiles et al.,
2007: 315. However the writing on these was indecipherable, so that the nature of the
correspondence could not be determined. Assovriting tablets survie, evidence for writing is
usuallydeducedrom the presence ofriting implementssuch asstyli (Hanson and Conol}y2002

and inkwells(Willis, 20059, and the seal box€Berks and Roymans, 2002ndrews, 2012 used

for securing documents.

Engraved gemstones (intaglios) are also known as seal rings and were used to make impressions in
the wax seals securingdoments. These items may have been used purely as items of jewellery, or
used for sealing documents, and therefore may indicate the presence of written documents. Intaglio
designs with culturalfRoman iconography may be used to display knowledge of Cédoman

culture. The nature and extent of artefacts associated with literacy in the study sample is summarised

in Figure?.
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Figure 7: Evidence for inscriptions and writing implements in the study sample
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4.1 Inscriptions

Inscriptionson dedicatory monuments, votive plaguesrse tablets and altangre not common in

the studysampleand wee confined taCirencester an8ath, and the religiousites at Nettleton and

Uley (Figure7), with one inscription at Alcestes, Constantiniamilestone Of the eleven altars found

in the study sampl@=igure?7), only four had inscriptions, and these were found at Nettleton and Uley.
Altars with inscriptions appear to be associated with religious sites in the studyesdrme
nucleated settlement sites and two farm sites had altars without inscriptigun®?). The nucleated
settlement sites at Sea Mills and Alcesiad associations with the military and there is a teativ
proposal that Haymes may have been a shrine site, although geological disturbance at Haymes has
destroyed potential evideniRawes, 1986: M4 showing abias towards sites associated with religion

or the military.

Lead wrse tablets were found at two religious sites in the ssadyple Bath and Uley, but none are
recorded for the major shrirgte at NettletonThe evidence at Uley dates from the second to the
fourth centuries, but secure dates are not available for Bgibssible temple site (unexcavated) at
Wanborough is suggested based on the finding of a curse(tahdietrson et al., 200849, and Rea
(1972 dates the handwriting on these to the first or second cemiagboroughalsohad military

associations in the first century.

There was a large variety in the handwriting uaeBath although some podrandwriting suggests
copying from a templatiey those not fully literaté@Mattingly, 2006: 314315 and some of the Uley
tablets are blankAllason-Jones, 2011: 134Most of the Bith tables refer to the British deity of
Sulis,rathertharu s e of t he 06 R GdiaMinersadMiabingly, 200& 31§ but were
addressed to both native and Roman gadgardf 2015: 18(). The Uley tabletsr@ mostly addressed
to Mercury, and two to Mar@Voodward and Leach, 1993: )1%&Ithough theUley tablets are less
well preserved than those from Bath, they are very similar in terms of appsdramdwriting,the

forms of Latin and language used, and in the corfi®obdward and Leach, 1993: 1146).
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Chapter 4: Results and analysis: Literacy

Figure 8: Personal objects: altars, figurines and sculptures
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Figurines and statuettes are not strictly evidence for literacy in terms of reading and writsag, bu
included for the study sample, as they may indiaageof culturallyRoman themegsection8.2.2.9),

and provide a comparison against occurrence of stone #thtgban sites and most of the shrine
sites in the studgample had figurines, with around half of nucleated settlement, estate and villa sites
having one or two figurine$-{gure8), compared with thenuchsmall numbers of stone altafdure

7).

4.2 Inkwells

Black ink was used for writing owooden leattablets.Pens used fawriting with ink have not been
found archaeologicallybutceramic and metahkwells are found Inkwells were found at all three
military sitesin the studysampleat Cirencester, andtthreenucleatedettlement sitesAlcesterand
Wanboroughl§oth sites withmilitary connectionsn the first centur), and DymocKpossibleCursus
Publicussite) (Figure7). All inkwells were samian, except ftihhe one aCirencesterwhich was of
greenblue glass andlated to thdate firstearly second centunysamian inkwells were produced
throughout the samian manufacturing period (to early third cerdndjhe sample could nog more

precisely datedNo data wa available for the later Roman period.

4.3 Seal boxes and styli

Styli were used to scratch wax (usually coloured black) ainay waxed wooden tabletexposing

the pale wood beneatAllason-Jones, 2011: 14652). Styli were found in significant numbers on

some sitesHigure?, Figure9), particularlyWanborough, Nettleton and Kingscote. Styli occur in the

first century at military, nucleated settlement and shrine sites, but only in the second century for
estates and farms, and the fourth for vilgiggrel0). Si tes i n the o6villad cat
in the third and fourth centuries, but the numbers of styli are still low compared with nucleated
settlements and shrine sites. The bone stylus at Wanborough came fyemdatad AD6655 when

there was a military presence at this site. The number of styli at nucleated settlement, shrine, and
estate centre sites increases significantly in the third and fourth cenkigese(0), suggesting an

increase in the activities which requdreriting.
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Styli were generally made of iron (82%), but shrine, estate, villa and farm sites also had copper alloy
styli (Figure 9). 53% of copper alloy styl{Figure 10) and 8% of iron styli had some form of
decoration. Copper alloy styli were decorated with transverse and/or diagonal lines, whereas iron styli
at Alcester and Wanborough (both sites had military adsme& were inlaid with bands afon

ferrous metal. This suggests that the iron sthdly have beensed for utilitarian purposes such as
record keeping, and decorated copper alloy styli were for display and perhaps for personal

communications.

Average nmbers per site for seal boxes were two for military, nucleated settlement and estate sites,
none for urban sites, and one for others, with some increase over time, the data for farms relating to
Somer ford Keynes, whi c h mdigure®aThelackhai seal bozesnat 6 of f i ci
urban sites probably reflects the small size of sites excavated, which may not have included sites

where documents were used.

Seal boxes were all of copper alloy, and circulagrty drop and lozenge shaped forms occurred in
the study sample, many with enamel decoratsimilar to seal boxes found elsewhere in Brit#in
unigue cube seal was found at Kingscote, with depictions of Roma, Mars, Sol Invictus and
Concordare (datedaund AD270280), which Henidin Timby, 1998: 1867) considers relates to an
official presence, with Kingscote being a likely Imperial estalihough this is now considered less

probable as such nucleated centres are widesfivikett, 2016: 710

Significantly more styli were found than seal boxes, although both occur at all types Bigire (

9), except for oppida sites (pownquest). Average numbers of styli were significantly higher than
seal boxes at nucleated settlement, shrine and estate sites, but relatively similar, and low, at villa and
farm sites Figure9).The number of seal boxes remains approximately constant over time, whilst the
number of styli increases exponentially in the third and fourth centdiggré10). More sites had

styli than seal boxed={gure9) and all sites (except for Brockworth) which had seal boxes also had

styli, but there were several sites with styli offjgure?).
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Chapter 4: Results and analysis: Literacy

Figure 9: Evidence for seal boxes and styli
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Figure 10: Numbers of seal boxes astyli by period
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4.4 Intaglios

Around 50% of nucleated settlement sites had intaglios, and excluding estate sites, had the highest
average number per siteigurell). Intaglios also formed a greater proportion @ tbtal number of

rings than at other types of siteigure 11G). Mattingly (2006: 212 notes a bias towards military

sites and major towns but the study skgd nothaveany intaglios at military or urban sites. This

may be because the military sites in the study sample only had a short period of occupation in the
mid-first century, and the study sample sites at Cirencester were eithersealallexcavatits or

fourth century (The Beeches), when intaglio use had declined. However, several of the nucleated
settlement sites where intaglios occurred had some military associations in the first century: Alcester,
Wanborough, Worcester, and possibly Asthalo of the intaglios at Wanborough have symbols
associated with the military the Capricorn symbol of tHeegio Augusta lland an eagle standard

and helmeti and a first century military presence at Wanborough has been proposed. The
Wanborough intaglios occwas two first century, three second century, two third and one fourth
century (and two undated). Only two of the Wanborough intaglios were of moulded glass, and six of

cornelian, which suggests that Wanborough had access to gemstones.

