
Arla Foods Depot, Aldcliffe Road, 
Lancaster: An Archaeological Excavation 

of a Romano-British Cemetery 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
A report by Peter Noble 

University of Manchester Archaeological Unit 
University of Manchester Field Archaeology Centre 

Oxford Road 
Manchester 

M13 9PL 
Tel 0161 275 2314 
Fax 0161 275 2315 

www.art.man.ac.uk/fieldarchaeologycentre
e-mail:peter.noble@manchester.ac.uk  

UMAU November 2007 (58) 
©University of Manchester Archaeological Unit 
November 2007 
 



 
©University of Manchester Archaeological Unit 
November 2007 

2

Contents 
 
 
Plate and Figure Index             Page 3 
 
Summary               Page 5 
 
1. Introduction               Page 7 
 
2. Background               Page 8 
 
3. Methodology/Aims and Objectives            Page 15 
 
4. Excavation Results              Page 18 
 
5. Interpretation              Page 31 
 
6. Conclusion               Page 42 
 
7. Bibliography/Sources             Page 44 
 
8. Acknowledgements              Page 46 
 
9. Archive               Page 47 
 
Appendix 1: Figures              Page 48 
 
Appendix 2: Plates              Page 62 
 
Appendix 3: Specialist Reports            Page 79 
 
Appendix 4: Summary List of Contexts           Page 108 
 
Appendix 5: Project Summary Sheet            Page 113 



 
©University of Manchester Archaeological Unit 
November 2007 

3

Plate and Figure Index 
 
 
Figures: 
 
Figure 1: Area location plan. 
Figure 2: Site location pan showing area of excavation. 
Figure 3: Site plan showing all features. 
Figure 4: Prehistoric and Romano-British phase 1 plan. 
Figure 5: Romano-British phase 2 plan. 
Figure 6: Romano-British phase 3 plan. 
Figure 7: Romano-British phase 4 plan. 
Figure 8: Romano-British phase 5 plan. 
Figure 9: Romano-British phase 7 plan. 
Figure 10: Sections of features [18], [29], and [35]. 
Figure 11: Section showing road [128] with ditches [76-78]. 
Figure 12: Sections showing ditches [09], [69], [129] and [131]. 
Figure 13: Sections showing [09], (11), [58], [60], [69], [74], (103), (106) and [131]. 
Figure 14: Sections showing [112], [148], [152-156]. 
Figure 15: Elevation of [07] and [78] section. 
Figure 16: Plan showing proposed line of road [128]. 
Figure 17: 1778 Makreth map of Lancaster. 
Figure 18:1892 OS map.  
 
 
Plates: 
 
Plate 1: General shot of area during excavation. Pit [112] is in the foreground. Ditches 
[09], [69] and [131] are seen in section and road [128] lies in the background. Viewed 
from the west. 
Plate 2: Pit [35]. West facing section. 
Plate 3: Road [128] viewed from the north with cellar [119] in the foreground. 
Plate 4: Road [128] viewed from the west. Note sand layers and ditch [77] to the right. 
Plate 5: Roadside ditch [77]. Viewed from the northeast. 
Plate 6: Showing pits [18] and [35], with [29] in the background. Also showing drift 
deposit (75), with layers (11), (53) and (54) in section. Viewed from the east. 
Plate 7: Showing ditches [09], [69] and [131]; posthole [74] and pit [58]. Viewed from 
the southwest.  
Plate 8: East facing part-section of ditch [129], showing relationships with  [131].  
Plate 9: Showing southwest facing section of ditches [09], [69] and [131]. 
Plate 10: Northeast facing section of ditches [69], [129] and [131]. Note junction variance 
between [129] and [131] and organic deposits (97) and (98). 
Plate 11: Showing ditch [13] from the west. 
Plate 12: Showing tombstone (03) upon discovery.  
Plate 13: Detail of tombstone (03) and pit [112]. 
Plate 14: Post-excavation shot showing tombstone (03) with basal section. 



 
©University of Manchester Archaeological Unit 
November 2007 

4

Plate 15: Detail of tombstone (03). 
Plate 16: Detail of (03).  
Plate 17: Detail of (03). 
Plate 18: Detail of (03). 
Plate 19: Detail of (03) inscription. 
Plate 20: Showing (03) basal segment. 
Plate 21: Fragmentary inscription (15) from within (113)/[112]. 
Plate 22: Southwest facing section of tombstone pit [112]. 
Plate 23: Showing relationship between pits [18] and [112]. Viewed from the west. 
Plate 24: Postholes [153-156]  from the southwest. 
Plate 25: Showing relationship of [78] with road [128]. Viewed from the north. 
Plate 26: Walls [07] and [08], with concrete foundations of the Arla Foods Depot to  the 
right. Viewed from the east. 
Plate 27: Cellar [119] viewed from the south. 
Plate 28: Watching brief. Showing infilled cellars and wall foundations to the north of  
the excavation area. Viewed from the south. 
Plate 29: Watching brief. Stone-lined well [123]. 



 
©University of Manchester Archaeological Unit 
November 2007 

5

Summary 
 
 
The University of Manchester Archaeological Unit (UMAU) conducted an archaeological 
excavation of land previously used as a car park at the site of the (now demolished) Arla 
Foods Depot, Aldcliffe Road, Lancaster (centered at National Grid Reference SD 4769 
6129). This work was undertaken to satisfy an archaeological planning condition attached 
to consent for a proposed housing development. The excavation was carried out from 31st 
October to 6th December 2005. 
 
Excavation revealed deeply stratified and complex archaeology from numerous periods. 
Several phases of prehistoric activity were found. The earliest of these was a small pit 
which contained frequent hazelnut fragments and which had been used as a stored food 
resource, or for the disposal of domestic waste. This feature underlay a buried soil 
horizon which contained palaeoenvironmental evidence suggesting the proximity of 
grassland and that hazel and oak probably grew in the region. A later buried soil suggests 
that the environment had changed by this point with some evidence of clearance. This 
later horizon formed the ground surface at the beginning of the Romano-British period. 
 
This period formed the majority of the archaeological deposits uncovered during the 
excavations, with seven recorded phases of activity dating from the first-third centuries 
AD. During these phases the site was effectively divided in two, with a road and 
associated drainage ditches in the eastern half of the site and roadside cemetery to the 
west.  
 
The first phase of Romano-British activity involved the construction of a road which 
formed the principal route leading south from the fort at Lancaster. The associated 
roadside ditches soon became redundant and in later phases deep deposits of sand which 
served to facilitate drainage were laid-down immediately adjacent to the road.  
 
Numerous phases of activity were discovered within the cemetery. The cemetery was 
established through the cutting of a large ditch parallel to the road. Further phases of 
activity within the cemetery included the formation of an internal enclosure and the re-
establishment of the cemetery boundaries. All of the cemetery ditches had been 
deliberately infilled with red clay. 
 
A particularly fine example of a late first/early second century Roman cavalry-tombstone 
of the `rider-and-barbarian' type was discovered partly in-situ within the cemetery. The 
in-situ basal section was set vertically within a stone packed socket. The upper sculptured 
portion of the tombstone had broken-off from this point in antiquity and lay flat, with its 
carved relief face-down immediately to the east-southeast. The tombstone represents a 
cenotaph to a Treveran cavalryman serving in the Ala Augusta cavalry unit and dates 
from the late first/early second century. A second fragmentary inscription had been used 
as packing within the socket. The tombstone had been transferred from its original setting 
on the site during a later re-modelling of the cemetery in response to roadside 
developments. The original tombstone setting was possibly associated with a small turf 
mound. 
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During the medieval and post-medieval periods the site lay within an area of agricultural 
activity with a substantial depth of plough soil building up over the Romano-British 
deposits below. Artefacts suggest a particular hiatus of activity during the thirteenth-
fourteenth centuries. A north-south orientated ditch discovered in the eastern half of the 
site may represent part of formal field systems documented here in the post-medieval 
period. 
 
The area was densely occupied during the late eighteenth/early nineteenth centuries. A 
large cellar had truncated the Roman road and two east-west walls associated with 
housing fronting Aldcliffe Road were discovered. The area immediately to the north of 
the excavation area had been heavily truncated by cellarage. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



1. Introduction 
 
 
The University of Manchester Archaeological Unit (UMAU) were commissioned by 
Hattrell and Partners Chartered Architects, on behalf of Tudor Whelan Property 
Holdings, to conduct an archaeological excavation of land on the site of the car park for 
the recently demolished Arla Foods Depot, Aldcliffe Road, Lancaster (centred at 
National Grid Reference SD 4769 6129, Figures 1 and 2). The work was carried out 
from 31st October to 6th December 2005 as a condition of planning by Lancashire County 
Council prior to a proposed housing development.  
 
The excavation was informed by an archaeological desk-based assessment conducted by 
UMAU in October 2003, and an archaeological evaluation undertaken by UMAU in 
May/June 2005. An archaeological watching brief of the site followed the excavation 
phase and this took place in February 2006.  
 
The project design for the excavation was approved by the County Archaeologist for 
Lancashire, Peter Iles. The excavation was monitored by Peter Iles. 
 
 

 
Figure 1: Area location plan. Arrow marks site. Reproduced by permission of Ordnance 
Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty’s Crown Office @ Crown copyright. All 
rights reserved; Licence number WL8021 
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2. Background 
 
 
2.1 Setting 
 
The site is located at the southern edge of Lancaster town c.20 m north of Lancaster 
Canal (National Grid Reference: SD 4769 6129). The site consists of a sub-rectangular 
area of land which originally served as the car park for the Arla Foods Depot. The area 
measures c.13 m northwest-southeast by c.25 m east-west, and is located on the northern 
side of the junction between Aldcliffe Road and the western side of Henry Street.  
 
 
2.2 Geology 
 
The underlying geology of the area comprises Silesian (Upper Carboniferous) sandstones 
of the Pendle Grit Formation, which form part of the Millstone Grit Series (British 
Geological Survey 1992). Overlying these sandstones are glaciofluvial deposits of clay 
sands and gravels (ibid.). 
 
 
2.3 Land-use 
 
At the time of excavation, the Arla Foods Depot had been demolished to ground level and 
the area levelled with imported hardcore and chippings. The car park was partly covered 
with a tarmacadam and hardcore surface with areas of concrete hardstanding.  
 
 
2.4 Topography 
 
Prior to the demolition of the Foods Depot, the area comprised a moderately flat area of 
land which gently rose c.0.3 m along a transect running from the junction of Penny Street 
and Kings Street to the Lancaster Canal with the land falling in height c.0.3 m from east-
west. The subsequent demolition and associated groundwork’s had raised the height of 
the land immediately to the north of the car park area by c.0.5m. 
 
 
2.5 Statutory Sites 
 
There were no sites with statutory protection within the excavation area. The nearest 
Listed Building is the Grade II listed Farmer’s Arms Hotel, Penny Street found c.30 m to 
the east of the site. The site lies outside the Lancaster Canal conservation area. 
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2.6 Archaeological and Historical Background 
 
2.6.1 Prehistoric 
 
The early environment of Lancaster, with its juxtaposition of coastal, riverine and inland 
resources, may have offered a particularly suitable area for prehistoric settlement and 
exploitation. Unfortunately, the direct archaeological evidence for this activity is limited 
in both nature and extent. On the whole, the evidence is confined to a series of diagnostic 
prehistoric artefacts. These artefacts include: Neolithic/Bronze Age scatters of worked 
flint from Vicarage Fields, Clarence Street and West Road; a Neolithic ‘Mortlake’ bowl 
associated with an old ground surface identified during excavation at 65 Church Street; a 
Bronze Age palstave from Castle Hill; and two stone axes. Evidence of Bronze Age 
funerary activity is also found within Lancaster and consists of a number of probable 
Bronze Age cinerary urns which are concentrated close to the southern margins of town. 
 
Although there is an absence of prehistoric sites found directly within the area, three 
prehistoric cinerary urns are located within the immediate vicinity of the site. These urns 
were discovered during the 19th century, but unfortunately have been lost since their 
original discovery. Their locations relative to the study area can, however, be determined 
with a certain degree of precision, and this positioning indicates that one urn is located c. 
140 m to the north-west of the site; one urn is found c. 40 m to the east, whilst the final 
urn is located c. 80 m to the south-east. The positioning of these burials might, therefore, 
suggest that this early cemetery originally extended over the study area. Whilst it is 
generally assumed that these cinerary urns are Bronze Age in date, perhaps forming the 
key components of a Bronze Age flat cemetery or ‘Urnfield’, it is also possible that these 
‘prehistoric’ urns were misidentified at their time of discovery and instead form part of a 
Roman period cremation cemetery which is also found within this area.      
 
 
2.6.2 Roman 
 
The urban origins of Lancaster reside with the Roman occupation of the area, and the 
often fragmentary remains relating to this occupation have formed the focus for both 
antiquarian and archaeological study over a fairly protracted period. These investigations, 
therefore, enable the layout and development of Roman Lancaster to be considered in 
varying levels of detail.  
 
The Roman military occupation of Lancaster is situated in the Castle Hill area and is 
typified by a number of different phases of fort construction. The earliest fort is a two-
phase turf and timber construction dating to the late first century AD. This fort is usually 
assumed to have been founded during the governorship of Agricola (AD 78-84), though it 
is also possible that it was initially constructed by one of Agricola’s predecessors, Petilius 
Cerialis (AD 71-74) or Julius Frontinus (AD 74-78). Following a short period of 
abandonment the fort was then reoccupied and partially, or wholly, rebuilt during the 
early second century AD. Military occupation at the site during the late second century is 
unfortunately ambiguous, and it is not until the mid third century AD that a cavalry 
garrison - the Ala Sebosiana - is attested within Lancaster due to the discovery of a 
dedicatory inscription, dating to the AD 260s, recording the repairing and rebuilding of 
the bath-house and basilica. During the fourth century a new fort was built on a 
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completely different alignment to the earlier forts, whose position is now defined by ‘The 
Wery Wall’ running north-east from St Mary’s Church. This fort is comparable to the 
Saxon shore forts found further south in that it was stone built, had a series of stone built 
bastions and probably acted as a defence against sea-borne attacks, which are a 
characteristic feature of this period.  
 
Associated with the Roman military occupation of Lancaster was a Roman road system 
and a civilian settlement, or vicus. The course of the roads has been determined through 
the distribution of Roman stray finds and limited excavation. This evidence suggests the 
presence of a road running from the north gate of the first and second century AD forts 
up to a crossing point over the River Lune. A second road is also apparent running from 
the east gate of the fort which follows a course along Church Street before turning 
southwards to run along Cheapside/Penny Street.  
 
The position of the vicus was intimately connected to the positioning of the Roman road 
system. Although the precise limits of this settlement are ambiguous, the distribution of 
Roman stray finds and limited excavation appear to indicate that the main area of the 
vicus was concentrated either side of Church Street, where a number of ephemeral and 
more substantial timber strip buildings have been excavated in recent years, extending 
east to Cheapside and south for some distance along Penny Street. Similarly, a number of 
timber strip buildings together with a larger building, or mansio, are also found close to 
the northern road leading to the River Lune. 
 
A cemetery lies on the southerly outskirts of the Roman settlement. This cemetery 
consists of a series of cremation burials, dating between the second and fourth centuries 
AD and appears to fall either side of the main north-south Roman road which is defined 
in its upper section by the present course of Penny Street.   
 
The discovery of Roman cremation burials, either side of the Roman road, is significant 
as their positioning appeared to suggest that this cemetery extended into the study area. 
These burials include two second century AD cremation urns discovered as chance finds 
from St Thomas’s Church, some c. 120 m north-east of the study area, and Penny Street, 
located c. 70 m north of the assessment area. A number of Roman cremation burials 
within close proximity to the study area have also been examined as part of controlled 
archaeological excavations. These include excavations at 77-79 and 81 Penny Street, 
located c. 170 m north-north-east of the study area and at Streamline Garage (LUAU 
1996, 2000 (b), 2001), positioned immediately north and adjacent to the study area.   
 
Excavation of the Roman remains at 77-79 Penny Street was initially undertaken as an 
archaeological evaluation in 1995 and this was followed by full excavation in 1996 
(LUAU 1996). The combined results of this work indicate that this site contained a 
number of disturbed Roman deposits, artefacts and corporeal remains that were possibly 
associated with a family plot within a larger cremation cemetery. These remains 
included: the sherds of a near complete Black-Burnished ware vessel associated with 
cremated human remains; spreads of Roman pottery and burnt bone from disturbed 
cremation burials; a number of pits, which due to the discovery of burnt bone and Roman 
pottery within their fills, probably also represent the positions of disturbed burials 
(LUAU 1996, 4.2.2); and two cuts that might represent the boundaries of a family burial 
plot. Furthermore, the pottery sherds were found to date to both the second and fourth 
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centuries AD, which might suggest either two discrete phases of activity or continual use 
over a 200 year period (LUAU 1996, 4.2.5; 6.1.1). The absence of any complete vessels 
might also suggest that the majority of cremation burials formed part of a low status 
burial site (LUAU 1996, 6.1.1). In May 2003 excavation was also undertaken within the 
adjacent plot of land at 81 Penny Street (O A North 2003). Features dating to the Roman 
period were, however, infrequent, and merely consisted of a stake-hole that was overlain 
by a small cremation pit containing comminuted fragments of burnt bone.  
 
The excavations at Streamline Garage have particular relevance as this site is located 
immediately north of the Arla Foods Depot. Here, as a prerequisite to residential 
development, archaeological evaluation was completed which was followed by a larger 
excavation (LUAU 2000 (b); 2001). These excavations uncovered a series of Roman 
deposits, artefacts and other features indicating that the cremation cemetery identified at 
Penny Street also extended over this area. The remains exposed during the evaluation 
included two cremation deposits, consisting of charcoal and burnt bone, whilst the larger 
excavation identified a c. 12 m by c. 14 m sub-square enclosure, which was orientated 
parallel to the Roman road. This enigmatic enclosure probably functioned as a cemetery 
enclosure and was found to contain an ephemeral fence line within its interior. At some 
point during the second century AD the ditch of the cemetery enclosure was deliberately 
backfilled and its southern and easterly sides became the focal point for a series of 
cremation burials. These burials consisted of cremations contained within second/third 
centuries AD cinerary urns, cremations and pyre debris, which may have been contained 
within organic receptacles, and cremations that were merely deposited within small pits. 
A number of sub-rectangular pits were also identified truncating the cremation burials. 
These pits appear to represent a final phase of Roman period activity at the site, but their 
precise function is not clear.       
 
 
2.6.3 Post-Roman  
 
The immediate Post-Roman period within Lancaster is poorly understood, although it is 
probable that Lancaster continued as a settlement between the fifth and eleventh centuries 
AD whose urban morphology was conditioned by the earlier Roman phase of occupation. 
The direct archaeological evidence for this phase of occupation is, therefore, scarce and is 
confined to a number of stone cross fragments and eight and ninth century AD coins 
located within the environs of Vicarage Field. These objects suggest an Anglian 
foundation in Lancaster, possibly a monastery. It is also likely, on the basis of the limited 
evidence for street names that during the ninth and tenth centuries AD Lancaster may 
have been subject to some Norse influence.      
 
There is no direct evidence for Post-Roman occupation upon the site or within its 
immediate environs. Indeed, it is likely that following the abandonment of the Roman 
cremation cemetery in the fourth century AD that the area became essentially rural in 
character.  
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2.6.4 Medieval 
 
By the late eleventh century two vills, ‘Loncastre’ (Lancaster) and ‘Chercaloncastre’ 
(Church Lancaster) were found within the present town of Lancaster and these were 
probably situated around the Castle and St. Mary’s Church and in the vicinity of 
Stonewell, St. Leonard’s Gate and Moor Lane. The first stone keep of the castle was also 
constructed in c.1100 by Roger de Poitou, although it may have preceded an earlier motte 
and bailey structure. Other elements of Medieval Lancaster, dating between the eleventh 
and thirteenth centuries, include: a Bendictine priory founded in 1094; a mill that was 
present from at least 1193 on Damside; St. Leonard’s Hospital founded by Prince John 
between 1189-94; a bridge across the River Lune which had been constructed by 1215; 
and a Domician Friary founded in c.1260. The medieval street pattern during the 
thirteenth century can also be partially discerned through consideration of a number of 
references in certain medieval documents. These references suggest that the main 
medieval thoroughfares were Church Street, Calkeld Lane, St. Leonard’s Gate, Market 
Street, King Street and Penny Street. 
 
During the later medieval period the distinction between Lancaster and Church Lancaster 
was no longer present after the Scots had destroyed the town in 1322. The earlier street 
patterns probably remained intact, however, and during the fourteenth and fifteenth 
centuries documentary references are also made to Cheapside, China Lane and St. 
Nicholas Street. 
 
