
NOTES

1. A crop-mark enclosure at Trinkeld, near Ulverston
BY DANIEL W. ELSWORTH

While examining copies of aerial photographs obtained from the National
Monuments Record (Ordnance Survey 1966) a large oval enclosure was observed
adjacent to Trinkeld Farm at Swarthmoor, on the outskirts of Ulverston (Plate 1;
centred on SD 2761 7664). It appears as a pale parch mark across several fields, and
is possibly partially overlain by field boundaries along the north side and buildings
making up part of the farmstead on the south. At its east end there is a more
amorphous group of features, but the rest appear to form a continuous, but
apparently broken, circuit approximately 290 m long east/west by 180 m wide
north/south. 

The history of Trinkeld is known to be very ancient. The name is Norse,
combining a personal name and “spring” (Ekwall, 1922, 212) and it has connections
with Conishead Priory, whose monks utilised the spring to supply water (Farrer and
Brownbill, 1914, 355). 

The author walked the field at the east end as it was being ploughed in 1992 and
recovered a single flake of brown flint from it. While this in itself is not particularly

PLATE 1. The enclosure as shown in the aerial photograph, reproduced from the 1966 Ordnance Survey
aerial photography with permission.
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revealing, at the time the ploughman mentioned the previous discovery of “stone
axes” in the vicinity. These might hint at a prehistoric origin for the crop mark,
although this cannot be certain. However, the size and form of the feature gives it
the appearance of a Neolithic causewayed enclosure, and the discovery of stone axes
nearby might add credence to this suggestion. Its position close to a source of water,
one that has, in this case, been of some importance since at lease the early medieval
period, is also similar to other causewayed enclosures (Oswald et al., 2001). The
situation of the enclosure, which is one of the only prominent points in the
immediate location and overlooks lower ground on most sides, might also make it a
suitable location for such a monument. 

There is one major difficulty with this interpretation of the site; the crop mark is
parched, suggesting that it represents a solid feature such as a bank or wall, or even a
patch of clay, rather than a ditch. While this does not diminish the likelihood that it
is an artificial enclosure the lack of a dark crop marks denoting ditch is unusual,
although other examples of parched marks thought to denote negative features have
been recorded in the county (Clare, 2002). There are also no confirmed causewayed
enclosures in Cumbria, although three or four sites have been suggested (Oswald et
al., 2001), the most convincing of which are Green How (Horne and Oswald, 2000;
Horne et al., 2002) and Howe Robin (Brown, 2002). Carrock Fell has been
considered (Pearson and Topping, 2002) and even Skelmore Heads (Oswald et al.,
2001; Evans, 2004, 124), which is approximately 1.5 km to the south of the crop
mark at Trinkeld. 

An alternative explanation is that it represents a later enclosure, perhaps of
medieval date, associated with a settlement at Trinkeld. While the proximity of it to
the current farm makes this a tempting suggestion, the evident breaks within its
circuit would reduce its effectiveness as something along the lines of a stock
enclosure. 

Without excavation the enclosure will remain difficult to date, but its presence is
certainly of interest. Whether it represents something as early and rare as a
causewayed enclosure will only be discovered through additional work, but it could
be that Trinkeld has been a focus of interest for longer than previously thought. 
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2. An early depiction of the Druid’s Circle at Birkrigg
BY DANIEL W. ELSWORTH

While examining a plan of the township of Bardsea (CRO(B) BD/HJ/Plan 14,
1839), which is probably based on the Urswick tithe map of the same year
(Lancashire Record Office (P) DRC 1/29, 1839), a number of pencil notes were
observed. Most of these comprise numbers and text relating to individual fields, but
one group appears to be showing something quite different. Sketched onto part of
the area of Birkrigg Common is what seems to be a plan of the “Druid’s Circle” –
also known as the “Druid’s Temple” (Burl, 1979; Fig. 1). 

This seems to show 11 stones, with two, roughly opposing, outside the circle, one
on the east and one on the west side. A further stone seems to be situated just
beyond the field wall to the east. In addition there are what appear to be additional
features to the south. These comprise a semi-circular arrangement, against the field
boundary to the east, and a V-shaped group to the south-west of this (Fig. 1). It is
not clear whether these represent additional alignments of stones or not, but they are
drawn in the same general style. 

The position of this circle is approximately correct for the “Druid’s Circle”, if a
little too close to the field boundary. The representation of the circle is also a
tolerably good match for the actual plan, as depicted by various authors (Gelderd
and Dobson, 1912, 264; Committee of the North Lonsdale Field Club, 1922, 348;
Burl, 1979, 63; Waterhouse, 2004, 36), although without the majority of the outer
ring, assuming that the two outlying stones are part of this. It is certainly a lot less
schematic than the earlier drawing by Jopling (1846, 450). Dating the sketch is
difficult, however, and while it clearly cannot predate 1839, it is not certain when
the additions were made – they could belong to the twentieth century. 