Figure1l (C) shows a rise in intaglios in the third century with a decline in the fourth. Nucleated
settlements shosda peak in intaglios in the second century with a reduction in the third and fourth
centuriegFigurell D), but shrine, villa and farm sites did n@veintaglios until the third century

and into the fourth. Graphs E and Frigure11 support this, with glass intaglios relatingthe later

period. Shrine, estate and villa sites had a significant proportion of moulded glass intaglios, and
intaglios at farms were all moulded glass. Nucleated settlement sites adopted intaglios in the first
century Figurell D), and intaglios also form a significant percentage of the total number of rings

(Figurel11 G).
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Figure 11: Evidence for intaglios
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The high average number of intaglios for estate sites reflects the nine intagliosefdwalking at

Kingscote. These fieldwalking items were includhedefor this analysis because themberof them

are significantly higher than any other site except Wanbordtighre7) and to exclude them would

not allow their significance to be appreciated. However, this does mean that there is no chronological

data for this siteT h e

An unstratified fieldwalking find of an iron fireg ring with a red jasper intaglio was found near the

hi gher

number

of

intaglios

early villa at The Ditches and is dated to the second ce(uow et al., 2009: 15152).

ma y

The percentage of the total number of rifdgta fromFigure15) represented by intaglios wasel

to expbre preferences for intaglios, summarise#igurel2. At abouthalf the sites where intaglios

occurred these represented around a third of the total number offFiggse 13 shows the nature of

the designs on the intaglios in the study samplast being Classical themes

Figure 12: Intaglio rings as a proportion of total number of rings
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Figure 13: Designs onntadios in the study area
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4.5 Summary and discussion literacy

The ability to read and write was a key skill required in the army and the Imperial administration.
Literacy extended tdemonstratingan understanding ofl&ssicalRomanliterature and mythology

as part of Empiravide eliteRoman cultureThis chapter examindtie evidence foliteracy in terms

of writing, andexpression of unastanding of @assical learning.

Dedicatory inscriptions usually occur on public buildings and are therefore not ¢eprpacted at

rural sitesThe use of epigraphy was very limited in the study sarhpderiptions on stone were few,

and outside of Cirencester and Bath, confined to the religious sites at Nettleton and Uley. Inscribed
altars were only present at shrgiges with a few uninsgbedaltars at nucleated tseement and farm
sites,biasedtowards sites assiated with the militaryMost of the inscriptions from Roman Britain
occurring on altars are found at military sifb$attingly, 2006: 21%and the study sample showed a

bias towards sites with military or religious associatioNih the abundance of good stone in the
study area, it is likely that inscribed stones could have been acquired, had theaedeesgand for
themandthereforesuggests a cultural choi@® the use of inscriptions, given the larger number of
stone sculptures or figurines found in the study sanipie rarity of these inscribed items is typical

of much of southern Britain.

Curse talets wee a culturallyRoman practicalso recorded in other provinc@dattingly, 2006:
310315, and have been found the study samplat the urbantemple site at Bath and tharal

shrine alJley, but not at the shrine at Nettlet@urse tabletfound adopt Roman forms, usihgtin

cur sive script and a -lreed alt dTohdih (2002 17.Gcordnzentdthas e d |,
we would expect to see a difference in the quality between the Bath and Uley ifahlete were
different levels of literacy between urban and rural sites but this is not theasafige content,
handwriting and forms of Latin and language used are sifWaodward and Leach, 1993: 114

116). The widevariety in handwriting on the Bath curse tabl@tsth only two confirmed as in the
same handpnd poor handwriting on some, indicates that these were written by the individuals
themselves, with different levels of literacy, rather thamg written byscribes. Tomlin(2002: I71)
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notes that Celtic names predominatecarse tablets at both Bath and Uley, whereas Roman citizens
account for almost all names on monumental stone inscriptions at Bath, which suggestsurse

tabletsby the indigenous population.

The tablets wre mostly addressed to the Celtic deity Sulis at,Beith a few to he RomaneBritish

SulisMinerva (Mattingly, 2006: 31%and the Roman gods Mercury and Mars at Uley. Whilst they

used Latin, the standdised and formulaic nature of these tablets, and the presence of some blank

tablets suggests that they are more about the process of petitioning the gods than the content of the

petition Tomlin (2002: 174not es t hat the values of thao items t alk
economi c el it e domastdtemmdodgmallavalueindicadng thalt the people visiting

these sites were local. Uley is similar, but here there were more agricultural Tieenexclusive

focus on retribution for minor thefts is a pecdijaBritish adaptation of a wider Roman practice of

petitioning the gods on a range of matt@kttingly, 2006: 315 and indicates a very narrow role

for written curseabletscompared with other part$ the Empire.The evidencsuggests that for the

rural settlements in th&tudy samplewriting was associated with Romaityle religious practices.

I nscriptions have been used as a measure of Olitei
Britain relate to the militaryMattingly, 2006: 202, and it is not possible to know whether the stone

inscriptions on public buildings were actually meant to be read, or whether they were purely
decorative(AllasonJones, 2011: 139%r meant for visiting officials The presence of writing

implements is therefore considered a better reflectidhe ability to read or write, as there is less of

a military bias than with inscriptions.

Written documents usethk on wooden leaf tablets, or styli on waxed wooden tablets. Ink is
permanent compared with wax which could be rubbed out ande®, andherefore tended to be
used for official and legal documents, whilst wax tabietgled to beised for more transient, often
personal correspondencine use of inkwritten documents was evidenced in the study sample by

the presence of samian inkwelM!illis (2005a: 96, 108showed that the majority of inkwells
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occurred inBritain as samiamware (ceramig with a peakin the later first century and a decline in

the second centuryccurringat military and major urban centres with few at rural sites, villas and
minor nucleated settlements. Inkwells were found at all three military sites in the studg,sampl
Cirencester, andt two nucleated settlement sitedcester and Wanborough (which have military
connections in the first century), and Dymo€lufsus Publicusf? , consistent with
no inkwells were found at other types of rural site.putthe sixteen inkwells in the study sample

into context:154 samian inkwells have been recortid_ondon, 27 for the period AD569, 54 for

the period AD760119 and 73 for the period AD12M9(Monteil, 200§, showing thatise in the study

sample was very limited

Writing in ink may have been an expensive luxgwyillis, 2005a: 10}, with wax tablets a less
expensive opon. Willis takes the view that in the early Roman peswiing documents in ink was

a statement of wealth and so@#dtus, suggesting a link wiBoman institutions and culture, afud

the Britons this would have reflected cultural aspirations and competency in Roman culture. For the
study sample, inkvritten documents were being used at urban sites and sites asbavitht the
military in the early Roman periogresumably related to official documenigit not as statements

of wealth and status at rural settlement sites.