The evidence for activity within and around the site’s environs during the medieval 
period can be postulated from two separate sources. The first is Speed’s 1610 map of 
Lancaster which provides a stylised plan of the probable medieval street pattern. This 
map depicts the area as an undeveloped swathe of land positioned to the south-west of the 
junction of Penny Street and King Street, which was then termed ‘Chennell Lane’. The 
later cartographic sources plot the field boundaries more clearly within and to the west of 
the site however, indicating the presence of six linear fields with a reverse S form. The 
morphology of these fields is typical of medieval open fields and it is possible that they 
fossilise the medieval system of land division within this area.  Immediately to the east of 
the area Speed also plots a large building, a medieval cross - the ‘White Crose (sic)’- and 
a pinfold, or animal enclosure, whilst to the south Aldcliffe Road is denoted as a tree 
lined avenue. 
 
The other evidence of medieval activity in the vicinity of the site is derived from the 
excavations at Streamline Garage, positioned immediately to the north (LUAU 2000 (b); 
2001). These excavations identified a medieval ploughsoil, a single post-hole and an east-
west orientated boundary ditch, and these features largely confirm the agricultural use of 
the area as depicted on Speed’s 1610 map.   
 
 
2.6.5 Post-Medieval 
 
The Post-Medieval period in Lancaster is characterised by an initial phase of urban 
stagnation and dilapidation during the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries which was 
exaggerated, in part, through the destruction of the southern section of the town by 
Royalist troops in 1643. The seventeenth century did, however, see the gradual 
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replacement of buildings constructed of thatch and timber with those constructed of stone 
in an attempt to minimise the risk of damage through fire.  In contrast, the eighteenth 
century witnessed a period of urban development, largely stimulated by the increase in 
sea borne trade with the West Indies and this lead to the construction of new town 
houses, the infilling of former medieval burgage plots with yards and alleys, the addition 
of New Street and the construction of the Shambles market.  The nineteenth century was 
also a period of urban development and witnessed further infilling within the historic core 
of Lancaster with a mixture of housing types reflecting differing social class. After 1840, 
the construction of terraced housing in areas around the established town was also a 
characteristic feature of this period.     
 
Within and around the area the Post-Medieval and later urban development can be 
discerned through reference to a selection of early maps.  
 
The earliest of these maps was produced in 1684 by an unknown surveyor, and is often 
referred to as Docton’s map. This map indicates that the site fell within an arable field 
which was bounded to the east by Back Lane (now King Street) and to the north by a 
north-north-west – south-south-east orientated field boundary. This field appears to form 
one of a number of linear fields whose morphology is more clearly visible on the later 
maps of the area. To the east of the site two buildings and a small triangular field are also 
plotted which are positioned on the western side of Back Lane.  
 
Mackreth’s 1778 map also denotes the linear fields plotted on the 1684 map, bounded to 
the west by ‘Rope Walk’. The slightly sinuous morphology of these fields may suggest 
that these boundaries originally defined an open field system which possibly had its 
origins in the medieval period. This open field system also appears to have extended to 
the east of ‘Rope Walk’ where a series of morphologically comparable fields are plotted 
on Mackreth’s map. The site is positioned within a triangular field, forming part of this 
field system, which is first plotted on the 1684 map. On the 1778 map a small tree lined 
east-west orientated avenue is visible running into the field from the junction of Back 
Lane and Penny Street. To the south of this avenue four small garden plots are also 
denoted positioned immediately north of the study area, which appears to fall within an 
area containing a probable orchard. On the eastern edge of the site two buildings and the 
triangular field initially plotted on the 1684 map are still present. By 1778 three further 
buildings have been constructed immediately to the south-east, fronting Back Lane, 
whilst a further building had been constructed on Aldcliffe Road.  
 
Clark’s map indicates that by 1807 Henry Street had been constructed to the east of the 
buildings which fronted Back Lane. Fronting the eastern side of Henry Street, and within 
the site, six terraced buildings are plotted which are associated with individual yards or 
gardens running westwards and terminating at the field boundary plotted on both the 
1684 and 1778 maps of the area. Immediately to the south of these buildings, adjacent to 
the junction of Henry Street and Aldcliffe Road, a large building is plotted and this also 
falls within the limits of the site. 
 
Binn’s map of 1821 also shows the buildings fronting Henry Street and Aldcliffe road, 
but by this period much of the area to the rear of these buildings has been infilled through 
the construction of numerous smaller buildings, outshoots and extensions. These 
buildings, which are positioned within the site, surrounded four courtyards and were 
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accessed via five passageways running from Henry Street. Immediately to the west of the 
site Binn’s map also plots a ‘bowling green’, whilst further to the west the series of linear 
field systems plotted on Mackreth’s 1778 map are still partially discernible.  
  
The First Edition 6” to 1 mile Ordnance Survey map, surveyed between 1844-5, shows 
the buildings fronting Henry Street and Aldcliffe Road, and five associated passageways. 
Whilst these buildings are essentially similar to those plotted on the 1821 map, it does 
appear that by 1845 the courtyard areas to the rear of these properties had been largely 
infilled through the construction of further buildings. Although the extent of this infilling 
is visible from this map, unfortunately the precise form of individual buildings is difficult 
to discern. 
 
The 1:500 1892 Ordnance Survey map provides a detailed view of the site during the late 
nineteenth century and indicates that the study area was occupied by high density housing 
interspersed with smaller buildings which may have functioned as workshops. In the 
southern portion of the site fronting Aldcliffe Road five medium-sized terraces are 
shown, with outshoots and small yards, which are first plotted on Binn’s 1821 map. 
These terraces link onto a larger building positioned at the corner of Henry Street and 
Aldcliffe Road which due to its size was probably not a residential property. Immediately 
to the rear of these terraces there are a number of possible workshops that were accessed 
from a large entrance way situated on Henry Street, which opened into ‘Jackson’s Yard’. 
On the eastern edge of the site, fronting Henry Street, are also a series of back-to-back 
worker’s houses which are separated by four covered passages. These passages led to 
four courts that are surrounded by a dense concentration of differing sized buildings. 
Presumably these buildings represent a mixture of one-up-one-down and blind-back 
worker’s houses, and workshops. The immediate environs of the site area is characterised 
by industrial workings including timber yards and a steam saw mill.  
 
The 1913 25” to 1 mile Ordnance Survey map shows an essential similar configuration of 
housing within the area to that plotted on the 1892 map. With the publication of the 1938 
25” to 1 mile Ordnance survey map although the terraces fronting Aldcliffe road and the 
housing found at the northern end of Henry Street are still present, those fronting the 
southern half of Henry Street had been demolished, probably as part of a phase of slum 
clearance. In the place of this demolished housing a large building appears to have been 
constructed.                   
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3. Methodology 
 
 
3.1 Methodology 
 
The excavation was set within an area which had previously been utilised as a car park 
for the Arla Foods Depot (Figure 2). This area measured c. 25m east-west by c. 12m 
north-south.  
 
Prior to the excavation commencing the superstructure of the Depot had been 
demolished and wooden fence-hoarding had been erected around the extremities of the 
entire Arla Foods Depot plot. The area of excavation began c.1m in from this fencing, 
whereupon a 45 degree batter sloped down to the level reached during the Phase 1 strip 
(below) ensuring that a minimum of at least c. 2m wide space existed between the edge 
of excavation and working areas. Access to the site from Henry Street was gained 
through an existing gate within the hoarding located c.6m north of the southeastern 
corner of the site. This access point utilised an area of concrete hardstanding which had 
originally served as the main entrance to the Foods Depot. The close proximity of this 
entrance to the excavation area and the requirement of a safe working distance, 
necessitated that the north-south extent of the excavations in this area were limited to c. 
7m.  
 
Due to the height of the ground surface immediately to the north of the excavation area 
being substantially higher than that within the excavated trench (see Section 2.4 above), 
a c. 2-3.5m wide berm was left unexcavated between the two areas. The berm’s 
southern edge was defined by the concrete foundations of the Arla Foods Depot, whilst 
the northern edge was battered to a 45 degree angle up to ground level. Due to these 
health and safety precautionary requirements, the area of excavation measured c. 9.5m 
north-south in the western half of the trench. 
 
Four separate phases of machining took place during the excavations. The first phase 
(Phase 1) involved the removal of the tarmacadam/hardcore surface of the car park and 
its underlying layers of associated overburden. This phase reached a depth of c.0.8m 
below the tarmacadam surface (c.22.8m above sea level) and revealed the wall footings 
of late eighteenth/early nineteenth century houses which had occupied the area. The next 
phase strip (Phase 2) placed a 2m wide cross-section through the Roman road in the 
eastern half of the site, as well as excavating the late eighteenth/early nineteenth century 
wall footings and an overlying medieval plough soil (c.0.2-0.4m in depth) thereby 
exposing the upper levels of Romano-British archaeological deposits.  
 
Two sections (A and B) were hand-excavated through these deposits in the western half 
of the excavation area which revealed that they had a depth of c. 70cm and that they 
overlay archaeological features/deposits below. Buried soil horizons were also 
uncovered, potentially masking further activity. It was therefore necessary to 
mechanically strip targeted areas in order to reveal all potential archaeological events. 
Phases 3 and 4 took place in the western half of the site and were designed to discover if 
any archaeological activity lay beneath overlying deposits. Further to this, and 
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immediately prior to backfilling, a small (2.5m east-west by 1.4m north-south) machine 
excavated sondage was placed in the extreme southwest area of the site.  
 
The discovery of the late first/early second century A.D tombstone (03) occurred during 
the Phase 2 machine stripping. Due to the rarity and importance of this artefact, and the 
potential for it to be damaged or surreptitiously removed during the on-going works, all 
concerned parties agreed that it should be removed from site as a matter of urgency. 
Consequently, after recording had taken place, Lancashire County Museums Service 
and archaeologists from UMAU removed the tombstone from its context and the 
artefact was transferred to Preston Museum for temporary storage. 
 
The weather during the excavation was particularly inclement during the works, with 
heavy rain. A two inch petrol pump was hired during the Phase 2 stripping due to 
flooding. The rain had an adverse effect on the recognition of surface deposits especially 
in the western half of the site.  Baulk sections were established during machine Phases 3 
and 4 in order to record site stratigraphy. These sections were subsequently removed after 
being recorded. 
 
Phases 1 and 2 of the excavation were opened using a 16 tonne tracked machine 
excavator equipped with a 2m wide ditching bucket. Phases 3 and 4 were undertaken 
with a three tonne tracked machine excavator using a 4’’ ditching bucket with a tracked 
four tonne dumper removing the spoil. Machine excavations were supervised at all times 
by a professional archaeologist. 
 
Several services, including electricity and stormwater drains, were identified in the area 
through both CAT scanning and service plan location maps. The electric services were 
cut-off prior to the excavation taking place. The stormwater drains were uncovered 
during the initial machine removal of the overburden on the site and proved to be 
redundant. These were subsequently removed during further machining. 
 
Temporary fencing was erected around the excavation area. The spoil from the 
excavations, which was stored on-site, lay c. 10m north of the excavation area. An access 
ramp to the excavation area was created at the northern edge of the site. The ramp was 
surfaced with hardcore stone chippings.  
 
After machine stripping had taken place, all excavation proceeded by hand to UMAU and 
best practice professional standards. Structures and areas of excavation were recorded in 
measured plan at 1:20 scale and section drawings at 1:10 scale. Drawings were annotated 
with context numbers which were individually recorded on pro-forma UMAU context 
record sheets, along with surveyed level information. A metal-detector was utilised in 
Phases 2 and 3.  
 
All archaeological remains were photographed in digital and slide format. Any finds 
recovered were bagged, recorded and processed according to standard archaeological 
practice.  
 
The area of excavation was backfilled with its excavated material after being recorded. 
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The watching brief provided little further evidence for activity prior to the nineteenth 
century on the site. Nineteenth and twentieth century services, cellars and a well had 
truncated any earlier archaeological deposits immediately to the north of the excavation 
area. The results from the watching brief have been included within this report. 
 
 
3.2 Aims and Objectives 
 
The principal objective of the excavation was to preserve by record any archaeological 
activity on the site which may be adversely affected by forthcoming development and to 
help inform any decision-making processes relating to archaeological matters. This 
record would aim to characterise archaeological remains and establish the nature and 
extent of such.  
 
An evaluation of the site conducted by UMAU (2005) had discovered evidence for a 
Roman road and an associated roadside ditch within the eastern car park area. The 
excavation was designed to uncover and record additional evidence of the road and ditch 
systems as well as any possible roadside developments. 
 
Following this, it is hoped that the records, interpretations and conclusions based on the 
archaeological data will help towards a greater understanding of the specific locale and 
its relationship with other sites both in Lancaster and elsewhere.  
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4. Results of the Excavation 
 
 
4.1 Result Typology 
 
In this report all fills and layers are represented in rounded brackets (***) and 
features/cuts are in square brackets [***]. Features will be named and denoted by their 
principal cut number (see Appendix 4 for a summary list of the contexts). All recorded 
measurements given for contexts/features are the maximum dimensions unless otherwise 
specified. Following standard conventions when describing the colour or matrix of a fill 
the greater element is listed last, thus a mid grey/brown silt clay would be principally 
brown in hue and have a higher percentage of clay than silt. The fills of all features are 
listed stratigraphically with the latest fill described first unless otherwise stated. 
 
 
4.2 Morphology 
 
In the description of the archaeological deposits and layers below it should be noted that 
the characteristics of soils are frequently influenced by their relative age, a correlation 
with the leaching out of their humic content within the various fills. This is principally 
determined by the major component of the fill such as clay rather than silt and also 
through its reaction with the sub-surface chemistry of the soils and the surrounding 
geology.  
 
 
4.3 Natural/Geological 
 
4.3.1 Solid 
 
Bedrock (167) was a micacious mid-dark purple/red sandstone (Millstone Grit) which lay 
under (75).  
 
 
4.3.2 Drift 
 
Layer (75) (Plate 6) was a friable light-mid yellow/brown silt clay with a maximum 
depth of 0.3m. (75) lay under (54) and over the sandstone bedrock (167). 
 
 
4.4 Prehistoric 
 
Three phases of prehistoric deposits were recorded during the excavations. 
 
4.4.1 Phase One 
 
The earliest archaeological activity discovered on the site was a shallow sub-circular pit, 
feature [35] (Figure 10, Plate 2). This pit measured 1.08m north-south by 1.04m east-
west and had irregular sides and a flat base, with a maximum depth of 0.22m. Pit [35] cut 
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(75), and contained three fills. Fill (37) was a friable, very dark grey silt clay sand with 
frequent charcoal flecking and an abundance of charred hazelnut fragments and a 
maximum depth of 0.1m. (37) lay under (54) and over (34). Fill (34) was a friable mid-
dark brown sand silt clay with occasional charcoal flecking. (34) lay under (54) and (37), 
over (36), and had a depth of 0.16m. Fill (36) was a compact, mottled light grey/mid 
brown silt clay with a depth of 0.22m. (36) lay under (54) and (34), over [35]. 
Environmental samples were taken from fill (37) (see Appendix 3.1) 
 
 
4.4.2 Phase Two (Buried Soil) 
 
Two buried soil horizons were uncovered during the excavations. The earliest of these is 
(54) (Figures 11 and 13, Plate 6). Both layers extended across the entire excavation area 
though both varied in their depths, noticeably (54) which thinned to 0.02m in several 
sections. The buried soils were sampled for environmental data (see Appendix 3.1). 
 
Layer (54) was a friable dark brown clay silt with a maximum depth of 0.22m. (54) lay 
under (53), over (37)/[35] and natural (75).  
 
 
4.4.3 Phase Three (Buried Soil) 
 
Layer (53) was a friable mid brown sand clay silt with regular small-medium sub-
rounded stone. In several areas this layer appeared mottled and disturbed, noticeably to 
the immediate west of [131] (below). (53) had a maximum depth of 0.46m and lay over  
(54). Layer (53) formed the ground surface at the beginning of the Romano-British 
period. 
 
 
4.5 Romano-British 
 
The deposits uncovered during this group phase were deeply stratified and complex. The 
site was effectively divided in two, with a road and associated drainage ditches in the 
eastern half of the site and roadside cemetery to the west. Seven broad phases of activity 
were recorded. 
 
4.5.1 Phase One 
 
The first developments on the site during this date-range were road [128] and its 
associated roadside ditches [76] and [77], which were uncovered in the eastern half of the 
excavation area (Figure 11, Plates 3 and 4). The road [128] was a linear feature running 
north-northeast to south-southwest with an exposed length of 6.8m and continuing to the 
north and south of the site. Road [128] had a width of 6.95m and a surviving height of 
0.39m.  
 
The road’s agger was composed of two deposits. The uppermost deposit (79) was a 
0.32m deep, very compact coarse mid brown sand gravel with regular pockets of light 
brown clay, frequent small-medium sub-rounded pebbles (average size 7cm x 5cm x 
6cm) and regular large water-rolled cobbles/boulders (average size 20cm x 15cm x 
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10cm). (79) lay under (02), (81), (82), (98), (102), (110) and (111), over (80) and had 
been cut by [78], [117] and [119]. Deposit (80) formed the basal layer of the road and 
was composed of large water-rolled cobbles/boulders (average size 20cm x 15cm x 
12cm, largest 40cm x 35cm x 30cm), with very compact mixed mid brown silt sand clay 
and coarse gravel. (80) had a depth of 0.25m and lay under (79), over (53) and had been 
cut by [78], [117] and [119].  
 
Both ditches ran immediately parallel to the road, though only the western roadside ditch 
[77] was fully exposed within the excavations with [76] continuing to the east of the site. 
The fills of both ditches are included here for continuity though they strictly belong in a 
later phase (Phases Two and/or Three). 
 
Ditch [77] (Plate 5) measured 0.65m wide and had a depth of 0.32m, lying 0.26m below 
the base of the road and giving a total depth from the surviving height of camber of 0.5m. 
[77] was sub U-shape in profile with a rounded base, cut (53) and was cut by [119]. The 
uppermost fill (100) was a compact light purple/brown clay, with a depth of 0.06m. (100) 
lay under (81), (103) and (109) and over (101) and (102). Fill (101) was a 0.14m deep 
dark red/brown clay, with occasional coarse mid brown sand. (101) lay under (100) and 
over (102). Fill (102) was a compact light purple/brown silt sand clay with occasional 
charcoal flecking. (102) had a maximum depth of 0.1m, lay under (81) (below), (100) and 
(101) and lay over [77].  
 
Ditch [76] lay to the east of road [128] measuring >0.5m wide and >0.23m deep and was 
filled with four fills. Fill (83) was a compact very light brown sand clay, with occasional 
charcoal flecking and a depth of 0.05m. (83) lay under (111) and over (82) and (84). Fill 
(84) was a 0.03m deep fine light-mid yellow/brown sand. (84) lay under (83), over (82) 
and (85). Fill (85) was a very light grey/brown sand clay, with a depth >0.16m. (85) lay 
under (84) and over (82). Fill (82) was a mid red/brown coarse sand with a maximum 
depth of 0.15m. No excavation took place east of, or below this point, due to the height of 
the excavation section immediately to the east of this feature. 
 
Taken together (if we assume [76] has a similar width to [77]), the road and its associated 
ditches have a total width of 8.25m. 
 
 
4.5.2 Phase Two 
 
This phase saw the development of land to the west of the road begin through the creation 
of a large ditch [131] approximately 6.5m to the west of the road. Ditch [131] is the first 
of three re-cut cemetery ditches [131], [69] and [09] which respected the alignment of the 
road and continued to the northeast and southwest of the excavation area.  
 
Feature [131] (Figures 12 and 13, Plates 1 and 7-10) was a linear ditch orientated south-
southwest to north-northeast measuring >9.7m long with a depth of 0.82m. The original 
width of [131] is uncertain due to its eastern edge being truncated by ditch [69], and only 
the base and western edge of [131] were recorded during the excavations. These in-situ 
parts had a width of 1.5m and would suggest (if the eastern edge had similar dimensions 
to the western) that the original width of [131] measured c.2.2m. The western edge of 
[131] was stepped in profile, and the feature had a rounded base. A thin 0.01m lens of 
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indurated iron pan denoted [131]’s basal edge. [131] cut (53), (54), and (75), and was cut 
by [09], [61], [68] and [69].  
 
The uppermost fill of [131] was a coarse light-mid brown gravel sand (45), with a depth 
of 0.07m which lay under [09] and [69] and over (46). Fill (46) was a fine and friable 
light grey silt sand with occasional charcoal flecking, with a maximum depth of 0.22m. 
(46) lay under [09], [69], (45), and (11), over (12) and (47). Fill (12) was only seen 
within the northern section and was a compact light-mid red/brown silt sand clay. (12) 
had a depth of 0.23m and lay under [09] and over (47). Fill (47) was a compact and 
plastic light-mid brown/red clay. This fill had a maximum depth of 0.32m and lay over 
(72) and [131]. Note that fill (47) was also found within [129] (see below). A pocket of 
plastic very dark blue/grey organic clay (98) measuring 0.3m long by 0.2m wide by 0.1m 
deep lay within (47) at its junction with [129] (see Section 5 and [129] below). Fill (72) 
was a thin basal lens of firm light grey silt clay, lying over [131] with a maximum depth 
of 0.03m. 
 