The question of who was responsible for these sketches might be revealed by a 
re-examination of the Urswick tithe map. Although the original was produced in

NOTES 219

tcwaas_003_2006_vol6_0017



1839, further additions were made in 1849 by one John Bolton of Ulverston. Could
this be the local geologist and antiquarian, who was born and brought up in nearby
Urswick, and might he also be responsible for the sketch on the Bardsea township
plan? He was certainly familiar with Birkrigg, although he does not appear to
mention the “Druid’s Circle” in his Geological Fragments (Bolton, 1869). Whoever
was responsible, this is to the author’s mind potentially the earliest “accurate” plan
of the circle(s) at Birkrigg. 
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FIG. 1. A copy of the sketch of the Druid’s Circle on the Bardsea Township plan of 1839 
(CRO(B) BD/HJ/ Plan 14).

tcwaas_003_2006_vol6_0017



A brief visit to the site revealed that a number of stones corresponding to the
additional features depicted to the south are present, although these do not appear
to be artificially placed. Anyone who has visited Birkrigg will be aware that there are
numerous large boulders and prominent outcrops of bedrock across the entire
common, and it would appear that these extra “alignments”, if that is what was
being depicted, were most likely the result of an over enthusiastic imagination,
although further work might prove otherwise. 
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3. The “caput Carvetiorum” and the putative god of the tribe
BY B. J. N. EDWARDS

Once the Carvetii had been rescued from their alleged status as a cohort,1 and
reinstated, correctly one hopes, as a civitas,2 they went from strength to strength.
The discovery, in 1965, of a milestone at Frenchfield Farm, Carleton,3 the second
recorded inscription naming the civitas, was a considerable factor in this rein-
statement; the appearance of a second milestone, from Langwathby,4 was a welcome
confirmation. Already by 1985 the Carvetii were the subject of a whole book,5

which, although it also dealt with matters outside its stated scope, was nonetheless a
useful survey of the Roman/British interface in North West England. Publication of
the second milestone was an opportunity to publish illustrations of the first, and the
three inscriptions (including the first found, now lost (RIB 933)) are now taken as
firm evidence for the existence of the civitas.

It seems, then, a good moment to deal with two aspects of the Carvetii which are
worth further consideration. These are (a) its alleged oppidum at Clifton Dykes,
near Penrith, and (b) the probability, based largely on geographical considerations,
that Belatucader was the tribe’s particular tutelary deity.
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Clifton Dykes

The existence at Clifton Dykes of a pre-Roman “tribal centre” or “cult centre”,
possibly associated with Belatucader, a number of dedications to whom have been
found near Penrith, is rapidly becoming an established “fact” of the archaeology of
that area. As no probable site for such a centre is immediately apparent on the
ground, it seems timely to try to establish its credentials.

The site apparently emerges into the light of day in W. G. Collingwood’s 1926
inventory of the ancient monuments of Westmorland,6 where the entry reads as
follows: “Earthworks:- 1/4 m. S. of E. from the church; = ?Clifton dykes
(N[icolson]. & B[urn]. i, 419)”.

It should be said at once that, while Clifton Dykes is marked on the OS 1:25000
map, and is indeed south of east of Clifton church, it is about three times the stated
distance from the church. Furthermore, the page in Nicolson and Burn cited by
Collingwood, though relating to Clifton, does not have any reference to earthworks.
It does, however, refer to a settlement of “seven straggling houses” at Clifton
Dykes; and this is the sole mention of Clifton Dykes7 in the pages relating to the
parish of Clifton.

The Royal Commission on Historical Monuments did record8 a mound to the
east of Clifton church, a mound which is, indeed, also marked on the current OS
1:25000 map; but this is not sufficiently extensive to be the type of site envisaged in
recent years.

In more recent times, the protagonists of the site have been N. J. Higham and 
G. D. B. Jones. However, it does not appear in their 1975 Cumbrian aerial survey,9

where 51 sites are listed in the district which the authors labelled “Penrith”. None
of the listed sites could be Clifton Dykes. Yet ten years later10 they clearly stated that
a “previously unrecorded . . . earthwork enclosing at least 7 acres (3 ha.)” had been
“demolished by agricultural activity in the last two decades”. The patent implication
is that the site came to notice after they made their aerial survey, and had been
demolished by the time of their second publication.

It is this implication which makes Jones’s statements of 1999 difficult to
understand.11 First Jones states that “a three hectare defensive enclosure at Clifton
Dykes, a few miles south of Penrith, remains a prime candidate for the kind of site
we should be looking for at this stage”. Then he goes on to say, “It has received no
significant study, but appears on grounds of size to be the focal point of late
prehistoric settlement in the Penrith area”. This suggests either that the site still
existed in 1999, or that the very knowledge of the site was sufficient to justify the
use of the present tense verb appears. It seems strange, to say the least, however,
that after so many years Jones should have lacked, or in any discovered publication
should have failed to present, any visual evidence, either photographic or
diagrammatic, for the site.

The result of these various appearances in print has been the occurrence of
statements such as, “Further, the vicinity of Clifton Dykes, a presumed pre-Roman
centre, is seen as a possible cult-centre for the Brigantian horned deity Bela-
tucadrus”12 and “In the immediate pre-Roman Iron Age, Higham and Jones 
(1975, 24; 1985, 11; also Jones 1999, 92) have postulated that a major focus of
occupation may have been the 3 ha enclosure of Clifton Dykes which lies [note the
tense] in an elevated position 2 km to the south of Brougham”.13 In the latter,
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however, the curse of the inaccurate reference has once again struck; Higham and
Jones, on the page cited in their 1975 paper, make no reference to Clifton Dykes,
that page being entirely occupied with a discussion of the vici of Roman forts in
Cumbria.