Styli, as evidence for writing, occurred at 54% of rural sites in the study sdfigpleq7). Nucleated
settlements, particularly those with connections to the military (Alcester and Wanborough), estate
centres, and Nettleton and Uley,disgnificantly greater averagaeimbers of styli than other site

Styli occuredin smaller numbers at villa and farm sites, mainly in the third and fourth centuries.
82% of styli were iron, the majority displaying no decoration, whilst half of the copper alloy styli
were decorated, which suggests these decorated coplpenast have had a role displaying writing
skills. Copper alloy stylioccured at shrine, estate centre, villa and farm sites, but very few at
nucleated settlement siteBhe higler proportion offunctional, undecorated iron styli at nucleated

settlement ises suggests a utilitarian role for writing, such as record keeping, at thesBlsitésers
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of styli were not significantly different for villas comparedth other types of site, inditiag that

writing did not form a significant element of elite idéptat these sites.

Seal boxes are evidence for sealed written documents or packages containing other vakeibles.
boxes occurred at military sites (first century for the study sample), and mainly at nucleated settlement
and estate sites in the studyngle in the third and fourth centuries, which suggests they may have
related to official correspondence. Overall numbers of seal boxes were low so it is difficult to draw
out general patterns in their rdle identity expressionThe exception is the cubseal box from
Kingscote, interpreted as for use in an official, probably Impec&gbacity(p52). The significant
increase in the total number of styli, and the more modest increase in seal boxes in the third and fourth
centuries at nucleated settlemantd estate centre sites nmagve relatedo increasing demands of

the Imperial administration with the creatiorByftannia Prima Styli occur in much greater numbers

and at more sites than seal boxes, suggesting that writing may have been useddes mihgo than

official documentation.

Signet rings holding intagliogppear to have had a different rolanatleated settlements, compared

to other types of site. Nucleated settlements used intaglios during the first and second centuries, and
these wee made of serrecious stones. Other sites began to use intaglios in the third century, with

a peak in intaglio use in the third century, and farm sites only began use in the fourth century. Third
and fourth century intaglios were mostly of moulded glasanitate semprecious stones for those

with aspirations to Romastyle culture but who could not afford the gemstones. Whilst nucleated
settlements fit into the general trend observed for military and urban sites elsewhere in Britain, where
signet ring holding intaglios were generally in use in the first and second centuries, declining
significantly in the third centurgCool in Jackson, 2012: 13&hrine, villa and farm sites lag behind

and start in the third century. Of note is the absence of intaglios at military and urban sites in the study
sample, although the nucleated settletngtes at Alcester and Wanborough, had some military

presence in the early Roman period.
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The iconography found on intaglios is usually culturidlyman,relatingto the personifications and

attributes of Roman gods and goddesses, and not Celtic deiteeshis was also the case for the

study sampleRigure13). Some intaglios were more finely carved than others, and some figures on

the study sample were crudely canimd are probably imitations of Romatyle figures.Cool (in

Miles et al., 2007: 28%akes the view that even crudely carved intaglios reflect aspirations towards

a O0Romanised | ifestyl ed, and on this basis the

displaya knowledge of Classical Roman culture

Iconography may also indicate a magical or religious fundiddiasonJones, 2011: 21817). For

example, the intaglio from the shrine of Apollo at Nettleton depicts a representation of the god Apollo

as a purifier and heal@Vedlake, 1982: 142,219), linking the device on the intaglio with the same

deity represented at the shrifitie images of two intaglios at Wanborough have military associations,
implying an association with military, although whether these were owned by military personnel,
veterans or others cannot be established. According to Eniyy, 1998: 208 imitation intaglios

made of glass represent edisgemination of the signet ring amongst the lower orders (humiliores)

in the third century at a time when the use of engraved gems as signet rings was undergoing a marked
decliné , suggesting an elite stat us, ahdoprobablyhans e r i r

association with bnessng 6Romané, or Ro man

Figure7 shows that, for the fourteen study sample sites which had intaggiesn also had styli and

seal boxesand one had a seal baxhich suggsts that intaglios were associated with the process of
securing documentgzour of the sites had intaglios and styli, and two had intaglios only, which
suggests that these were not used for sealing documents, although the numbers of artefacts are small,
making these conclusions tentativetaglios wee compared with the total number of rings at each

site Figure1?) to examine their role as jewellery. At Asthall, Alcester, Wanborough, Ariconium,
Somerford Keynes ahwWhelford Bowmoor intaglios comprise around a third of the total number of
rings at these sites, almost all had identifiably culturBiynan designs and the majority were of

precious stone. At Frocester, Nettleton and Worcester intaglios were arourad ttgtotal number
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of rings, were a mixture of serprecious stones and glass, but the designs on the three intaglios at
Frocester were crudely cut figures. The use of only cultuRxdignan iconography, even if sometimes
crudely executed, and the focustblese designs within the overall repertoire of rings at these sites,
together with the limited association with seal boxedicates that rings with these images were

important and suggests aspirations to display knowledge of Roman culture.

Figure14 shows the distribution of intaglios, styli and seal boxes in the study sample. Occurrences
are not limited to sites on the Roman road network, and so some form of literacy extended beyond
the sites along the road nerk expected to be involved in official communications, to rural sites
including villas and farms, mainly in the later Roman peride use of styli, seal boxes and intaglios
varied between siteblore sites had styli than seal boxBg(re9) and all sites (except fdorcester

and Brockworth) which had seal boxes also had styli, but there were several sites with styli only
(Figure7). This suggests that documents weee written which did not require the security of a
seal, particularly in the later Roman period, although, given the small numbers of artefacts involved,

this must be a tentative conclusion.

Styli occur at Camerton and Sea Mills, but no intaglios. Mii sieal boxes or intaglios were found

in the excavations at Dymock, which has been proposed as a site @uirthes Publicusalthough

an inkwell was found. High numbers of styli were found at Nettleton. There were three intaglios (first
second and thircenturies) but only one stylus and no seal boxes at Ariconium. No seal boxes or styli
occur at the early villa at The Ditches, and if the nearby fieldwalking find of a second century intaglio
(p57) is assumed to relate to the villa, theaglio atThe Ditches would seem to kaespecial item of
jewellery valued foits design, rather thaits use as writing equipment. The farm site at Claydon Pike
had a decorated copper alloy stylus and an intaglio with an eagle design (although in glass) suggesting
bothwriting and display of aspirations to Roman cultural knowledge were important here. One stylus
was found at Great Bedwyn and two at Marshfi@dth are villa sites)but no intaglios at either.