 
4.5.2.1 Un-phased. Possible Phase Two 
 
Feature [18] (Figure 10, Plates 6 and 23) was a sub-oval pit measuring 1.38m north-
south by 1m east-west. The pit had very steep sides and a flat base, with a maximum 
depth of 0.62m. Pit [18] cut (53), (54) and (75), and contained three fills. Fill (20) was a 
soft mid grey clay sand, with frequent medium-large water-rolled cobbles (average 20cm 
x 15cm x 15cm). (20) had a depth of 0.23m and lay under (11) and over (19) and (21). 
Fill (19) was a dark grey silt clay sand, with frequent medium-large water-rolled cobbles 
(average 20cm x 15cm x 15cm), an individual water-rolled boulder (37cm x 25cm x 
25cm) and occasional charcoal flecking. (19) had a maximum depth of 0.43m and lay 
over (21) and [18]. Fill (21) was a 0.13m deep compact mid-dark grey/brown silt clay 
sand with occasional charcoal flecking. (21) lay over [18]. 
 
It is uncertain, due to a lack of stratigraphic or artefactual evidence, whether feature [18] 
belongs within this phase group and its placement here is based upon its interpretation 
(Section 5 below). Feature [18] shares many similarities with tombstone socket [112] 
(below) and this is commented upon further within Section 5. 
 
Feature [29] (Figure 10, Plate 6) lay in the extreme northwest of the excavation area and 
extended to the west of the site for an unknown distance. Its recorded dimensions were 
1.95m east-west by 1.44m north-south with a depth of 0.9m. [29] lay under a mid-dark 
grey sand silt clay deposit (30) with regular small sub-rounded stone and occasional 
charcoal inclusions which formed an irregular convex mound. [29] cut buried soil (53). 
The original cut mark for [29] had weathered, with (53) overlying (30) at their junction. 
(30) had a depth of 0.9m and lay over [29], under (11) and (02). 
 
Directly under (30), both (54) and the natural drift geology (75) were discoloured. Layer 
(54) appeared substantially darker in hue, whilst (75) became a mottled light brown/grey 
with a higher percentage of clay than normal. It is unclear why this would occur other 
than through turbation or chemical reaction as (54) does not appear to have been 
impacted by [29] other than through this discolouration.  
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4.5.3 Phase Three 
 
This phase saw the further development of the cemetery. A large east-southeast to west-
northwest orientated ditch [129] was cut adjoining (and running at a right angle from) 
ditch [131]. This feature formed part of an enclosure (Enclosure 1) with ditch [129] and 
potentially [13] (below, and see Section 5. Figure 6).   
 
Feature [129] (Figure 12, Plates 8 and 10) was a linear ditch orientated east-southeast to 
west-northwest which formed a junction with ditch [131] 1.4m southwest of the sites’ 
northern limit of excavation. This feature had a stepped profile with a rounded base and 
measured >5.2m long by 1.6m wide with a depth of 0.82m. Ditch [129] cut (53), (54) and 
(75), and had been cut by [33].  
 
The uppermost fill of [129] was a soft light-mid red/brown clay sand silt (89) with a 
maximum depth of 0.13m. (89) had been cut by [58] and lay under (11), over (130) and 
(133). Fill (130) was a compact and mottled very light grey/light red silt sand, with a 
maximum depth of 0.16m. (130) had been cut by [58] and lay under (89), over (133). Fill 
(133) was a firm and mixed light red/brown silt clay with occasional small fragments of 
sandstone, with a maximum depth of 0.18m. (133) had been cut by [58] and lay under 
(89) and (130), over (90), (47) and (132). Fill (132) was a compact light brown/red silt 
clay, with a maximum depth of 0.15m. (132) lay under (133) and over (47). A small 
sherd of second/mid third century AD Samian ware was recovered from this fill.  Fill (90) 
was a compact light red silt clay, with a maximum depth of 0.16m. (90) had been cut by 
[58] and lay under (133), over (47). Fill (47) was a compact and plastic light-mid 
brown/red clay, with a maximum depth of 0.25m. (47) lay under (90), (132) and (133) 
and over (96). Fill (96) was a compact light brown/red clay, with a maximum depth of 
0.16m. (96) lay under (47) and over [129]. A pocket of plastic very dark blue/grey 
organic clay (97) lay within (47) and (96). (97) measured 0.37m long by 0.26m wide by 
0.26m deep (see Section 5). 
 
 
4.5.3.1 Un-phased. Possible Phase Three 
 
Upon completion of the excavation area and immediately prior to backfilling, a small (4m 
east-west by 1.4m north-south) machine excavated sondage was placed in the extreme 
southwest area of the site to establish the continuing nature of the cemetery ditches. No 
hand excavation had taken place here prior to this point due to the close proximity of the 
site hoarding (see Section 3.1) and Health and Safety requirements. This sondage was 
immediately backfilled once photographic and plan recording had taken place. Any 
results therefore, are unfortunately limited. However, a 1.8m long section of a linear ditch 
[13] (Plate 11) was discovered orientated east-southeast to west-northwest. [13] had a 
recorded width of 0.65m and was filled with a compact light-mid brown/red clay (14) 
which had a depth of >0.5m. [13] cut (53), (54) and (75). 
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4.5.4 Phase Four 
 
The roadside ditches [76] and [77] had by this time become filled and several deposits 
became built-up over these and the camber of the road itself.  
 
Deposit (110) was a compact mid brown clay sand, with a depth of 0.05m. (110) lay 
under (105) and (107), over (79), (81), (103) and (109).  
 
Layer (109) was a wet light brown/grey silt clay, with a maximum depth of 0.08m. This 
layer possibly represents a former organic layer which built-up relatively quickly after the 
roadside ditches had filled in. This layer however, was not seen in sections to the west 
which may denote that it built up as an interface between the sand layers above and (53). 
(109) lay under (106-108) and (110), over (53), (87), (100) and (103). 
 
Deposit (103) was a compact light red/brown sand clay, with a maximum depth of 0.07m. 
(103) lay over (81) and (100), under (109) and (110). 
 
Deposit (81) was a fine and compact, light brown clay sand, with a maximum depth of 
0.09m. (81) lay over (79) and (100), under (103) and (110). 
 
Both (81) and (103) would appear to be run-off accumulations from the road. 
 
Development of the cemetery also continued with the re-cutting of feature [131] by a 
similar large ditch [69]. 
 
Feature [69] (Figures 12 and 13, Plates 1 and 7-10) was a linear ditch orientated south-
southwest to north-northeast measuring >9.7m long with a depth of 0.84m. The entire 
width of [69] was unclear due to its western edge being truncated by ditch [09] (below), 
but the majority of the ditch’s profile was recorded. [69] had a surviving width of 2.37m 
and an estimated original width of c.2.75m. The ditch had a stepped profile, with gentle 
sloping sides though there existed a noticeable difference in the profile of the base 
between the two sections excavated through it. In the section to the south [69] had a steep 
V-shaped base, whereas in the northern section the base was distinctly square in profile 
(see Section 5).  
 
The uppermost fill of [69] was a compact and smooth light-mid brown sand silt clay (42) 
with a maximum depth of 0.29m. (42) lay over (43) and (44) and under [09], (11), (41) 
and (108). Fill (43) was a mottled and friable light brown/mid grey coarse sand silt clay. 
(43) had a depth of 0.16m and lay under [09] and (42), and over (44). Fill (44) was a 
compact and plastic light-mid brown/red clay with very occasional charcoal flecking. 
(44) had a maximum depth of 0.57m and lay under [09], (42) and (43), over (50) and 
[69]. A thin lens of hard iron pan separated (44) from a compact light grey/brown sand 
clay (50), which had regular iron pan mottling within its matrix. (50) had a maximum 
depth of 0.14m and lay under (44) and (108), and over (51). Fill (51) was a compact and 
friable light brown/grey clay sand silt. (51) had a depth of 0.08m and lay under (50) and 
over [69].  
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4.5.5 Phase Five 
 
This phase appears to denote a remodelling of the land surface immediately adjacent to 
the road and is characterised by deep sand deposits (Figure 11, Plates 4 and 5) which 
possibly served to facilitate drainage. Both of the roadside drainage ditches were 
redundant by this point. These sand deposits extended c.6-8m west of the road. 
 
Layer (111) lay to the east of road [128] and was a 0.18m deep deposit of loose, fine 
light-mid yellow/brown sand with regular dark brown iron pan mottling. (111) lay under 
(02), over (79), (82) and (83) and continued to the east of the excavation area. This layer 
had been heavily affected by root action.  
 
The following layers lay to the west of [128]. 
 
Layer (105) was a 0.3m deep deposit of loose sand as (111) and was also heavily affected 
by root action. (105) had been cut by [78] and lay under (02), over (79), (106), (107) and 
(110). 
 
Layer (106) was a 0.26m deep deposit of fine light grey/light red/brown sand with regular 
dark brown iron pan mottling. (106) lay under (11), (105), over (107), (108) and (109)  
 
Layer (107) was a coarse light brown sand with regular small-large water-rolled stone. 
(107) had a depth of 0.24m, and lay over (109) and (110), under (105) and (106). 
 
Layer (108) was a coarse light-mid brown clay sand, with a depth of 0.12m. (108) lay 
over (109), under (106). 
 
 
4.5.6 Phase Six 
 
Possibly in a reaction to the previous phase, the ground surface within the cemetery also 
built-up.  
 
Layer (11) (Figure 13, Plate 6) was a friable light-mid grey/brown clay sand silt with 
occasional small-medium stone and a maximum depth of 0.46m. This deposit had been 
affected by root (and plough) action and the interface between this layer and those above 
and below was often indistinct. (11) lay under (02), over [13], [18], [29], (41), [69], 
(106), [129] and [131], and had been cut by [09], [153-156], [112], [148] and [152].  
 
 
4.5.7 Phase Seven 
 
This phase saw the final development of the roadside cemetery. A tombstone was erected 
within a stone-packed socket with several postholes nearby. A new enclosure ditch was 
initiated. 
 
Feature [112] (Figure 14, Plates 1, 12, 13, 22 and 23) was a sub-circular pit/setting for 
tombstone (03) (below) measuring 1.2m north-south by 1.1m east-west. The pit had an 
irregular base, with a flat south-eastern half (depth 0.4m) and a sub-rounded north-
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western half (depth 0.47m); a contrast which was mirrored in the edges of the cut with a 
vertical/undercut south-eastern edge and a stepped north-western edge. Pit [112] cut (11), 
(53), (54) and (75) and contained four fills.  
 
The uppermost fill of [112] was a compact light-mid brown/grey clay silt (113) with 
frequent medium-large water-rolled cobbles (average 20cm x 15cm x 15cm), regular 
small sub-rounded pebbles and an individual water-rolled boulder (30cm x 27cm x 
30cm). (113) had a maximum depth of 0.33m and lay under (02) and over (115) and 
(114). Three sherds of Severn Valley Ware pottery were recovered from (113) (see 
Appendix 3.2 and Section 5). Fill (114) was a 0.1m deep light-mid brown/grey clay silt 
with frequent charcoal pieces and flecks, which lay over [112] and (115). Fill (114) was 
sampled for environmental data (see Appendix 3.1). Fill (115) was a fine and friable mid 
brown clay sand silt, with occasional small-medium sub-rounded pebbles and very 
occasional gravel. (115) had a maximum depth of 0.3m and lay under (02) and over a thin 
(0.03m) basal fill of fine and friable light-mid brown sand silt (116).  
 
An in-situ basal section of a late first/early second century Roman tombstone (Figure 7, 
Plates 12, 13, 14 and 20) was set vertically within [112] and protruded 0.32m above the 
pit (see Section 5. For a full description see Appendix 3.3 and 3.4). This section 
measured 0.31m wide by 0.91m long by 0.16m deep and was orientated with its long axis 
pointing northeast-southwest. The upper sculptured portion of the tombstone had broken-
off from this point in antiquity and lay flat, with its carved relief face-down immediately 
to the east-southeast presumably in the direction which it was originally facing. The force 
of the impact had created two further fractures towards the upper section of the stone 
which fractured fully during excavation. This upper section measured 1.83m long by 
0.91m wide by 0.16m deep. Together with the fragment mentioned above, the overall 
length of the tombstone is 2.14m. The upper portion partly abutted the basal section and 
lay over (113) and (11), and under (02). A small section of the headpiece of the 
tombstone had been built-upon by the 19th century wall (07) (Figure 15, Plate 12).   
 
A separate smaller fragment of sandstone (15) also bearing a Latin inscription (Plate 21) 
was recovered from (113) (see Appendix 3.3 and 3.4). This stone had been used as 
packing within [112]. This stone measured 0.21m long by 0.2m wide by 0.08m deep. 
 
Feature [09] (Figures 12 and 13, Plates 1, 7 and 9) was a linear ditch orientated north-
northeast to south-southwest measuring >9.7m long by 1m wide. Ditch [09] was u-shaped 
in profile with a maximum depth of 0.55m. This feature cut (11), [69] and [131] and 
contained four fills-(66), (10), (67) and (68). Fill (66) was a compact light grey/mid 
brown silt clay, with occasional charcoal flecking. This lay under (02) and over (10) and 
had a depth of 0.2m. A total of 85 sherds of a largely intact pottery vessel (see Appendix 
3.2) and a single very small fragment of unidentified burnt bone were recovered from 
(66). Fill (10) was a firm light-mid pink/brown silt clay, with occasional small sub-
angular sandstone inclusions. A further pottery sherd from the same jar as that described 
above was found within (10). Fill (10) had a maximum depth of 0.28m and lay under (66) 
and over (67). Fill (67) was a compact light brown/grey silt clay, with a maximum depth 
of 0.04m. This lay over a very compact light red/brown clay (68) which lay over [09] and 
had a maximum depth of 0.05m.  
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Two pairs of re-cut postholes (Figure 14, Plate 24) were uncovered lying 0.3-0.4m to the 
east of [112]. Features [153] and [154] formed the southern pair of postholes, features 
[155] and [156] the northern pair. The postholes lay in-line and were similarly orientated 
north-northeast to south-southeast with a 0.65m space separating the two pairs. The upper 
fills of these features were difficult to discern due to the chemical staining of the soils 
which occurred under the broken tombstone.   
 
Feature [153] was a sub-rectangular cut for a posthole measuring 0.43m north-south by 
0.28m east-west. [153] had a flat base and irregular sides, a depth of 0.24m and cut (75) 
and [154]. The upper fill of [153] was a friable light grey sand clay (157), with a 
maximum depth of 0.16m. (157) lay over (158). Fill (158) was a mottled, friable light 
brown/grey clay silt, with a maximum depth of 0.22m. (158) lay under (157) and over 
[153]. 
 
Feature [154] was a 0.32m long by 0.29m wide cut for a posthole. The northern extent of 
[154] had been cut away by [153]. [154] had a flat base and steep southern edge, cut (75), 
and had a depth of 0.27m. The top fill of [154] was a fine light grey sand clay (159), with 
a maximum depth of 0.12m. (159) lay over (160) and (161). Fill (160) was a fine and 
friable light brown/grey clay silt. (160) had a maximum depth of 0.03m and lay under 
(159) and over (161). Fill (161) was a fine and friable mid grey silt clay with occasional 
charcoal flecking. (161) had a depth of 0.09m and lay over [154]. 
 
Feature [156] was a sub-rectangular cut for a posthole measuring 0.35m north-south by 
0.25m east-west. [156] had concave sides and base, a depth of 0.19m and cut (75) and 
[155]. This posthole was filled with (162) a firm light-mid purple/brown silt clay. (162) 
lay over [156]. 
 
Feature [155] was a sub-rectangular posthole measuring 0.4m north-south by 0.25m east-
west. The northern extent of [155] had been cut away by [156]. [155] had a flat base and 
steep southern edge, cut (75), and had a depth of 0.30m. The top fill of [155] was a firm 
and friable light grey silt clay (163). This fill had a depth of 0.27m and lay over (164). 
Fill (164) was a compact mid orange/brown clay with frequent iron pan mottling. (164) 
had a depth of 0.03m and lay over [155]. 
 
A further pair of recut postholes [148] and [152] (Figure 14) lay 0.05m to the west of 
[112]. [148] was a sub-oval cut measuring 0.28m east-west by 0.2m north-south, with a 
sub-V shape profile, and a maximum depth of 0.32m. This posthole cut (11), (53), (54) 
and [152] and was filled with a 0.12m deep friable light brown/grey silt clay (145). Fill 
(145) lay under (02) and over (146). Fill (146) was a firm and fine light brown silt clay 
with occasional gravel. (146) had a depth of 0.04m and lay under (145) and over (147). 
Fill (147) was a friable mottled light grey/light-mid brown silt clay with a depth of 
0.16m. (147) lay under (146) and over [148]. 
 
Posthole [152] was a sub-oval cut measuring 0.3m east-west by 0.12m north-south. [152] 
had a surviving concave northern edge and a sub-rounded base and a maximum depth of 
0.32m. This posthole was cut by [148], cut (11), (53) and (54) and was filled with a 
0.13m deep friable light-mid brown/grey silt clay (149). Fill (149) lay under (02) and 
[148], and over (150). Fill (150) was a firm, fine and friable very light brown/grey sand 
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silt with a depth of 0.1m which lay under (149) and over (151). Fill (151) was a 0.12m 
deep fine and friable light-mid brown/grey sand silt. (151) lay under (150) over [152]. 
 
 
4.5.8 Un-phased. Possible Romano-British 
 
Feature [74] (Figure 13, Plate 7) was a sub-circular cut for a posthole measuring 0.7m 
by 0.65m with a V-shaped profile. The base of the posthole lay 0.12m to the east of 
vertical. [74] had a depth of 1.15m, cut (53), (54) and (75) and was cut by [61]. Fill (62) 
was the uppermost fill of [74] and was a mottled mid brown/light grey clay silt with 
regular sub-rounded stone and occasional charcoal. (62) had a depth of 0.57m and lay 
over (64). Fill (64) was a wet mid brown/light grey silt clay, which had a depth of 0.58m. 
 
No stratigraphic relationship existed between [74] and other features/deposits within the 
Romano-British group and its inclusion here is primarily based on the morphology of its 
soil fills. Any potential relationships this feature had were removed by the 19th century 
cut [61]. 
 
 
4.6 Medieval 
 
Layer (02) (Figure 11) was a 0.4m deep mottled and friable mid grey/light brown clay 
silt sand with very frequent small-medium (averaging 0.2m by 0.14m by 0.08m wide) 
water-rolled stone pebbles. These stones lay at the base of (02) and formed a regular 
horizon above the deposits below. This layer was found across the entire excavation area 
(thinning to the north), though the density of stones within (02) lessened noticeably to the 
west of the site with the highest concentration lying adjacent to the road [128] (above). 
(02) lay under (127) and was cut by all other post-medieval and later activity effectively 
sealing the Romano-British deposits below. Sherds of 13/14th century pottery and an 
Edward I or II silver cut half-penny were recovered from (02) during excavation (see 
Appendix 3.5). 
 
Feature [33] was a concave cut possibly for a pit or ditch (see Section 5 below) 
measuring 1.08m east-west by c.0.3m north-south with a depth of 0.31m. [33] cut (11) 
and [129]. The uppermost fill was a mottled mid brown silt sand clay (31) which had a 
depth of 0.22m. Fill (31) lay over a friable light-mid brown sand clay silt (32) which had 
a depth of 0.11m and lay over [33]. Both (31) and (32) contained sherds of 13/14th 
century pottery (see Appendix 3.5).    
 
 
4.7 Post-Medieval 
 
Only one feature [78] was discovered on the site which would appear to date from this 
period. This was provisionally dated due to its stratigraphic relationship to the medieval 
plough soil (02) through which it cut, and to it lying under the eighteenth/nineteenth 
century layer (127). It is possible that this feature dates from the later medieval period 
rather than the post-medieval though as no artefacts were recovered from its fills its 
precise date is uncertain. 
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Feature [78] (Figure 15, Plate 25) was a north-south orientated linear ditch, with stepped 
sides and a sub-flat base. The ditch was 3.4m long (continuing to the south of the 
excavation area), with a width of 1.9m and a maximum depth of 0.83m. [78] cut (02), 
(53), (79), (80), (105) and [128], and was filled with (91), (92) and (93). No stratigraphic 
relationship was recorded between this feature and the eighteenth/nineteenth century 
cellar [119] (below), though it seems probable that [78] originally extended further to the 
north and had been truncated by this later development. Fill (91) was a 0.5m deep friable 
light-mid red/brown sand silt clay with occasional charcoal flecks, which lay under layer 
(127), and over (92). Fill (92) was a friable dark red/brown sand silt clay with occasional 
small-medium sub-rounded pebbles, with a maximum depth of 0.3m. Fill (93) lay under 
(92) and over [78] and was a 0.15m deep friable light red/brown sand silt clay with 
occasional small rounded pebbles. 
 