An important and noteworthy fact is that no site named Clifton Dykes is noted
in the Cumbria HER, nor is any site in that record apparently likely to be the site
here discussed.

Given the situation outlined above, it must be apparent that to locate at Clifton
Dykes the focus of whatever pre-Roman settlement existed in the neighbourhood of
the spot on which the Roman fort at Brougham was to be built, whenever that took
place, is at best uncertain. Such a postulation inevitably leads to suggestions that
the site was an oppidum (in which guise it appears in The Northern Counties to AD
100014) and, by extension, that in this lay the genesis of what was to become the
civitas carvetiorum. What is now needed, before any further inferences can reliably
be drawn, is some definite evidence for an earthwork enclosing at least seven acres
at Clifton Dykes.

Belatucader

In 1984 Fairless devoted four pages of an essay on three groups of religious
dedications from Roman Britain to a consideration of the deity whose “correct”
spelling in Latinised form is usually agreed to be “Belatucadrus”.15 He cited the 28
inscriptions known were the name occurs, which include at least twelve variants of
the “received” spelling (see Table). It is theoretically possible that to treat any of
these twelve spellings as referring to the deity invoked in the “standard” spelling is
incorrect, but geographical considerations, among others, make the identity highly
probable.

Fairless, indeed, makes the point that, taken together, the fairly lowly status of
the dedicators of the inscriptions to Belatucader and the relatively restricted
distribution of those inscriptions make it probable that the god was “a tribal or
rather a sub-tribal one”.16 He goes on to suggest that a likely group of people to
have worshipped Belatucader was “the sept of the Brigantes envisaged by
Richmond as being within the Eden valley”,17 which he equates with the Carvetii.
In respect of this concept of small groups of people in northern England as “septs”
of the Brigantes, see the remarks of the present writer in the context of the
Langwathby inscription.18 The presence on Fairless’s map of the name Carvetii
written in large type down the Eden valley reinforces his suggestion, but the point is
made in passing rather than as a firm conviction.

The nature of his map, however, marking, as it does, each inscription with a
single dot, but showing little else, tends to obscure the way in which dedications to
the god are distributed. An attempt to rectify this is made in Figure 1, where the
following additional information is plotted: (a) relief (b) Roman roads (c) Roman
forts without dedications to Belatucader (d) inscriptions mentioning the Carvetii. In
addition, dedications to Belatucader are grouped by numbers at each site and the
resulting numbers are indicated by different symbols.
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TABLE 1
RIB/Ref. Site Spelling ?=Mars Dedicator

759 Kirkby Thore BELATUCADRUS . . . ] IOLVS
772 Brougham B[A]LATV(cadrvs) [cuneus mentioned]
773 Brougham BALATVCAIRVS BACVLO
774 Brougham BLATVCAIRVS AVDAGVS
775 Brougham BELATV[CA]DRVS IVLIANVS
776 Brougham BELATV[CA]DR[VS] . . . ]INAM
777 Brougham BELATVCADRVS
809 Maryport BELATVCADRVS IVL(ius) CIVILIS OPT(io)
887 Old Carlisle BELATVCADRVS AVR(elius) TASVLVS
888 Old Carlisle BELATVCADRVS AVRELIVS DIATOVA
889 Old Carlisle BELATVCAVRVS
914 Old Penrith BEL[A]TVCA(drus)
918 Old Penrith BELATVCADRVS * IVLIVS AVGVSTALIS
948 Carlisle BELATVCADRVS *
970 Netherby BELATVCADRVS * AVR(elius) [NI]CA[N]OR
1521 Carrawburgh BELLETICAVRVS LVNARIS
1775 Carvoran BALATICAVRVS
1776 Carvoran BLATVCADRVS
1784 Carvoran BELATVCAIRVS *
1976 Castlesteads BELATVGAGRVS MINERV(alis)
1977 Castlesteads BE[L]ATVCA[DR]VS
2038 Burgh-by-Sands BELATVCA(drus)
2039 Burgh-by-Sands BELATOCAD(rus) ANTRONIVS AVF(idianus)
2044 Burgh-by-Sands BELATVCADR(us) *
2056 Kirkbride BELATOCAIRVS PEISIVS M(arcus)
Brit. 9+ Old Penrith BALATOCADRVS
Brit. 9+ Old Penrith, BELATVCAIRVS
JRS 59† Brougham BELATVCABRVS

+ Britannia 9, 474, Nos. 7 & 8.  † JRS 59 (1968), 237.

It will, I think, be clear that, particularly if the two “outliers”, at Maryport and
Carrawburgh19 are excepted, the distribution of the Belatucader dedications is very
firmly in line with what might be expected of a deity associated with a tribal group
based in the lower Eden valley and having its civitas capital at Carlisle.