Villa sites did not have significantly higher numbers ofistyld intaglios when compared to the farm

sites (which would be expected if these were elite items) or when compared to nucleated settlement
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sites Figure7) so that it appears that intaglios were not significardisplaying elite status at the

villa sites. No seal boxes, styli or intaglios occur at the nucleated settlements at Tewkesbury and
Wycomb, the wayside shrine at Portway, the villa at Kings Weston, or sevéhed sinaller farm

sites. Al of these siteshave other small fids such as brooches, suggesting that distribution
mechanisms were in place for such items to reach these sitdheaaiosence of styli and intaglios

maythereforehave been an active choice.

Figure 14: Distribution of styli, seal boxes and intaglios for the study sample

- Legend

intaglios
copper alloy styli
iron styli

sealboxes
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Intaglios appear to play different social roles at different sites, and none at some sites. There is no
clear trend by type of site, rather a diversity of respgngleish may have incluetl a role as seals for
documents and/or display of knowledge of Classical Roman culhesevidence suggests that the

use of culturallyRoman imagern irtaglio rings wagmportant increating identities linked with

literacy andelite-Roman culturddiscussed further in sectid2.2.9.

Styli, as evidence of writingyere focused more on nucleated settlement, shrine and estate centres,
thanatvilla and farm sitessuggesting that that writing did not form a significaen&tnt of identity

at villa sites. The evidence from inkwells, which represents the use of a more expensive writing
medium, suggests its use was confined to Roman institutions and urban sites in the early Roman
period,andwas not used to make a statemdtid wealth and status at rural settlement sites. Hanson
and Conolly(2002 showed that literacy was not confined to military and urban sites, but extended
to lower status rural settlementthoughless than expected at villa sitesheTstudy sample is
consistent with this, demonstrating limitedmbersut widespreadccurrencef writing equipment,

with low levels in the early Roman period, and a significant increase in the later Roman period.
Overall, this suggests that for the stushmple, the use of nting was les about expressing a

culturally-Romanidentity, and more aboudministratiorwithin thelmperial system.

The role of literacy in constructing elite identities in the study sample is discussed further in section
8.2.1 and the role of sculpture and figurines, and intaglio rings in expressing learning and cultural
knowledge as part of elite identity in secti®.2 Inscriptions, curse tablets and writing equiprmne

as evidence for the use of the Latin language and its role in structuring group identities is considered

further in sectior8.4.1
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5 Results and analysisPersonal appearance

Personal appearance is a key element of an indigid 0 s PRexb®@ahappedrance matterexthe

Romans adbtbari ans6é were stereotyped in thlacitusi t er ar
is keen to emphasize Agr i cosodhatsh € i Roatioaalsdiessg |1 nf |
came into favour and the toga was everywhere to bedg@emicola 21). Depictions of Britons on
tombstones are rare in Britain, and there is little evideavailable for the study area, although more
evidence is available for other nonthest provincesud as the Rhindoselle aregRothe, 2009

which can be used for companis

We havefew literary sources for Britain to describe groomipmgactices or the arrangemerand
ornamentationof hair and clothing and reliance is placed on archaeological eviddocethe
associated artefacts examinghese Hill (1997 identified a change in the way personal identities
were expresseit the late Iron Age, with an increasing focus on the individual. Artefacts relating to
dress and appearance, such as brooches, appear in far greater iiunigérsnd Hill, 1998 and

new practices, such as the use of taitgilements appearThere was some use of mirrors in the Iron
Age. The Roman period saw the introduction of combs, and marble mixing palettes for grooming the
body, new vays of styling hair, using hairpins, and new forms of personal ornamentation such as
finger rings and earrings. The concept of communal, public bathing was also introduced to Britain in
the Roman period and is visible archaeologically through the presthath houses and associated
equipment such as strigils and the glass flasks for oil and for perfumes used as part of the bathing

process.

The key issues are around how and when provincial costume ch@rgedh, 2000 AllasortJones,

2005: Ch. %, the extent to which Roman or Celtic traditions influenced the form and style of personal
ornameniJundi and Hill, 1998Johns, 1996Hunter, 2008Bayley and Butcher, 200&wift, 2011,
Eckardt and Crummy, 200&nd how these changed over time. The use of pafswnament to

express wealtfdohns, 19965Swift, 2000 reflect elite identitiegEckardt and Crummy, 200&wift,
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2004 Stewart, 200yor gender(Allason-Jones, 1995Allison, 2015 Eckardt, 2015AllasonJones,
2005: Ch. bhave also been exploreittefact studies includeroochegMackreth, 2011Bayley and
Butcher, 2004 Swift, 200Q Cool and Baxter, 20)6dress accessoriéSwift, 2003l Johns, 1996
AllasortJones, 2005: Ch.)phairpins(Crummy, 1979Cool, 1990, beadg(Guido, 1978, perfumes
and cosmetics(Stewart, 200y, and toilet implements (Eckardt and Crummy, 2008 The
archaeological evidence for the stuslympleis summarisedn Figure 15. The evidence fothe
individual types of artefacts usedrfpersonal grooming, personal ornamentation, footwear and

clothingis consideredndividually below.

5.1 Styling the bodyi toilet implements

Toilet implements include nadleaners, tweezers, ear scoops, toilet spoons, spatula probes, razors,
combs, mirrorand marble mixing palettes. Toilet sets comprise tweezers;laaiters, ear scoops
and/or toilet spoons attached together on a metal loop. Eckardt and C(@608yhave produced

the main typology and analysis of toilet implements for Britain, and the study sample has been

compared against this.

5.1.1 Nail-cleaners, tweezers and toilet sets

Most of the sites in the study sample used toilet implemtnggxceptions being the smaller wayside
shrines at Portway and Brean Down, and the smaller farm sites at Horcott, The Bowsings, Butcombe,
Wootton Bassett and Birdlip Quarriigure 15). With the exceptions of Clapn Pike (second and

third centuries) and Somerford Keynes, toilet implements are rare at farm sites in the study sample.
Numbers are low at villa sites, and even in the fourth century are lower than those for nucleated
settlement sites. Villa sites werarins in the first and second centuries, only developing into villas

in the late Roman period, and, except for Frocester, no tweezers-oteaaikrs occur at villa sites

in the first and second centuries. Toilet implements occur at Gatcombe in thecknirihy, which

is its main period of occupation, but only appear in more significant numbers at Kingscote in the
fourth century, when the wedippointed villastyle building appears, even though occupation at

Kingscote starts in the mid second century. ptdn of both naicleaners and tweezers by shrine
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Figure 15: Evidence relating to personal appearance, for the study sample
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sites as late as the third century is interesting given that both Nettleton and Uley are sites which show

continuity of occupation from the late Iron Age.

59% of the study samptiata could be allocated to a chronological period, but unfortunately the large
numbers of artefacts at Wanborough and Somerford Keynes were not identified as to period. The
numbers of tweezers and spatula probes increased over time, whitéeanérs deeased in the
second century and then increased again over figerel7). This higher number of nadleaners

in the first century, decreasing in the second reflects thecleaihers included for mifirst cenury

military sites in the study sampl€he numbers of items for the other categories showigurel7

are too small to give confidence in the trends.