Layer (127) was a friable mid grey/brown sand clay silt with regular small sub-rounded 
and sub-angular stone inclusions with a depth of 0.25m. (127) formed a regular layer 
across the entire site and lay over (02) and under (01). 
 
 
4.8 Late Eighteenth-Nineteenth Century 
 
The excavation results from this phase principally relate to the areas urban development 
during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries (see Section 2.5.5 and Section 5). The 
results in this section have been informed by the excavation, evaluation and watching 
brief.  
 
The excavation uncovered two parallel walls [07] and [08] (Figure 15, Plate 26) running 
east-west across the entire site and continuing to the east and west, maintaining a 2.6m 
north-south spacing between them. Both walls had been cut in parts by modern services. 
 
Feature [07] was a linear cut for sandstone wall (04), with near vertical sides and a sub-
flat base. Wall (04) was orientated east-west, measuring 0.5-0.55m wide by 22m long 
with a surviving height of 0.85-1.04m. This wall had six surviving regular courses and 
was built of sub-square and sub-rectangular sandstone (average size 0.4m long by 0.26m 
wide by 0.2m deep). (04) was two courses wide with regular small sub-rectangular and 
sub-angular sandstone used as packing within the core. The lowest two courses regularly 
included large sub-rectangular sandstone blocks (<0.68m long by 0.25m wide by 0.28m 
deep) and occasional large water-rolled boulders (average 0.7m long by 0.3m wide by 
0.32m deep). A thin lens of light-mid grey clay silt (06) lay under (04) and over [07]. 
This wall cut (02) and (11) and lay under (01). 
 
Feature [08] was a linear cut for sandstone wall (05), with near vertical sides and a sub-
flat base. Wall (05) was orientated east-west, measuring 0.45-0.55m wide by 22.3m long 
with a surviving height of 0.6-1m. This wall had six surviving regular courses and was 
built of sub-square and sub-rectangular sandstone (average size 0.4m long by 0.28m wide 
by 0.2m deep). (05) was two courses wide with regular small sub-rectangular and sub-
angular sandstone used as packing within the core. The lowest two courses regularly 
included large sub-rectangular sandstone blocks. [08] cut (02) and (11). 
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Feature [119] (Plates 3 and 20) was the cut for a large, potentially sub-rectangular, 
flagged cellar measuring 2.66m east-west by 2.7m north-south and extending beyond the 
northern and eastern limits of excavation. The cellar floor (120) consisted of tightly 
abutting un-mortared large square and rectangular limestone flags (average size 0.8m 
long by 0.6m wide by 0.08m deep, largest 1.1m long by 0.8m wide by 0.08m deep). This 
flooring abutted the enclosing sandstone cellar walls (121), (122) and (165) and had been 
laid on a 0.12m deep levelling layer (124) of dark grey ash and clinker with regular grey 
roofing slate and hand-made red brick. (124) lay over the natural deposit (75), and under 
(120) and wall (165). The southern cellar wall (121) measured 4.5m east-west 
(continuing to the east) by 0.46m wide and was composed of two-three courses of 
roughly cut sub-square and rectangular sandstone blocks (average size 0.5m long by 0.2m 
wide by 0.2m high, largest 1.08m long by 0.22m wide by 0.23m deep). Small sub-angular 
packing-stones were regularly used to fill voids between the stones. The wall was bonded 
by a very hard, light grey lime mortar/concrete mix. Wall (122) formed the northern 
cellar wall and measured 3.1m east-west and continued to the east of the excavation area. 
(122) had a surviving height of six-eight courses (1.04m) of sub-rectangular and sub-
square sandstone blocks (average size 0.22m long by 0.15m deep, largest 0.7m long by 
0.25m deep). These were bonded by a similar hard, light grey lime mortar/concrete mix 
to (121).  
 
Wall (165) formed the western extent of the cellar and was orientated north-south. This 
wall was only partially complete (possibly due to the installation of modern drains) and 
had a single surviving course of sandstone blocks (of similar dimensions to (121)) 
measuring 0.6m long by 0.42m wide by 0.23m deep. Several large water-rolled cobbles 
were visible in the south facing edge of excavation section which appeared to be 
incorporated within (165)’s build. This section also revealed that (165) and (122) were 
bonded. Due to the partially complete nature of (165) no relationship with (121) was 
observable, though it seems probable that the three walls were the same build.  
 
Layer (127) was friable mid-dark grey/brown sand clay silt, with regular small-medium 
sub-rounded pebbles and occasional charcoal flecking. (127) had a maximum depth of 
0.25m and extended across the entire site. (127) lay under (01), over (02) and abutted 
walls [07] and [08].  
 
Feature [61] was a sub-circular pit measuring 0.98m by 0.95m with a depth of 0.37m. 
[61] cut (11), (53), [74] and [131] and was cut by [58]. This pit was filled with a compact 
light orange brown silt clay (59) which had a depth of 0.27m. This lay under [58] and 
over a mottled light-mid grey silt clay (60). This fill had a depth of 0.29m and lay over 
[61]. 
 
Substantially extant remains of cellars and foundation walls associated with nineteenth 
century housing were discovered during the watching brief to the north of the excavation 
area (see Section 3.1). The plan of these structures conforms to that seen on the 1892 OS 
map of the area (Figure 18) with buildings surrounding four courtyards which were 
accessed via five passageways running from Henry Street. No evidence of the courtyards 
was discovered and only below ground remains were observed. No specific context 
numbers have been assigned to these features other than to well [123] (below). 
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All of the foundation walls had been constructed with roughly-hewn sub-squared and 
sub-rectangular sandstone blocks (average size 0.24m long by 0.2m wide by 0.12m deep) 
and bonded by a very light brown/grey mortar. The walls were all two courses wide with 
regular small sub-rectangular and sub-angular sandstone used as packing within a central 
core. The surviving height of these features varied across the site due to later intrusive 
impact, though typically up to twelve courses of wall survived to a height/depth of 1-
1.5m. The cellars which were formed through these foundation walls were all sub-square 
in plan with no evidence of flag or other flooring. These cellars had been infilled with 
demolition rubble (red brick, sandstone, mortar, etc), presumably with remnants of the 
overlying building. 
 
A stone-lined well [123] (Figure 2, Plate 29) was discovered in the north of the watching 
brief site.  [123] was circular in-plan, measuring 1.2m in diameter and had a depth greater 
than 5m. The well was lined with sub-rectangular and sub-square sandstone (average size 
0.18m long by 0.12m deep) which appeared to be un-bonded by mortaring.  
 
 
4.9 Late Nineteenth/Twentieth Century 
 
Feature [58] was an oval pit with concave sides and a flat base, measuring 1.12m long by 
0.84m wide with a depth of 0.4m. Pit [58] cut (02), (11), (53), [61], (127), [129] and 
[131]. This feature was filled with a dark grey clinker (87) which had a depth of 0.37m. 
This lay over a light grey/brown sand silt (88) which had a depth of 0.25m. 
 
 
4.10 Late Twentieth/Twenty First Century 
 
Layer (01) is a generic number given for the tarmacadam surface and overburden (total 
depth of 0.7m) associated with the previous car park for the Foods Depot. The 
overburden was composed of several mixed layers of limestone hardcore and tarmac. 
(01) extended east-west across the entire excavation area. 
 
Feature [117] was a sub-square cut for a borehole measuring 1.1m by 1.1m. [117] cut 
(01), (02), [78], (105), (127) and [128]. 
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5. Interpretation 
 
 
5.1  
 
The results from the excavation proved the area to be deeply stratified and complex with 
numerous phases of activity recorded from wide-ranging periods of time. The excavation 
was fortunate to have several layers of soils upon the site which effectively sealed earlier 
activity and which gave both terminus-post and anti-quems upon which to base period 
phasing. Although these proved useful in assigning broad phase groups, a general lack of 
diagnostic artefacts from key features ensured these phases were generally based on their 
stratigraphic relationships only. Approximate date ranges have been suggested for the 
section below with references made to the initial phasing of the site as given in Section 4.  
  
 
5.2 Prehistoric 
 
5.2.1 Early Prehistoric. Feature [35]  
 
The abundance of charred hazelnut fragments within (37) suggests that pit [35] may have 
been used as a stored food resource, although it could also have been used for the 
disposal of domestic waste. Hazelnuts were a particularly important food source in early 
prehistory and it is probable that pit [35] dates from this period, possibly the Neolithic. 
This interpretation is principally based on its stratigraphic relationships as well as its 
similarities in form and nature to other pits known to date from this period discovered on 
other sites (Appendix 3.1). The pits’ presence within the site should be taken as evidence 
of the utilisation of the immediate landscape within the prehistoric period.   
 
 
5.2.2 Early-Mid Prehistoric.  Buried Soil (54)  
 
The results from the palaeoenvironmental evidence (Appendix 3.1 below) provided 
insufficient data to enable a full reconstruction of the prehistoric palaeoenvironment of 
the site. Neither (53) nor (54) were waterlogged, and most of the grains that may have 
accumulated have been subject to oxidation. Few plant macrofossils were present and the 
few fragments of charcoal were all too small to be identified to species. The only charred 
plant remains in context (54) were a ribwort plantain seed and a wheat grain. The seed of 
ribwort plantain suggests the proximity of grassland. The few grains of pollen that have 
been preserved suggest that hazel and oak probably grew in the region, with the few local 
herbs suggesting open ground with some damp areas.  
 
No clear date for this layer is suggested, though it clearly pre-dates the late 
prehistoric/Romano-British ground surface (53). 
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5.2.3 Late Prehistoric.  Buried Soil (53)  
 
As discussed above, palaeoenvironmental evidence from samples taken from (53) proved 
disappointing (Appendix 3.1). An un-charred fat-hen seed that may either have grown as 
an arable weed or as a ruderal on areas of waste or disturbed ground was recovered along 
with a few hazelnut fragments. Alder and Pine appear to have replaced the oak and hazel 
trees which were present within (54) and it is possible that the landscape had become less 
densely vegetated at this point. The microscopic charcoal suggests some localised fires, 
which may be associated with clearance. Layer (53) represents the ground surface at the 
beginning of the Romano-British period which would denote that this soil built-up in a 
preceding phase, possibly during the mid-late Iron Age.  
 
 
5.3 Romano-British 
 
5.3.1 First Century 70-75 AD.  Road [128], Ditches [76] and [77] 
 
The development of the road and its associated ditches represent the primary step in the 
sites’ development during this period and all subsequent features within the Romano-
British period were to a large extent dependent on the roads initial function.  
 
No dating evidence was discovered associated with the road and its precise date is 
uncertain. It would appear likely however, that the establishment of a road system leading 
north to Lancaster from the south would quickly follow the establishment of a military 
presence here. As the fort at Lancaster would appear to date to the early 70’s A.D 
(Shotter, Appendix 3.3) it seems likely that road [128] would also approximately date to 
this period. 
 
Road [128] was the principal road leading south from the fort at Lancaster and a major 
route for military and commercial traffic. [128] had a width of 6.95m, which is c.0.5m 
wider than the average width recorded of Roman roads in Britain and compares to that 
found at Watling Street West and Devil’s Highway (Davies 2002). The surviving 0.39m 
depth of metalling within [128] compares to that of Akeman and Ryknild Streets (Davies 
2002, p.57). Truncation by medieval ploughing has removed a further unknown depth of 
road matrix. No evidence of repair to the road or wheel rutting was observed. Any 
evidence for such would have been truncated by later ploughing (see below).  
 
It has long been suggested (Section 2.5.2) that the present day Penny Street lies on the 
line of the Roman road as it nears the fort. The alignment of the road discovered on this 
site would suggest that if this is the case (as all evidence suggests) then the road must 
alter its alignment to the east somewhat north of this site. The suggested point for this re-
alignment is the junction of Penny Street and King Street. 
 
 
5.3.2 Late First-Early Second Century 90-110 AD.  Feature [18]   
 
Stylistically and otherwise the cavalry tombstone would appear to date from the late 
first/early second century AD (see Appendix 3.3). This gives a time-span of 
approximately twenty-forty years from the establishment of the fort at Lancaster and the 
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development of the road system [128] to the tombstones’ conception. This comparatively 
short length of time would appear to conflict with the stratigraphic sequence of the 
tombstones’ setting [112] which places it within the last of seven recorded Romano-
British phases of activity upon the site. It would seem likely therefore, that [112] was not 
the original setting for tombstone (03). 
 
It is possible that [18] was the original setting for tombstone (03) which was subsequently 
moved to its new setting [112] at a later phase. Feature [18] shares many similarities in 
form and fill matrix to the tombstone pit setting [112] (Plate 23) and no other features 
within the cemetery were found to contain such large water-rolled stones, which in [112] 
were used to pack the tombstones’ base. The tombstones’ relocation to [112] may have 
been determined by the raising of the ground surface level during Phase 5 through the 
importation of deposit (11). This act would have partly buried and obscured the 
tombstone within [18] and would have entailed an adjustment in the tombstones’ setting 
in order to fully observe the carving and dedication.  
 
Though feature [18] is suggested as the original setting there also exists a possibility that 
the tombstone may have been moved here from another site altogether. It may appear that 
the location of the tombstone here, some distance from the fort, suggests a later 
expansion into the area than a late first/early second century AD date suggests. Work at 
Brougham however (Cool 2004) has indicated that, at that site, there appears to have been 
an area `dedicated' for use by a specific garrison-unit. If similar plot allocations operated 
at Lancaster this could negate the notion that earlier phases had central precedence and 
allow for some variance in their positioning.  
 
Unfortunately, feature [18] is discrete and is not clearly phased. A possible late 
prehistoric, or more probably a Romano-British date is secure however due to its cutting 
of layer (53) and to it pre-dating deposit (11). It has been assigned to this group due to the 
association suggested with (03) and a corresponding late first/early second century AD 
date is envisaged. If this is the case, then [18] and (03) would not be associated with 
Enclosure 1 below and instead potentially represent a less formalised cemetery prior to 
the more regulated form as denoted by the later enclosures. 
 
 
5.3.3 Late First-Early Second Century 90-110 AD.  Feature [29] 
 
It is unfortunate that [29] extended beyond and was not fully incorporated within the area 
of excavation as this limits the conclusions available, although it does appear that this 
feature represents a bank or mound, probably of turf (30).  
 
[29]’s stratigraphic relationship with the buried soil layer (53) and the Early Third 
Century deposit (11) (below) denote a late prehistoric or Romano-British origin. Its 
positioning within a funerary setting and perhaps most tellingly its stratigraphic survival 
within such a setting, could infer that it too represents or is associated with funeral/ritual 
activity. It may seem unlikely that such a feature would have been left untouched/inserted 
in its location, considering the purification and later development of the cemetery area 
(below), if it did not either originally denote ritualistic activity (and so be 
respected/untouched?), and/or that it was an intrinsic part of the development itself.  
 



 
©University of Manchester Archaeological Unit 
November 2007 

34

Excavations at several sites, notably those at Petty Knowes (Charlton & Mitcheson, 
1984), have discovered similar small mounds within Romano-British cemeteries though 
these have commonly overlain cremation deposits. No indication for such an activity was 
discovered within or beneath [29], though it is possible that any evidence for this lay 
outside the excavation area to the west. The mound may also have served as a marker 
either for [18] or another feature and therefore suggest an associated and reflected ritual 
significance. 
 
 
5.3.4 Late First-Early Second Century 90-110 AD. Feature [131]  
 
Ditch [131] has been assigned a different date range and phase to [129] (and 
consequently Enclosure 1) due to the variance in the profile of the key junction with ditch 
[129], as well as to [131]’s continuance beyond the area of excavation. It is clear from 
this last point that the initial function of [131] was greater than the enclosure formed with 
[129] alone. Although no evidence of a recut was found within the junction of ditches 
[129] and [131] and the nature of their infill denotes that they were filled in the same 
event, the basal profiles at this junction (with [129]’s base rising in a similar manner to a 
terminal end, Plate 10) could suggest that they were cut separately.  
 
If this were the case, then it is possible that [131]’s original function was either to 
delineate and establish the limits of the roadside cemetery, or that it was cut to mark out 
the course of the road and serve as a roadside marking-out ditch. After either of these 
possible initial functions, the ditch could then have served as the boundary for extra-
mural roadside developments and been developed and incorporated into individual plots 
through the cutting of new enclosure ditches. This potential change from 
boundary/marking-out ditch to cemetery enclosure may have been facilitated through 
ritual acts of purification (see 5.3.5 below). 
 
 
5.3.5 Mid Second Century AD.  Layers (81), (103), (109) and (110)  
 
The roadside ditches [76] and [77] are relatively shallow features and would have quickly 
silted-up with wash-in from the road surface. Presumably these were cleaned regularly to 
facilitate drainage. At some point within Phases 2-4 any such cleaning ceased, the ditches 
filled-in and thin layers of sand and clay (81), (103), (109) and (110) began to build-up 
against the camber of the road itself. 
 
 
5.3.6 Feature [129]. Enclosure 1. Mid-Late Second Century AD  
 
Enclosure 1, as defined by [129] and [131], would appear to denote two sides of an 
internal plot, or ritual cell, within the roadside cemetery. A similar plot was discovered 
approximately 110m to the north of the Arla Foods site in excavations conducted by 
LUAU at Streamline Garage, King Street, Lancaster (LUAU 2000(b), 2001). Here they 
uncovered a large ditched enclosure measuring approximately 14m square on a similar 
east-southeast/west-northwest alignment to Enclosure 1 discovered in this excavation. 
Cremations cut within the enclosure at Streamline Garage would denote that the roadside 
cemetery there was in-use during the second/third century (LUAU 2001). The recovery 
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of a sherd of second/third century Samian Ware from within [129] would suggest a 
similar operating date, with a date in the late second century favoured. 
 
Evidence from Streamline Garage would suggest that the enclosure there had a dual 
function, with some evidence of a stakehole fenceline within the base of the ditch cut as 
well as cremation burials within its in-fill. It has also been suggested that these 
cremations were facilitated in their placement due to the ‘mortuary enclosure’ in-fill still 
being observable. 
 
The in-fills within the enclosure ditches at the Arla Foods site would have been equally 
observable. The use of red clay as an in-fill within ditches [09], [13], [69], [129] and 
[131] is unusual and potentially highly significant. No corresponding clay source was 
found within the site and no drift geology of this type has been discovered on other 
excavations nearby (LUAU 1995, 2001). It would appear likely therefore, that this clay 
held particular attributes which were deemed significant and which entailed its 
importation to the site from elsewhere. It is possible that the in-filling of the cemetery 
ditches with this clay was solely intended to clearly demark their presence, which would 
correspond to the suggestion from Streamline Garage above. Alternatively, and perhaps 
concomitantly, the clay may denote a purification/sterilisation ritual, intended to cleanse 
the area (pers.comm. R. Philpott). The enclosure ditches themselves, aside from the areas 
which they enclosed, clearly had significant ritual attributes and their deliberate in-filling 
with such striking material would only heighten this. 
 
It is unclear whether this in-fill took place immediately after the ditches were cut, or 
whether the ditches had operated prior to this in-filling (and had been regularly cleaned) 
and were subsequently ritually transformed with this act. The interpretation of ditch [131] 
(above) would suggest that this ditch was not immediately infilled with this purifying 
clay and that the infilling event facilitated its incorporation into later ritual enclosures. 
Further acts of purification could have taken place at the new junction between [131] and 
later enclosure ditches as perhaps is symbolised by the organic deposits (97)/(98) 
discovered at the junction of [131] and [129].  
 
There exist numerous strong parallels between the cemetery enclosure/division 
discovered upon this site and that excavated at Streamline Garage to the north (LUAU 
2001).  Similarities exist in their general design; the deliberate nature of their infill, the 
intrusion of second/third century AD ritual deposits within the already filled-in ditches, 
and the probability that both underwent substantial modifications/re-cuts before reaching 
their final form. The principal difference between these two enclosures lies in the nature 
of the funerary ritual expressed within them, with cremations dominating the Streamline 
Garage site.  At Aldcliffe Road, the enclosure appears to have been devoted to the 
housing of the tombstone (03) with any later ritual depositions within the enclosure 
ditches being associated with its relocation. It is possible that any un-associated funerary 
acts lay outside the area of excavation, but it would appear that the enclosure was solely 
designed for (03). 
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5.3.7 Possible Mid-Late Second Century AD.  Feature [13] 
 
It is unfortunate that no clear and established relationship exists between ditch [13] and 
any other Romano-British ditches (see Section 4.5.3.1) and due to this its interpretation 
(and consequently Enclosure 1’s) is uncertain.  
 