In the light of previous discussion of Belatucader and of the “horned deity of the
Brigantes”20 it is worth noting that both Higham and Jones21 and Ross,22 the former
explicitly, the latter more cautiously, suggest that many of the representations of a
horned deity are assignable to Belatucader, though some, of course, relate to
Cernunnos, Silvanus and, no doubt, other deities. In support of this view, two main
lines of evidence may be quoted. (a) Although there are as many as 28 dedications
to Belatucader recorded, only one of them was accompanied by a representation.
The one exception is this: Thomas Machell, at the end of the seventeenth century,
recorded a dedication to Belatucader, now RIB 777, which was on a statue he
thought might have represented “Belinus or Apollo”. We therefore have an
unequivocal record of a statue of the god bearing a dedication to him, which we are
not entitled to ignore. Richard Wright as editor of RIB suggested that Machell’s
possible identifications may indicate a figure with a radiate crown – entirely
probable if the meaning of Belatucader is, as generally interpreted, “bright shining
one”. (b) Although representations of a horned deity without specific identification
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do seem to be commoner in north-west England than elsewhere, the agreement
between the distribution of the horned deity and the probable location of the
Carvetii is not, however, as good as that between the inscriptions of Belatucader
and that probable location. In short, while it is the purport of this note to draw
attention to the probability of Belatucader’s having been the tutelary deity of the
Carvetii, the evidence falls short of that necessary to postulate the god as having
been a horned deity.
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4. A possible prehistoric ring-ditch structure and prehistoric and Roman field system at
Grange Gardens, Standingstone, Wigton, Cumbria 
BY STUART MITCHELL

An archaeological excavation was undertaken by CFA Archaeology Ltd at Grange
Gardens, Standingstone, Wigton, Cumbria (NGR: NY 253 492), during July and
August 2004, to the east of a postulated Roman road running between the Roman
forts of Old Carlisle (Maglona) and Bowness-on-Solway. Two trenches were
excavated, one in each of two adjoining fields – the West and East Fields (Fig. 1).
The remains of a field boundary system and a possible ring-ditch structure were
identified in the West Field. The East Field contained a rectangular enclosure and
linear ditches. Pairs of pits (F7, F13 and F14) were found in both fields. 

At least two phases of activity were recorded in the West Field. The first phase is
represented by five ditches (F2, F3, F4, F6 and F8) which are between 1.5 m and
2.4 m wide, up to 0.4 m deep and generally V-shaped in profile. The second phase
is represented by a ditch (F1), which cut ditches F2 and F4 and formed two sides of
a field boundary. Ditch F1 was c.1.2 m wide and 0.4 m deep. A curvilinear ditch
(F5) was c.0.5 m wide and 0.15 m deep at maximum. It is considered probable that
this feature was the heavily horizontally truncated remains of a prehistoric ring-ditch
structure of c.10 m diameter.

The East Field also contained two identifiable phases. The earliest phase was
represented by four ditches (F9, F11, F12 and F15) of similar morphology to the
ditches in the West Field. The ditches were cut by a broad ditch (F10) that formed
three sides of a sub-rectangular enclosure, which was 15 m wide and over 15 m long
(it extended beyond the northern trench edge). The ditch was 2.4 m wide and
between 0.4 m and 0.7 m deep. A fragment of Roman (BB1) pottery, which was
recovered from the basal fill of ditch F10, has been dated to the 3rd or 4th centuries
A.D. 

Based upon the equivalence of ditches F8 and F9, the first phase of activity in the
West Field is broadly contemporary with the first phase of activity in the East Field.
If the large ditched enclosure (F10) is of Roman origins, it indicates that, with the
exception of ditch F1, the remaining ditches must be of Roman or earlier date. The
earlier phases of ditches in the West and East Fields may be associated with the
putative prehistoric ring-ditch structure (F5) and hence also of prehistoric origins.

Ditch F1 post-dates the first phase ditches in the West Field. On the basis of the
stratigraphic evidence, the best that can be said is that it is of prehistoric or later
date: Roman, medieval or post-medieval origins for this feature are possible.

Work in 1999 and 2000 (Graham, 1999; Giecco, 2000), conducted in the area to
the north of Old Carlisle fort, revealed a series of boundary ditches which were
suspected to be of Roman date, based upon the recovery of pottery dated to the 4th
century A.D. (Clark and Wearing, 2003). Cropmarks in the vicinity of the site
include two sub-rectangular enclosures of Iron Age or Romano-British morphology
(Cumbria SMR Nos. NY24SE 17 & 18), and a settlement and field system of
probable Iron Age or Roman date (Cumbria SMR No. NY24NE 8). The palimpsest
of activity at Grange Gardens is probably of a similar date and provides further
evidence for the field systems in the hinterland of the fort at Old Carlisle.

Full details of the work conducted at Grange Gardens have been lodged with the
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Cumbria Council SMR (Mitchell, 2004; 2005). The work was commissioned by
Story Homes Ltd.
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5. Recent finds of Roman coins in Cumbria
BY DAVID SHOTTER

A: Hoard
1. Old Carlisle (Red Dial). In an earlier volume of these Transactions (CW3, ii, 305-
6), a report was given of an aureus issued by Vespasian for Titus as Caesar (RIC II
(Vespasian), 218); this coin had been found in 2000. A number of denarii, now
known to have been 17, were found at about the same time in the same area of
extramural settlement outside the fort that had produced the aureus. Although the
denarii are in a generally poor condition, study in the Department of Coins and
Medals at the British Museum has facilitated the following identifications:

Marcus Antonius 1 (Crawford 544)
Domitian 1 (RIC II (Domitian), 22 etc.)
Trajan 1 (RIC II (Trajan), 270)
Hadrian 4 (inc. RIC II (Hadrian), 245, 410)
Antoninus Pius 1 (RIC III (Antoninus), 42a (?))
Faustina I 1
Marcus Aurelius 1 (RIC III (Marcus), 248)
Illegible Coin of the Antonine Period 3
Septimius Severus 2 (RIC IV (Septimius), 538, 551)

A small number of other hoards, consisting of both gold and silver coins, have been
recovered in North-West England (Shotter, 1990, 209).