Eckardt and Crummy2008: 108105 noted subtle differences between site types, some producing
slightly more tweezers and others slightly more-nkghners than others asighilar differences were

noted for the study sampl&iQure 16). It is possible that items shown as single tweezers or nalil
cleaners were parts of sets but have become detached, so too much should not be maldsearfah

of toilet sets. Eckardt and Crummy found higher numbers of tweezers thaneaaikrs at military

sites whereas the study sample shows the opp&4ifer€16), but this is probably a reflection of the

small number of sites in the study sample and their short period of occupation in the mid first century.
Eckardt and Crummy showed slightly higher percentages ofclegihers at large towns, small
settlements and rural settlements. The data forcieaines and tweezers were excluded from the
graph inFigure 16 for the exceptionally high values at Wanborough and Somerford Keynes, which
distorted the values shown. The average number otlegihers was higher atrgte and estate sites

in the study sample, which fall within Eckardt an
values of nailcleaners and tweezers at villa and farm sites compared to small settlements is consistent

with Eckar dt ag athoGgh naibleaypdaissat farne stes vére very much lower.

Figure 18 summarises the distribution of naleaners, tweezers, toilet spoons and spatula probes.

Except for toilet spoons, which occur in smallemtners and seem to have more of a southern and
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Fiaure 16: Evidence for toilet implements in the study sample
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Chapter 5: Results and analysis: Personal appearance

Figure 17: Relative percentage of toilet implements by period
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Figure 18: Distribution of toilet implements in the stuslgmple
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western distribution, other toilet implements occur consistently across the area covered by the study

sample.

Eckardt and Crummy2008: 6568, and 13@dL31) identified three types ohail-cleanerswith
pronounced regional distributiorane in the area of the Catuvellauni/Trinovantes and two in the area

of theDobunniit he O6bonwi thsadfobgpe around the Severn
type with a similar but more southern focus. It is not yet clear whether thesealegjitribution
patterns represent marketingp e s or O r e gTheincaénce iofdhese twuatl-dleanero .

types was examined for the studampleand the results are shown kigure 19 and Figure 20.

estu

Distributions are broadly consistent with Eckardt

chronologicalperiods and in total represent around a third of the total numbeaibtleanersat

these sites. Wdnorough has both types, plus at least six others (based on the illustrated examples in
the excavation reportBone head naitleaners have a more northern distribution and grooved collar
nail-cleaners a southern distribution, with three sites having(Bahre20). As sites had other types

of nail-cleaner in addition to the grooved collar and bone head types, and there are sites in the study
sample without either of these, it seems more likely that these repreagketing zones than

expressions of regional identity

5.1.2 Spatula probes
6Spatul a diguadde sidn c & nrpfobed ant spp@robes and a variety of other

combinations, and have longer shafts than the small toilet spoons. For the purposeanafiyibis

they were all grouped together as O6spatula probesé

were inconsistent and difficult to standardise. Spatula probes were used to extract cosmetics or
perfumes from jars or bottles, apply cosmetiosl medicamentéEckardt and Crummy, 2008: 39

40), and also used in pharmacy and surgical proceddaegson, 2008: 196

In the study sample, the total number of spatula probes was higher than any of the other types of toile
instrument Figurel15), which probably reflects their multiple uses. Shrine sites had the highest
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Figure 19: Grooved collar and bone head naikeaner types
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average number of spatulaopes, followed by nucleated settlement and estate &itggré 16).

There was a very high number of spatula probes at Wanborough. The presence of spatula probes (if
used to extract perfume) in the study samplesdwt correlate with the data for glass unguent flasks
(Figurel5) where the number for shrines is low, and Kingsholm has significantly higher numbers of
unguent flasks. The distribution map Higure 18 shows many sites have both toilet spoons and
spatula probes. This does suggest that spatula probes and toilet spoons may have had different roles,

and spatula probes were probably used for medical rather more than foticgammoses.

5.1.3 Razors, combs and mirrors

Razors, combs and mirrors occur in small numbleigufe 15). Razors were usually made of iron,
although copper ones are known, and occur in diverse f(Bown, 1991: Z-28). A bronze razor
was found at Nettleton and iron razors at Camerton, Alcester, Uley and FroEaptee 15), and

where contexts could be dated (Uley and Frocester), these were fourth century.
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Figure 20: Distribution of grooved collar and bone head reliéaners fo
the study sample
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Combs are not known from the Late Iron Age, and were a new introduction to BrithesnRoman
period Early combs were of ivory or boxwood, and in the later period desibézl composite combs
occur, usually made from deer antler, often withadlated end platedEckardt and Crummy, 2008:
32-34). Fragments dbonecombs vere found at Bath arldley, and fragnents of doublsided antler
combs at The Beeches, Cirencedteocester and Great BedwyFigurel5), and where context data

was available, fourth centufBath, Great Bedwyn)with onesecond centur{Bath).

Roman mirrors were made of polished metal or silvered glass, the main shapes being rectangular or
circular (AllasonrJones, 2011: 204LIoyd-Morgan(1977 notes that the rectangular mirror is one of

the most common types of Roman mirror in Brit@ind most examples are first cent¢@nderson
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et al.,, 2001: 9¥ One circular and amrectangular mirror fragment wefeund & Bagendon At
Alcester there was &ragment of hand mirror disc, decorated with concentriclesy datedfirst
century,andmanufactured in the Rhinelanandtwo first century fragmentonewith the bevekd

edge of a rectangular mirror. There was wireor rim fragment from Gatcombandat Wanborough,

two silvered fragments of undecorated rectangular mireord two hand mirror fragmentene, a

disc, decorated with dites, and a looghaped handle (from north Itahgll four dated tahe first

century. Two bronze mirror fragments were found at The Beeches at Cirencester (assumed fourth
century context)Most of the dated mirror fragments in the study area are from the first century. There

were no mirror fragments from villa or farm sites. Mostronis were continental imports.

5.1.4 Cosmetics and perfumes
There are depictions of women using mirrors and applying fupke paintings and relief sculpture,
but for Britain the evidence comes from the archaeological record and the implements and containers

(cosmetic palettes and unguent bottles) used in beauty regimes.

5.1.4.1 Unguent bottles

Perfume was imported and stored in glass flasks caligdentaria or unguent bottles. These are
common in the archaeological record, and occur in a variety of forcosicalor globular bodies

with long necks, and tubular forniBrice and Cottam, 1998: 1488). Pottery and metal perfume
vessels are also knovfAllasonJones, 2005: 127but none occurred in the study samplaguent

bottles found in the study sample @ssumed to relate to beauBgimes or bathingyut unguent

bottles may also have stored medicaments. Data for the study sample is skgune®l. Unguent

bottles were found at all site types except urban sites. Of note is the presangaent bottles at
Bagendon, and the large number of unguent bottles at Kingsholm. Sufficient data was not available

to allocate unguent bottles in the study sample to chronological periods.
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Figure 21: Grooming aids
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5.1.4.2 Cosmetic sets

Jacksor(1985 has identifiectrescent or caneghapedtems previously considered toe pendants

as cosmetic setonsisting of a pestle and mortar, withspension loops. They were used to prepare
small quantities of a substan@iecluding cosnetics)by grinding or crushing, and possibly also to
apply it (Anderson et al., 2001: 1)12A crescenshaped mortar and pestle have been found in an
unstratified context at Wanboroughi@.). J a ¢ k £1888) @adalogue of ninety nine cosmetic sets
from Britain includes two from Cirencester (rfot Cirencester sites selectedthe study sample),

with a significant percentage of the catalogued items coming from eastern England.