Although no relationship with other features was observed, the nature of the red clay 
infill within [13] shares parallels with the similarly infilled Romano-British ditches [09], 
[69], [129] and [131]. The orientation of [13] would also suggest that the feature 
respected the prevalent orientation of the Romano-British ditches and in a similar manner 
to [129] lay at a right angle to this. If [13] is related to the roadside development as 
expressed by these ditches it would seem likely that it is not associated with ditch [09] 
due to the differences in their depth, and therefore relates either to ditch [69] or [131]. It 
is tempting to associate [13] with [131] and [129]. If this were the case [13] would form 
the southerly east-west orientated ‘arm’ of Enclosure 1. Together these ditches would 
shape an enclosure measuring 8.2m north-northeast to south-southwest by >5.2m east-
southeast to west-northwest. 
 
 
5.3.8 Late Second-Early Third Century AD.  Ditch [69]  
 
The precise date and purpose of ditch [69] is unclear. Though clearly designed to act as a 
re-defining of the cemetery area, its cutting of ditch [131] would appear to have negated 
Enclosure 1 and to have established a new form to the roadside cemetery. This may have 
been associated with other larger enclosures which lay outside the area of excavation. Its 
purpose may be linked with the gradual silting-up of the roadside ditches [76] and [77] 
(above) and therefore represent an attempt by the cemetery to re-establish its parameters 
more clearly after a period of stagnation/neglect.  
 
It would appear that this ditch had a relatively short duration as the Phase 4 sand berm 
deposits (below) partly overlaid [69] and it is interesting to note that these deposits failed 
to respect the ditch. Overall this may reflect a different managerial response between the 
cemetery and the road authorities with the cemetery reacting first to a period of neglect 
by the re-establishment of the cemetery confines followed shortly afterwards by the 
establishment of new drainage for the road. 
 
 
5.3.9 Late Second-Early Third Century AD.  Roadside Layers (105-108) and (111) 
 
The Phase 4 deposits of sand would appear to be an attempt to rectify the situation 
suggested by deposits (83) et al (Section 5.3.5), by creating a wide and well-drained berm 
either side of the metalled surface. A similar sand event was recorded on the principal 
Manchester to Ribchester Roman road at Starling, Lancashire by the Bury Archaeological 
Group (GMAG, 1980). In their work at Starling, the group discovered a sand berm 
extending approximately fifteen feet either side of the road which they interpreted as a 
man-made berm laid-down to facilitate drainage.  
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Though it is difficult to be sure due to root disturbance and chemical reaction, it is 
entirely possible that the numerous layers of sand discovered reflect correspondingly 
different repair/improvement events.  
 
 
5.3.10 Early Third Century AD. Deposit (11)  
 
It is unclear whether deposit (11) represents a natural build-up of soils or a deliberate 
event. Stratigraphically this event appears after the Phase 4 re-modelling of the roadside 
drainage system, which failed to respect enclosure ditch [69]. It is possible that deposit 
(11) was imported onto the site in order to raise the ground surface of the cemetery 
correspondingly. This possibility should be linked with the potential relationship of [09] 
and [112] (below) and be seen overall as a re-establishment of the cemetery area 
following impingement from the development of the road. Deposit (11) pre-dates the 
other features listed within this date range. 
  
 
5.3.11 Early Third Century AD.  Feature [09]  
 
The discovery of a substantially intact Severn Valley Ware narrow-necked jar from the 
uppermost fill of the cemetery enclosure ditch [09], and in particular the suggestion that it 
was originally placed in the ground upside-down (see Appendix 3.2), would strongly 
suggest that this was a ritual deposit. Though other ceramic forms were used, pottery jars 
were the dominant type of cinerary container within Roman Britain (Philpott 1991) and 
the deposition of such an object within a cemetery enclosure ditch has strong parallels to 
the cremation deposits discovered at Streamline Garage to the north (LUAU 2001).  
 
Later medieval ploughing had potentially caught and spread the vessel (Appendix 3.2) 
and it is possible that this had spread any associated cremated remains from within the jar 
throughout the surrounding soils which have been subsequently lost from the 
archaeological record. There is no evidence however of external or internal sooting upon 
the jar that one may expect from a cinerary receptule which had been placed upon a pyre. 
Similarly (although not universally), the narrow-neck of the jar may be expected to have 
been removed to allow access for the bones if the jar was a cinerary container. 
 
It is possible therefore, that this vessel was not a cremation container and was instead 
associated with ritual related to an act of burial or to post-burial practices. It has been 
noted at Brougham for example (Cool 2004) that burial grounds themselves attract a level 
of ritualistic behaviour unassociated with any particular funerary rite. In particular, the 
deposition of a vessel within an upper fill of a feature (as in this case) may be associated 
with its closure, and/or that it functioned as a ‘special pot deposit’ (Cool 2004, p.42).  
 
The recovery of similar pottery ware from within both [09] and the tombstone setting 
[112] raises the possibility that the two groups of sherds are from the same vessel 
(Appendix 3.2). The likelihood that the pottery is from the same vessel is further 
supported by the two features’ stratigraphic relationship, as ditch [09] is the last in the 
series of cemetery ditches and also belongs within Phase 6.  
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It is possible that this denotes a shared ritual between the two features, wherein a 
complete pottery vessel was deliberately broken and sherds deposited within [112] and 
[09], possibly as part of the tombstones’ proposed relocation ritual from pit [18] to [112]. 
This would suggest that [09] and [112] are associated and that the cutting of [09] was 
designed as a re-establishment of the cemetery area in conjunction with the moving of the 
tombstone.  
 
 
5.3.12 Early Third Century AD.  Feature [112]  
 
It would seem likely that any potential burial associated with (03) would have been in the 
form of cremation. Though evidence exists that burial customs varied from region to 
region (Philpott 1991) and that the formal rites of inhumation and cremation occasionally 
operated in conjunction (especially in the north), cremation burial was the dominant 
burial rite in Britain until being gradually superseded by inhumation in the third and 
fourth centuries.  
 
No cremation was found within [112] (or [18]) and only one very small and unidentified 
fragment of burnt bone was recovered on the entire site. It is possible that heavy 
ploughing during the medieval period could account for the removal/disturbance of any 
surface or shallow deposits and could potentially have removed evidence relating to 
burial practices, though this and the lack of later disturbance does not account for any 
truncation at a deeper level (such as within [112] or [69]/[131] for example). It could also 
seem unlikely that any burials were totally removed during the Romano-British period 
due to the strict laws protecting burials against later disturbance (though see Cleary 1987 
pp192-193; and [18] above). 
 
Fragments of burnt oak were discovered within fill (114)/[112] (see Appendix 3.1) which 
could possibly be associated with a cremation rite. Using Cool’s typology of cremation 
burial forms from Brougham (Cool 2004 p.284) this could infer that any such activity 
conforms to the ‘pyre debris’ type, wherein whole or part of the associated pyre was 
gathered and placed within the burial deposit rather than within an urned or unurned 
cremation burial for instance. In this form often only small amounts of pyre material were 
felt appropriate. The complete lack of cremated bone from any of the fills within [112] 
and [18] may suggest that this possibility is unlikely, though some supposed burials at 
Low Borrowbridge for example contained so little bone that they could have functioned 
as token deposits, with the body buried elsewhere (pers. comm. R. Philpott). 
 
Alternatively, and perhaps more convincingly (unless both types are represented here), 
(03)/[112] conforms more to Cool’s ‘cenotaph/memorial’ type which were ‘sepulchral 
monuments without a burial’ (Cool 2004 p.306). This form of deposit can perhaps be 
viewed as a substitute for a formal burial where circumstances dictated that the cremated 
remains of the individual were either deliberately disposed of outside of the cemetery 
confines or that those remains were unavailable for burial. Circumstances when this 
second possibility may occur include the death of the individual away from the memorial 
site when either the cremated remains were deposited at this other place or when they 
were transferred to another resting place, possibly even the individuals’ homeland (Cool 
2004 p.307). Parallels for such practice can be found in the cenotaph discovered at 
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Chester (RIB 526) and in some of the burials at Lankhills, Winchester (pers. comm. R. 
Philpott). 
 
The discovery of another Latin inscribed stone (15) (Appendix 3.3) from [112] was 
unexpected and was not immediately recognised. Its association with [112] is secure 
however and it would appear to represent another unrelated inscribed stone which 
presumably had broken prior to this fragment being use as packing within [112]. The re-
use of such artefacts within later features is a well known phenomenon from the period. 
There exists a possibility that the two inscriptions are related, with the second 
fragmentary inscription possibly detailing information missing from the tombstone (see 
Appendix 3.3 below). It is interesting to note that the lithology of this stone is similar to 
the tombstones’, though the bed from which it was quarried differed (Appendix 3.4). 
 
 
5.3.13 Early Third Century AD.  Features [145] and [152-156]   
 
The tombstones carvings’ remarkably good condition may appear to suggest that it 
originally lay sheltered elsewhere, rather than be weathered by centuries of Lancaster 
weather. Though weathering has occurred (see Appendix 3.4) a possible explanation for 
the tombstones’ condition is that it was covered/sheltered from the elements by a 
superstructure or porch.  
 
Postholes [153-156] and [145]/[152] may collectively have formed such a structure. In 
common with the cemetery ditches [09], [69] and [131], the postholes [153-156] appear 
to share a northeast-southwest alignment and respect the orientation of the road. It seems 
probable therefore, due to their positioning as well as their similarities in form and 
deposition, that these postholes are related and that they denote a purpose of design 
associated with funerary practice. Together with features [145/152], these postholes form 
a roughly triangular enclosure (measuring approximately 0.6-0.8m northeast-southwest at 
its widest point by 1.5m northwest-southeast) around the tombstone setting that could 
have served to hold timber uprights.  
 
It is a matter of conjecture whether these uprights were designed to support further 
horizontal or overhead architecture. It is tempting however, to assume that they supported 
a portico or roof which covered the tombstone. The much-abraded ceramic building 
material recovered from (113) within the tombstone pit [112] may be evidence of such 
(see Appendix 3.2). The gabled design of this possible structure (and of some 
tombstones) may owe its origins to the form of the household aedicula or family shrine 
which were often kept in cupboards surmounted by a pitched roof. The proposed 
structure may therefore reflect this domestic Roman funerary practice and be linked with 
motifs represented in the tombstone itself (see Appendix 3.3) and the belief of the tomb 
as a home. 
 
 
5.3.14 Romano-British. Un-phased. Posthole [74] 
 
Posthole [74] had no relationships with other Romano-British deposits and any 
interpretation must be limited. Its inclusion within this grouping is based solely on the 
morphology of its fills. It would seem to represent the setting for a large wooden upright, 
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with its characteristic V-shaped profile and undercut base. Whether this feature is 
associated with the cemetery and/or ritualistic practice its purpose is unknown, but it may 
have acted as the socket for a wooden marker post. Parallels of a sort for this practice are 
known, with several of the burials at Petty Knowles having associated postholes 
(Charlton and Mitcheson 1984). 
 
 
5.4 Medieval.  Layer (02) and Feature [33]  
 
It is probable that layer (02) represents medieval (and possibly early post-medieval) 
agricultural activity. Artefactual evidence (see Section 3.5) would suggest that (02) 
reflects (at least in-part) thirteenth/fourteenth century activity, with over half of all finds 
from this layer dating from this period. It seems likely that the pottery could well have 
been re-deposited here during other activities, either as a rubbish spread or through 
manuring (ibid.).  
 
Layer (02) contained frequent rounded stone pebbles which formed a distinct horizon 
above the Romano-British contexts below and effectively sealed these earlier deposits. 
The pebbles found within (02) were similar in form to those contained within the Roman 
road and would appear to denote a disturbed spread of these materials. This spread may 
represent (79) though perhaps it denotes a truncated layer above this, possibly an upper 
surface metalling of the road.  
 
It is noticeable that the medieval pottery recovered from (31) and (32) within feature [33] 
denote activity from the same period as (02). No stratigraphic relationship with (02) was 
observable and it is not totally clear whether [33] represents a related or intrusive feature 
to (02). It may denote a pit or possibly a linear ditch, though no evidence for its 
continuation was seen in other sections. It is perhaps equally possible that it represents a 
furrow associated with (02), or possibly the post-medieval feature [78] with the pottery 
re-deposited here from (02), and denotes ridge and furrow agricultural activities. 
 
 
5.5 Post-Medieval.  Feature [128]   
 
Feature [128] would appear to represent a substantial field boundary associated with early 
post-medieval field systems as portrayed on later mapping (Figure 17). This indicates 
that the site fell within an arable field which appears to form one of a number of linear 
fields whose slightly sinuous morphology suggest that these boundaries originally 
defined an open field system which possibly had its origins in the medieval period. The 
prior agricultural use of the area as denoted by plough soil (02) would appear to confirm 
this. 
 
It is possible that the sixteenth/seventeenth century sherd recovered from (02) together 
with two sherds from (127) of similar date reflect the immediate post-medieval impact 
upon the site and denote a similar re-deposition of artefacts within cultivated land to 
those within (02). 
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5.6 Late Eighteenth/Nineteenth century. Cellar [119]. Walls [07] and [08]. Well 
[123]  

 
The development of the area during this phase is somewhat ambiguous, with cartographic 
evidence missing during the period 1778-1807 during which time-span the first 
development took place (see Section 2.5.5). Artefactual evidence (see Appendix 3.5) is 
similarly vague, with the few pottery sherds from the eighteenth century hinting at an 
earlier phase and the vast preponderance of finds coming from the nineteenth century.  
 
Walls [07] and [08] would appear to be related to the five medium-sized terraces which 
are shown, with outshoots and small yards which are first plotted in 1821. These terraces 
are shown to link onto a larger building positioned at the corner of Henry Street and 
Aldcliffe Road which due to its size was probably not a residential property. It seems 
likely that cellar the large cellar [119] is associated with this structure. 
 
Well [123] may have served as a water source for the local inhabitants domestic needs, 
though it could equally be associated with industrial activity. Its positioning appears to 
correlate with a small square structure within Lambs Court as shown on the OS map of 
1892 (Figure 18). 
 
The results from the watching brief confirmed those from the evaluation of the site 
(UMAU 2005), which established that the below-ground survival of wall foundations and 
cellars associated with nineteenth century housing had truncated any earlier 
archaeological survival. 
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6.     Conclusions 
  
 
Excavation revealed deeply stratified and complex archaeology from numerous periods. 
Several phases of prehistoric activity were found. The earliest of these was pit [35] which 
had been used as a stored food resource, or for the disposal of domestic waste. This 
feature pre-dated buried soil horizon (54) which contained palaeoenvironmental evidence 
suggesting the proximity of grassland and that hazel and oak probably grew in the region. 
The later buried soil (53) suggests that the environment had changed by this point with 
some evidence of clearance. This later horizon formed the ground surface at the 
beginning of the Romano-British period. 
 
This period formed the majority of the archaeological deposits uncovered during the 
excavations, with seven recorded phases of activity dating from the first-third centuries 
AD. During these phases the site was effectively divided in two, with a road and 
associated drainage ditches in the eastern half of the site and roadside cemetery to the 
west.  
 
The first phase of Romano-British activity began c. 70-75 AD with the construction of 
road [128] which formed the principal route leading south from the fort at Lancaster. 
Possibly at the same time, though more likely twenty-forty years later, ditch [131] was 
cut parallel and to the west of the road. This ditch may have originally served as a 
marking-out ditch for the road, but was more probably cut to establish and define a 
roadside cemetery in this area. At some point within 90-110 AD, a tombstone (03) was 
erected to a Treveran cavalryman from the Ala Augusta Proculeiana within a cobble-
filled pit [18] and a turf mound was formed [29] which acted as a marker for the 
memorial. No cremation or inhumation was associated with (03) and it is likely that the 
tombstone functioned as a cenotaph. 
 
The cemetery was developed further during the mid-late second century AD through the 
cutting of ditch [129] which together with [131] created an internal division or plot within 
the cemetery. These ditches may be associated with the only partially excavated ditch 
[13] and collectively form an enclosure measuring 8.2m north-northeast to south-
southwest by >5.2m east-southeast to west-northwest.  
 
All of these and subsequent cemetery ditches were deliberately in-filled with red clay 
which may have had ritual connotations. Further acts of ritual may have taken place at the 
junction of [129] and [131] through the deposition of organics at their junction. 
 
A possible period of stagnation/neglect during the early-mid second century when the 
associated roadside ditches became redundant was followed in the later second century 
with the re-establishment of the cemetery boundary through the cutting of ditch [69]. This 
was quickly followed by the re-development of the roadside drainage systems through the 
laying-down of deep deposits of sand which served to facilitate drainage immediately 
adjacent to the road.  
 
By the early third century AD the re-development of the road drainage system had begun 
to impinge upon and partially slight the cemetery features. The cemetery responded by 
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raising the ground level within it and cutting an enclosure ditch [09] in an attempt to 
clearly demark the division between the two areas and re-establish its own areas of 
control. The tombstone was also moved from its original position to a new setting within 
pit [112] and possibly housed within a wooden superstructure. The transferral of (03) to 
its new setting involved further ritual acts with sherds from the same pottery vessel 
deposited within pit [112] and ditch [09]. 
 
It would seem apparent that the cemetery discovered on this site is a continuation of that 
found on sites to the north of here and denote a continuation of Roman Lancaster’s 
southern cemetery into this area and continuing to the south. The discovery of internal 
enclosures on both this site and ones to the north, would suggest that the cemetery along 
the western flank of the road contained regular plot enclosures. 
 
The discovery of the tombstone upon the site has potentially far reaching implications. 
An artefact of such striking workmanship will no doubt have great import in comparisons 
of its type and style with others from around the empire. Its recovery would confirm the 
provisional interpretation of Apollinaris’ tombstone that Treveran troops were stationed 
in Lancaster during the late first/early second century AD and go towards helping 
understand military stations, equipment, personnel, customs etc, in this period. It is also 
to be hoped that the interest that this discovery arises will help encourage and establish 
further work and research within the City of Lancaster in order to discover more about 
this important site.  
 
Artefacts recovered from the medieval plough soil upon the site reveal a hiatus of activity 
within the thirteenth/fourteenth centuries with little or no evidence from the later 
medieval period. It is tempting to postulate that this denotes a contraction from the area 
which took place during a period of unrest. It is possible that the post-medieval field 
boundary and field system represents a re-occupation/usage of the area after this 
contraction. 
 
The site underwent substantial development during the late eighteenth and nineteenth 
centuries as Lancaster expanded and the need for workers housing became pressing.  
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upon request at the UMAU offices.
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Appendix 1: Figures 
 
         

 
Figure 2: Site plan showing trench location.



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
      Figure 3: Site plan showing all features. 
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      Figure 4: Prehistoric and phase 1 features. 
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                           Figure 5: Phase 2 features. 
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Figure 6: Phase 3 features. 
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                           Figure 7: Phase 4 features. 
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Figure 8: Phase 5 features. 
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      Figure 9: Phase 6 features
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Figure 10: Sections through [35], [18] and [29]. 

 



 
 

 
Figure 11: Section through the Roman road. 
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Figure 12: Sections through [09], [69], [131] and [129]. 
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Figure 13: Sections through [09], [69], [131], [74], [58], [60], [129] and [131].  
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Figure 14: Sections through [112], [153]-[156], [148] and [152]. 
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   Figure 15: Elevation and section through [128

 



 
                 Figure 16: Plan showing projected line of Roman road [128]  

to the immediate north and south of the excavation area.  
 

 
Figure 17: Makreth’s 1778 map of Lancaster showing Arla Foods site 
location. 
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Figure 18: 1892 1:500 scale OS map. Note square structure to the southeast of 
Lamb’s Yard. 
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Appendix 2: Plates 
 

 
Plate 1: General shot of area during excavation. Pit [112] is in the foreground. 
Ditches   [09], [69] and [131] are seen in section and road [128] lies in the 
background. Viewed from the west. 
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                  Plate 2: Pit [35]. West facing section. 
 
 
 
 

 
Plate 3: Road [128] viewed from the north with cellar [119] in the foreground. 
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Plate 4: Road [128] viewed from the west. Note sand layers and ditch [77] to the 
right. 
 
 

 
Plate 5: Roadside ditch [77]. Viewed from the northeast. 
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Plate 6: Showing pits [18] and [35], with [29] in the background. Also showing drift 
deposit (75), with layers (11), (53) and (54) in section. Viewed from the east. 
 

 
Plate 7: Showing ditches [09], [69] and [131]; posthole [74] and pit [58]. Viewed      
from the southwest.  
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            Plate 8: East facing part-section of ditch [129], showing relationships  

with  [131]. Ditch [69] is in the foreground. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Plate 9: Showing southwest facing section of ditches [09], [69] and [131]. 
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Plate 10: Northeast facing section of ditches [69], [129] and [131]. Note junction 
variance between [129] and [131] and organic deposits (97) and (98). 
 

 
   Plate 11: Showing ditch [13]. Viewed from the west. 

 
©University of Manchester Archaeological Unit 
November 2007 

67



 
Plate 12: Showing tombstone (03) upon discovery. Note basal section in-situ 
within  pit [112]. Viewed from the west. 