For recent work in the vicus at Old Carlisle, see Miller and McPhillips, 2005, 25-
30.

These coins were reported to the Carlisle Coroner, who awarded the aureus to its
finder: as far as is known, this coin remains in the ownership of the finder. The
denarii were examined in the British Museum and, at the time of writing, remain
there. The delay and confusion in processing this hoard has been due to the fact that
more than one finder was involved. The coins have all been reported to the Portable
Antiquities Scheme.
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B: Finds of Casual Losses

1. Barrow-in-Furness
a) A worn Republican denarius was found “near to Barrow”: it is an issue of the

moneyer, Gaius Vibius Pansa (Crawford 342, 5b of 90 BC), and is not likely to
have been lost later than c.A.D. 120. Republican denarii are frequently reported
from locations in North-West England, and may be indicative of legionary activity.

b) A moderately worn aes-issue of Constantius II has been recorded (LRBC II. 72 of
A.D. 353-4).

These coins were reported to the Finds Liaison Officer for Cumbria; they remain
with the finder.

2. Beckfoot
Eight coins were reported in 2005 (one denarius and seven aes-issues):
a) As of Nero (RIC I 2 (Nero), 205ff). The coin is badly corroded, but was probably

not very worn at the time of loss. The obverse face has Nero’s head to the right,
although the legend has almost completely crumbled away. The reverse shows
Apollo Citharoedus (or possibly Nero himself dressed as the god) with his lyre
inside the legend, [PONTIF MAX TR P] IMP [P P] S C. This issue gained
some notoriety in antiquity since it, at the very least, made an association
between Nero and the god of music, and is the only imperial coin to have merited
a specific mention in a classical source (Suetonius, Life of Nero, 25).
Archaeologically, note should be taken of the discovery at Beckfoot of so early a
coin, especially one that was evidently not very worn when lost. Like similarly
early coins from Ravenglass (Gerrard and Mills, 2002), it may suggest activity
preceding the presumed Hadrianic fort.

b) As of Trajan (A.D. 98-117), which was both corroded and very worn.
c) Denarius of Hadrian: the coin, which is pierced and was little worn when lost, is

RIC II (Hadrian), 267 of A.D. 134-8.
d) Illegible as of Hadrian (A.D. 117-38; Museum Acc. No. EF 155.1).
e) As of Antoninus Pius (possibly RIC III (Antoninus), 706 of A.D. 140-4; Museum

Acc. No. EF 155.2). 
f) A very poor, misshapen, radiate copy has been reported (Museum Acc. No. EF

151): the coin, which is partly off-flan, is virtually illegible, although the radiate
head of the obverse face is probably that of one of the Tetrici (A.D. 271-3); a
coin of this poor quality was made probably towards the end of the third century.

g) A second radiate copy of poor quality has been recorded, although this coin is
illegible more by virtue of corrosion than its quality.

h) Aes-issue of Valentinian I (A.D. 364-75). The coin is fragmentary, with much of
the legends missing, although it can be securely identified as the type showing
Valentinian on the obverse face, with the legend D N VAL[ENTINIANVS P F
AVG]; on the reverse, the emperor drags a captive behind him with the legend,
[GLORIA RO]MANORVM. The mint-mark has been lost.

Coins b, c, d, e and g were recovered from the beach; all of the coins were reported
to both the Senhouse Roman Museum at Maryport (via Ian Caruana) and the Finds
Liaison Officer for Cumbria. Coins d, e and f were donated to the Museum; the rest
remain with the finder(s).
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3. Brampton
A small aes-issue of Constans was found in the churchyard; it was reported in 2005
to Frank Giecco of North Pennines Archaeology Ltd; no further details are presently
available, and the coin remains with the finder.

4. Carlisle
An illegible sestertius of Hadrian has been reported as having been found in 2004 at
an unspecified location within the city. The coin was reported to the Finds Liaison
Officer, and remains with the finder.

5. Dean
An illegible dupondius was found in 2004. The coin was reported to the Finds
Liaison Officer, and remains with the finder.

6. Great Urswick
Four coins have been recorded; the first three (a, b and c) were evidently found in
close proximity to each other:
a) Contemporary copy of a dupondius of Claudius I (RIC I 2 (Claudius), 94); this is

the third Claudian copy to have been reported from southern Cumbria (Shotter,
1990, 234; 1994; 2000a), and strengthens the case for suggesting Roman activity
in southern Cumbria in the pre- or very early-Flavian period, possibly involving
sea-borne contact with the Dee estuary or the “harbour-site” at Meols (Wirral;
Shotter, 2000b, 100-1; 2004, 8).

b) Sestertius of Trajan (RIC II (Trajan), 663 of A.D. 114-7).
c) Sestertius of Hadrian (RIC II (Hadrian), 561 of A.D. 119-122).
d) A damaged, but not very worn, denarius of Antoninus Pius (RIC III (Antoninus),

260 of A.D. 156-7) has been reported.
Coins a, b and c were reported to the Finds Liaison Officer, coin d to Steve
Dickinson; all remain with their finders.