5.1.4.3 Palettes

Palettes were udas a surface on whidosmeticavere mixed before application, using implements

such asdiletspoon@a nd &és poon pr Dhbreise&videfce ef gaces bf oolow pn. palettes,

and also of a range of sizes, with the smaller sized fasenixingcosmetics and the larger ones for
medicinegEckardt and Crummy, 2008: BPalettesn the study sample weraostly fragmentary,
andmade of marble, with one of granite and one of sandstone. Palettes were found across a range of
site typeg(Figure21), at Shepton Mallet, Alcester, Gatcombe, Kingscote, Frocester, Claydon Pike
and Vineyards FarmAlcester and Gatcombe also had mirrors. Numbers irs¢igend and third

century wee small with an increase in the fourth centUfig(rel?), althaigh the overall numbers

are low.

5.2 Styling the body- bathing

The archaeological remains of bath house buildings are our main evidence for bathing practices in
Roman Britain. In the study sample evidence of bath houses was found at the large fourth century
town house in Cirencester (The Beeches site)lateeRomarperiodvillas at Frocester, Barnsley

Park, Kings Weston and Great Witcombe (which had twa) a possible bath suite at Great Bedwyn

(not excavated)but none at thearly period villa at Théitches. The villa at Marshfield was
extensively enlayed from a threeoomed building and enhanced around AD360, with two rooms

made i nto a praefarnium witheadarde faopus signinunfloors and painted wall
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plaster. The bath room wasnall- approximately nine metres squareith a heatedlagstone floor

and a foot bath with a stone seat in a corner of the (8bockley, 1985: 555).

Figure 22: Evidence fomprivate bath suites
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Baths, usually a standard feature of Ranmailitary establishments, have not been located for the
Kingsholm fort or the later citgentre fortress in Gloucester, but both were garrisoned for relatively
short periodsn the midfirst centurycompared to other military establishments and this naase h
precluded the building of a stone bath ho(Gepeland, 2011: 42Public or official buildings are
scarce in smaltowns, although Burnham and Wach@d©90: 20 note that within tese sites

independent bath houses are more common than expected. None were noted for the study sample.

Evidence for bathing practices also comes from artefastei@sed with bathing practicBath flasks

were globular glass vessels with short necks, closed by a stopper, and with looped handles through
which a carrying strap was pasgéol example, Price and Cottam, 1998: 18%). A bath flask was

found at Kngsholm Figure21). Fieldwalking in the field near the Camerton settlenfeahdan iron

strigil (Jackson, 1990: 64

5.3 Styling the hair

Hairpins represent a new way of styling haindtheir appearance in the archaeological record is
evidence of adoption of new waysarfranginghair. Key reference works are thgpblogy for bone
hairpins by Crummy1979, and for metal hairpins by Co990. Severasites in the study saple
were excavated before 1979, but it vieeyond thescope ofmy studyto reanalyse data from these

earlier reports in line witkhesetypologies At some sites (see notekilgure24) only a total number
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was recorded for hairpins, or bone artefacts were not cadleétdetailed a review of hairpins by

types was therefore not attempted.

Evidence for hairpins in the study area is summarisé&tgumre23. All siteshadhairpins, except for
oppida, farms with 50% and militargites with 30% Kigure 23). Hairpins were scarce in the first
century, increasing significantly by the fourth centufigQre 23), particularly for nucleated
settlement ah estate sites (but note the main period of occupation for the estate site of Gatcombe is
the fourth century, and Kingscote starts ss@tond centurybut the weHlappointed villastyle

building is fourth century

The average number of hairpins per $itehighest for estates, followed by shrines and nucleated
settlements, then urban and farm sites and is low for farms. However, nucleated settlement, shrine,
villa and farm sites adopt hairpins earlier than urban and estatd-&ie®e3). Copper alloy hairpins

are usually treated as small finds, but bone hairpins are often not, or not recorded, which distorts the
evidence. For Wanborough and Birdlip Quarry only a total number of hairpins is noted, without
chrorological or context data, and at Nettleton only a total is given for bone hairpins. Bone artefacts
were not collected at Worcester. At Shepton Mal
c e n t (ueach &nd Evans, 2001:20This complicates the interpretation and means that for some

sites inFigure 24 bone pins may be significantly und&presentedn the chronological analysis

Only 59% of hairpins could be allocated to a clwlogical period.

The high average number of hairpins at shrine sites is accounted for by NeElgtoeZ4). Thirty
six of the seventy five bone hairpins were found in association with the burnt layer asbadiat
the destruction of the shrine itself after ADA¥¥edlake, 1982: 201 Full detail is not given for the

copper alloy hairpins, but they appear to be present from the first to the third centuries.
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Figure 23: Evidence for hairpins
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Figure 24: Composition of hairpins
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Certain shrine sites potentially assoe@with healing cults have large numbers of personal objects
(Leach, 1998 and this seems to apply at Nettleton. High numbers of hairpins also occur at
Wanborough, which is increasiniget average for nucleated settlement sites ovéarait. is difficult

to explain as contextual data is limited and this area may have beenwakarfig area for the whole
town as artefact numbers are generally high across a range of artefact bhgasrage number of
hairpins for villa sites seems low compared to the other site (gpesote that villa sites were farms

in the first and second centuries)

Hairpins were made of a variety of materials: 65% of hairpins were made of bone, 32% of copper
alloy, and 2% of jetFigure23 shows that most of the hairpins at taity sites were of copper alloy.
Shrine, estate, farm and villa sites have more copper alloy hairpinstideatedsettlement and

urban sitesThe total number of hairpins in the first century is low, increases in the second and third
centuries, with a significant increase in the fourth century, most of which relajesater amounts

of bone hairpinsat all sitegFigure23, Figure24), and relates to urban and estate sites, where most
of the hairpins occur in the fourth centumyhe use of jet, glass and silver for hairpins occurs in the
late Roman period, mally in the fourth centurydet hairpins occur aucleatedettlement, shrine and
estate centresvith most relating to the later Roman peri@lass hairpins only occur in the fourth

century, in small numbers, with more at villa sites than urban ancesités.

Hairpins with a religious or other connotation or figurative decoration were noted. A bone pin from

the New Royal baths, Bath, in the form of the head of a bearded male, with a tall headdress
(first/second century), was the only figurative pirthe study sample. High hairstyles are normally
female and an alternative interpretation for this hairpin is that it represents a theatrical mask
(Davenport et al., 2007: 39 Hai r pi n sc owietdh hae adp iweer e Sheptbned a't
Mallet and Uleyi and may hava religious significance as the pine cone is often associated with the

cult of BacchugLeach and Evans, 2001: 205
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At Great Wit combe, Lysonsd excavations n the
headed pirfLeach, 1998: 88 Johng1996: 142 notes that a hand holding fruit or eggs is a general
symbol of good omen. CodlL990: 160 notes that these hairpins are found Empiiéde, and in

Britain at later first century sites associated with early military activity, her explanation being that
only women at such sites would be able to appreciate the meaning of these. diesigngygested

that the villa at Great Witcombe was built for an army veteran frommdlomiaat GloucestefLeach,

1998: 133134), which fits inwt h Cool 6s expl anati on, al though

foundation.