 

 
        Plate 13: Detail of tombstone (03) and pit [112]. 
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   Plate 14: Post-excavation shot showing tombstone (03) 

         with basal section. 
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     Plate 15: Detail of tombstone (03). 
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          Plate 16: Detail of (03).  

 

 
       Plate 17: Detail of (03). 
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 Plate 18: Detail of (03). 

 
 

 
Plate 19: Detail of (03) inscription. 
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Plate 20: Showing (03) basal segment. 
 
 

 
             Plate 21: Fragmentary inscription (15) from within (113)/[112].
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  Plate 22: Southwest facing section of tombstone pit [112]. 
 

 
  Plate 23: Showing relationship between pits [18] and [112]. Viewed from the west. 
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   Plate 24: Postholes [153-156] viewed  
                     from the southwest. 
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 Plate 25: Showing relationship of [78] with road [128]. Viewed from the north. 
 
 

 
Plate 26: Walls [07] and [08], with concrete foundations of the Arla Foods Depot to  
the right. Viewed from the east. 
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 Plate 27: Cellar [119] viewed from the south. 
 
 
 

 
Plate 28: Watching brief. Showing infilled cellars and wall foundations to the north 
of the excavation area. Viewed from the south.
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 Plate 29: Watching brief. Stone-lined well [123].
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Appendix 3: Specialist Reports 
 
 

3.1 Arla Foods Depot, Lancaster. Palaeoenvironmental 
assessment.  
 
A report by Archaeological Services Durham University 

  Summary  

 The project  

This report presents the results of assessment of plant macrofossils and pollen from 
various samples taken during an excavation at Arla Foods Depot, Lancaster, by the 
University of Manchester Archaeological Unit. The site included a Romano-British 
road and funerary enclosure. Some medieval and post-medieval activity was also 
recorded, and there is a potential that prehistoric activity took place.  

 Results  

Charred hazelnut shells were abundant in pit fill (37), but the other contexts contained 
few charred plant remains. The only un-charred macrofossil was a fat-hen seed in 
context (53). Charcoal was present in varying amounts in all of the contexts.  

 Pollen concentration in contexts (53) and (54) was too low to enable interpretation.  

  Recommendations  

Full plant macrofossil analysis is recommended for context (37) if there is further 
material remaining. No further work is recommended for the other contexts due to the 
low number of plant macrofossils in them.  

No further pollen analysis is recommended.  

Material suitable for radiocarbon dating is present in contexts (37) and (54). 
 
Project background  
Location and background  

An excavation was carried out by University of Manchester Archaeological Unit at 
Arla Foods Depot, Lancaster. The site included a Romano-British road and funerary 
enclosure. Some medieval and post-medieval activity was also recorded, and there is a 
potential that prehistoric activity took place. Contexts (53) and (54) were taken from 
buried soil horizons beneath the Roman activity. Context (114) was taken from a pit 
which contained a rare Roman tombstone. Context (37) was taken from a pit which 
was potentially prehistoric in date. This report presents the results of assessment of 
plant macrofossils and pollen from the above samples.  
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 Objective  

The objective was to assess the potential of the plant macrofossils and pollen to 
provide information about the economy and palaeoenvironment of the site. The 
assessment also aimed to establish if material suitable for radiocarbon dating was 
present.  

Dates  

The samples were submitted to Archaeological Services on 27th September 2006. The 
assessments and report preparation were undertaken between 27th September - 16th 
October 2006.  

  Personnel  

Sample processing for plant macrofossils was by Dr David Webster. Pollen 
preparation and assessment was by Dr Helen Ranner. Plant macrofossil assessment 
and report preparation was by Dr Charlotte O'Brien.  

  Archive  

The site code is AFL05. The flots and pollen preparations are retained in the 
Environmental Laboratory at Archaeological Services Durham University for 
collection.  

  Plant macrofossils  

  Methods  

Contexts (37), (53), (54) and (114) were assessed for plant macrofossils. In each case, 
the entire sample was manually floated and sieved through a 500 μm mesh. The 
residues were retained, described and scanned using a magnet for ferrous fragments. 
The flots were dried slowly and scanned at × 40 magnification for waterlogged and 
charred botanical remains. Identification of these was undertaken by comparison with 
modern reference material held in the Environmental Laboratory at Archaeological 
Services Durham University. Plant taxonomic nomenclature follows Stace (1997).  

 Results  

Charcoal was present in all of the contexts, with the largest amount in context (37). 
This context also contained an abundance of charred hazelnut fragments and a wheat 
grain. The only other charred plant remains were a ribwort plantain seed and a wheat 
grain in context (54), and a few hazelnut fragments in context (53). An un-charred fat-
hen seed was present in context (53). The results are presented in Table 1.  
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Table 1: Plant macrofossils from AFL05  

Sample  4  6  7  112  
Context  37  53  54  114  
Volume processed (ml)  6000  13000 12000  1200  
Volume of flot (ml)  60  10  5  10  
Volume of flot assessed (ml)  60  10  5  10  
Residue contents (relative abundance)      
Cracked stones  -  1  1  1  
Flot matrix (relative abundance)      
Charcoal (undifferentiated)  3  1  1  2  
Charcoal (hazel)  6 pieces -  -  -  
Charcoal (oak)  -  -  -  5 pieces  
Charred remains (total counts)      
(c) Triticum sp (Wheat)  1  -  1  -  
(g) Plantago lanceolata (Ribwort 
plantain)  -  -  1  -  

(t) Corylus avellana (Hazelnut shell)  71  2  -  -  
Waterlogged remains (relative 
abundance)      

(a) Chenopodium album (Fat-hen)  -  1  -  -  

(a: arable weed; c: cultivated plant; g: grassland; t: tree / shrub) 

Relative abundance is based on a scale from 1 (lowest) to 5 (highest)  

  Discussion 

The abundance of charred hazelnut fragments in context (37) suggests that the pit may 
have been used as a stored food resource, although it could also have been used for 
the disposal of domestic waste. A wheat grain was also present, but this could not be 
identified to species as wheat chaff was absent. Hazelnuts were a particularly 
important food source in the Neolithic, and to a lesser extent the Bronze Age. 
Neolithic/Bronze Age food storage pits at Caythorpe, Yorkshire, were found to 
contain thousands of hazelnut fragments, in addition to lesser amounts of wheat grains 
and apple/pear pips (Huntley 1993). The six largest pieces of charcoal from this 
context were identified and all were hazel.  

  Few plant macrofossils were present in the buried soil horizons, contexts (53) and 
(54), and the few fragments of charcoal were all too small to be identified to species. 
Wheat and hazelnuts occurred in very low numbers. A charred seed of ribwort 
plantain suggests the proximity of grassland, and fat-hen may either have grown as an 
arable weed or as a ruderal on areas of waste or disturbed ground.  
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 Seeds were absent from pit fill (114). It is possible that the charcoal in the flot was 
from a funeral pyre, as a Roman tombstone was found in the pit, although cremated 
bone was absent from the flot and residue. Alternatively, it may have come from 
domestic or industrial fires. Five pieces of charcoal from this context were large 
enough to identify, and all were oak. 

  Pollen  

  Methods  

Pollen assessments were undertaken on contexts (53) and (54). One ml of each sample 
was processed using sodium hydroxide digestion followed by sieving and heavy 
liquid separation. A Lycopodium spore tablet was added to each of the samples in 
order to facilitate calculation of the total pollen/spore concentration. Pollen 
identification was undertaken using a modern reference collection and an 
identification key (Moore et al 1991).  

  Results  

The concentration of pollen and moss spores in both samples was extremely low at 
391 and 779 grains/ml in contexts (53) and (54) respectively. Microscopic charcoal 
was common throughout. Results are presented in Table 2.  

Discussion  

The extremely low concentration and degraded nature of the pollen in contexts (53) 
and (54) suggests that neither of the contexts was waterlogged, and most of the grains 
that may have accumulated have been subject to oxidation. The results provide 
insufficient data to enable reconstruction of the palaeoenvironment of the site and 
indicate a lack of potential for further analysis. The few grains that have been 
preserved suggest that alder, hazel and oak probably grew in the region, with the few 
local herbs suggesting open ground with some damp areas. The microscopic charcoal 
suggests some localised fires.  

  Recommendations  

  Plant macrofossils  

No further plant macrofossil analysis is recommended for contexts (53), (54) and 
(114) due to the low numbers of remains. Further work is recommended for context 
(37), if there is any remaining sediment. This may produce chaff which would allow 
the identification of the wheat species used at the site.  

  Pollen  

Pollen preservation in contexts (53) and (54) is very poor, and no further analysis is 
recommended. 
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Table 2: Pollen and spores from AFL05  

Sample  6  7  
Context  53  54  
Volume processed (ml)  1  1  

Charcoal  common  common  

Fungal spores  few  few  
Lycopodium spores  207  208  
Pollen/spores counted(total)    
Alnus (Alder)  1   
Corylus (Hazel)   1  
Pinaceae undifferentiated (Pine family)  1   
Quercus (Oak)   1  
Asteraceae (Lactuceae) (Daisy family)  1   
Asteraceae undifferentiated (Daisy family)  2  1  
Brassicaceae (Cabbage family)   1  
Cyperaceae (Sedges)   1  
Ranunculus-type (Buttercup-type)   1  
Rosaceae undifferentiated (Rose family)   1  
Sphagnum (Moss)   1  
Unidentified grains  1  4  
Total number of pollen and moss spores counted  6  12  
Total concentration of pollen and moss spores (grains / 
ml)  391  779  

 
 
Sources  
 
Huntley, JP, 1993 Caythorpe Gas Pipeline - CGP92, the plant remains, Archive 
report to Northern Archaeological Associates, Barnard Castle, Durham  
Moore, PD, Webb, JA, & Collinson, ME, 1991 Pollen analysis, 2nd edition Oxford  
Stace, C, 1997 New Flora of the British Isles, 2nd Edition, Cambridge  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Arla Foods Depot, Lancaster: palaeoenvironmental assessment; Report 1549, 
October 2006  
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3.2  Arla Foods Depot, Lancaster. Romano-British Pottery 
Assessment.  
 
 
A report by Christine Howard-Davis  
 
Summary 
 
Subsequent to excavations carried out in Aldcliffe Road, Lancaster (NGR SD 
47736129), by the University of Manchester Archaeology Unit, the author was 
approached to supply an assessment and report on a small group of Romano-British 
pottery from the site. The work was commissioned and completed in October 2006. 
The group comprised a single vessel in Severn Valley ware, probably dating to the 
second-third century AD, and single sherds in two other fabrics.  
 
The Pottery  
 
Introduction   
 
There follows an assessment and report on a small group of Romano-British pottery 
from excavations carried out in Aldcliffe Road, Lancaster by the University of 
Manchester Archaeology Unit.. The work was commissioned and completed in 
October 2006.  
 
Quantification  
 
In total, 91 sherds of Romano-British pottery and two of undiagnostic ceramic 
building material were examined (Site code AFL05). The quantities of sherds 
recovered from individual contexts are tabulated below (Table 1).  
 

Context  Number of sherds  CBM  
Ploughsoil (02)  1   
Ploughsoil (02)   1  
Fill 66, enclosure [009]  85   
Fill 010, enclosure [009]  1   
Fill 132, enclosure [129]  1   
Fill 113, tombstone socket [112]  3  1  

 
Table 1: distribution of the pottery between contexts  
 
Methodology  
 
The pottery was examined in context groups and catalogued according to the 
Guidelines of the Study Group for Romano-British Pottery for basic archiving 
(Darling 2004). The fabrics were recorded in broad groups, and the source was 
suggested where appropriate. Reference was made to the National Fabric Collection 
where appropriate (Tomber and Dore 1998). Forms were described.  
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The fabric of the pottery was examined by eye, and sorted into ware groups on the 
basis of colour, hardness, feel, fracture, inclusions and manufacturing technique. 
National Fabric Collection codes have been assigned where possible (Tomber and 
Dore 1998).  
 
Results  
 
Examination showed two of the fragments (layer 02 and fill 113) to be much-abraded 
ceramic building material rather than pottery. These cannot be further identified.  
In all, three fabrics were identified (Table 2):  
 
 

Tomber and Dore 
(1998) code  Fabric name  Number of 

fragments  Date range  

(HGB SA)  East Gaulish Samian 
(Heilingenberg?)  1  Second - mid third 

century  
(BAT SM 1)  Spanish amphora  1  First - third century  

(SVW OX2)  Severn Valley ware  89  First - fourth 
century  

 
Table 2: fabrics represented  
 
Both the samian (from fill 132 in enclosure 129) and the amphora fragment 
(ploughsoil 02) consisted of small, very badly abraded fragments. Whilst the samian 
is clearly from a decorated vessel, all surface detail is lost and no further identification 
can be made.  
 
The Severn Valley material comprised 85 fragments of a single vessel from fill 66 
(enclosure 009), one from fill 10 (also enclosure 009), and three fragments from fill 
113 (feature 112), which could all have been from the same vessel. All were softened 
and very badly eroded (a frequently noted feature of Severn Valley ware), but the 
characteristic grey core was obvious on many of the sherds, and on the better-
preserved fragments, the outer surface could be seen to have been burnished. The 
vessel represented is a large narrow-necked jar with a flattened everted rim, and it is 
interesting, in view of the circumstances of deposition, that probably only the base 
and some of the body is missing, suggesting that it might have been placed in the 
ground upside-down. It is to be assumed that the base was lost to later ploughing 
rather than being a deliberate removal.  
 
The vessel most closely resembles Webster (1976) form A4. Severn Valley ware is 
well known at other Roman sites in Lancaster (Howard-Davis forthcoming), with 
dating concentrated in the later second and third century. It must be noted that a late, 
locally produced, product (Ware E) from kilns at Quernmore, to the east of the town, 
closely resembles Severn Valley ware (Webster 1988, 139). This is not, however, 
found in quantity and has not been found at the kiln site, raising some doubt about its 
attribution (op cit, 143), and raising the likelihood that it is in fact a Severn Valley 
import. There were no signs of internal deposits or external sooting. The vessel is too 
badly abraded to consider ware, or evidence for repair.  
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The group was too small for sustained discussion of its nature, except to note that all 
three fabrics might be expected on a site tied in to the military supply network, but as 
it can be assumed that much of the supply to the extra-mural settlement at Lancaster 
arrived through the same network, it is of little use in further elucidating its nature.  
 
Potential  
 
The small group offers negligible potential for further analysis, apart from possible 
refinement of the dating of the Severn Valley ware vessel and consideration of the 
possibility of the intrusive presence of Severn Valley ware in a probable first-century 
cut feature.  
 
Further Work  
 
No further work is recommended.  
 
Bibliography:  
 
Darling, MJ, 2004 Guidelines for the archiving of Roman pottery, J Roman Pottery 
Studies, 11, 67-75  
Howard-Davis, CLE, and Hird, L, fc The Romano-British Pottery, in N Hair, CLE 
Howard-Davis, and RM Newman, Excavations at Mitchells Brewery, Church Street, 
Lancaster  
Tomber, R, and Dore, J, 1998 The National Roman Fabric Reference Collection. A 
Handbook, MoLAS Monograph, 2, London  
Webster, PV, 1976 Severn Valley Ware: A Preliminary Study, Trans Bristol 
Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, 94, 18-46  
Webster, PV, 1988 Coarse Pottery, in GDB Jones and DCAS Shotter, Roman 
Lancaster, Brigantia Monograph Series, 1, Manchester,103-45  
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3.3 Report on the Roman Tombstone: Iconography and 
Inscriptions.  
 
 
A report by David Shotter 
 
The Inscriptions  
 
Two tombstone-inscriptions were recovered during the course of the excavation of a 
site adjacent to the Roman road leading from the southern end of the fort and 
extramural settlement at Lancaster. One of these was virtually complete and an 
integral part of a Reiter (cavalryman's) tombstone of good quality; the other consisted 
of four letters surviving on a small fragment of sandstone.  
 
 
The Reiter Tombstone (see also Britannia 37 (2006))  
 
In the quality of its relief-sculpture, this must, in the matter of its detail, rank as one of 
the most striking of surviving Roman tombstones of its type to have been found in 
Britain - indeed, in the Roman Empire as a whole. However, its accompanying 
inscription, although well-preserved, is, by comparison, less assured in quality: seven 
`guide-lines' remain visible, and there is at least one error (CIVE in line 3). The 
difference in quality of workmanship between the sculpture and the inscription 
prompts the suggestion that the already-sculptured stone may have been purchased by 
a mason working in Lancaster, who subsequently added the inscription on the 
instructions of his client; indeed, it has been suggested that the masons involved in 
such work may have operated from `fixed workshops', not moving with the troops 
themselves (MacKintosh 1986, 2).  
 
The majority of the inscriptions recorded from Lancaster (RIB 600-607) are cut on 
coarse-grained sandstones (formerly termed `grits': see Appendix 3.4 below); the 
present inscription, too, has been cut on a coarse- to medium-grained sandstone, 
which has been identified as having derived from the Lancaster-area. It is worth 
noting that a number of old quarry-sites are visible adjacent to the road leading south-
eastwards from the Roman fort across Lancaster Moor.  
 
The presence of a large broken piece of sandstone, measuring at its maximum 31 x 91 
x 16cms, suggests that this should be added to the original height of the tombstone; 
even so, despite the fact that there were in the vicinity a number of smaller blocks 
which could have been part of the complete stone or used to support it, there seems to 
have been a rather insubstantial length of tombstone below the inscription for a stable 
and permanent `sinking' into the ground in an upright position.  
 
It has further been suggested by the excavators, in view of the distance of so early a 
tombstone from the centre of Roman Lancaster, that it may have been removed to its 
position from elsewhere on the site. The fact that the nearly-contemporary tombstone 
of another Treveran, Lucius Julius Apollinaris (RIB 606), was found in 1772 much 
closer to the Roman centre, and evidently adjacent to the eastern exit road from the 
Flavian auxiliary fort, might appear to lend support to such a proposition. It should be 
noted also that the recent publication of a Roman cemetery at Brougham (Cumbria) 
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has indicated that, at that site, there appears to have been an area `dedicated' for use 
by a specific garrison-unit (Cool 2004, 463ff).  
 
The tombstone is basically of the frequently-found `niche' type, conforming 
approximately to Vd, with suggestions of Vb, in Schleiermacher's typology (1984, 31f 
and 272). As it survives, the tombstone measures (at maximum) 1.83m long x 0.91m 
wide x 0.16m deep. If we add the fragment mentioned above, the overall height of the 
tombstone will have been 2.14m. Although large, however, this tombstone would still 
not have been as tall as that of Flavinus, the signifer of the Ala Petriana from 
Hexham/Corbridge (RIB 1172; Schleiermacher 1984, no. 77), which measures nearly 
nine feet (264 cms) in height.  
 
Uniquely, in the centre of the arcuated niche, there is a depiction of what appears to 
be a serpent-haired Gorgon's head, recalling the legend that it was from the spilt blood 
of the Gorgon, Medusa, that the winged horse, Pegasus, was born. This motif may, 
however, have been regarded as suitable for another reason, beyond the obvious 
equine connection: legend had it that the gaze of the Medusa turned to stone all upon 
which it fell - in this case, the rider, his mount and his decapitated foe.  
 
The niche is decorated with a double border, both elements of which spring from an 
oak-leaf at either side; the oak was regarded as sacred to Jupiter, whilst the emblem of 
the oak-leaf itself is reminiscent of its use in the corona civica (see RIC I2. 
(Augustus), 278 and Plate 5), as an award for bravery shown specifically in the saving 
of a citizen's life. The outer border carries on each side of the Gorgon's head devices 
that may echo the serpents that provided her hair; the inner border consists of a `zig-
zag' motif which may derive from that of vines trained around columns (Anderson 
1984, 28f). This feature is seen also on a number of tombstones - for example, those 
of Annausio and Romanius Capito from Mainz (Schleiermacher 1984, nos. 21 and 27) 
and of Facilis from Colchester (RIB 200). Alternatively, it could have been intended 
to symbolise a wooden partition-door of the type still preserved at the House of the 
Wooden Partition at Herculaneum. The vertical borders of the sculpture function as 
undecorated pillars, capped by Tuscan capitals in two stepped segments.  
 
At the base of the sculpture is a panel measuring 31 x 91 x 16cms, which contains the 
dedicatory inscription in four lines of text in capital letters of moderate quality; as 
noted above, the horizontal `guide-lines' for the letters survive - one for the top line 
and two each for lines 2-4. The spaces between these `guide-lines' are as follows: 
55mm apart for line 2, 45mm for line 3, and 50mm for line 4. Although there is an 
attempt at stylistic embellishment - for example, the use of serifs - on some of the 
letters - the general impression of the inscription (as distinct from the sculpture) is of 
letters rather crudely formed and poorly spaced. It should be noted that some letters 
have been lost, through breakage of the stone, on the left-hand side of lines 2-4 and at 
the bottom right-hand corner of line 4; proposed restorations to `repair' these gaps are 
included below in square brackets.  
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The Inscription - Text, Translation and Commentary  
 
DIS  
[M] ANIBVS INSVS VODVLLI  
[FIL] IVS CIVE(S) TREVER EQVES ALAE AVG  
[T] VICTORIS CVRATOR DOMITIA [H F C]  
 
`To the Gods of the Underworld: Insus, son of Vodullius, a Treveran, a trooper in the 
Ala Augusta, Curator of the squadron of Victor. Domitia, his heir, saw to the erection 
of this monument.'  
 