7. Hampsfield Hall
A worn and damaged sestertius of Hadrian was recovered in 2004 (NGR supplied); it
is an issue of A.D. 118 (RIC II (Hadrian), 551). The coin was reported to Michael
Hancox, and remains with the finder.

8. Irthington
Four coins were reported in 2005:
a) Denarius of Tiberius (RIC I 2 (Tiberius), 26 ff of A.D. 14-37): the coin, which is

badly corroded, may represent an early loss in this part of Cumbria, although
early imperial denarii continued to circulate into the 120s (see above on B.1, a).

b) Sestertius of Trajan (possibly RIC II (Trajan), 527 of A.D. 103-11).
c) Sestertius of Faustina II (A.D. 145-76: the coin is worn and fragmentary, and it

cannot be firmly determined whether it was issued in the reign of her father
(Antoninus Pius) or in that of her husband (Marcus Aurelius).

d) As (or dupondius) of Faustina II (A.D. 145-76).
All of these coins were reported to the Finds Liaison Officer, and remain with their
finder(s).
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9. Kendal
Four coins were reported in 2005:
a) A worn and fragmentary as (or dupondius) of Antoninus Pius (COS IIII of A.D.

145-61).
b) Commemorative sestertius of Lucius Verus, issued after his death (RIC III

(Marcus), 1511 of A.D. 169).
c) A worn denarius of Septimius Severus (RIC IV (Septimius), 69 of A.D. 195-6).
d) An aes-issue of Constantine I (RIC VII (London), 220 of A.D. 321-2).
All of these coins were reported to the Finds Liaison Officer, and remain with their
finder(s).

10. Kirkby Lonsdale
In 2005, a corroded and fragmentary as (or dupondius) of Marcus Aurelius’
daughter, Lucilla, was reported. It was reported to the Finds Liaison Officer, and
remains with the finder.

11. Papcastle
Three poorly-preserved coins have been reported – two asses of Trajan (in 2003 and
2004) and a denarius of Antoninus Pius (in 2004). The coins have been reported to
the Finds Liaison Officer; their present location is unknown.

12. Penrith
An unusual find for North-West England has been a didrachm of the Alexandrian
ruler, Ptolemy III Euergetes (c.280-228 B.C.). The circumstances of discovery are
not known in sufficient detail to allow a determination of whether this coin was lost
in ancient or more modern times. This coin was reported to the Finds Liaison
Officer, and identified in the Department of Coins and Medals at the British
Museum.

13. Shap
A denarius of Septimius Severus’ younger son, Geta, was recovered in 2002. It was
reported to the Finds Liaison Officer (in Liverpool Museum), and retained by the
finder.

14. Ulverston
Radiate copies of Tetricus I (RIC V (Tetricus I), 97 and of Tetricus II (RIC V
(Tetricus II), 280) were recovered in 2000. These coins were reported to the Finds
Liaison Officer (in Liverpool Museum), and retained by the finder.

15. Watercrook
Some years ago, a water-worn sestertius of Antoninus Pius (RIC III (Antoninus), 762
of A.D. 145-61) was recovered from the bank of the river Kent. The coin was
reported via Oxford Archaeology (North), and remains with the finder.
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6. A hoard of Roman coins from Beckfoot, Cumbria
BY DAVID SHOTTER

In 2005, a small hoard of Roman coins was reported as having been found to the
east of the coastal fort at Beckfoot. The hoard contains 18 Radiate Copies of
extremely poor quality in terms of size, shape and literacy, as well as of preservation;
in addition, the group of coins also contains a Denarius of Commodus, a silvered
Antoninianus of Gallienus and a small aes-issue of Constantius II as Augustus. The
range of issue-dates of the coins is thus A.D. 182-341. Locations on the northern
and north-western coasts of Cumbria have yielded a considerable number of Roman
coins of the third and fourth centuries, including hoard-material (Shotter, 2004),
making it clear that Radiate Copies continued in use in Britain during the fourth
century. It is unlikely, however, that the coin of Commodus would still have been
usable at the time of issue of the latest coin in the group.

It is further possible that the two coins issued posthumously for Claudius II may
have been made as late as the early-fourth century. The spurious claim made by
members of the family of Constantine that their line of ancestry could be traced
back to Claudius II appears to have led to an extended period of use for, and even
manufacture of, his coins, especially the deification-issue of which there are two in
the present group (nos. 1 and 2).

When found, a number of the coins were fused together and, although an attempt
had clearly been made to separate them (before they were submitted for
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examination), some still remain in that condition. The physical relationship between
those that remain fused (nos. 14-15 and 16-18) suggests that, originally, the coins
may have been kept in a “column”, presumably within a linen-wrapping. Because of
the poor state of the Radiate Copies, the maximum diameters of the coins will be
shown in the following list. 