A copper alloy hairpin with a gold surface, from Kingscote, had bedde! decoration similar to

bronze and bone pingimby, 1998: 93 The design is a common one, so the gold colour was
probably of importance her&he context in which it was found is rnsgcond to early third century.

The illustration in the excavation report shows this hairpin to be longer than most of the others found,
and based on Cool 6s findings i nidandwas édesignédhioat t h e

be seen, the gold plating adding to the effect.

5.4 Clothing and footwear

Evidence for textiles and clothing is rare, as textiles only survive in exceptional circumstances. None
was found for the study sampleatherfootweardoes nosurvive unless conditions are waterlogged,

so thatin most instances only ¢hhobnails remain as evidence. For the staiyple afew parts of

leather shoes survive, mostly from secamdl third century context$-igure 25). These show the
typical nailedsole Roman shoes and thong lacing for securer@met sandal was also found few

of theshoesshavedhobnails in patterns of row¥an DriekMurray (1999 has explored the nailing
patterns on Roman shoesid thedata for the studgample was examined for any evidence of nailing
patterns, but in most cases the surviving material was too fragmentary. Two shoe fragments at
Wanborough{Anderson et al., 2001: 38ghowed two rows of nails around the perimeter. Two shoes

at Horcott(Pine and Preston, 2004:)38so had these perimeter rows, habnailsalso filling some

of the space.
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Figure 25: Evidence for Roman footwear
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The pattern of hobnailsom a shoe at Kingscote (site (I)imby, 1998: 101 had a row of hobnails

around the perimeter and some pattern within this, bginivt clear what the pattern is.

Although hobnails are found on most of sites in the study sample, these are usually not stratified,
and reported merely as a total for the site, so that chronological distribution cannot be assessed. All
urban and estatsites had hobnails. Over 80% of villa and nucleated settlement sites had hobnails,
two-thirds of military and shrine sites, and nearly 66Rtarm sites. Adoption of Romastyle

footwear was therefore widespread, but probably only by the third cenaigsgl lon the dated

evidence for leather shoes ($@gure25).

5.5 Dress accessories

The choice of personal ornament or jewellery makes a significant statement about the wearer,
particularly for those types of ornamemntch as bracelets, rings and earriogs | e w evhicheare y 6 )
purely ornamental and involve a significant elementasfsciougpersonal choice in their selection.

The role of brooches was primarily a functional one, to fasten garments but the surfeacbéd

also presents an opportunity for decoration and display, depending on the type and size of the brooch.

5.5.1 Brooches

Significantly more brooches occur than any other type of dress accessories (Figeosvitiipoches

were a welestablished form in Bi&in by the time of the conquest so were not a new introduction to

Britain (Johns, 1996: 15%56). Penannular brooches continue from the Iron Ageabetrelatively

modest in size with limited ornamentatiohid. 148) and plate brooches are a new introduction. As

an artefactlass, brooches have been studied in detail, with extensive typologies, and much focus on
chronology and development, as well as analysis of materials compdoBitemain reference works

used in my analysiemr e Mackreth (2011), 4Bsugy g onathed But c
Richborough collectiomnd Johns6 (1996) wuseful overvi ew. Th

types of the Roman period is based on these sources, with a view to exploring brooches with different
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origins (Celtic or Roman), the natuoé decoration and how the brooches were woather than

chronological development or composition

Most brooches were of copper alloy, including brasses and bronzes, some being tinned or silvered,
but iron broochesverealsopresent in the late Iron A&gand postonquestGold and silver brooches

are rargJohns, 1996: 14%nd no gold or silver brooches were found in the study sampland

10% of the brooches in the study sample were made of iron, and all were first centuiFigypes

26), and he rest were of copperl@y. There was evidence of tinning or silvering, and of enamelling,

but it was beyond the scope of my study to attempt a detailed analysis of these.

The analysis of broochés my studyhas been dealt with in a diffeteway to other artefact types
because more information is available about the different brooch types and their anigidate
ranges Data for the studgamplewereanalysedased on known date randges each brooch type,

rather than the contexts in whithe brooches were found (these are often not recorded, or the date
of the context has been established based on the date range of the braoce®Bwith similar date
rangeswere grouped together for analysis, to reduce the number of analysis ieategananageable

levels (Figure 28). Some brooches have a longer date range than others and for the purposes of

analysis it was assumed that brooches were acquired in the early part of their date range.

The different brooch types are described briefly below, so that the significance of their presence or
absencgand style of decoratiotan be appreciatetost of the early bow formémid-first century

AD) had apin and bow formed from a single piece of wire, tha/lbeing relatively narrowl hese
relatively simple 6Nauheim derivativest6 offered
functional. Some were made of iron, which was seldom used after the end of the first century. The
continentalwidespreadinGapypbt hi stl ed and o&érosetted forms of the
highly ornamentalwith ribbed decoratiariThe Aesica brooch form is related to thestla form, but

is decorated with swirling curvilinear patterns in relief on the head, bow andmioioty are Celtic in

form (Johns, 1996: 15&59).
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The Aucissa broochas a flat strip decorated with ribs, with a short foot ending in a knob. It was
made in Gaul and occurs on early military sites in Britain. The Hod Hill brooch is similar to the
Aucissa, with ribbing and latal knobs and embellishments, amgls introduced into Britaiat the

time of the conquegtiohns, 1996: 157The Colchester brah type and its derivatives hagenuch
smootherand more roundetdow. The Colchester brooch was derived from a continental type, but
made in Britain pre&onques(Bayley and Butcher, 2004: 148ndis British in origin (bid. 155).By

the early second centurylargenumber ofColchester Deriative forms had developed, some with

cast or enamelled decoration.

The 6éheadstudd brooch developed from the Colct
consisting of squares, rectangle or lozenges, a central round stud at the head, vith loops for
theattadyment of chains. flese brooches may have been worn in pairs, attached by aobtaiere
popular in the second c¢ent wrbpgocheahad cantirrerdal diigins u mp e t
but the design was RomaiBuitish (Johns, 1996: 16065). Many have the curvilingadecoration of

Celtic influence

Themain | ate Roman br domm$ 1986a 6Crobsbow Broochess veedmo w 6
Empirewide form,weréd P66 s haped with a 0 vaed,dpiiytlayge,amddlsoi mp o s i
made in precious metaBlate brooches were made of capakoy with a wide variety of decoration

including enamel. Many are quite smalaround an inch acrogsso likely to be decorative rather

than functional.