Line 1: Although this consists of a single word, DIS, placed towards the left-hand end 
of the line, some oblique striations to its right suggest that an attempt had been made 
to complete line 1 with MANIBVS. Normally, the two words would be expected 
together to form the first line of a tombstone-inscription. The mason evidently started 
the second word but, perhaps finding himself short of the necessary space, elected to 
place it instead at the beginning of line 2.  
 
Line 2: After MANIBVS, the remainder of the line is devoted to the dead man's name 
which runs into the beginning of line 3. Edith Wightman (1970, 50f) notes the 
variability of styles of nomenclature amongst the Treveri in the first century AD. 
Some - whether Roman citizens or not - used the tria nomina (praenomen, nomen and 
cognomen; Wightman 1985, 57 and 169); this is demonstrated on the other surviving 
tombstone from Lancaster (RIB 606, cited above), which was found in 1772, but lost 
soon afterwards; only an incomplete drawing of it survives. The name on that 
tombstone had the tria nomina (Lucius Julius Apollinaris), who was also a Treveran 
and a trooper in an Ala Augusta (Edwards 1971, 23-35). This man may have been a 
Roman citizen, his family's enfranchisement perhaps granted in the name of Lucius 
Julius Caesar, the grandson and adopted son of the emperor, Augustus. However, the 
absence there of any mention of a Roman voting tribe leaves the legal status of 
Apollinaris in some doubt.  
 
Wightman also (1970, 50; citing CIL 13. 11736) notes a group of socially less 
distinguished Treverans who were known, as was the man on the present tombstone, 
by a single name, followed by an expression of his paternity - Insus, Son of Vodullius. 
Such men were definitely peregrini, and not Roman citizens. Although there is no 
known parallel for the name, Insus, names beginning with Indu- were common 
enough amongst the Treveri. Further, Insius is found on an inscription from Germania 
Inferior (CIL 13. 12053). The name in the present case, therefore, may have been 
Insus, or possibly a mistaken rendering of Ins(i)us. The restored formulation, Insus, 
Son of Vodullius, is almost certainly correct. Vodullius is not a known name, although 
names commencing with Vod- are not uncommon in western Europe (CIL 13. 1083; 
13. 10034). Nor, in the search for parallels, should we overlook Bodvoc, whose name 
appears on coins of the Dobunni in Britain (Mack 1964, 135f; Van Arsdell 1994, 14-
16).  
 
Line 3: If the above interpretation of the name is correct, then ] IVS at the beginning 
of the damaged line 3 should be restored as [FIL] IVS (`son'); three letters missing at 
the beginning of line 3 would, in terms of space, match the evident length of text at 
the right-hand end of the line. CIVE is an error for cives, itself an acceptable 
alternative to the more usual nominative, civis; the form, cives, is relatively common 
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on tombstones (for example, RIB 108 and 159). Wightman has shown (1970, 42) that 
the Civitas Treverorum may have been administered as one with the Colonia, known 
as Augusta Treverorum (Trier). This man may, therefore, have originated either in the 
town or in the rural hinterland.  
 
ALAE AVG had been suggested as a plausible restoration of an unintelligible portion 
of the surviving drawing of RIB 606 (Edwards 1971, 23ff); that is now effectively 
confirmed by the present inscription. There were a number of auxiliary alae which 
bore the honorific title, Augusta (ob virtutem appellata: Cheeseman 1914, 146f; 
Holder 1982, 107ff); the most likely candidate in this case is the Ala Augusta 
Gallorum Proculeiana (Birley E.B. 1939, 213-4 and 224; Shotter 1988a, 214f; Holder 
1982, 107 and 109), which was raised in or before the reign of Tiberius (AD 14-37), 
and which is known to have been at Chesters under Hadrian (Britannia 10 (1979), 
346; Holder 1982, 107). Holder has argued that the unit was awarded the title, Flavia, 
by Domitian (AD 81-96), but that this was changed to Augusta after the death of that 
emperor and following his Damnatio Memoriae. The title could have been awarded 
for service in Britain, or just possibly on the Danube to where some auxiliary units 
from Britain were evidently temporarily transferred in the late-80s (Holder 1982, 22). 
From AD 185 until 242, the ala was at Old Carlisle (RIB 897; 903). (For the 
appearance of the unit in military diplomas, see RIB 2401. 7, 8, 10; also below).  
 
The spelling out in full of DIS MANIBVS and the absence from the present 
inscription of ligatured letters argue for a date around the turn of the first and second 
centuries AD. A similar date has been canvassed for RIB 606.  
 
The apparent coincidence of two men - the only two whose names we know from the 
Ala Augusta during its time at Lancaster - coming from the same tribe may relate to 
the turmoil which had afflicted Rome's relations with the Treveri during the period of 
the Gallo-German uprising of AD 69-70. Romanisation was evidently well advanced 
among members of the tribe by the end of the Julio-Claudian period; the Treveri 
neither joined nor took advantage of the rebellion mounted against Nero in the spring 
of 68 by Gaius Julius Vindex, the governor of Gallia Lugdunensis, and the future 
emperor, Servius Galba; indeed, they were subsequently punished by Galba with land-
confiscations for their failure to support him (Tacitus Histories 1. 53, 3; Wellesley 
1988, 36). As a result, the tribe readily joined the revolt against Galba initiated in the 
Germanies late in AD 68 by Aulus Vitellius (Histories 1. 63, 1). Vitellius' rebellion, 
whilst initially meeting with success was put to a much more severe test when 
Vespasian was hailed as emperor in the east. Not only this, but one of Vespasian's 
agents, Marcus Antonius Primus (Shotter 1977), persuaded a group of the tribe of the 
Batavi under their leader, Gaius Julius Civilis, to tie down Vitellius' support in the 
Germanies - a diversionary tactic which very quickly turned sour, as the Batavian 
revolt soon transformed itself into an open rebellion against Rome, evidently 
determined to establish an Imperium Galliarum (`Independent Empire of the Gauls'). 
This turn of events caused chaos on the Rhine amongst the Gallo-German tribes, some 
of whom - nominally, at least - had sided with Vespasian, whilst others, including the 
Treveri, maintained their earlier allegiance to Vitellius up to the time of his death in 
Rome in December 69.  
 
Unsurprisingly, conditions along the Rhine became increasingly confused (Tacitus 
Histories 4. 54ff and 69ff; Wellesley 1988, 178ff), especially when the tribes rallied 
behind a now-openly anti-Roman movement. As Wightman has shown (1970, 45), the 
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Treveri were too deeply involved in this movement to back down, even though the 
Roman commander, the future governor of Britain, Quintus Petillius Cerialis, is said 
by Tacitus (Histories 4. 73-4) to have addressed them in a down-to-earth speech 
offering them a reasoned way out; despite this, we are told (Histories 5. 19), one 
hundred and thirteen `Treveran senators' preferred to cross into `free Germany', rather 
than remain on the `Roman side' of the Rhine.  
 
The revolt was now subsiding, but the Romans had learned salutary lessons - that it 
was unwise to allow tribesmen to serve in Roman auxiliary units in their own 
provinces and, further, that it was equally unwise to allow them to serve under their 
own `Romanised' commanders. Given Cerialis' particular concern with the Treveri, it 
is not impossible that, when in 71 he took over as governor of Britain, he brought 
Treveran horsemen with him to serve in auxiliary units in Britain - not just because of 
their equestrian skills, which had been noted a century earlier by Caesar (De Bello 
Gallico 5. 3, 1; Wightman 1970, 13), but also to give them a fresh start away from the 
Rhine and the scene of the earlier troubles.  
 
Line 4: There is clearly a word (or, at least, an abbreviation) missing at the opening of 
the line to govern the genitive case of VICTORIS; the neatest and most obvious 
solution is to supply [T](urmae). Insus is described as CVRATOR of this `squadron 
of Victor'; although a junior rank which appears on some tablets from Vindolanda - 
(for example, Tab. Vindol. 1418) - the precise role of a curator is not known for 
certain, but it seems likely that he had charge of the provisions and/or weaponry of the 
turma (Cheeseman 1914, 41; Birley A.R. 2002, 80). Tomlin has pointed out (1998, 
42-4 (Tab. Luguval. 1.49) and 58-9 (Tab. Luguval. 16.38-9)) that the Ala Sebosiana, 
at Carlisle in the Flavian period, also contained a turma Victoris.  
 
DOMITIA: The appearance of this name towards the end of the inscription must 
point to its having belonged to a female relative or household-member who, as Insus' 
heir, saw to the setting up of his tombstone. It is then probable that the broken bottom 
right-hand corner contained the abbreviation [H F C] - heres faciendum curavit (`as 
heir, saw to the setting up of this stone'). Domitia was not an uncommon name; 
indeed, a Domitia, who was a civis Trever, is commemorated on CIL 13. 633 of AD 
258 from Bordeaux.  
 
Finally, it should be said that it is unusual that the inscription omits two normal 
components of such a tombstone-dedication - the age of the deceased and the number 
of campaigns (stipendia) on which he had served.  
 
 
The Sculptured Relief  
 
The sculptured relief is a particularly striking example of a type of memorial that 
appears to have been popular in the first and second centuries AD, deriving from 
Greek and Etruscan antecedents (MacKintosh 1986). In the examples that are known 
from Britain and the western Empire, the rider is generally shown advancing from left 
to right; Schleiermacher (1984) has only seven (out of 134 listed in her catalogue) on 
which the rider proceeds from right to left, and most of these are from eastern Europe 
(nos. 56, 107, 109, 111, 120, 128, 129); it should be pointed out, however, that she 
omits from her catalogue RIB 595 from Ribchester (Lancashire), on which the rider is 
depicted as proceeding from right to left. There are basically two types of `horseman-
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reliefs': one shows the rider, his mount and a servant, whilst the other - as in the 
present example - depicts the rider and his mount in triumph at the death of a 
barbarian foe. The latter type predominates amongst such tombstones in Britain.  
 
Twenty-one cavalry-tombstones of the `rider-and-barbarian' type are now known from 
Britain (see Appendix 3); indeed, they are found most frequently in Britain and in the 
German military districts - 71 of the 134 examples listed by Schleiermacher (see 
Appendices 2 and 3); strong similarities between tombstones from these areas are 
presumably to be explained partly by the proximity of Britain to the Rhine, and partly 
by the fact that many of the soldiers serving in Britain were drawn from Gaul and 
from the German military districts. It may also be the case that some of the masons 
received `training' in this art, whilst in Western Europe.  
 
Clearly, the most arresting feature of the present tombstone is the decapitation of the 
fallen enemy and the triumphalism with which the rider displays the severed head, 
which he carries by its hair in his right hand along with his sword (gladius or spatha); 
it is hazardous, however, to categorise the sword in the present case, as `artistic 
convention' may have made it shorter than the long sword normally used by 
cavalrymen. Whilst it is true that decapitated enemies are depicted on Roman 
sculpture in Britain - as, for example, on the Bridgeness Distance Slab from the 
Antonine Wall (RIB 2139) - the present stone is unique in laying such heavy emphasis 
on the act of decapitation itself. Indeed, it is worth noting that the severed head on the 
Bridgeness Distance Slab appears to be left simply lying on the ground where it fell. 
Moreover, the fact that the rider is shown holding his unsheathed sword, rather than 
the almost-universal lance, indicates that this was a deliberate and premeditated - and 
perhaps, for him, a ritualistic - action. The explanation of this lies presumably in the 
rider's Celtic origin. Although a number of riders on other tombstones are shown 
carrying sheathed swords, only a small number - Valerius Durio from Amiens 
(Schleiermacher, no. 88), Tiberius Claudius Maximus (Schleiermacher, no. 98) and 
the rider on a fragment from Britain (Schleiermacher, no. 83) - display the sword so 
prominently.  
 
The Treveri were strongly proud of their traditions and were known as ferocious 
warriors (Caesar De Bello Gallico 8. 25; Tacitus Germania 28, 4); to the Celts, the 
cult of the human head was of great significance (Ross 1974, 94ff), especially the 
severed head (Ross 1974, 164; Webster 1986, 39f). This was not, however, a sign of 
savagery so much as a demonstration of their belief that the person who performed the 
act of decapitation acquired the physical and military prowess of his defeated foe. 
This stone is, therefore, a reminder that, although over the years many of the Treveri 
had become Romanised, their Celtic traditions remained strongly ingrained in them; 
in another way, that is illustrated by the fact that the rider on the present tombstone is 
depicted as wearing a torque on his right wrist. Such manifestations of an ancient 
cultural identity may have been particularly important to individual Treverans after 
the traumatic events of AD 69-70; hence the emphasis laid on this stone on the act of 
decapitation itself. The decapitated enemy is prominently portrayed still kneeling on 
the ground on his knees alone rather than on knees and elbows (MacKintosh 1986, 2), 
holding his sword in his right hand and his shield, evidently oval in shape, in his left.  
 
A further view of the Treveri - and one that is of particular interest in the light of the 
present sculpture - is provided by Caesar's contemporary, the orator and politician, 
Marcus Tullius Cicero (Shotter 2007): writing to his young friend, the lawyer, Gaius 
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Trebatius Testa, who was serving with Caesar's army in Gaul (Letters to His Friends 
7. 13, 2), Cicero warned Trebatius to avoid the Treveri, employing a Latin word-play 
between Treveri capitales and Tresviri Capitales; the latter were a group of three 
minor officials in Rome who had charge of prisons and executions. Most of Cicero's 
commentators have pointed out (rightly) that whilst, in the spoken language, the 
difference between these two expressions would have been almost indiscernible, the 
word-play is itself almost impossible to reproduce in English, and have contented 
themselves with rendering Treveri capitales as `deadly Treveri'. Of course, the word, 
capitalis, can mean `deadly', but it is as well to remember that it is derived from caput 
(`head'); in other words, with the present tombstone in mind, it seems that Cicero may 
have been warning Trebatius about the Treveran custom of decapitation on the 
battlefield. Thus, he tells the young man to `beware of Treveran headhunters', and 
urges him to use his time in Gaul `to make his fortune rather than to lose his head'.  
 
The horseman is not shown wearing distinctive body-armour, but has a sword-belt 
(baldric) over his left shoulder which hangs across his body down to his right hip. In 
his left hand, he carries a large oval shield. His attire appears to consist of a jerkin, 
leggings and boots, perhaps of leather, although the most distinctive item of his dress 
is a triumphantly-flowing cloak, fastened across his chest by a sun-ray or rosette 
brooch. His helmet is crowned by three sets of plumes of feathers, which is 
reminiscent of that worn by Flavinus, the signifer of the Ala Petriana (RIB 1172 from 
Corbridge/Hexham; Schleiermacher, no. 77). It also resembles that worn by the figure 
on the so-called `Altar to Mars', an uninscribed stone which can be seen in the Church 
of St Mary and All Saints at Whalley (Greater Manchester; Edwards 1969, 103-5), 
which may derive from the nearby cavalry-fort at Ribchester. The helmet is also 
equipped with large cheek-pieces which became characteristic in the second century, 
and which left little of the wearer exposed except for the eyes, the nose and the mouth 
(Dixon and Southern 1992, 35). In all, the helmet contributes emphatically to the 
triumphalist context of the sculptured scene.  
 
The mount is also strongly depicted - the excited gape of the mouth, the baring of the 
teeth, clenched on the bit, and the flared nostrils, whilst the plaiting of the mane and 
tail recalls a similar decorative feature on the uninscribed cavalryman's tombstone 
from Ribchester (Edwards 2000, 49 and 73). The features of the harness are somewhat 
obscured by the rider: however, clearly visible is a hackamore (muzzle), cheekpiece 
and browband, although the arrangements for the bit are less clearly depicted. There is 
a prominent fringed peytral to protect the chest. The horse has a fringed saddlecloth 
and a fringed crupper-strap to steady the saddle, although there is nothing to be seen 
of the saddle itself. It is noticeable that there are no decorative medallions (phalerae) 
masking the strap-junctions, although it has been suggested that, in some cases, these 
may have been painted on to the stone rather than carved into it (Anderson 1984, 32).  
 
Finally, it is to be hoped that this fine tombstone will eventually be seen on display in 
Lancaster City Museum.  
 
 
The Fragmentary Inscription 
 
A small fragment of a second, separate, inscription was recovered on a piece of 
sandstone, with maximum dimensions of 21cm long x 20cm wide x 8cm deep; it may 
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have been used as one of the supporting stones for the cavalryman's tombstone. Three 
capital letters and part of a fourth survive, and are 5cm in height. The reading is:  
 
]I O X V  
º  
Whilst the final three letters are unambiguous, the first could be either I or N, making 
[STIPEND] IO in the former case, or [AN] NO in the latter - `On his fifteenth 
campaign' or `in his fifteenth year'. The former would obviously relate to another 
soldier, whilst the latter, equally clearly on grounds of age, would not.  
 
This stone, too, which is of a finer sandstone than that of the cavalry-tombstone, has 
been identified as having derived from the Lancaster-area, although from a different 
rock-bed.  
 
 
Roman Cavalry-Garrisons at Lancaster (Shotter 2001, 11-15)  
 
The present tombstone enhances our knowledge of the garrison-pattern at Lancaster in 
an important respect: whilst the lost tombstone of Lucius Julius Apollinaris (RIB 606) 
left it possible that an Ala Augusta had been in garrison at Lancaster, there remained a 
chance that a single tombstone might have been transported from elsewhere, or that 
there was a special reason for Apollinaris to have been buried at Lancaster. The 
discovery of this second tombstone of a Treveran trooper in an Ala Augusta at 
Lancaster makes it far more likely that the unit at one time formed the garrison at the 
fort.  
 
Further, if Holder is right (1982, 107ff) that the title, Augusta, derived from an honour 
originally conferred by Domitian, and changed to Augusta only after that emperor's 
death in AD 96, it would seem more likely that that the unit had formed the garrison 
at Lancaster since the conquest of the north-west during the governorship of Petillius 
Cerialis (AD 71-4); a case can be made on numismatic grounds (Shotter 2000, 191; 
2001, 7) that the establishment of a permanent fort at Lancaster should indeed be 
dated to the early-70s. In its turn, this may imply that, like the Ala Gallorum 
Sebosiana which appears to have come to Britain in the early-70s (ILS 2533; Tomlin 
1998, Tab Luguval. 44), the Ala Gallorum Proculeiana (later Ala Augusta) may have 
arrived in Britain alongside Petillius Cerialis himself and the newly-formed Legio II 
Adiutrix in AD 71. New documentary evidence from Carlisle (Tomlin 1998) has 
shown that the Ala Sebosiana was garrisoned at that site for at least a part of the 
Flavian period.  
 
How long the Ala Augusta remained at Lancaster is uncertain, although, as we have 
seen, it is recorded at Chesters in Hadrian's reign and features on a diploma from 
Chesters, dated to AD 146 (RIB 2401. 10). It would appear, therefore, to have been 
moved from Lancaster in garrison-revisions that accompanied the development of the 
northern frontier in the first half of the second century. There is, of course, a 
considerable body of evidence that links the Ala Sebosiana with Lancaster, although, 
of this, only the bath-house inscription (RIB 605; Shotter 1988b) is dateable; many 
years ago, the late Professor Eric Birley (1936, 5) placed the consuls named in this 
inscription, Censor and Lepidus, in the period AD 262-6.  
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Most of the remaining evidence consists of stamps on bricks and tiles found at 
Lancaster, together with others from the associated industrial site at Quernmore, some 
three miles south-east of Lancaster (RIB 2465. 1-2). None of these, however, can be 
dated; the known sites at Quernmore are generally regarded as having been in 
production between c. AD 80 and 130/140, although there are hints of later production 
in the area at locations which have so far not been pinpointed in modern times 
(Leather and Webster 1988, 85-93). As we have seen, the Ala Sebosiana was still at 
Lancaster in the mid-third century, loyal, as is shown by its contemporary name, 
Postumiana, to the emperors of the Imperium Galliarum.  
 
There is, however, no present indication of the date-of-arrival of this unit at Lancaster 
- whether it took over directly from the Ala Augusta or after an interval. Various dates 
have been canvassed over the years, including the Hadrianic period, the end of the 
Antonine occupation of Scotland in the reign of Marcus Aurelius, and the 
reorganisation of units in Britain by Septimius Severus at the end of the second 
century. Of these, the Hadrianic period perhaps seems to be most persuasive in view 
of the currently-accepted dating of the Quernmore kilns.  
 