The coins were found by a metal-detectorist at NGR NY0949. They have been
reported to and recorded by the Finds Liaison Officer for Lancashire and Cumbria
with a six-figure NGR. Although the final destination of the coins is not yet known,
it is hoped that they can be acquired by a local Museum.

The coins

a) The Radiate Copies

i) Divus Claudius (A.D. 270; 2 coins)
1. Fragmentary; Diameter 7 mm; RIC V (Claudius II), 259ff. MW A.D. 270+ 

Obv. [DIVO CLAVDIO]
Rev. Altar [CONSECRATIO] 

2. Fragmentary; Diameter 10 mm; RIC V (Claudius II), 259ff. MW A.D. 270+
Obv. [DIVO CLAVDIO]
Rev. Altar [CONSECRATIO]

ii) Tetricus I (A.D. 271-3; 4 coins)
3. Fragmentary; Diameter 14 mm VW
4. Fragmentary; Diameter 9 mm MW
5. Fragmentary; Diameter 10 mm; as RIC (Tetricus I), 140ff. MW

Rev. Victory left
6. Fragmentary; Diameter 13 mm; as RIC (Tetricus I), 68ff. MW

Rev. Fides Militum type

iii) Tetricus II (?) (A.D. 271-3; 1 coin)
7. Fragmentary; Diameter 9 mm VW

iv) Unassignable Radiate Copies (c. 280+; 11 coins)
8. Fragmentary; Diameter 11 mm VW
9. Fragmentary; Diameter 17 mm VW
10. Fragmentary; Diameter 6 mm VW
11. Fragmentary; Diameter 10 mm VW
12. Fragmentary; Diameter 11 mm VW
13. Fragmentary; Diameter 12 mm VW
14. Fragmentary; Diameter 13 mm VW
15. Fragmentary; Diameter 9 mm (Possibly a copy of an issue 

of Tetricus I) MW
(Nos. 14 and 15 were fused together)

16. Fragmentary; Diameter 12 mm VW
17. Fragmentary; Diameter 9 mm VW
18. Fragmentary; Diameter 8 mm VW

(Nos. 16, 17 and 18 were fused together)
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b) The Other Coins

i) Commodus (A.D. 180-92; 1 coin)
19. AR Denarius

Obv. [M COMMODVS] ANTONINVS [AVG]
Rev. LIB AVG V[TR P VII IMP IIII COS III P P]

RIC III (Commodus), 36 LW 182

ii) Gallienus (A.D. 259-68; 1 coin)
20. AR/Ǽ Antoninianus; Fragmentary; Diameter 20 mm MW 

Obv. [GALLIENVS AVG]
Rev. Illegible

iii) Constantius II (A.D. 337-61; 1 coin)
21.Ǽ Copy; Fragmentary; Diameter 17 mm; as LRBC I. 100 MW 337-41

Obv. FL IVL CONSTANTIVS AVG
Rev. [GLORIA EXERCITVS] (1 standard)

(Note: LW – Little worn; MW – Moderately worn; VW – Very worn)
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7. The Langwathby Roman Milestone – a postscript
BY B. J. N. EDWARDS AND D. C. A. SHOTTER

This milestone, which was reported and discussed in the last issue of these
Transactions,1 was erected in A.D. 223 by the leaders of the newly-established civitas
of the Carvetii in honour of the emperor, Severus Alexander. Within the imperial
titulature given on the milestone was the office described as PCOS, or proconsul.
This appears relatively infrequently on imperial dedications during the first and
second centuries A.D., although it becomes more common in the third century
under the Severan emperors.2

During the period of the Roman Republic, proconsuls (provincial governors/army
commanders) were not permitted to enter the city of Rome, except for the purposes
of a triumphal parade, until they had formally laid down their powers outside the
city-limits. This was intended to prevent the development of a situation in which a
retiring proconsul might try to retain his office and the army that often went with it,
for mischievous purposes. In those days, Rome did not have a standing army nor
were there any arrangements in place for the provision of payments to soldiers who
were being demobilised at the close of the campaign for which they had been
recruited. This latter was the responsibility of the general under whom they had
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served, which created what has been described as a “vicious nexus” between
generals (who were also politicians) and their armies. Such was the origin of the
frequent civil wars which plagued Rome during the last century of the Republic.

After the battle of Actium in 31 B.C., and Octavian’s (Augustus’) victory over his
rival, Marcus Antonius, the Republic was “re-vamped” by the victor: in 27 B.C.,
Augustus announced his “First Settlement”,3 under the terms of which he was to be
proconsul of three named provinces – Gaul, Spain and Syria. As a proconsul, he had
“executive authority” (imperium), although properly this was operative only in his
provinces. Because he held a consulship each year, in deference to legal precedent,
his imperium was consular when he was in Rome; indeed, he delegated day-to-day
control of his provinces and of the armies that went with them to senior and trusted
ex-consuls, each of whom carried the title, Legatus Augusti. Thus, in the early years
of his reign, Augustus would properly have been called proconsul when in his
provinces, but consul when in Rome.