The data for the study sammee summarised ifFigure 26, with the detail for each site shown in
Figure27. Average numbers of brooches are highest at nucleated settlement, shrine and oppida sites,
and low at urban, farm and military sites. Urban, military and slsites have higher numbers of

plate broocheayhereas estate and villa sites have slightly more penannular brooches than other sites.
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Chapter 5: Results and analysis: Personal appearance

Figure 26: Evidence for brooches
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Iron brooches are mostly bow broochasd the higher number at oppida sites reflects the earlier
period broochestdhese sitegigure26. When the total number of brooches in the stsampleis
considered by brooch typEigure26), the Colchester derivative type occurs in considgrgteater
numbers than any other brooch type. Nauheim derivatives, Hod Hill, trumpet, plate and penannular
brooches occur in larger numbe@uerall this shows a mixof Celtic and Roman influencésr the

brooch types with the largest distributiavhich occuracross all sitéypes.

A number of observations can be made on the detailed daiguire27. Bagendon has a very wide
variety of the earlier brooches (the date ranges are shdvigure28) and Ariconium, Frocester and
Claydon Pike show a similar wide variety. Except for Claydon Pike, there are no plate brooches at
farm sites. Headstud brooches are absent from estate and farm sites. Colchester derivativeetnd trump
brooches are the most frequent brooch types at farm sites. The numberpariattbrooches (knee,

P, and crossbow) is very low. Bagendon has a very high number of brooches compared to other items
of dress accessories. Shepton Mallet, Camerton, t&lged/anborough, Ariconium, Nettleton and
Frocester also have high number of brooches. The Bagendon type is a variant of the Aucissa, the
6sol diers broocho, but is I ess commdBayleyanl t hough
Butcher, 2004: 151 The Bagendon brooch type was only found at one site in the study area
Bagendori but a relatively large number at thirte@igure28). The Aucissa brooch type was found

at sites in the study area with military associations, but also at other sites, and the Hod Hill type
occurred at a wide range of sites. Few brooches were found at urban sites (but thebarasite,

The Beeches at Cirencester, does not develop until the later Roman period), and this may reflect the

nature of excavation at these sites rather than an absence of brooches.

A very large number of brooches was found at Somerford Keynes. ittoadd the twenty stratified
brooches shown ifrigure 27, 207 unstratified brooches were found, mostly from reg¢dtcting
which identified the site for excavation. Céwl Miles et al., B07: 25) suggests that these brooches
may have come from a wider area than that sampled by the excavation but dredatavailable

to confirm this.

91



Figure 27: Brooches in the study sample
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Figure 28: Brooch types by site type, and a graphical representation of chronological period for each major brooch type
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There is evidence for a military or official presence at Somef@yhes, and the high number of
brooches is consistent with the numbers for nucleated settlerfr@nise27), suggesting these sites

had a greater need for display through brooches.

Figure28 shows distribution across types of sites for the brooches in the study area grouped into the
major types, as well as an indication of the date ranges for fhiisehighlights the diversity of

brooch types in the first century, and given the conipaats short date range for the Colchester
derivatives, makes the high number of these brooches particularly stBriylgy and Butchgj2004:

159 notethat the Flavian perioAD69-96) is the main period of brooch use in southern Brjtain

when previous impaostcease and new British desigram the Colchester derivativemscluding the

Pol den Hill and dev bavemapativesterh dtridution Tthe data sFiguwwér i ¢ h

28i s consistent with Bayley and Butcheroés findi

types for most of the brooch types.

The desiga of trumpet and headstud brooché®w Celtic influences which have evolved into a
6charact er i sBriictailslhyJodRepstPagind§0 Figure 29 shows the relative
percentage of the Celtiofluenced headstud and trumpet brooches for the period AZDB0nvhen
these brooches occurrdelgure29 showsonly Romaninfluenced brooches at military and oppidum
sites, and a slightly greater occurrence of Céftiluenced brooches ahrine and villa sites and a
slightly lesser percentage at estate sibagrall hovever, the data iRigure33 shows that individual
sites do not have any distinctive preference for either @aflicenced or Romaimfluenced designs,

which is consistent with t hBrsiet ibstdo® chilejse bei ng

There is evidence that brooches with headloops, such as the headstud and trumpet brooches, were
worn in pairs, with a length of chain joining the two brooches, as part of provincial female costume

in the early Roman perid€ool, 2016: 41415). Figure29 examines headstud and trumpet brooches

as a percentage of thatal number of brooches for the period ABZ00. There are four times more

trumpet brooches than headstud brooches in total, and headstud brooches only occur at nucleated
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Figure 29: Relative percentage of Romarfluenced and Celtiinfluenced brooche
in the study sample for the period ABAD200
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settlement, shrine and villa sites. Claydon Pike has a low numbenropet brooches, which is

unusual for this artefaetch site, while The Ditches and Uley have equal numbers of trumpet and

headstud brooches. Tewkesbury and Barnsley Park both have over 20% trumpet brooches, and

therefore a greater focus on Celtifluenced rather than Romamfluenced styles of brooch than

other sites. Shepton Mallet, Sea Mills and Frocester have lower relative percentages around 5% and

(assuming trumpet brooches relate to female costume) we can only speculate whether this reflects an

earlier change from provincial costume, or greater numbers of brooches worn for ornamentation or

on cloaks.

Figure30 compares the relative proportions of the major brooch types between sites for similarity or
differences in profileThe first century oppida and military sites have very different profiles from
each other, and from other site typ@ppida have more of the plainer Nauheim derivatives, but also
more of the showy thistle/rosette brooches, whereagsniligary sites have more Hod Hill and
Col chester deri vatives, but both sitesThdave
difference between military amilicleatedsettlement sites can be demonstrated at Camerton where

metalwork from metatietector finds in a field north of the excavated settlement(sitesidered to
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be the site of a mifirst century military fort)have been analysed by Jack¢®®90. The data for

the brooches from this collection was compared with the data from the Cametttemensite for

the first century brooch types, and is showRigure31. Both siteshave large numbers of Hod Hill
brooches, but the military site has more Colchester and Aucissa brooches, whilst the settlement site
has more la Tenend Colchester Brivative brooches. These differences demonstrate that different

brooches are lieg selected atilitary and rurakites.

Figure 30: Relative proportions of major brooch types at each site type
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Nucleated settlement, villa and farm sites have broadly similar profiles, with minor differences in the
relative proportions of the different brooch types. The profile for shrine sites is dbuilaith more

of the later plate brooches, and fewer Colchester derivatives. Estate sites have the same brooch types
as the rural sites but in very different proportions: considerably more Colchester Derivatives, more
Polden Hill and penannular broochest tiar fewer Hod Hill and trumpet brooches. Urban sites do

not have the range of early brooches, but have significant numbers of later plate brooches.
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Figure 31: Brooches at Camerton
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Figure32 examines the distribution patterms the major brooctypes to establish whether tkeaare
gaps in the distribution, and whether the distributions of Ciglfiaenced ad Romaninfluenced
brooches coinde. Although not all brooches occur at all sites, the mapBigure 32 show no
significant gaps in distribution, although the early thistle and Langton Down brooch forms do seem
to be more frequent in the northern half of the study area. The Hod Hill brooches are a derivative of
the Aucissa, and ethmap clearly shows the overlap bése two forms. The Colchesteerivative
(British made) ovedps significantly with the Hod il brooches which arrived with the armigut
also with the Celtignfluenced trumpet brooches. The trumpet brooch also g@gesignificantly with

the headstud and the sowthe s t 6T6 brooches.
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Figure 32 Distribution of major brooch types









































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