The only other unit of the Roman army for which there is any evidence at Lancaster is 
a Unit of Bargemen (Numerus Barcariorum; RIB 601; Shotter 1973). Although these 
soldiers are often associated with the construction at Lancaster in the fourth century of 
a new fort of the `Saxon-Shore' type, the quality of the inscription itself may hint at an 
earlier date, when the Numerus Barcariorum was either at Lancaster on its own, or 
sharing the auxiliary fort with a cavalry-unit.  
 
 



 
©University of Manchester Archaeological Unit 
November 2007 

96

Chronological and Topographical Distribution of Cavalry Tombstones  
 
Although such tombstones can date to any point in the Roman period and derive from 
most parts of the Roman Empire, the majority appear to belong to the first and second 
centuries AD and to derive from the western provinces (from Schleiermacher 1984). 
 
a) The Western Provinces  

 
1st/2nd Century  2nd/3rd Century  3rd/4th Century  

 
The Germanies        44   5     3  
Gaul             2   -     7  
Raetia             -   3     -  
Britain    7   7     3  
Italy     -   2     -  
Spain     1   1     1  
Mauretania    4   9     -  
 
Totals     58   27     14  
 
 
b) The Eastern Provinces  
 
Asia     1   5     1  
Dacia     -   3     -  
Illyricum    6   -     -  
Noricum    -   2     1  
Macedonia    3   1     -  
Palestine    -   1     -  
Pannonia    5   2     1  
Thrace    1   2     -  
 
Totals     16   16     3  
 
 
British Examples of Cavalry-Tombstones  
 
 
Bath 2 RIB 159 (= S. no. 69; the other, which is not in S, is uninscribed)  
(Note: It was at one time thought that the above two might be portions of the same 
tombstone; however, they clearly do not fit together: see CSIR I. 2, nos 44-5 and Plate 
12).  
 
Chester 5 RIB 499 (= S. no. 70)  
 
538 (`Horseman and attendant' type)  
 
541 (Fragmentary; not in S.)  
 
550 (= S. no. 73)  
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551 (= S. no. 72)  
 
Chesters 1 RIB 1481 (= S. no. 68; no evident prostrate enemy or attendant)  
 
Cirencester 2 RIB 108 (= S. no. 74)  
109 (= S. no. 75)  
 
Colchester 1 RIB 201 (= S. no. 76)  
 
Corbridge (Hexham) 1 RIB 1172 (= S. no. 77)  
 
Dorchester (Whitcombe Farm) 1 (= S. no. 78; CSIR I. 2, no.114 and Plate 30; it is 
uncertain whether this is, in fact, a tombstone; Journ. Rom. St. 54 (1964), 172)  
 
Gloucester 1 RIB 121 (= S. no. 79)  
 
Kirkby Thore 3 (MacIntosh 1986, 16; these are illustrated in Bruce 1875, no. 754 (= 
S. no. 83), 755 (not in S), 756 (= S. no. 82)  
 
Kirkham 1 (not in S; Baines 1893, V. 360; a local tradition has it that this stone was 
found in the Church tower in 1844, but was broken up and used as hardcore for a path 
at the Church - B.J.N. Edwards, pers. comm.)  
 
Lancaster 1 (New stone; Britannia 37 (2006),  
 
Ribchester 2 RIB 595 (not in S; the rider proceeds from right to left; the other 
tombstone, which is also not in S, is uninscribed)  
 
Stanwix 1 RIB 2030 (= S. no. 80)  
 
Wroxeter 1 RIB 291 (= S. no. 81)  
 
Unprovenanced 1 (= S. no. 84)  
 
(Note: S = Schleiermacher's catalogue)  
 
Twenty-one of these are of the `rider-and-barbarian' type; the exceptions are: RIB 538 
from Chester, which is of the `rider-and-attendant' type; RIB 1481 from Chesters, 
which has rider and horse alone; the sculpture from Whitcombe Farm (Dorset) which 
may not be a tombstone. On all, the rider proceeds from left to right, with the single 
exception of RIB 595 from Ribchester).  
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3.4 Arla Foods Depot, Lancaster. Lithology Report of the 
Roman Tombstone.  
 

A report by Fred Broadhurst M.Sc., Ph.D. 
At the time of examination the monument was dirty and much of its surface obscured 
by dried mud. This report is based on the stone available for close study. It would be 
advisable to make a further inspection once cleaning is completed to ensure that no 
geological feature has been missed.  

The stone of the monument is composed of a medium to coarse-grained sandstone. 
The dominant constituents of the sandstone are subangular grains of quartz, 
accompanied by conspicuous flakes of mica, and variable amounts of pink to buff-
coloured feldspar. The binding material of the sandstone is a silica cement.  

The stone of the monument is weathered and thereby coloured brown by the oxidation 
of iron-rich minerals, which would form only a small proportion of the original rock. 
In its original non-weathered state this rock would have been white. The weathering 
may have occurred before, or after, the date of quarrying. On some of the associated 
broken sandstone blocks there are striking red and brown rings or bands, making 
distinctive patterns on rock surfaces. These, too, are the result of weathering, which 
may have developed in the rock prior to, or later than, quarrying. They are often, 
incorrectly, referred to as `Liesegang' rings.  

The stone of the monument appears to be relatively porous in many places. A likely 
explanation is that a proportion of the constituent feldspar grains have been broken 
down by the action of rain (acidic on account of dissolved carbon dioxide) or acid 
ground water (from peat or other organic source). The ultimate breakdown product of 
feldspars are clay minerals, which can be flushed from the rock. The rock is weakened 
but still kept intact by the presence of the silica cement.  

Dark brown patches between 1 and several millimetres in diameter, mainly seen on 
the surface of the stone are developed where there has been precipitation of iron 
oxides/hydroxides, again due to weathering process but in this case probably by the 
introduction of the iron from outside and not from the stone of the monument itself.  

A separate piece of sandstone with the lettering OXV is composed of a finer grained 
rock than the stone of the monument. It also appears to be richer in feldspar grains. 
This indicates that the specimen was not derived from the same rock bed as the stone 
of the monument, however, it may have come from the same quarry site but from a 
different rock level.  

The assemblage of sandstone pieces associated with the monument are similar in type 
to the stone of the monument, but there is variation in grain size and feldspar content. 
Nevertheless they could all have come from the same site but from different strata.  

  The stone of the monument is characteristic of the coarser-grained sandstones (often 
termed `grits') of the `Millstone Grit Series' (old term) or Namurian (modern term) of 
the Carboniferous System. These rocks are to be found at outcrop in the Lancaster 
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district. Knowledge of the routes of the Roman road system together with a geological 
map would present the possibility of locating a likely quarry site.  

Date of surface examination by hand lens 26 October 2006.
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3.5 Medieval and Post-Medieval Artefacts 
 

A report by Andrew White MA PhD FSA 
This group of medieval and later material comes from a site which lies outside the 
known limits of the medieval town of Lancaster and which was not built upon until 
1770 at the earliest, nor densely built up until the mid-19th century.  

The soil build-ups therefore probably represent medieval fields and post-medieval 
fields and gardens. It is unlikely that the pottery, glass etc. originated on site. Much of 
it may have arrived with manure on the fields or as a rubbish spread from surrounding 
property.  

Medieval Pottery  

The pottery consists of fourteen sherds, many of them abraded, all of small size. The 
origin of the jug fabrics found in Lancaster has not yet been established, although the 
Brewery site of 1988 and 1992 in the city centre produced more medieval pottery than 
has yet been found on any site within the city before. [A. J. White, forthcoming in 
Newman et al.] The cooking-pot fabrics, however seem where identifiable to be from 
two sources working within the Northern Gritty ware tradition at Docker Moor in 
Whittington parish to the north and at Ellel to the south. [A. J. White, `Kiln sites and 
documentary evidence in North Lancashire', in Davey, P. J. (ed) Medieval Pottery 
from Excavations in the North West, 1977, 121; A. White, `A Medieval Pottery Kiln 
at Ellel, Lancashire', Contrebis, XVIII, 1993, 5-18]  

One sherd, although still in a medieval tradition, is in Reduced Greenware, and 
belongs to a type common in the late 16th and early 17th century in northern 
Lancashire and much of southern Cumbria. It comes from at least two known sources 
at Silverdale and at Arnside on the Cumbria border [A. J. White, `Pottery making at 
Silverdale and Arnside', CW2, C, 2000, 285-91] and may have been made more 
widely. All the medieval and sub-medieval pottery suffers from being made from 
Boulder clays, which makes exact identification of origin difficult or impossible.  

Post-Medieval Pottery  

This material is greater in quantity (63 sherds) than that of medieval date, and of 
much greater variety. At the earliest end is the single sherd of Cistercian ware, of a 
type of West Yorkshire origin which is uncommon in Lancaster. [P. C. D.Brears, The 
English Country Pottery: Its History and Its Techniques, 1971, 18-23] Two or three 
other sherds of 17th century date, including some Midlands Yellow ware, equally 
uncommon in Lancaster, and a handful of 18th century date, are the only exceptions to 
the overwhelmingly 19th century composition of this deposit. The 19th century finds 
are not uniform in character, and probably result from rubbish and garden activity. 
None of this calls for detailed comment.  
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Post-Medieval Glass  

A small amount of glass from the same deposit (127) is all of 19th or early 20th century 
date. Two complete or near-complete clear glass bottles appear to be for patent 
medicines, not at all uncommon in deposits of this date. A rather unusual thin glass 
vessel with a scroll pattern might on its own have been interpreted as a lamp glass, but 
it seems to have a closed red fluted base, so perhaps is some sort of flask. The 
`Hamilton' bottle is characteristic of the later 19th century period and the rise of 
carbonated drinks.  

Clay Tobacco Pipes  

The very small sample allows of no statistical conclusions, but several of the stem 
fragments are clearly very early (17th century) from their very large stem-bores, while 
the only bowl is a classic south Lancashire type, perhaps from Rainford and perhaps a 
product of the Birchall family with its `IB' stamp on the back of the bowl. Such pipes 
and marks are very common in Lancaster.  

Small Finds  

There is nothing of special note among the ceramic and metal small finds apart from a 
cut halfpenny of long-cross type (Henry III or later). This example is probably of 
Edward I or II.  
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Medieval Pottery  
 
 

Context Type Number Weight ENV Part/Form Decoration Date 
Range 

Notes 

(02) Fine 
sandy 

4 17 4 Wall. Jug?  13/14th C  

(02) Fine 
sandy 
oxidised 

1 5 1 Wall  Medieval Very 
abraded

(02) Coarse 
sandy 

1 4 1 Wall  Medieval Very 
abraded

(02) Northern 
gritty 

1 9 1 Wall. 
Cooking 
pot 

 13/14th C Docker 
Moor? 

(02) Fine 
gritty 

1 14 1 Wall. Jug? Traces of 
green glaze 

13/14th C Docker 
Moor? 

(02) Northern 
reduced 

1 11 1 Wall. Jar Green 
glaze 

16/17th C Silver-
dale 
Gware 

(31) Northern 
gritty 

1 9 1 Base. Jug  13/14th C  

(31) Northern 
gritty 

1 21 1 Rim. Jar  13/14th C Ellel? 

(32) Northern 
gritty 

1 3 1 Wall  13/14th C Ellel? 
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Post-Medieval Pottery  

All finds from context (127) 

Type Number Weight ENV Part/Form Decoration Date 
Range 

Notes 

Brown salt-
glazed 
earthenware 

1 182 1 Rim. 
Handled 
jar 

Rouletted  19th C East midlands 

Cream slipped 
earthenware 

12 607 1 Prof. 
Handled 
bowl 

 19th C Burton in 
Lonsdale 

Transfer printed 
earthenware 

11 115 2 Prof. 
Shallow 
dish 

Tree 
pattern 

19th C Marked ‘Fibre’ 

Transfer printed 
earthenware 

1 52 1 Handle. 
Jug 

Guilloche 19th C  

Transfer printed 
earthenware 

1 33 1 Base. 
Mug 

Woman 
planting 

19th C ‘Mignonette’ on 
side 

Transfer printed 
earthenware 

2 127 1 Prof. 
Plate 

Flower 
vase 

19th C Marked ‘fan 
border’ 

Transfer printed 
earthenware 

1 61 1 Prof. 
Plate 

Floral 
pattern 

19th C  

Transfer printed 
earthenware 

1 20 1 Rim. Cup  19th C  

Verse/Rhyme 
Striped 
earthenware 

2 80 1 Rim. 
Bowl 

Blue/black 
stripes 

19th C  

Sponged ware 3 110 1 Prof. 
Bowl 

Leaf 
pattern 

19th C Scottish? 

 

White china 

1 93 1 Prof. Cup Red band 
at rim 

19th C  

White china 1 44 1 Base. 
Cup 

Red motif 
base 

19th C  

White china 1 54 1 Base. 
Cup 

 19th C  

Porcelain 1 24 1 Rim. Cup Chinoiserie 19th C  
Porcelain 1 12 1 Rim. Cup Willow 

pattern 
19th C  

Pearlware 1 22 1 Base. 
Mug? 

Blue 
underglaze 

19th C  

Midlands yellow 2 7 2 Wall. Jar?  17th C  
Staffs. 
Earthenware 

1 10 1 Base.  18th C  

Staffs. Combed 
slipware 

1 15 1 Wall. Jar  18th C  

Manganese 
glazed 
earthenware 

1 10 1 Rim. 
Mug 

Bands of 
reeding 

18th C  
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Slip-trailed 
earthenware 

1 13 1 Wall. 
Bottle 

Bands of 
slip 

18/19th 
C 

Burton in 
Lonsdale 

Cistercian ware 1 7 1 Wall. 
Cup 

Appliqué 
bands 

15/16th 
C 

West Yorks? 

Black glazed 
earthenware 

5 357 5 Wall. 
Bowl 

 19th C  

Brown glazed 
earthenware 

1 45 1 Base. 
Bowl 

 19th C  

Brown glazed 
earthenware 

1 15 1 Rim. 
Bowl 

 19th C  

Brown mottled 
stoneware 

1 18 1 Drainpipe  19/20th 
C 

 

Plant pot 4 35 1 Rim.  19/20th   
Staffs. 
earthenware 

2 28 2 Base. 
Dish 

 18th C  

Unglazed 
earthenware 

1 127 1 Rim. 
Bowl 

 19th C  

Stoneware, 
feldspath. Gl. 

2 600 2 Prof. 
Bottle 

 19th C Beer bottles 
marked 
‘INGHAM & 
BIRTWISTLE 

White glazed 
ceramic  

  1 Bead   19th C  

 
Post-medieval Glass 

All finds from context (127) 

Type Number Weight ENV Part Date 
Range 

Notes 

Medicine 
bottle 

1 75 1 Prof. 19th C Marque de 
fabrique Biberon 
a Soupape 

Medicine 
bottle 

1 220 1 Prof. 19th C Ayrton and 
Saunders. 

Flask 16 138 1 Body  19th C Red stained 
fluted base, 
clear/red/gold 
scroll pattern 

Stand  1 45 1 Baluster 19th C  
Mineral 
water bottle 

2 48 1 Neck  19/20th 
C 

Hamilton type 
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Clay Tobacco Pipes  
 

All finds from context (127) 
 

Part Number Stem bore 
(64ths in.) 

Marks Date range Notes 

Bowl  1 7 ‘IB’ on 
back of 
bowl 

1640-60 Rainford, 
Lancs? 

Stem  1 8  17th C  
Stem 1 8  17th C  
Stem 1 7  17th C  
Stem 1 4  19th C  
Stem 1 5  19th C  
Stem 1 7  17th C  
Stem 1 7  17th C  

 
 

Small Finds  
 

Context (02) Medieval silver cut halfpenny.  
Possibly EDWARAN[]/CIVI[TAS.LON]DON for Edward I or II, London mint.  

 
Context (02) Unidentifiable copper-alloy fitting  
Context (02) Lead sheet offcut  

 
Context (127) Small lead shot, perhaps from sporting gun? Post-medieval  
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Appendix 4: Summary List of Contexts 
 
 
Voided contexts refer to duplicated or removed numbers. 
 
(01) Modern Overburden 
(02) Plough soil 
(03) Roman Tombstone 
(04) Sandstone wall 
(05) Sandstone wall 
(06) Fill of cut [07] 
[07] Cut for sandstone wall 
[08] Cut for sandstone wall 
[09] Cemetery enclosure ditch 
(10) Fill of cut [09] 
(11) Deposit of friable mid grey/brown clay sand silt 
(12) Fill of cut [131] 
[13] Cemetery enclosure ditch 
(14) Fill of cut [13] 
(15) Fragment of Latin Inscription from (113) 
 16 Void 
 17 Void 
[18] Cut for pit 
(19) Fill of cut [18] 
(20) Fill of cut [18] 
(21) Fill of cut [18] 
(22) Fill of cut [18] 
 23 Void 
 24 Void 
 25 Void 
 26 Void 
 27 Void 
 28 Void 
[29] Mound/bank 
(30) Fill of feature [29] 
 31 Void 
 32 Void 
 33 Void 
(34) Fill of pit [35] 
[35] Cut for pit 
(36) Fill of pit [35] 
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(37) Fill of pit [35] 
 38 Void 
 39 Void 
 40 Void 
 41 Void 
(42) Fill of cut [69] 
(43) Fill of cut [69] 
(44) Fill of cut [69] 
(45) Fill of cut [131] 
(46) Fill of cut [131] 
(47) Fill of cut [131] 
 48 Void 
 49 Void 
(50) Fill of cut [69] 
(51) Fill of cut [69] 
 52 Void 
(53) Buried soil 
(54) Buried soil 
 55 Void 
 56 Void 
 57 Void 
[58] Cut for pit 
(59) Fill of cut [61] 
(60) Fill of cut [61] 
[61] Cut for pit 
(62) Fill of cut [74] 
 63 Void 
(64) Fill of cut [74] 
 65 Void 
(66) Fill of cut [09] 
(67) Fill of cut [09] 
(68) Fill of cut [09] 
[69] Cemetery enclosure ditch 
 70 Void 
 71 Void 
(72) Fill of cut [131] 
 73 Void 
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[74] Cut for posthole 
(75) Natural drift geology 
[76] Cut for eastern roadside ditch 
[77] Cut for western roadside ditch 
[78] Cut for ditch 
(79) Agger material 
(80) Agger material 
(81) Roadside deposit 
(82) Fill of cut [76] 
(83) Fill of cut [76] 
(84) Fill of cut [76] 
(85) Fill of cut [76] 
 86 Void 
(87) Fill of cut [58] 
(88) Fill of cut [58] 
(89) Fill of cut [129] 
(90) Fill of cut [129] 
(91) Fill of cut [78] 
(92) Fill of cut [78] 
(93) Fill of cut [78] 
(94) Fill of cut [77] 
(95) Fill of cut [129] 
(96) Fill of cut [129] 
(97) Fill of cut [129] 
(98) Fill of cut [131] 
(99) Fill of cut [129] 
(100) Fill of cut [77] 
(101) Fill of cut [77] 
(102) Fill of cut [77] 
(103) Roadside deposit 
 104 Void 
(105) Deposit of sand 
(106) Deposit of sand 
(107) Deposit of sand 
(108) Deposit of sand 
(109) Lens of silt clay 
(110) Roadside deposit 
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(111) Deposit of sand 
[112] Cut for tombstone setting 
(113) Fill of cut [112] 
(114) Fill of cut [112] 
(115) Fill of cut [112] 
(116) Fill of cut [112] 
[117] Cut for borehole 
(118) Fill of cut [117] 
[119] Cut for cellar 
(120) Flagged cellar floor 
(121) Wall associated with [119] 
(122) Wall associated with [119] 
[123] Well 
(124) Levelling layer for [119] 
 125 Void 
 126 Void 
(127) 19th century layer 
[128] Roman Road 
[129] Cemetery enclosure ditch 
(130) Fill of cut [129] 
[131] Cemetery enclosure ditch 
(132) Fill of cut [129] 
(133) Fill of cut [129] 
 134 Void 
 135 Void 
 136 Void 
(137) Fill of cut [129] 
(138) Fill of cut [129] 
(139) Fill of cut [129] 
(140) Fill of cut [129] 
(141) Fill of cut [129] 
 142 Void 
 143 Void 
 144 Void 
(145) Fill of cut [148] 
(146) Fill of cut [148] 
(147) Fill of cut [148] 
[148] Cut for posthole 
(149) Fill of cut [152] 
(150) Fill of cut [152] 
(151) Fill of cut [152] 
[152] Cut for posthole 
[153] Cut for posthole 
[154] Cut for posthole 
[155] Cut for posthole 
[156] Cut for posthole 
(157) Fill of cut [153] 
(158) Fill of cut [153] 
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(159) Fill of cut [154] 
(160) Fill of cut [154] 
(161) Fill of cut [154] 
(162) Fill of cut [156] 
(163) Fill of cut [155] 
(164) Fill of cut [155] 
(165) North-south wall associated with [119] 
(166) Concrete pour wall of Arla Foods Depot 
(167) Natural sandstone geology 
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