In 23 B.C., Augustus further reorganised his position in his “Second Settlement”;
under it, he gained Tribunician Power (Tribunicia Potestas), which provided the
future basis of imperial control in Rome and by which Augustus and his successors
counted their regnal years (as was done for Severus Alexander on the Langwathby
milestone). Augustus was also at this time voted “Overriding Proconsular Power”
(Imperium Proconsulare Maius); this allowed him to continue to govern his now-
enlarged group of provinces (the so-called “imperial” provinces) through Legati and,
because his imperium was “overriding” he could intervene in the other – the so-called
“senatorial” or “public” – provinces, if he deemed it to be necessary or desirable.

Until the reign of Trajan (A.D. 98-117), the term, proconsul, rarely, if ever,
appeared in the imperial titulature, perhaps because it was thought to point too
clearly to the military basis of the emperors’ rule. Professor Anthony Birley (pers.
comm.) has suggested that Trajan’s use of it should be seen as part of his republican
façade, an action parallel perhaps to his recalling in c.A.D. 107 of republican and
early-imperial silver coins and then re-issuing many such coins in “restored” form.4

In keeping with republican tradition, the use of the title, proconsul, was proper only
when the emperor was out of Italy; on an inscription of A.D. 116, for example, on
which he was called proconsul, Trajan was away conducting his war against the
Parthians.5

Thereafter, although the reign of the much-travelled Hadrian has produced a
number of examples,6 the title was used sparingly during the remainder of the
second century: on inscriptions of the Severan emperors, however, it appears more
frequently – perhaps because the military power behind the regimes was far more
explicit.7 For example, on a statue-base erected in Heliopolis (Baalbek) the
inscription included the title, PROCOS, for Septimius Severus; this inscription is
dated to A.D. 210, when, of course, the emperor was abroad – in Britain.8

The whereabouts of Severus Alexander at the time of the erection of the
Langwathby milestone are not known for certain, although our principal sources,
Dio Cassius amd Herodian, give the clear impression that he was in Rome.9 The
inclusion on the inscription of PCOS might, however, suggest that Alexander was
away from Italy at the time; alternatively – and it is by no means unique – it may
simply demonstrate that on this occasion the enthusiastic loyalty of the leaders of the
new Civitas Carvetiorum outstripped their knowledge of imperial protocol.10
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Sévère et à ses successeurs, même quand ils ne quittent pas Rome.” It is perhaps worth noting that the
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8 ILS 8917.
9 Dio Cassius 80. 20ff; Herodian 5. 8, 3 - 6. 1, 4.
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8. Carved stone heads from the Furness and Cartmel Peninsulas 
BY DANIEL W. ELSWORTH

One of the more unlikely items acquired by Wilson Reclamation Services (WRS)
Ltd at Low Newton is a carved stone head (Plate 1), which was first observed by the
author some time ago. After making enquiries permission was granted by the owner
of WRS, Clive Wilson, to photograph and make a brief record of this unusual item. 

It was not possible to ascertain exactly where the head came from. According to
its owner it was recovered from the remains of a building located in the area (i.e. the
Cartmel Peninsula) during demolition. 

The head is carved out of a single block of dark yellowish-orange sandstone,
similar, if not the same, to that which outcrops near Cark. It is approximately 38 cm
tall, 14 cm wide across the front and a similar depth, although less even. The base
forms a rough cube, which is typically 15 cm2 in section. The upper, face, part is 22
cm tall, while the base is 16 cm tall. The remaining “neck” section between narrows
to 10 cm in width. 

There is little evidence for the manner in which the stone was worked across the
majority of the head, apart from very rough tooling across the top and finer pecking
to form the narrow “neck”. The nature of the peck-marks suggests that they were
created by a metal tool. 

Two further examples of carved stone heads, albeit from a very different context,
are present at Furness Abbey. They are carved into the red sandstone face of a
quarry adjacent to the “amphitheatre” (SD 21757 71620), and due to their situation
they are more two-dimensional representations than the examples from Low Newton.
Both are very similar, although one is considerably more eroded and, because it is
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more accessible, has been subject to some damage from recent graffiti. Even the
better preserved of the two (Plate 2) is very plain, with limited carving representing
the eyes and nose and no evidence for a mouth. What appears to be a high collar or
some form of garment covering the neck is also present. It is approximately 30 cm
tall and 20 cm wide. 

Dating such objects is extremely difficult. In general the earlier examples are
thought to be late Iron Age to Romano-British in date, and represent part of a pan-
European Celtic belief in the head as an important spiritual symbol (Hickey, 1976,
14). However, they are difficult to distinguish from folk-art carvings, some produced
as late as the nineteenth century (op cit, 106-7). It would perhaps be reasonable to
suggest, in the case of the examples at Furness Abbey, that these can be no earlier
than the medieval period, as they are carved into the working face of what is
presumably a medieval quarry. 

A number of similar objects have been discovered in Cumbria. Two in particular
have been found in relatively close proximity, in Market Street, Dalton (Walton,
1984, Plate 6) and Pennington (Anon, 1938, 301). Two further possible examples
are also reported to be situated at Scales Green Farm in Scales (Iain McNicol pers.
comm.), but these have yet to be examined. 
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9. Viking grave goods from Aspatria
BY B. J. N. EDWARDS

It was reported in CW2, c, 88, that the finds from the excavation which took place at
Beacon Hill, Aspatria, in 1997, were on display at Beacon Hill School. They have
now been transferred on loan to Tullie House Museum, Carlisle.
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